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Charge 1: -~ - The court charges the jury that if ybu be=
lieve the evidence in this case you must find the
defendant not guilty,




Charge 2: ~ ~ The céurt'chargea the jury that if you be-
' lieve the evidence in this case you c¢annot find
R*f“**%éh~ * the defendant guilty of murder in the first degree.
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Charge 3:

The court charges the jury that if you be-
lieve the evidence in this cdse you cannot find the
defendant guilty of murder in the second degree,
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Charge 4: " ' Theé'court charges the jury that if you believe -
: the evidence in this case you cahnot find the des '

g fendant guilty of manslaughter in the first degree.
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Charge E: The court charges the jury that if defendant cut e
deceased under a bona fide belief that he was in
impending danger of limb and he had under all circumstances
reasonable cause to believe that he was in imminent danger
at the time the cutting was done, it would be immaterial
whether there was such danger of not.
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Charge O:

The court charges the. jury that as fair minded and
honest men, the law enjoins upon you gentlemen, the
imperative duty of giv;ng defendant the benefit of every
reasonable doubt arising from the evidence before yéu can
find him guilty.




Charge G: _ The court charges the jury that if the circumstances
attending the killing of deceased were such as would
justify a reasonalbe man in the belief that he was in
danger of great bodily harm or death and that he could not
retreat without adding to his peril and defendant believed
such to be the case, he was justified in cutting the
deceased, although he was not in actual danger and retreat
would not have added to his peril and if defendant acted
under such circumstances the burden of showing that
defendant was not free from fault in bringing on the
difficulty is on the state.
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Charge M: The court chargés the jury that if the defendant cut
under a bona fide belief that his life was in danger, and
had under the c¢circumstances reasonable cause to believe that
he was in imminent danger at the moment he cut deceased,
it would be immaterial whether these was such actual
danger or not,
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Charge It The court charges the jury that if they find from the
evidence that the deceased, at the time he was cut, was
making an assault on the defendant and that the defendant
in reszsting sald assault, used force not greatly dis-
proportionate to the character of the assault, and death
accidentally resulted, this would be self- defense, and the
jury should acquit hlm.
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Charge 51 " I charge you genitlemen of the jury that if you al
believe from the evidence that the defendant had quit
the affray with Junior Jordan and was returning to
the truck with the intentidon of leaving the scéne of
the difficulty and while on his way back te the truck
the deceaséd made a felonious assualt upon him and =
that the defendant was free from fault in bringing on
that difficulty and his life or limb was in lmminent
or apparent danger and he had no réasonablé mode. of
escape, then he had the right to resist the assault
of the deceased and to use such force as necessary

&QULAJlehJ\, in defense of his person.




Charge 6: _ I charge you gentlemen of the jury that if the ¥
evidence has generated in your minds a reasonable
doubt that the defendanht had abandohed the difficulty
between himself and Junior Jordan and was returning
to the trueck that Charles Lassiter was driving for
the purpose of leaving the scene of the difficulty

TkLQﬁth.n_aysVV“UhlJL“nﬁih'and the deceased made a felonious assualt upon him and
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that the defendant was free from fault in bringing on
that difficulty and his life or limb was in imminent
or apparent danger and he had no reasonablée mode of
escape, then he had the right to resist the assault
of the deceased and to use such force as necessary in
defense of his person,
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Charge A:

The court charges the Jjury that if they are not
satisfied beyond all reasonable doubi, to a moral certainty,
and to the exclusion of every other reasonable hypothesis,
but that of the guilt of the defendant, then they should
find him not guilty, and it is not necessary to raise a
reasonable doubt that the jury should find from all evi-
dence a probability of the defendant's innocence, but such
a doubt may arise even when there is no.probability of his
innocence in the testimony and if the jury have not an
abiding conviction to a moral certainty of his gullt it is
the duty of the Jjury to acquit him,
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Charge B: The court charges the jury that if after looking at
' all evidence in this case and considering it fully, your
minds are left in such a state of uncertainty that you
cannot say beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant is
guilty of the offense charged, then this is such a doubt
q " as would entitle the defendant to an acquittal and you .

: . should so find,
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Charge G The court charges the jury that if there is, from .
. the evidence, a reasonable probability of defendant's

innocence, the Jjury should acquit the defendant.




