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1 14-5009. Evidence admitted for a limited purpose.1 

2 [Evidence concerning __________________ (facts) was admitted for the limited

3 purpose of __________________ (proof).       

4 [At the time this evidence was admitted, you were admonished that it could not be

5 considered for any other purpose.]2]    

6 You are [again]2 instructed that you must not consider [such] evidence about

7 ____________________ ([facts]describe evidence) for any purpose other than

8 __________________ (proof). 

9 USE [NOTE] NOTES    

10 1.  Upon request, the court must instruct the jury that evidence is admitted for a

11 limited purpose. This is a general instruction. For special instructions, see UJIs 14-5010,

12 14-5022, 14-5028, 14-5034, and 14-5035 NMRA. 

13 2.  Use only if jury was admonished at the time the evidence was admitted.

14 [As amended by Supreme Court Order No. 19-8300-016, effective for all cases pending or

15 filed on or after December 31, 2019.]

16 Committee commentary. — This instruction is required by Rule 11-105 NMRA.

17 [It was derived from California Jury Instructions Criminal, 2.09, which was based upon the

18 California Evidence Code, Section 355.] See also the commentary to UJI 14-5007 NMRA. 

19 As indicated in the use note, there are special instructions for the following

20 circumstances, and this instruction should not be given: a confession given to a psychiatrist

21 under certain circumstances, UJI 14-5010; impeachment of the defendant by other crimes or
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1 wrongs, UJI 14-5022; impeachment of the defendant by use of otherwise inadmissible

2 confessions, UJI 14-5034; impeachment of the defendant by use of inadmissible real

3 evidence, UJI 14-5035. For a case where this instruction would have been appropriate, see

4 State v. Foster, 1974-NMCA-150, ¶ 21, 87 N.M. 155, 530 P.2d 949[ (Ct. App. 1974)]

5 (testimony inadmissible to establish the truth of a blackmail defense did not render it

6 inadmissible for the purpose of rebutting the implied charge of recent fabrication).   

7 [As amended by Supreme Court Order No. 19-8300-016, effective for all cases pending or

8 filed on or after December 31, 2019.]
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