
You are instructed that it is a defense to prosecution that an actor reasonably believes his conduct is required or authorized by law in order to assist a public servant in the performance of his official duty, even though the public servant exceeds his lawful authority.


So, if you find from the evidence in this case that the defendant was a party to delivery of a controlled substance, if you further find that he reasonably believed his conduct was required or authorized by law in order to assist a public servant in the performance of his official duty, even though the public servant exceeded his lawful authority, or if you have a reasonable doubt thereof, you will acquit the defendant.

