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Charge No. le

The Court charges the jury that the law glves a person
the right to use such force as may Dbe reagsonably necessary
under the cirecumstances by which he 1s surrounded to protect
‘himself from great bodily harm as it does to prevent hils life
being teken. He may excusably use this necessary force to

save himself from any felonious assault.
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Charéé Koo, 2s

The Court charges the jury that 1t is not necessary
under the svidenece 1n thls case that the defendant should have
been actually in danger of death or great bodlly harm at the
time he shot the deceased in order for him to be juastified
in shooting the deceased. He had tne right to act on the
appearance of things atb the time, taken in the light of all
the evidence; and he had the right to interpret the conduct
of the deceased in the llght of any threats that the evidence
shows the deceased to have made againat the delfendant. 1ie
the circumstances attending the shooting were such as to
justify a reasonable man in the belief that he was in the
danger of great bodily harm oX death and he honestly belleved
guch to be the case, then he had the right to shoot the
deceased in his own defensse, although as a matter of fact he
was not in actual danger; and if the jury believes that the
defendant acted under such conditlions and circumstances as
set out above, the burden of showing that the defendant was
not free from fault in bringing on the difficulty is on the
State, and 1f pot shown the jury should acquit the defendant,

o

LS

RS-

L gy aalesss




Charge Wo. 3

The Court charges the jury that a man has the right to
use such reasonsbles force ags may be necessary, under the
circumstance by which he 1s surrounded, to defend himselfl
from great bodily harm, that he has to prevent his life being
taken; and he may excusably use this necessary force to repel

any felonious assault. \

! t&L{JT&JLL_ ' QBL.
i _ d}AchdLég_\ﬁr‘




Charge No, 5.
The Court charges the jury that the law givea s person
the same rilght to use foree reasonably necessary under the
eircumstances to protect himself from great bodily harm as 1t

doea to prevent his life being taken, and that he may
excusably use this force to save himself any felonious agsault.
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Charge No. Te.

The Court charges the jury that if, by a prepondsrance of
the evidence, the Jury are satlsfied that, at the time of the
fatal encounter, defendant was afflicted with s mental disease,
and that by reason of the duress of such mental disease he had
gso fer lost the power to choose between right and wrong
(although he may have known right from wrong as applied to the
killing), and the alleged killing was so connected with such
mental disease in the realtion of cause and effect as to have
béden the product of it solely, the jury should acquit the

defendant.




Charge No. 8.

The Court charges the jury that if the Jury belleve from
the svidence that defendant, at the time he fired the fatal
ghot, was acting under duress of a mental disease which des-
troyed his free agency, so that his power to resist kllling
Rex Beech was at the time lost, end the killing was the off-
apring of such mental disease sclely, they should acquit the
defendant.
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Charge No. 9.

The Court charges the Jury that it ls not necessary under
the evidence in this case that the defendant should have been
in sectual danger of death or great bodily harm at the time he
killed Rex Beech, or that retreat would have really increased
his peril, in order for him to be justified iIn flring the fatal
shot. He had the right to act on the appearance of things at
the time, taken in the light of all the evidence, and he had
the right to interpret the conduct of Rex Beeech in the light of
any threat that the evidence proved Rex Beeeh to have made
against the defendant. If the clreumstances attending the
kxilling were such as to justify & reasonable man in the beliefl
that he was in danger of great bodily harm or death, and that
he eould not have retreated without adding to his peril, and he
honestly belie¥ed such to be the case, then he had the right
to shoot in his own defense, although as a matter of fhet he
was nob in actual danger, and retreat would not have endangered
nis personal saflety, and if the jury belleve from the evldence
that the defendant actéd under such eonditions and eclireumstances
a5 above set forth, the burden of showing that he was not free
from fault in bringing on the diffieculty is on the state, and,
if not shown, the jury should acquit.
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Charge No. 10.

The Court charges the Jjury that 1f the Jjury, upcn con-
sidering all the evidencse, have a reasonable doubt of defendant’s
puilt arising out of any part of the evidence, they mugt £ind
defendant noet gullsy
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Charge No. ll.

