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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Kentucky affirmed Ronald Exantus’s convictions and twenty-year sentence
following a jury verdict finding him not guilty by reason of insanity of murder and burglary but guilty
but mentally ill of three assault counts. The court held that verdicts of not guilty by reason of insanity
and guilty but mentally ill may coexist when sufficient evidence supports the guilty-but-mentally-ill
convictions. The opinion also addresses directed verdicts, lesser-included-offense instructions, the
definition of a dangerous instrument, juror challenges, and admission of prior-bad-act evidence.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Exantus appealed as a matter of right from a Woodford Circuit Court
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether verdicts finding Exantus not guilty by reason of insanity on murder and burglary and guilty but
mentally ill on three assault counts were impermissibly inconsistent.

2. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support the assault convictions and whether the trial court
properly denied directed-verdict motions.

3. Whether the trial court erred by refusing lesser-included-offense instructions for fourth-degree assault.

4. Whether the failure to define dangerous instrument in the assault instructions required reversal.

5. Whether the trial court erred by denying motions to strike Jurors 5199, 5300, and 5301 for cause.

6. Whether the trial court improperly admitted evidence of Exantus's prior violent conduct toward his
infant daughter in cross-examining the defense mental-health expert.

HOLDINGS

1. A jury may return verdicts finding a defendant not guilty by reason of insanity on some counts and
guilty but mentally ill on other counts arising from the same episode, so long as sufficient evidence
supports each guilty-but-mentally-ill conviction.

2. The evidence was sufficient for a reasonable jury to find Exantus guilty but mentally ill of the assaults
and to find the required mental states.

3. The statutory term physical injury means any impairment of physical condition, and K.T.'s cut nose
satisfied that requirement.

4. Whether an object is a dangerous instrument depends primarily on how it was used; the evidence
permitted the jury to find that the butter knife used to cut K.T. was a dangerous instrument.

5. The trial court properly declined to instruct on fourth-degree assault because no reasonable juror could
find that Exantus caused the girls' injuries without using a dangerous instrument.

6. The omission of the statutory definition of dangerous instrument was error, but it was harmless beyond a
reasonable doubt.

7. The challenge to Juror 5199 was unpreserved; challenges to Jurors 5300 and 5301 based on their ability
to consider capital sentencing and mitigation were moot because Exantus was not convicted of a capital
offense; and the remaining challenge to Juror 5301 did not establish cause for removal.

8. The Commonwealth could cross-examine the defense expert about Exantus's prior violent conduct
because the evidence was used to test the basis of the expert's insanity opinion, but the trial court erred
by failing to make the express KRE 703(b) findings; the error was harmless.

KEY QUOTATIONS



“We accordingly hold that a verdict finding a defendant both not guilty by reason of insanity and guilty but
mentally ill is permissible as long as there was sufficient evidence to support the jury’s finding of guilty but
mentally ill on a particular count.” (at 9)

“In this context, it said any impairment of physical condition, and it meant any impairment of physical
condition, i.e. any injury.” (at 21)

“Therefore, because the trial court did not make the necessary findings under KRE 703(b), it did err. But we
do not believe that error warrants reversal in this case.” (at 52)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Exantus, a previously convicted-free dialysis nurse, developed unusual manic and psychotic behavior in early
December 2015. He entered a Kentucky home at approximately 4 a.m., stabbed a child who later died, injured
two other children with knives, and struggled with their father. Toxicology detected inactive THC and
doxylamine, while the defense psychologist opined that Exantus was legally insane, although the jury ultimately
found him guilty but mentally ill on the assault counts.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury returned mixed verdicts: not guilty by reason of insanity on murder and first-degree burglary, and guilty
but mentally ill on second-degree assaults of K.T. and D.T. and fourth-degree assault of Dean. The trial court
imposed a twenty-year sentence. The Kentucky Supreme Court affirmed after rejecting challenges to the
verdicts, directed verdict rulings, jury instructions, juror challenges, and admission of prior-conduct evidence
used to test an expert's opinion.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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