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v.
SUTITLE
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CHARGE TO JURY

If you find the accused guilty of rape, as charged
in the indictment, you will say so and fix his punishment at
death, or by confinement in the penitentiary for life, or for
any term not less tham five (5) years.

If you find him not guilty, you will say so and no
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COMMONWEALTH
V.

SUTTLE

INSTRUCTION

The Court instructs the jury that circumstantial evidence
is just as legal and may be just as effective as direct evidence,

provided that the attending circumstances proven are of such

character and force as to satisfy the minds of the jury of the

guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt.
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COMMONWEALTH
V.

SUTTLE
INSTRUCTION

The Court instructs the jury that circumstantial evidence
is just as legal and may be just as effective as direct evidence,
provided that the attending circumstances proven are of such
character and force as to satisfy the minds of the jury of the
guilt of the accused beyond reasonmable doubt.
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V.

INSTRUCTION

The Court imstructs the jury that circumstantial evidence
is just as legal and may be just as effective as direct evidence,

provided that the attemding circumstances proven are of such
of the jury of the

character and force as to satisfy the minds
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V.

SUTTLE
INSTRUCTION

The Court instructs the jury that if you belleve from the
evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused, Garl Suttle,
had sexual intercourse with Linda Mae Waggy, and that the said
Linda Mae Waggy was at the time of such sexual intercourse a femeale
‘child under the age of fourteen (14) years, you will fine *
accused guilty regardless of whether or not force was used by him
in the accomplishment of such act and regardless of whether or not
such act was done with or without her consent, and shall fix his
punishment in accordance with the charge te the jury.
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COMMONWEALTH
v.
SUTTLE

INSTRUCTION

The Court imstructs the jury that if you believe from
the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused, Garl
Suttle, had carnal knowledge of Linda Mae Waggy, with or without
her consent, then you shall find him guilty as cbcrgad in the
indictment. IR =——

The Caurt further instructs the jury that the slightest
penetration of the female organ by the male organ is sufficient
to constitute carnal knowledge.
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COMMONWEALTH
V.
SUTTLE
INSTRUCTION

In considering whether or not the Commonwealth has met its
burden of proving the guilt of the accused beyond reasonable doubt, the
Court instructs the jury that you should not overlook the word "reason-
able" nor its meaning. A reasonable doubt is a doubt which is founded on
reason, and is not to be confused with imaginable or possible doubt,
for the law does not say that aman must be proved guilty beyond every
imaginable, conceivable sr possible doubt,

In passing upon the sufficiency of the proof of the charge, the
jory must limit its consideration to the evidence presented at the trial
of this case, including the natural and reasonable inferences to be
drawn therefrom, The jury camnot go beyond such evidence to create doubt,
nor can you go beyond such evidence to find inferences of guilt,

Furthermore, the jury should bear in mind that any doubt arising
from lack of evidence, from conflicting testimony or from questionable
proof of any particular fact, should be a doubt of a material fact
essential to the proof of the guilt of the accused and not a mere doubt
concerning immaterial and nonessential circumstances.

If, after a reasonable and honest consideration of all of the
evidence, your minds are left in such a state of doubt as to prevemt you
from reaching a convinced belief 6£ the guilt of thl wm. then the
Commonwealth has failed to meet its burden.

If, on the other hand, after an impartial and reasonable con-
sideration of all the evidence in the case, you have an abiding con-
viction of the truth of the charge, you are then satisfied beyond all
reasonable doubt.
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v.
SUTTLE

The Court imstructs the jury that the credibility of
witnesses is a question exclusively for the jury; and from the
appearance of the witnesses on the stand, their manner of
testifying, the reasonsbleness and consistency of their testi-
mony, their apparent candor and fairmess, their apparent ine
telligence or lack of intelligence, the opportunity oi che
witnesses to know whereof they speak, the relationship of the
witnesses to the parties, if any, the interest of the witness
in the result of the trial, if any appear, and from all other
surrounding circumstances appearing on the trial, the jury has
the right to determine which witnesses are more worthy of credit
and what is the relative weight of any such testimony and to
give credit accordingly.



v

ods woxl bus (yIul od3 wol ylsviesuiloxe molldasup & sk ssusenilw
3o yonusm xleds . bmede ordl no sessswilvw odd 1o sonsimeqys
=t3eed zked? io yomeldalemco bas ssensldacoasez edl . guivililesy

]pumumwmunm
:‘__'*&Ma.i-u (381318q o3 07 memesmtiy

mmmm ~feeqqs yas 31 Jskrs eds Yo 3fvess edy ok
asd vauf edi (a3 ed3 o gaiiseqes seomssemwoxts guibavorzve
3ibers 3o ydivow ovom exs assesndiw rdokdw embarzsdeb oI sdgly edy
o3 bne ynomidesd dove yus 3o ddgiew ovidalew edd sl sdw bue
«¢ignktbroosos 3ibexo evig




v.

