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STATE OF WISCONSIN : CIRCUIT COURT : KENOSHA COUNTY
STATE OF WISCONSIN,
Plaintiff,
-vs- INSTRUCTIONS TO THE JURY
Cas 20 CF 983 FILED

KYLE H. RITTENHOUSE, NOV 15 2021

Defendant. REBECGAMATOSK K
BECCAMATOSKAMENTIN
CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT

OPENING INSTRUCTIONS

Members of the jury:

your verdict.
If any member of the jufy has an impression of my opinion as to whether the defendant is

guilty or not guilty, disregard that impression entirely and decide the issues of fact solely as you

view the evidence. You, the jury, are the sole judges of the facts, and the court is the judge of

the law only.
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INFORMATION NOT EVIDENCE
An Information is nothing more than a written, formal accusation against a defendant
charging the commission of one or more criminal acts. You are not to consider it as evidence

against the defendant in any way. It does not raise any inference of guilt.

THE CHARGES

Y,
S,
S,

General Principles of Self Defense

The law of self-defé ows the defendant to threaten or intentionally use force against
another only if:
e the defendant belie;/ed that there was an actual or imminent unlawful interference with

the defendant's person; and

e the defendant believed that the amount of force the defendant used or threatened to use

was necessary to prevent or terminate the interference; and
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e the defendant's beliefs were reasonable.

The defendant may intentionally use force which is intended or likely to cause death or great
bodily harm only if the defendant reasonably believed that the force used was necessary to
prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to himself.

Determining Whether Beliefs Were Reasonable
A belief may be reasonable even though mistaken. In dei ning whether the defendant's

beliefs were reasonable, the standard is what a person of ordinary intelligence and prudence

Provocation

You should also gotisider whether the defendant provoked the attack. A person who
engages in unlawful conduct; a éype likely to provoke others to attack, and who does provoke
an attack, is not allowed to use or threaten force in self-defense against that attack.

However, if the attack which follows causes the person reasonably to believe that he is in
imminent danger of death or great bodily harm, he may lawfully act in self-defense. But the

person may not use or threaten force intended or likely to cause death unless he reasonably
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believes he has exhausted every other reasonable means to escape from or otherwise avoid death

or great bodily harm.

CRIMES REQUIRING INTENT

Counts 4 and 5 require intent to kill.

Meaning of "Intent to Kil

"Intent to kill" means that the defendant had the mental purpose to take the life of another

v not require that the

he act need not be

Deciding About Intent

You cannot look int erson’s mind to find intent. Intent to kill must be found, if found at

all, from the defendant's acts, words, and statements, if any, and from all the facts and
circumstances in this case béaring upon intent.
Intent and Motive

Intent should not be confused with motive. While proof of intent is necessary to a

conviction, proof of motive is not. "Motive" refers to a person's reason for doing something.
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While motive may be shown as a circumstance to aid in establishing the guilt of a defendant, the
State is not required to prove motive on the part of a defendant in order to convict. Evidence of
motive does not by itself establish guilt. You should give it the weight you believe it deserves

under all of the circumstances.

COUNT 1: FIRST DEGREE RECKLESS HOMICID] -940.02(1)

ut Tuesday, August 25,
fendant recklessly
ch show utter

The first count of the Information charges that on oral

2020, in the City of Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, 1
caused the death of Joseph D. Rosenbaum, under circumstances:
disregard for human life, contrary to sec. 940.02(1)

ts of the Crime That the State Must Prove
1. The defendant caused the death of another.
"Cause" means that the defendant's act was a substantial factor in producing the
death.
2. The defendant caused the death by criminally reckless conduct.

"Criminally reckless conduct" means:
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the conduct created a risk of death or great bodily harm to another person;
and

the risk of death or great bodily harm was unreasonable and substantial; and
the defendant was aware that his conduct created the unreasonable and

substantial risk of death or great bodily harm.

Y,

3. The circumstances of the defendant's conduct showg er disregard for human life.

In determining whether the circumstances of the conduct showed utter disregard for
human life, consider these factors: what the defendant was doing; why the defendant

was engaged in that conduct; how dangerous the.€ond

COUNTS 2 &3 T DEGREE RECKLESSLY ENDANGERING SAFETY - §
941.30(1) |
Counts 2 &3 of the Information accuse the defendant of the crime of Recklessly
Endangering Safety. Although the elements of each of these crimes are identical, the

rules of self defense which apply to them are not.

