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FILED

01-31-2023
Clerk of Circuit Court
Brown County, WI

STATE OF WISCONSIN CIRCUIT COURT BROWN COUNTY 2022CF000317

STATE OF WISCONSIN,

Plaintiff
DEFENDANT’S MOTION
-Vs- TO SUPPRESS STATEMENTS
Jeremiah Lee Robinson, Case No. 22CF317
Defendant

The defendant, appearing specially by the undersigned attorney and reserving the right to
challenge the court’s jurisdiction, moves the court for an order excluding as evidence all statements,
oral or written, allegedly made by the defendant to law-enforcement officers or any other
governmental officials or their agents. The defendant brings this motion pursuant to section
971.31(3) and (4) of the Wisconsin Statutes on the grounds that the statements were obtained in
violation of the rights guaranteed the defendant under the 4th, 5th, 6th, and 14th Amendments to the
United States Constitution; article I, sections 1, 2, 7, 8, 9, and 11 of the Wisconsin Constitution; and
Harris v. New York, 401 U.S. 222 (1971), Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1 (1968), Mirandav. Arizona, 384
U.S. 436 (1966), Lynumn v. Illinois, 372 U.S. 528 (1963), Mapp v. Ohio, 367 U.S. 643 (1961),
Brown v. Mississippi, 297 U.S. 278 (1936), Upchurch v. State, 64 Wis. 2d 553, 219 N.W.2d 363
(1974), Ameen v. State, 51 Wis. 2d 175, 186 N.W.2d 206 (1971), and State ex rel. Goodchild v.
Burke, 27 Wis. 2d 244, 133 N.W.2d 753 (1965).

Further, the defendant moves for exclusion from use as evidence all derivative evidence.
Taylor v. Alabama, 457 U.S. 687 (1982); Dunaway v. New York, 442 U.S. 200 (1979); Brown v.
lllinois, 422 U.S. 590 (1975); Davis v. Mississippi, 394 U.S. 721 (1969); Wong Sun v. United States,
371 U.S. 471 (1963); State v. Knapp, 2005 WI 127, 285 Wis. 2d 86, 700 N.W.2d 899; State v.
Harris, 199 Wis. 2d 227, 544 N.W.2d 545 (1996).

IN FURTHER SUPPORT, the defendant asserts that: the Defendant was 16 years old at the
time of the statement; the Defendant did not understand his Miranda Warnings; the Defendant
wanted to talk to his father before talking to the police; the Defendant did not have his father present;
the Defendant had limited educational background; and the Defendant does not remember having
been read his Miranda warnings in the past. That based on his condition he could not fully
understand his Constitutional rights. The statements were not knowingly, voluntary, intelligent and
freely given to law enforcement. The Defendant requests that the Court suppress the statements
preventing the use of the statements at trial.

Dated: November 30, 2023.
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Electronically signed by Michael J. Balskus
Attorney Michael J. Balskus

Attorney for the Defendant

MJB Law L.L.C.

2432 Amos Mary Ct

De Pere, WI 54115

920-309-7692

MJBLAWGB@gmail.com

State Bar No. 1002140