Charge F: The court charges the jury that the bare fear of
_ the commission of the offense, to prevent which the

defendant used a deadly weapon, is not sufficient to
Justify it; but the circumstances must be sufficient to
excite the fear of a reasonable man, and the attacking
party must have acted under the influence of such fear
along, It is not necessary, however, to Jjustify the use
of a deadly weapon, that the danger be actual. It is
enough that it be apparent danger; such an appearance as
will induce a reasonable person in defendant's position

v to believe that he was in inmmediate danger of great
bodily harm. Upon such appearances the party may act with
N safety; nor will he be held accountable, though it would
. afterwards appear that the indication upen which he acted
C&A“AﬁL&“”WéWas_wholly fallacious, and that he was in no actual peril.

dyuuﬂgg Therule in sueh a case is this: what would a reasonable
person, a person of ordinary caution, judgment and
observation, in the position of the defendant, seeing what
he saw and knowing what he knew, honestly believe from the
situation and these surroundings? If such reasonable
person, so placed, would have been justified in believing
himself in imminent danger, then the defendant would be
Justified in believing himself in such peril and in
acting upon such appearance,




Charge H:
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‘The court charges the jury that it is not necessary
under the evidence in this case that the defendant should
have been in actual danger of death or great bodily harm
at the time he killed the decsased or that retreat would
have really increased his peril, in order for him toc be
Jjustified in killing deceased. He had a right to act on
the appearance of things at the time, taken in the light
of all evidence and he had a right to interpret the con-
duct of deceased in the light of any threat that the
evidence proved the deceased to have made against the
defendant. If the circumstances attending the killing
were such as to justify a reasonable man in the belief
that he was in danger of great bodily harm or death and

0, that he could not have retreated without adding to his

peril and honestly believed such to be the case, then he
hgd a right to strike in his own defense, although as a
matter of fact he was not in actual danger and retreat
would. not have endangered his personal safety; and if

the jury believe from the evidence that the defendant
acte? under such conditions and circumstances as above
set Iorth, the burden of showing that he was not free of
fault in bringing on the difficulty is on the state, and
if noYy shown the jury should acquit the defendant,




Charge J: _ The court charges the jury that if, after looking

: : at all the evidence in this case, your minds are left in
such a state of doubt or uncertainty that you cannot say
beyond a reasonable doubt, whether the defendant acted
upon a well founded and reasonable belief that it was
necessary to take the life of the deceased to save himself
from great bodily harm or death or that he cut deceased
before such impending necessity arose, then this is such a
doubt as will entitle this defendant to an acquittal and

N yvou should so find,
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Charge K: The court charges the Jury that the law gives a
person the same right to use such force as may be reason-
ably necessary under the circumstances by which he is
surrounded to protect himself from great bodily harm as it
does to prevent his life being taken. He may excusably
use this necessary force to save himself from any felonious
assault,
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Charge L3 The court charges the jury that the defendant is
under no duty to show or explain who was in fault in
bringing on the fatal encounter, if the evidence shows_

- that it reasonably and honestly appeared to the defendant
that he wag in imminent peril to life or great bodily ~

. harm, and that an attempt to escape would increase the
peril




Charge N: The court charges the jury that the innocence of the
defendant is presumed until his guilt is established by the
evidence in all the material aspects of the case beyond
a reasonable doubt, to moral certainty, and it may alsc
be said that evidence of guilt must be streng and cogent
and unless it is so strong and cogent as to show that
defendant is guilty to a moral certainty, defendant should
be acquitted.
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- Charge P: The court charges the jury that if on a consideration
of all the evidence in this case you find the evidence so
nearly balanced that the mere weight of it is on the side
of the state and not so heavy and strong as to satisfy you
te a moral certainty that it is true you cannot find
defendant guilty.




be separately satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt and to
a moral certainty that defendant is guilty of the crime
charged or you cannot conviet him,

Charge S: The court charges the jury that each juror must %
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Charge T:

The court charges the jury that, if they are
reasonably satisfied from the evidence in this case that
the deceased had threatered to take the life of the
defendant, and such threats had been communicated to
defendant before or at the time of the fatal cutting
this defendant, on the occasion of this killing, would
have been authorized and justified in taking more prompt
and decisive means of defense than if such threats had
never been made and communicated, provided the defendant
was without fault in bringing on the difficulty or enter=-
ing willingly therein, and his life at the time was in
imminent peril, or reasonably appeared to be, and he
honestly believed that it was in peril, and under such
circumstances as just stated the defendant was under nc
duty to retreat if you are reasonably satisfied from the
evidence in the case that the deceased was at the time
about to make an immediate murderous attack upon the
defendant, or the defendant reasonably and honestly °
believkd that deceased was about to make such attack.

then
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