SUBSTANTIVE OFFENSES OF SPECIAL NOTE/CONCERN
13.5. Presumption of Knowledge of Habitual Traffic Offender Suspension
c "13.4.  Proof of Mailing - No Presumption of Knowledge"
If you find that the State has proved beyond a reasonable doubt that:
1. the Bureau of Motor Vehicles served notice of the suspension of the Accused's driving privileges on the Accused 
by first class mail

sent to the last address shown for the defendant in the Bureau of Motor Vehicles' records, and

2. the Bureau's notice of suspension informed the Accused that:

· Accused might have been entitled to relief if Accused's driving record with the Bureau contained a material error, and

· Accused could notify the Bureau that the Bureau's records for Accused's driving record did contain a material error, and

· the Bureau would reinstate Accused's license if it found that a material error was made with respect to Accused's driving record, and

· Accused could seek judicial review of the habitual offender suspension at which the Accused could not only challenge the Bureau's review of Accused's driving record for errors but could also raise any legal defenses available to the suspension,

then you may find that the State has established an inference that the Accused knew from the notice that Accused's driving privileges had been suspended. This inference is not conclusive. You are free to accept or reject the inference in determining whether the State has proved beyond a reasonable doubt that the Accused knew of the suspension of driving privileges when [he] [she] operated a motor vehicle as alleged.
Authority:  IN Pattern 7.4600 [with Accused substituted for the Defendant]; Ind. Code § 9-30-10-16.
Comments of Pattern Instructions Committee 

The statutory rebuttable presumption addressed in this instruction was created by the 2000 amendment to IC 9-30-10-16.

State v. Jackson, 889 N.E.2d 819 (Ind. 2008), held that the defendant's knowledge his driving privileges were suspended can be proved by direct evidence-- e.g., an admission by defendant to police that he knew his privileges were suspended, so that this provision above for establishment of knowledge by presumption is not intended to be an exclusive method for proving the knowledge element.