The second count of the Information charges that on or about Tuesday, August
25, 2020, in the City of Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, the defendant
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recklessly endangered the safety of Richard McGinnis, under circumstances which
show utter disregard for human life, contrary to sec. 941.30(1), 939.50(3)(f),
939.63(1)(b) Wis. Stats.

The third count of the Information charges that on or about Tuesday, August 25, 2020,
in the City of Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, the defendant recklessly
endangered the safety of an unknown male, under circumstances which show utter
disregard for human life, contrary to sec. 941.30(1), 939.50(3)(f), 939.63(1)(b) Wis.
Stats.

v
v

rigering safety, the

of anot

tad

uct created a risk of death or great bodily harm to another person;

and
o the rislsof death or great bodily harm was unreasonable and substantial; and
e the defendant was aware that his conduct created the unreasonable and

substantial risk of death or great bodily harm.
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“Great bodily harm” means injury which creates a substantial risk of death, or
which causes serious permanent disfigurement, or which causes a permanent or
protracted loss or impairment of the function of any bodily member or organ, or other
serious bbdily injury.

3. The circumstances of the defendant’s conduct showed utter disregard for human life.

In determining whether the circumstances of th uct showed utter disregard for

human life, consider these factors: what the defendant w: ing; why the defendant

was engaged in that conduct; how dangerous the conduct was; bvious the danger

circumstances relating to the conduct.

Special Rule of Self-Defer

the 1

RN
2 év‘
R

i
¥

A

disregard for human but the defendant dc;és not have a privilege of self-defense as to
Richard McGinnis.

The law of self-defense allows the defendant to threaten or intentionally use force against
another only if:

- the defendant believed that there was an actual or imminent unlawful interference with the

defendant's person; and,
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- the defendant believed that the amount of force he used or threatened to use was necessary
to prevent or terminate the interference; and,

- the defendant's beliefs were reasonable.

The defendant may intentionally use force which is intended or likely to cause death or great

bodily harm only if the defendant reasonably believed that the force used was necessary to

prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to himself.

You should consider the evidence relating to self-defense in deciding whether the
circumstances of the defendant's conduct showed utter disregard for human life. The burden is -

on the state to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant did not act lawfully in self-
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defense. And, you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt from all the evidence in the case
that the circumstances of the defendant's conduct showed utter disregard for human life.
Jury’s Decision
If, as to each of these counts, you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that each element

of this crime have been proved, and that the defendant was not acting lawfully in self defense, you

The fourth count of the Information charges that onor about Tuesda
in the City of Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, the defendan
Anthony M. Huber, with intent to ki on, contrary.
939.50(3)(a), 939.:63(1)(b) Wis. Sta

defendant is guilt ond degree intentior;;ﬂ homicide or first degree reckless homicide which
are less serious degrees o ’
ntional and Reckless Homicide

The crimes referred to as first and second degree intentional homicide and first degree
reckless homicide are different degrees of homicide. Homicide is the taking of the life of

another human being. The degree of homicide defined by the law depends on the facts and

circumstances of each particular case.

10
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While the law separates homicides into different types and degrees, there are certain
elements which are common to each crime. Both intentional and reckless homicide require that
the defendant caused the death of another. First and second degree intentional homicide require
the State to prove the additional fact that the defendant acted with the intent to kill. First degree

reckless homicide require that the defendant acted recklessly and that the circumstances of the

defendant's conduct showed utter disregard for human life. Iso be important for you to
consider the privilege of self-defense in deciding which crime, if a
committed.

Self-Defense

As applied fo” 5 ¢ase, the effect of the law of self-defense is:

e The defendanvf it uilty of any homicide offense if the defendant

reasonably believed‘i jat he was preventing or terminating an unlawful

interference with his person, and reasonably believed the force used was

necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to himself..

11
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e The defendant is guilty of second degree intentional homicide if the defendant
caused the death of another with the intent to kill and actually believed the
force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to
himself, but the belief or the amount of force used was unreasonable.

o The defendant is guilty of first degree intentional homicide if the defendant

caused the death of another with the intent to kill and:

the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death o

himself.

on whether the defend t acted in self-defense. Instead, you will be asked to determine whether

the State has establi the necessary facts to justify a finding of guilty for first or second

degree intentional homic +-for first degree reckless homicide. If the State does not satisfy
you that those facts are estabgsﬁéd by the evidence, you will be instructed to find the defendant
not guilty.

