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Knowledge that the goods were stolen need not be directly proved.  It may be shown by circumstances, which, if proved, must have caused the defendant to believe the goods were stolen.

Evidence that the property was obtained at less than true value, standing alone, is not sufficient to show that the defendant knew the goods were stolen.
Proof that the defendant was in exclusive personal possession of recently stolen goods, not explained by other evidence, is a circumstance from which you may reasonably infer that the defendant received the goods knowing them to have been stolen and that he received them with dishonest intent. 
