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Statute, that murder is fhgninlawful killing of a human

either expresgcd or impliei. The unlawful killlng may be-

.perpetrated by poisoning, striking, starvzng, irownlng,

The Court instructs the jury, in the.langﬁﬁééiﬂfiﬁhéf+ﬁ“

being, in the peace of the people, with malice aforethought,

" starving, stabbing, shooting; or by any other of the various

‘forms or means by which human nature may be ovarcome, and—

'deéih thereby occasioned. Express malice is thut dellbera'e’

;intention unlawfully to take away'the life oﬂ"E fe11ow

ieresture, which is manifested by external circumsfapcgs}._‘”

?capablc of proof. Malice shall be impliel when no consider-

‘able provoecation appeares, or when all the circumstances of

. the killing show an abanioned and malignant heart.



’2"" - The Court instruets the jury, that whoever is giilty

‘of murder shall suffer the punishment of de_ath,;br_irﬁpgisg_n._._—z

;ment in the penitentigr‘y for his natural lifé';--'o;'"for-" a~ferm”’
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;.
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‘by a jury, they shall fix the punishment. by- their-verdicts
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The Court instruets the jury, as a mattén?dfrlé

'5 doubts as are merely chermerical or conjectural.:‘A doubt to

Po- ; .
5 Justify en scquittal must be reasonable, and it musf’arise

: from a candld ani 1mpart1a1 investigatlon of all the evidence

@ in the case, and unless it is such that were the same klni of

! doubt interposed in the grave transactlons of 1life, it would
-

: cause a reasonablé and pruident man to hesitate and pause, it is

é not sufficent to authorize a verdict of not guilty. If, after

i

con31ier1ng all the evidenee you ean say you have an abidlng

conviction of the truth of the charge, you are satigfiea
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beyond a reasonable Joubt, R



44 : The Court further instructs the jury, as-a @af%eiyoﬁg

: & verdict of not guiify, must always be a reasonab

A doubt produced by undue sensibility in the mind_qf;any :{f

reasonable doubt, ani'a“jufbf‘is*not-allowed‘toéﬁ?%éﬁ&éSQﬁp§g§

or materials of doubt by resorting to trival ani faneiful ..

suppositions and remote conjectures as to possible.states of.
: the case Aifferent from that establishei by the evidence.
not

You are,at liberty to disbelieve as jurors, if from.

the eviidence you believe as men. Your oath imposes on you no.
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obligation to doubt where no doubt would-exist;if“nbgoath ha

»

been zmdministered.




The Court further instructs the jurijlghéﬁgihp ﬁéiiqe

jaforethought requisite to murder neei not exist foi'a gfeéﬁ

“ length of time before the killing, but igzisjgiffiqéﬁfgiﬁff

élaw on the guestion of malice if the intention to kill is - -

%§' j,formed ani exists before ani at the instant of gémmiting R

\iﬁ

E"che fatal deed.
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:beyoni a reasonable doubt in order to warr ¥

iﬁsufflc1ent if‘taklng the testimony altog‘ her the Jury.ar

_The jury are instructed that the rule;requiring the

sat1sf1ed beyond 2 reasonable doubt that the defenaentvis
gullty, The reasonable doubt ‘that the jury is permitfed to o
entertain must be as to the guilt of the aceused on ‘the whole

evidence ani not as to any particular fact in the case.” =~




/7
,
/"

1,-[)“1::(_—1\_ .

,.
it

[

The Court instruets the jury, as a matier ofﬂlawrfthaﬁ

e o

to constitute the offence charged in this case, the intent ~

alleged in the indictment is necessary to be éhown,,but
direct and positive testimony is not necessary to prove the
intent; it may be inferedi from the facts and cirbuﬁstanqes_

shown by the evidence, ani if you believe from the evidence

beyond = reasonable doubt, that the shooting as allegei in
the indictment was done deliberately and was likely to be
attended with dangerous consequences, the maliee or intent

requigite to make out this case as charged will be presumed.
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It is the duty of the jury to treat end consi

confessions proven to have been made by the:defeﬂdentbpfééi§éir
. 4 - . PR o W

as truth. R o v 'T*;‘%VJ:

But the jury may believe ihat which chgrgéé the grisgn?r:
and rejést that which is in his favow, if they
grounds in th: evidence oy any inherent improbébiiify in éﬁ;. '

statement itself; the jury are at liberty to judge of-if“‘.

like other evidence by all the circumstanceg of the case.
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i defenient was able to distinguish right. from

ii s
{can not acquit him on the ground of insanity.




