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John Morgan pleaded guilty to several sexual offenses involving minors and was
sentenced to a term of imprisonment. Shortly before he was scheduled to be released
from prison, the State filed a petition to commit him to the custody of the Department of
Mental Health for secure confinement as a sexually violent predator. During the hearing,
Morgan objected to two jury instructions and offered alternative instructions. His
objections were overruled, and the State's offered instructions were submitted to the jury.
The jury returned a verdict finding Morgan to be a sexually violent predator, and he was
committed to the custody of the Department of Mental Health for control, care, and
treatment. Morgan appeals.

AFFIRMED
Division Two holds:

(1) It was not error to refuse to submit an instruction defining "clear and convincing”
because the term is not defined in the approved jury instructions, it is commonly used,
and it does not have a technical meaning.

(2) It was not error to refuse to submit an instruction stating that a sexually violent
predator will be committed for the rest of his natural life because the instruction actually
submitted has been approved by the courts and is consistent with the statutory language,
and because the offered instruction has the tendency to mislead because it suggests
resulting lifelong physical custody.
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