The facts necessary to constitute each crime will now be defined for you in greater detail.

Statutory Definition of First Degree Intentional Homicide

12
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First degree intentional homicide, as defined in § 940.01 of the Criminal Code of Wisconsin,
is committed by one who causes the death of another human being with the intent to kill that
person or another. In this case, first degree intentional homicide also requires that the defendant
did not actually believe the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily
harm to himself.

State's Burden of Proo

PN

Before you may find the defendant guilty of first degree intentional:homicide, the State must

himself. This requires the State to prove either:

1) that the defendant did not actually believe he was in imminent danger of death or great

bodily harm; or

13
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2) that the defendant did not actually believe the force used was necessary to prevent

imminent danger of death or great bodily harm to himself.

When first degree intentional homicide is considered, the reasonableness of the defendant's
belief is not an issue. You are to be concerned only with what the defendant actually believed.
Whether these beliefs are reasonable is important only if you later consider whether the
defendant is guilty of second degree intentional homicide.

Jury's Decision

If, as to the fourth count, you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doub he defendant

caused the death of another with the intent to kill and thq endant did not elieve

that the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm to'himself, you

¥
¥

You should make every reasonable effort to agree unanimously on the charge of first degree

intentional homicide bef nsidering the offense of second degree intentional homicide.
However, if after full and cor"?i slete consideration of the evidence, you conclude that further
deliberation would not result in unanimous agreement on the charge of first degree intentional
homicide, you should consider whether the defendant is guilty of second degree intentional

homicide.

Second Degree Intentional Homicide

14
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Before you may find the defendant guilty of second degree intentional homicide, the State
must prove by evidence which satisfies you beyond a reasonable doubt that the following three
elements were present.

Elements of Second Degree Intentional Homicide That the State Must Prove

1. The defendant caused the death of another.

2. The defendant acted with the intent to kill another h

3. The defendant did not reasonably believe that he was preventing or terminating an

that he was preventi erminating an unlawful interference with his person; or

v

2) that a reasonable person in the circumstances of the defendant would not have believed

he was in danger of imminent death or great bodily harm; or

3) that a reasonable person in the circumstances of the defendant would not have believed

that the amount of force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm

to himself.

15
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The reasonableness of the defendant's belief must be determined from the standpoint of the
defendant at the time of his acts and not from the viewpoint of the jury now. The standard is
what a person of ordinary intelligence and prudence would have believed in the position of the
defendant under the circumstances existing at the time of the alleged offense.

Jury Decision

If, as to the fourth count, you are satisfied beyond a reas doubt that the defendant

caused the death of another with the intent to kill and did not reason believe that he was

preventing or terminating an unlawful interference with his person or did not reasonably believe

£

degree intentional ‘homicide before considering the offense of first degree reckless homicide.
However, if after full an lete gonsideration of the evidence, you conclude that further
deliberation would not resul animous agreement on the charge of second degree intentional
homicide, you should consicier whether the defendant is guilty of first degree reckless homicide.

Statutory Definition of First Degree Reckless Homicide

16
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First degree reckless homicide, as defined in § 940.02(1) of the Criminal Code of
Wisconsin, is committed by one who recklessly causes the death of another human being under
circumstances that show utter disregard for human life.

State's Burden Of Proof
Before you may find the defendant guilty of first degree reckless homicide, the State must

prove by evidence which satisfies you beyond a reasonable hat the following three

elements were present.
Elements of the Crime That the State Must Prov

1. The defendant caused the death of another human
"Cause" means that the defendant's act was

death.

al risk of death or great bodily harm.

the evidence relating to self-defense in deciding whether the
defendant's conduct created an unreasonable risk to another. If the defendant was acting
lawfully in self-defense, his conduct did not create an unreasonable risk to another. The

burden is on the state to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant did not act

17
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lawfully in self-defense. And, you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt from all
the evidence in the case that the risk was unreasonable.
3. The circumstances of the defendant's conduct showed utter disregard for human life.
In determining whether the circumstances of the conduct showed utter disregard for

human life, consider these factors: what the defendant was doing; why the defendant

was engaged in that conduct; how dangerous the co was; how obvious the danger

was; whether the conduct showed any regard for life; and, sther facts and

Jury's Decision

If, as to the fourth ¢ -you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant

caused the death of another human being by criminally reckless conduct and that the
circumstances of the conduct showed utter disregard for human life and that the defendant’s
conduct was not privileged under the law of self defense, you should find the defendant guilty of

first degree reckless homicide.

