


.(\\V&\“‘W't& | i

The court charges the jury the defendant is presumed to be imnocent
untll the evidence convinces the jury beyond all reasenable doubt that he
is guiltyy and if, upon a consideration of all the evidence, the jury have
a reasonable doubb, growlng oub of all the evidence, they must acquit the
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The law does nob presume that the defendant is guilby in this casey,
wut, on the contrary, presumes as a matber of law and fact that the ‘
defendant is innocent, and that presumption of lnnocence goss with him
in this trial wntil removed by proof of facts actually proving that he
16 gullty beyond a reasomble doubb.
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The pregsumption of innocence attends the sccused ‘as a matber of evidense,
and is safficient in itself to authorize the acquittal of defendant, and
to displace this presumption of innocence, the state ls reguired to offer

evidence that convinces you beyond g1l reasomabls deublt as to the guilt
of defendant.
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(dentlemen of the Jury, I charge you that the legal presumptien of
innocence is to be regarded by the Jjury, in every case, ag a matter of
evidence, to the benefit of which the accused is entitled, and, as a
matier of evidence it attends the accused until his guilt is, by the
evidence, placed beyond @ reasonable deoubt.
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The court charges the jury that the innocence of Defendant is presumed
until his guilt 1s established by the evidenwe in all the mterial aspects
of the pase beyond a reasonable doubt, to a meral certainty, and it may also
be said that evidence of guilt must be strong and cogent, and unless 1t de
so strong and cogent as to show that defendant is guilty to a moral certainty,
defendant should be acquitted. '




®xmﬁv‘ N

Tn order to make out a4 case against the Defendant that would authorize
you to find him gulliy as charged, the court charges the Jury that it is
incumbent upon the State to satisfy the jury from the evidence in the case
beyond a reasonable doubbd, that the Defendant was guillity of something more
than simple negligence merely on the occasion complained of,
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If you believe from the evidence in this case: that the evidence
establishes mere negligerce on the part of the defendant oun the cccasion
of the decessed's death, and nothing else bubt mere negligence, then
you must find the Deferndant not guilty.
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You are instructed that manglaughter in the first degree is also
embraced in this indictment., In Manslaughter in the first degree, there
must be either a positive intention to kill, or an act of violence (from)
which, ordinarily, in the usual course of events, death or great bodily

harm may ensue.




