CHASON & STONE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
BAY MINETTE, ALABANA




CHARGE NO. 1

The Court charges the Jury that if, alfter considering all the
evidence in this case, you have a reasonable doubt as to the presence
of the defendant near the scene of the alleged burglary, then you

should acquit the defendante.
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CHARGE NO, 2

The Court charges the Jury that the legal presumption of innocencs
is to be regarded by the Jury in every case as a matter of evldence to
the benefit of which the accused is entitled; and, as a matter of
evidence it attends the accused until his guilt is, by the evidenee,
placed beyond a reasonable doubt. \
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CHARGE NO. 3

The Court charges the Jury that the presumpbtion in this case is
that the defendant is innocent untill the State has proven beyond a
reasonable doubt that he is guilty; and if the Jury have a reasonabls
doubt growing out of all the evidence, as to whether he was sufficlent-
ly sober to form the speclfic Intent to commit burglary as cherged in
the indictment, then the Jury cannct find the defendant guilty of
burglary as charged in such indictment. .
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CHARGE NO. |

The Court charges the Jury that the presemption in this case 1s
that the defendant is innocent until the State has proven beyond all
reasonable doubt that he is guilty; and if the Jury has a reasonable
doubt growlng out of the evidence, as to whether he was sufficiently
sober or mentally capable to form the specific intent to commit
burglary as charged in the Indictment, then the Jury cannot find such
defendant guilty as charged in such indlctment.
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CHARGE NO. 5

The Court charges the Jury that each Juryman must be separately
satisfied beyond a ressonable doubt and to a moral certainty, that the

defendant is gullty of the crime charged or you cannot convict him,
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CHARGE NO. 6

The Court charges the Jury that the proof as to the alibl 1s
sufficient when if, taken in connectlon with all the evidence in the
case, it 1s sufficient to generate Iin your minds, a reasonable doubt s&s to
the gullty of the defendant.




CHARGE NO. 7

The Court charges the Jury that, if the Jury, upon consldering
all the evidence, have a reasonable doubt about the defendant’s gullt
arising out of any part of the evidence, they should £ind him not
guilty, N




CHARGE NO, 8

The Court charges the Jury that before you can find the Defendant
gullty of burglary as charged in thls indictment, the State must
satisfy you by the evidence beyond all reasonable doubts and to a moral
certainty that the Defendant broke into and intered the alleged dwelling
with the gpecific Intent to steal.
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CHARGE NO. 9

The Gourt charges the Jury that unless you are gatiasfied from the
evidence beyond all reasonable doubts and to a moral certainty that the
Defendant entered the alleged dwelling with the specific intent to deal,
then you camnot find the Defendant gulilty of burglary.
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