If you are not so satisfied, you must find the defendant not guilty.

18
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COUNT 5: ATTEMPTED FIRST DEGREE INTENTIONAL HOMICIDE:
SELF-DEFENSE: ATTEMPTED SECOND DEGREE INTENTIONAL
HOMICIDE: RECKLESSLY ENDANGERING SAFETY— § 940.01(2)(b);
§ 940.05; § 939.32

The fifth count of the Information charges that on or about Tuesday, August 25,
2020, in the City of Kenosha, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, the defendant attempted to
cause the death of Gaige P. Grosskreutz, with intent tg kill that person, contrary to sec.
940.01(1)(a), 939.50(3)(a), 939.32, 939.63(1)(b) Wi '

Crimes To Consider

icide déﬁned by the law depends on the facts and circumstances of each
particular case.
While the law separates ! 'ted intentional homicides into two degrees, there are certain
elements which are common:to each crime. Both attempted first and second degree intentional
homicide require that:
e the defendant intended to kill another person; and

o the defendant did acts toward the commission of that crime which indicate

unequivocally, under all the circumstances, that he had formed that intent and would

19
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have caused the death of the other except for the intervention of another person or some
other extraneous factor.
It will also be important for you to consider the privilege of self-defense in deciding which

crime, if any, the defendant has committed.

Self-Defense

3,

‘privileged to intentionally use

@

222

=

The Criminal Code of Wisconsin provides that a personj
force against another under the following circumstances:

homicide if the
(1) reasonably b lieved that he was preventing or terminating an unlawful

interference with his person, and

(2) reasonably believed the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or

great bodily harm to himself.

20
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e The defendant is guilty of attempted second degree intentional homicide if the
defendant actually believed the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or
great bodily harm to himself, but the belief or the amount of force used was

unreasonable.
o The defendant is guilty of attempted first degree intentional homicide if the

defendant did not actually believe the force used wa essary to prevent

imminent death or great bodily harm to him.

ttempted First Degree Intentional Homicide
That the State Must Prove

1. The defendant intended to kill another human being.

21
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2. The defendant did acts which demonstrate unequivocally, under all the circumstances,
that he had formed that intent and would have caused the death of the other except for
the intervention of another person or some other extraneous factor.

"Unequivocally" means that no other inference or conclusion can reasonably and

fairly be drawn from the defendant's acts, under the circumstances.

" Another person” means anyone but the defendant and may include the intended

¥

victim.

An "extraneous factor" is something outside the knowled
outside the defendant's control.

3.

imminent danger of death or great bodily harm to himself.
When attempted first degree intentional homicide is considered, the reasonableness of the
defendant's belief is not an issue. You are to be concerned only with what the defendant actually

believed. Whether these beliefs are reasonable is important only if you later consider whether

the defendant is guilty of attempted second degree intentional homicide.

22
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Jury's Decision
If, as to the fifth count, you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant
intended to kill another human being, and that the defendant’s acts demonstrated unequivocally
that the defendant intended to kill and would have killed the other except for the intervention of
another person or some other extraneous factor, and that the defendant did not actually believe

that the force used was necessary to prevent imminent death bodily harm to himself, you

Before you may find the defendant guilty of attempted second degree intentional homicide,

the State must prove by evidence which satisfies you beyond a reasonable doubt that the
following three elements were present.

Elements of Attempted Second Degree Intentional Homicide

23
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That the State Must Prove
1. The defendant intended to kill another.
2. The defendant did acts which demonstrate unequivocally, under all the circumstances,
that he had formed that intent and would have caused the death of the other except for

the intervention of another person or some other extraneous factor.

prevent immiine

2) that a reasonable pérson in the circumstances of the defendant would not have believed

he was in danger of imminent death or great bodily harm; or

24
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3) that a reasonable person in the circumstances of the defendant would not have believed

that the amount of force used was necessary to prevent imminent death or great bodily harm

to himself.

