The defendant claims that he was insane at the time of the events alleged in the indictment.
If you conclude that the government has proved beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant
committed the crime as charged, you must then consider whether the defendant should be found
“not guilty only by reason of insanity.”

The defendant was insane as the law defines that term only if, as aresult of a severe
mental disease or defect, the defendant was unable to appreciate the nature and quality or the
wrongfulness of his acts. Mental disease or defect does not otherwise constitute a defense.

On the issue of insanity, it is the defendant who must prove his insanity by clear and
convincing evidence. You should render a verdict of “not guilty only by reason of insanity” if you
are persuaded by clear and convincing evidence that the defendant was insane when the crime was
committed.

Remember, then, that there are three possible verdictsin this case: guilty, not guilty, and

not guilty only by reason of insanity.