The eourt charges the jury that belore they can conviet
defendant the evidence must be so strong as to convince each
jaror of his guilt, beyond s reasonable doubt, and if after
considering all the evidence a sgingle juror has a reasonable
doubt of defendantts guilt, arising oub of any part of the
evidence, they cannot conviet him. °
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Charge No. 12

The Court charges you gentlemen of the Jury thet
the pleas of Insanlty and self-defense are conslstent
defenses and if you {ind in favor of the Defendant on one
or both such defenses you should render d verdlet of not
gullty. -
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Charge No. 14

The Court charges the Jury thet 1If you believe from the
evidence in this case that any witness has wlllfully sworn
falsely as to any materlial fact In this case you may, in
your discretlon, disregard the testimomy of such witness
entirely. .
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Cherge No. 13

The CGourt charges the Jury thest the pleas of
insanity and self-defense are not lnconsistent defenses and
where the Defendant has offered evldence to support both
these defenses and you flnd on one or both such defenses in
favor of the Defendsnt, then you should render a verdict of

not gullty.
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Charge No. 15

The Court charges the Jury that 1f the Jury, upon con-
gidering all the evidence, have a reasonable doubt aboub
the defendant'!s gullt, ariszing out of any part of the
evlidence, they should find hlm not gullty.
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Charge No. 16

The Gourt charges the jury that 1f there iz one slngle
fact proved to the satlsfactlon of the jJjury which ls lncon-
glstent with the defendant's guilt, this is suffliclent to
ralse a reasonable doubt, and the Jury should acgqult him.
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Charge No, 17

The court charges the Jury that if the evidence, or any
part thereof, after a considerstion of the whole of such
evidence gemerates a well Founded doubt of defendant's
guilt, the Jury must acguit him.
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Charge No, 19

The court charges the jury that If after a full consideration
of all the evidence the gullt of defendant 1s not proven to a
moral certalnty, then the jury must find defendant not gullty.
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Charge No. 20
The court charges the jury that each juryman must be sepa-

rately satlisfled, beyond a reasonable doubt and to a moral

certalnty, that defendent 1s guilty of the erime charged, or
you cannot convict him,
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Charge No., 21

The court charges the jury that the only foundation for a
verdict of gullty in thls case 1s that the entlre jury shall
belleve from the evidence, beyond a reasonable doubt and to a
moral certalnty, that the defendant is gullty as charged in
the indictment, %o the exclusion of every probablllity of hils
innocence, and every reasonable doubt of hls guilt, and, I1f
the prosecutlion has falled to furnlsh such measure of proof,

and to so lmpresa the minds of the jury of hls gullt, they
gshould find him not gullty. -
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Charge No. 23

The court charges the jury that good character itselfl
may, ln connectlon with all the evidence, generate a

reasonable doubt and entitle the defendant to an acquittal,
even though without such proof of good character you would
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Charge No., 22

The court charges the jury that if they are not satisfiled
beyond all reasonable doubt, to a moral certainty, and %o
the exclusion of every other reascnable hypothesls but that
of the gullt of the defendant, then they should find him
not guilty; and it 1ls not necessary, to ralse a reasonable
doubt, that the jury should find from all the evidence a
probabllity of defendant's innocence, but such a doubt may
arise, even when there ls no probabllity of hls Innocence in
the testimony, and, 1f the jury have not an abidlng convlebion

to a moral certalnty of his guillt, it 1=z the duty of the
jury to acquit him, '




Charge No. 24

The court charges the Jury that gocd character ltself ls
part of the evidence in this case, and 1l the jury upon a
considerstion of all the evldence have a reasonable doubt
growing out of any part of the evidence, the jury will give
the defendant the benefit of such doubt and ecqult him.




Charge No. 25
The court charges the jury that the defendant ls authorized

under the statute, to testify in his own behalf, and the
jury have a right to give full credit to hls statements.
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Charge No. 26

The court charges the jury that the burden 1s upon the
State, and it 1ls the duby of the State to show, beyond a
reagonable doubt and to the exclusion of every other reason-
able hypothesis every circumstance necessary to show that
the defendant is gullby; and, unless the State has done that
in this case, 1% 1s your duty, gentlemen of the jury, to
render a verdlct of not gullty. _
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Charge No. 27

The court charges the jury that the legal presumption
of innocence 1s to be regarded by the jury In every case
as a matter of evidence, to the beneflit of which the
accused la entltled; and, ss a matter of evlidence, 1t attends
the accused untll his gullt is, by the evidence, placed
beyond a reascnable doubt,
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Charge No. 31

The court charges the jury that, 1f they are reasonably
satisfisd from the svidence in this case that the deceased
had threatened to take the 1life of the defendant, and such
threats had been communicated to defendesnt before er at the
time of the fatial shooting, then thls defendant, on the
oceasion of the killing, would have been authorized and justi-
fied 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 iIn bringing on the
difficulty or entering willingly therein, and his life atb
the time was in imminent peril, or reasonably appeared to
be, and he honestly believed that it was In peril, and under
such clreumstances as just stated the defendant was under no
duty to retreat iIf you are reasonably satisfled from the
evidence in the case that the deceased was at the time about
to make an immediste murderous attack upon the defendant, or
the defendant reasonsbly and honestly belleved that deceased
was sbout bto make such attack.
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