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	In determining whether the accused's belief was reasonable, you must determine whether a reasonable person in the accused's position would have had such belief. This means that you must consider all the circumstances [including _____________ [insert specific characteristics at issue, if any]] in deciding whether [his] [her] belief was reasonable.

	If you have a reasonable doubt whether a reasonable person in the accused's situation would have had such a belief, you must give the accused the benefit of that doubt and find that the belief was reasonably held.

Authority: Adapted from People v. Humphrey, 921 P.2d 1 (Cal. 1996) (a battered woman’s syndrome case). Accord, Potter v. State, 684 N.E.2d 1127, 1135 (Ind. 1997) (“The ‘reasonableness’ prong inquires what a reasonable person in defendant's position would think.”); Davis v. State, 265 Ind. 476, 355 N.E.2d 836, 839 (1976)(“In order for a mistake of fact to excuse appellant from criminal liability, that mistake must be honest and reasonable.  Honesty is a subjective test dealing with what appellant actually believed.  Reasonableness is an objective test inquiring what a reasonable man situated in similar circumstances would do.”)


[bookmark: _GoBack]
