4.6. Inferences in General


During the trial you have heard the attorneys use the term “inference,” and in their arguments they have asked you to infer, on the basis of your reason, experience and common sense, from one or more established facts, the existence of some other fact.


An inference is not a suspicion or a guess.  It is a reasoned, logical decision to conclude that a disputed fact exists on the basis of another fact which you know exists.


There are times when different inferences may be drawn from facts, whether proved by direct or circumstantial evidence.  The State asks you to draw one set of inferences, while the attorneys for the accused ask you to draw another.  It is for you, and you alone, to decide what inferences you will draw.


The process of drawing inferences from facts in evidence is not a matter of guesswork or speculation.  An inference is a deduction or conclusion which you, the jury, are permitted to draw - but not required to draw - from the facts which have been established by either direct or circumstantial evidence.  In drawing inferences, you should exercise your common sense.


So, while you are considering the evidence presented to you, you are permitted to draw, from the facts which you find to be proven, such reasonable inferences as would be justified in light of your experience.


Here again, let me remind you that, whether based upon direct or circumstantial evidence, or upon the logical, reasonable inferences drawn from such evidence, you must be satisfied of the guilt of the accused beyond a reasonable doubt before you may convict.

Authority: Hrones & Czar, Criminal Practice Handbook (Lexis, 1999) §§ 5-17(b)(1) Inst. No. 11, citing for authority, Sand, 1 Modern Federal Jury Instructions, No. 6-3 (1990).

