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by the presumption of sanity, on the is-
sue of capacity in law of accused to
commit the ecrime, and failure so to
weigh the whole evidence on such issue
is reversible error. D.C.Code 1951, §
24-301.

6. Common Law €14

Former common law should not be
‘followed where changes in conditions
have made it obsolete.

7. Criminal Law €48

In District of Columbia, formula-
tion of tests of criminal responsibility
is entrusted to the courts, and they may
adopt changes in such tests retroactive-
ly. D.C.Code 1951, § 24-301.

8. Common Law 10

Common-law procedure in all mat-
ters relating to crime continues in force
except where supplanted by special stat-
utory provisions.

9, Criminal Law €48

An accused is not criminally respon-
sible if his unlawful act was preduct of
mental disease or mental defect. D.C.
Code 1951, § 24-301.

10, Criminal Law &248
Term “disease”, as used in rule
that an accused is not criminally respon-
sible if his unlawful act was product of
mental disease or mental defect, means
condition which is considered capable of
either improving or deteriorating, and
term “defect” as so used means condi-
tion which is not considered capable of
improving or deteriorating and which
may be either congenital, or traumatic,
or the residual effect of physical or
mental disease. D.C.Code 1951, § 24—
301.
See publication Words and Phrases,
for other judicial consiructions and defi-
nitions of “Defect” and “Disease”,

1i. Criminal Law <773(1)

Whenever there is some eVidence
that the accused suffered from a dis~
eased or defective mental condition at
the time the unlawful act was commit-
ted, trial court must provide jury with
.guides for determining whether accused
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can be held criminally responsible. D.C.

Code 1951, § 24-301.

12, Criminal Law &=773(2)

Instructions to jury relative to
criminal responsibility must in sub-
stance advise jury that they may find
defendant guilty only if they find, beyond
ressonable doubt,. from evidence and
from facts fairly deducible, (1) that de-
fendant was not suffering from diseased
or defective mental condition at time of
the act, or (2) that the act was not the
result of such condition. D.C.Code 1951,
§ 24-301.

13. Criminal Law €248

In determining whether accused
was suffering from diseased or defective
mental condition, and whether his act
was caused by such condition, jury may
consider symptoms, phases, manifesta-
tions, testimony of psychiatrists as to
nature of the disease or defect, and its
range of inquiry may include but is not
limited to whether accused knew right
from wrong, whether he acted under
compulsion of an irresistible impulse, or
had been deprived of or lost the power of
his will. D.C.Code 1951, § 24-301.

14, Criminal Law €=31%

Mental Health €439

Accused person who is acquitted by
reason of insanity is presumed to be in-
sane and may be commitied for indefi-
nite period to a hospital for the insane.
D.C.Code 1951, § 24-301.
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