INSTRUCTION

The Court instructs the jury that they may finé the
accused guilty of rape, as charged in the indictment, on the
uncorroborated testimony of Linda Mae Waggy alome, if the
credibility of such testimony is sufficient to bring you to the

belief that the accused is guilty beyond reasonable doubt.
B T I e e o
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v.

The Court instructs the jury that in determining the
question of the guilt or innocence of the accused, you may take
into consideration the £light of the prisoner after the
commission of the crime, if the same is proven, along with all

case.
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COMMONWEALTH
V.

SUTTLE
INSTRUCTION

The Court instructs the jury that if you believe
from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused,
Garl Suttle, had carnal knowledge of Linda Mae Waggy, then you

shall find him guilty as charged in the indictment.
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v.

SUTTLE

INSTRUCTION

The Court imstructs the jury that if you believe
from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused,
Garl Suttle, had carnal knowledge of Linda Mae Waggy, then you
shall find him guilty as charged in the indictment.
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v.
SUTTLE

INSTRUCTION

The Court inmstructs the jury that if you believe
“from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the accused,
G?rl Suttle, had carnal knowledge of Linda Mae Waggy, then you
ghall find him guilty as charged in the indictment.
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COMMONWEALTH

V.
SUTTLE, elias BENNETT

INSTRUCTION NO.

The Court instructs the jury that in law the accused is presumed
to be innocent of the crime with which he is charged and that presumption follows
him throughout every stage of the trial. Moreover the plea of "not guilty'' denies
every essential allegation of the indictment and puts upon the Commonwealth
the burden of proving every element of the crime charged and the accused's
guilt beyond reasonable doubt.

There is no shifting of this burden, as it remains upon the
Commonwealth throughout the whole trial. The accused is not required to prove
his innocence and if, after considering the evidence for the Commonwealth and
the defense, you entertain a reasonable doubt of the guilt of the accused from
the whole trial it is your duty to, and you must acquit him,

You are instructed that the presumption of innocence is not a
mere form to be disregarded by the jury at pleasure, but it is an essential and
substantial part of the law of the land, and binding on the jury in this case; and
it is the duty of the jury to give the defendant the full benefit of this presumption.

The Court further instructs the jury that mere suspiciion or
probability of his guilt, however strong, is not sufficient to convict, nor is it
sufficient for the greater weight or preponderance of the evidence supporting the
charge in the indictment, but to warrant his conviction his guilt must be proved
so clearly that there is no reasonable theory consistent with the evidence upon
which he can be innocent.

You are further instructed that the defendant is not to be
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prejudiced by the inability of the Commonwealth to point out any other guilty
agent, nor is he called upon to indicate his own innocence by naming the guilty
party. He rests secure in the presumption of innocence until proof is adduced

by the Commonwealth which establishes his guilt beyond all reasonable dcubt.
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COMMONWEALTH

V.
SUTTLE, alias BENNETT

INSTRUCTION NO.

The Court instructs the jury that before the defendant can be
convicted of the charge in the indictment, the Commonwealth must prove
beyond a reasonable doubt that there was an actual penetration to some extent

of the prosecutrix's sexual organ by the defendant's sexual organ.
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COMMONWEALTH

V.
SUTTLE, alias BENNETT
INSTRUCTION NO.,

The Court instructs the jury that upon the trial of a criminal case
by a jury, the law contemplates a concurrence of twelve minds in the con-
clusion of guilt before a conviction can be had. Not only ‘s this true with
respect to the guilt of the accused, but is likewise true »with' respect to the
degree of the crime. Therefore, if any individual member of the jury, after
having duly considered all the evidence in this case, and after consultation with
his fellow jurors, should entertain a reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the
accused, or as to the degree of the guilt of the accused, it is his duty not to
surrender his own convictions as to the guilt or innocence d the accused, or |
as to the degree of guilt, simply because the rest of the jury entertain different
convictions as to the guilt or innocence or as to the degree. The jury is further
instructed that the jury room is no place for pride of opinion or obstinacy, but
that it is the duty of the jurors to discuss the evidence in a spirit of fairness
and candor with each other, and with open minds to give careful consideration to
the views of their fellows, and, if it can be done without sacrifice of conscientious

convictions, agree upon a verdict.

Scott v. Commonwealth, 143, Va. 525
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COMMONWEALTH

v.
SUTTLE, alias BENNETT
INSTRUCTION NO.

The Court instructs the jury that in this case, as in all eriminal
cases, the accused's plea of not guilty raises a presumption of innocence
in his favor and places on the prosecution the burden of proving his guilt
beyond a nmm_:hle doubt, and not on the accused to prove himself innocent.
If, therefore, upon a consideration of the whole case, the testimony
of the witnesses and the circumstances shown in evidence, there exists in the
minds of the jury a reasonable doubt as to the guilt of the accused, they should

find him a ot guﬂty.
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