‘. . . . - - T
A, If from all the evidence in the case- yow beliave,='—-

. beyond a reasonable doubt, that the defendent ~Goimittsd™ th

* erime of which he is accused, in manner ani form as chHarged

i in the indietment; and that at"the time of»tﬁelcomm§§§i§n~;"~

~of such crime the defendent knew that it was #;gﬁé”to—éom@jt

LA

"< guchi 6rimé: EnT wad Tentally  ¢apable 6f choosing either to

-

“do or not to do ‘the acet or acts constituting such crime, and
- - of governing his conduct in aecordance with sueh: choigg;”
then it is your duty, under the law, to find him guilty,
. even though you should believe, from the eviidence; that at-
. the time of the commission of the crime he was not entirely

| and perfectly sane. -




/Q/é The Court instructs the jury, that if they believe from

‘the evidence in this case, that at theAtime off@g@ng_the

“act chaiged,ithe prisoner wag not of sound minij'Bﬁf:wasT~;-,}

N ' B o P -

é?affected with insanity, and that such affection was the

uefficent cause of the act, and that he would not hav done

li

x

;ness of mindi, or affeetion of insanity, must be of such éti#f'
gdegree as to create an uncontrolable impulse to 3o the ac£ 
;qharged, by overriding the reason and judgment/and obiiterat-
%ing the sense of right ani wrong as to the particular act

%done and depriving the accused of the power of choosong
;

'between them.



. If veu believe, from the evidence, beyond a reasonable

doubt, that the defendent committed the crime in mannar and. .

form as charged in the indictment, and at the fime of
committing such act was able to distinguish right from wrong,

you ghould find him guilty.
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The ecoart further instructs the jury thaﬁ?hﬁét 1éfhééﬁy%
by circumstantial evidenee in eriminal cases- is- tle- proof of—
sueh facts and circumstances connected with or coﬁcefning the
commission of the crime charged as tend to show the guilt or:

innocence of the party or parties n'arred and if these facts

and circumstances are sufficient to satisfy 1:he"ju,r‘y"'uf‘-the""'+

R

verdlct of gu1¢ty.
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case, find from the evidence that any witness or witnesses

If the jury, after comsidering 21l the evidence in. tnis

have knowingly, wilfully and corruptly testified»fals'ely to

any fact material to the issues in” this case; the¥ have~the -
right to entirely disrsgard his or their testimony, except

in so far as his or their testimony is corroborated: by other-—

ersdible evidelce, or Ly circumstances in evidence
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wrongful act." : ‘ i

The court instructs the jury as a matter of lai. that

vdeliperation”, as used in the indietment and in” these—in= -

structions means "in a2 cool state of blood", that is, not in

the heat of passion. ’ T N

That the word'malice”ss used in the indictme

these instructions, do2s not mean hatred or ill-will "as it~

commonly does, but it means, "the intenticnal
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™is ecoart instructs thz jury that the rule of law which
¢lothes every person accused of erime with the presumption

of innocsnce and imposes upen the Stats the burden of estab-
lishing his guilt bsyond a reascnable doubt, is not. intended

to aid any ons who is in face guilty of crime to-escape -

punishment, but is a humans provision of 12

as human agencies can, to suard againsu the danger of any

nocent persom be ing unjustl; p.nished.



The law presumes that a parson inténds all_the natyu al
probabls and usuzl conssquenecss of his acts; that when o:

person assails-another wviolently with a dangsrous weapon like-

ly to kill, not in self defence and not_in a.sudden heat of -

passion caused by a provocation anparently suffieciént to make.

the passion irresistable-or'involuntary,;gnd;££§ilife5of“:he->

party thus assailed is actually destroyed in consequsn

bodily harm was intended; in which case the lawv implies

malice -and suech killing would be rurdsr...



