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SUMMARY:


The trial court properly denied defendant’s motion to suppress statements she made to a police officer when placed in a store’s loss-prevention room after being accused of theft where defendant was not in custody under Miranda v. Arizona, 384 U.S. 436 (1966), because defendant was not handcuffed or otherwise restrained, the door to the loss-prevention room was unlocked and open, and the officer made no threatening or coercive actions.
The trial court lacked jurisdiction to hold a bench trial on defendant’s misdemeanor theft charge where defendant previously filed a jury demand and the trial court never obtained a written jury waiver from defendant.  
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by BOCK, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and NESTOR, J., CONCUR.

