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SUMMARY

The Colorado Supreme Court reviewed an interlocutory appeal from an order suppressing statements

made by Cirilo Gonzalez-Zamora after he received Miranda warnings. The court held that his Miranda

waiver and subsequent statements were voluntary, knowing, and intelligent, and reversed the

suppression order.
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The prosecution brought an interlocutory appeal under C.A.R. 4.1
from the Denver District Court's order suppressing statements made by

Gonzalez-Zamora after he received Miranda warnings.

The Supreme Court reviewed the suppression ruling and the record

concerning the voluntariness of the Miranda waiver and statements.
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1. Whether Gonzalez-Zamora knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his Miranda rights.



2. Whether Gonzalez-Zamora's post-waiver statements were voluntary and free from coercive

governmental conduct.

HOLDINGS

1. The Miranda waiver was voluntary, knowing, and intelligent. The absence of audible affirmations, a
direct question asking whether Gonzalez-Zamora wished to waive his rights, and a videotape did not
invalidate the waiver where the record showed that he was advised in Spanish, sought clarification of

two rights, received explanations, signed the advisement card, and proceeded to speak with police.

2. The statements were voluntary because the record did not show that coercive governmental conduct
played a significant role in inducing them. The lack of a videotape, the short interval between the waiver

and questioning, and the abrupt end of the interview did not establish involuntariness.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The validity of defendant's waiver depends upon two elements: (1) whether the waiver was voluntary, that is,
whether it was the product of a free and deliberate choice rather than intimidation, coercion, or deception;

and (2) whether the waiver was made knowingly and intelligently.” (251 P.3d at 1074)

“A valid waiver is obtained if a defendant understands his rights and he proceeds to speak with police.” (251
P.3d at 1075)

“Before a statement may be suppressed for involuntariness, a court must find that coercive conduct played a

significant role in inducing the statement.” (251 P.3d at 1076)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Gonzalez-Zamora was arrested in Palm Beach, Florida, for an open-container violation after authorities
discovered an outstanding Denver murder warrant associated with a partially matching name and the same date
of birth. At the police station, a Spanish-speaking sergeant read Gonzalez-Zamora his Miranda rights from a
Spanish-language card, explained two rights after observing gestures or facial expressions suggesting confusion,
and obtained his signature on the advisement card. Gonzalez-Zamora then made statements about having lived in
Denver and striking a man during a physical altercation. The interview was audio-recorded but difficult to hear,
was not videotaped, and ended shortly after questioning began.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Gonzalez-Zamora moved to suppress statements made during a police-station interview, arguing that his
Miranda waiver and subsequent statements were involuntary. The Denver District Court granted suppression on
both grounds and, after reconsideration, clarified that the prosecution had failed to prove voluntariness by a
preponderance of the evidence. The People filed an interlocutory appeal, and the Colorado Supreme Court

reversed the suppression order.

DISPOSITION
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