2.18.  No Consideration to Be Given to Fact that Defendant Used Translator


I have determined that the defendants should be allowed to testify through an interpreter.  You must not consider for any purpose the fact that the defendant used an interpreter when [he] [she] testified.  Specifically, you must not consider defendant’s use of an interpreter and you should not be biased against [him] [her] because of [his] [her] inability to speak English.

Authority: Arrieta v. State, 878 N.E.2d 1238 (Ind. 2008) notes the right to a defense interpreter for indigent clients, as well as interpreter to translate non-English testimony (although only a proceeding interpreter if client solvent). The rest of this instruction is simply in reference to common sense and fact that jury should not be influenced by any matters outside the evidence.