The reasonableness of the defendant's belief must be determined from the standpoint of the
defendant at the time of his acts and not from the viewpoint of the jury now. The standard is
what a person of ordinary intelligence and prudence would h lieved in the position of the

o3
o

defendant under the circumstances existing at the time of the allege

Jury’s Decision

the lesser included crime st degree recklessly endangering safety, as defined in § 940.30 of

¥

the Criminal Code of Wisconsin, which is a lesser included offense of attempted first and second

¥

degree intentional homicide.

Statutory Definition of the Crime

25
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First degree recklessly endangering safety, as defined in § 941.30(1) of the Criminal Code of
Wisconsin, is committed by one who recklessly endangers the safety of another human being
under circumstances that show utter disregard for human life.

State’s Burden of Proof

Before you may find the defendant guilty of first degree recklessly endangering safety, the

substantialrisk of death or great bodily harm.

“Grea ‘ ily harm” means injury which creates a substantial risk of death, or
which causes se ermanent disfigurement, or which causes a permanent or
protracted loss or irépalfment of the function of any bodily member or organ, or other
serious bodily injur&.

3. The circumstances of the defendant’s conduct showed utter disregard for human life.

In determining whether the circumstances of the conduct showed utter disregard for

human life, consider these factors: what the defendant was doing; why the defendant

26
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was engaged in that conduct; how dangerous the conduct was; how obvious the danger
was; whether the conduct showed any regard for life; and, all other facts and
circumstances relating to the conduct.

If you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that each element of first degree reckless

endangerment has been proven and that the defendant was not acting lawfully in self defense,

The Information alleges not only that t

so thatt the defendarit.di

"Dangerous weapon’ means any firearm, whether loaded or unloaded. A firearm isa

weapon that acts by force of ¢
Before you may answer this question "yes," you must be satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt
that the defendant committed the crime while using a dangerous weapon.

If you are not so satisfied, you must answer the question "no."

27
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BURDEN OF PROOF AND PRESUMPTION OF INNOCENCE
In reaching your verdict, examine the evidence with care and caution. Act with judgment,
reason, and prudence.
Presumption of Innocence
Defendants are not required to prove their innocence. The law presumes every person

.
S

charged with the commission of an offense to be innocent. esumption requires a finding

of not guilty unless in your deliberations, you find it is overcome by dence which satisfies you

beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant is guilty.

State's Burden of Pxoof

evidence or lack of evidence.’ It means such a doubt as would cause a person of ordinary
prudence to pause or hesitate when called upon to act in the most important affairs of life.
A reasonable doubt is not a doubt which is based on mere guesswork or speculation. A

doubt which arises merely from sympathy or from fear to return a verdict of guilt is not a

28
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reasonable doubt. A reasonable doubt is not a doubt such as may be used to escape the
responsibility of a decision.

Examine the evidence and search for the truth, giving the defendant the benefit of every

reasonable doubt.

EVIDENCE DEFINED

Evidence is:

Disregard entir ly any question that the court did not allow to be answered. Do not guess at

what the witness' answer _have been. If the question itself suggested that certain

information might be true, ignote the suggestion and do not consider it as evidence.

OBJECTIONS OF COUNSEL; EVIDENCE RECEIVED OVER OBJECTION
Attorneys for each side have the right and the duty to object to what they consider are

improper questions asked of witnesses and to the admission of other evidence which they believe

29
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is not properly admissible. You should not draw any conclusions from the fact an objection was
made.

By allowing testimony or other evidence to be received over the objection of counsel, the
court is not indicating any opinion about the evidence. You jurors are the judges of the

credibility of the witnesses and the weight of the evidence.

CHARGES DISPOSED OF DURING TRIAL
At the beginning of the trial, I described the charges against the dant. Count 7, charging

a Curfew violation,, has been disposed of and is no longer part of this'¢ ‘The other counts

ony fo be stricken. Disregard all

EXHIBITS
An exhibit becomes: nce only when received by the court. An exhibit marked for
identification and not received is not evidence. An exhibit received is evidence, whether or not it

goes to the jury room.

