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INFERENCE OF CONCEALMENT OR DESTRUCTION OF EVIDENCE


Any attempt by a person to [conceal] [destroy] evidence is a circumstance which, when considered with all the facts of the case, may justify an inference of guilt. While that inference is by no means strong enough of itself to warrant conviction, yet it may become one of a series of circumstances from which guilt may be logically inferred. Whether the evidence presented proves beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant so acted is a question for your determination. If this fact is proven, this fact alone does not allow you to find that the defendant is guilty of the crime alleged. However, since an attempt by a defendant to [destroy] [conceal] evidence may be caused by a consciousness of guilt, you may consider this fact, if it is so proven, together with all of the other evidence when you decide the guilt or innocence of the defendant.  On the other hand, a person entirely innocent of a particular crime may attempt to [destroy] [conceal] evidence and this may be explained by proof offered, or by the facts and circumstances of the case. [[Concealment] [Destruction] of evidence of a crime is not proof of premeditation.]


Whether there was any attempt to [destroy] [conceal] evidence by the defendant, the reasons for it, and the weight to be given to it, are questions for you to determine.





