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If you conclude that the state has proved all of the elements of the offense beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must decide whether the defendant is "not guilty by reason of insanity."

For you to find that the defendant is "not guilty by reason of insanity," you must find that the defendant has proved that the following statements are more likely true than not true:

(1)
when the defendant engaged in the criminal conduct, [he][she] was suffering from a mental disease or defect, and

(2)
as a result of this mental disease or defect, the defendant was unable to understand the nature and quality of that conduct.

If you find that statements (1) and (2) are both more likely true than not true, then you must return a verdict of "not guilty by reason of insanity" for this offense.

If you do not find that statements (1) and (2) are both more likely true than not true, then you must next decide whether the defendant is "guilty but mentally ill" or is simply "guilty."

USE NOTE

AS 12.47.010; Patterson v. State, 708 P.2d 712, 714 (Alaska App. 1985) ("the jury should not have considered and decided the issue of insanity unless it was prepared to conclude that the state's proof was otherwise sufficient to convict").