REMARKS OF COUNSEL

30
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Remarks of the attorneys are not evidence. If the remarks suggested certain facts not in

evidence, disregard the suggestion.

CLOSING ARGUMENTS OF COUNSEL
Consider carefully the closing arguments of the attorneys, but their arguments and

conclusions and opinions are not evidence. Draw your own sions from the evidence, and

decide upon your verdict according to the evidence, under the instruc s given you by the

court.

JUDICIALLY NOTICED FACTS

The court has taken judicial notice of certa

statement as was a y made by a person may be considered as evidence.
o whether the statement was accurately restated here at trial.

e whether the statement or any part of it ought to be believed.

31
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You should consider the facts and circumstances surrounding the making of each statement,
along with all the other evidence in determining how much weight, if any, the statement

deserves.

WEIGHT OF EVIDENCE

The weight of evidence does not depend on the number of witnesses on each side. You may
find that the testimony of one witness is entitled to greater weight t at of another witness or

even of several other witnesses.

JUROR'S KNOWLEDGE

» the facts upon whic opinion is based; and
» the reasons given for the opinion.

Opinion evidence was received to help you reach a conclusion. However, you are not bound

by any witness’s opinion.

32
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CREDIBILITY OF WITNESSES

It is the duty of the jury to scrutinize and to weigh the testimony of witnesses and to
determine the effect of the evidence as a whole. You are the sole judges of the credibility, that
is, the believability, of the witnesses and of the weight to be given to their testimony.

In determining the credibility of each witness and the weight you give to the testimony of

each witness, consider these factors:

¢ whether the witness has an interest or lack of interest in the of this trial;
¢ the witness' conduct, appearance, and demeanor on the witness st

e the clearness or lack of clearness of the witness' re¢¢ollecti

ters the witness

testified about;

¢ the reasonablen

R

prejudice, if any has be

Then give to the testimony ‘witness the weight you believe it should receive.
The defendant has testified in this case, and you should not discredit the testimony just
because the defendant is charged with a crime. Use the same factors to determine the credibility

and weight of the defendant's testimony that you use to evaluate the testimony of any other

witness.

33
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There is no magic way for you to evaluate the testimony; instead, you should use your
common sense and experience. In everyday life, you determine for yourselves the reliability of

things people say to you. You should do the same thing here.

IMPEACHMENT OF WITNESS: PRIOR CONVICTION

Evidence has been received that two of the witnesses i ial have been convicted of

crime. This evidence was received solely because it bears upon th ness's character for

truthfulness. It must not be used for any other purpose.

CLOSING INSTRUCTION
Now, members of the jury, the time has
fair, and conscientious

for this most important duty. You will'not b

to the opinions of anyone, even the President of the United States or of the President before him.

The Founders of Our Co ave you, and you alone, the power, and the duty, to dccide this

9+case based solely on the evidence presented in this court. You will fearlessly keep faith with

those who have entrusted to ‘you the fair rendition of justice and the protection of our freedom.
You will be very careful and deliberate in weighing the evidence. I charge you to keep your duty

steadfastly in mind and, as upright Americans, render just and true verdicts.

34
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You are to decide only whether the defendant is guilty or not guilty of the offenses charged.
Any consequences of your verdict are matters for the court alone to decide and must not affect

your deliberations.

VERDICTS SUBMITTED: SEPARATE VERDICT ON EACH COUNT REQUIRED

It is for you to determine whether the defendant is gu not guilty of each of the

offenses charged. You must make a finding as to each coun ¢ Information. Each

count charges a separate crime, and you must consider each one s ely. Your verdict

o
s

o
2%
A

"
w

d to no greater weight than the vote of any

R

deliberations:
other juror.
If you need to comm e with the court while you are deliberating, send a note through

the bailiff, signed by the pre

S

e

gl
2

g juror. To have a complete record of this trial, it is important
that you communicate with the court only by a written note. If you have questions, the court will
talk with the attorneys before answering so it may take some time. You should continue your
deliberations while you wait for an answer. The court will answer any questions in writing or

orally here in open court.
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When you have agreed upon your verdict, have it signed and dated by the person you have
selected to preside.
After you have reached a verdict:

e The presiding juror will notify the bailiff that a verdict has been reached.

¢ Everyone will return to the courtroom.
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