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During the trial, certain evidence [was] [will be] admitted for a limited purpose.  Do not consider or discuss such evidence for any other purpose.  It would be improper and unfair for you to do this.  
USE NOTE

This instruction is a general limiting instruction.   A more tailored instruction will often be needed depending on the type of evidence being introduced and the limited nature of its use.  

Evidence Rule 105 requires the court, upon request, to give a limiting instruction "[w]hen evidence which is admissible as to one party or for one purpose but not admissible as to another party or for another purpose is admitted . . . ."  Specifically, the court "shall restrict the evidence to its proper scope and instruct the jury accordingly."  Evidence Rule 105.  
Although the rule does not specify that restriction and instruction must occur at the time of admission, the language "[w]hen evidence . . . is admitted, the court shall . . . " suggests that restriction and instruction should occur, at least in the first instance, when the evidence is admitted.  Certainly, when the evidence has a high potential for prejudice or the trial is likely to last more than a day or two, the importance of precluding juror misunderstanding and misuse of the evidence while hearing it supports contemporaneous restriction and instruction.

The Criminal Pattern Jury Instructions Committee recognizes the ongoing dispute as to whether limiting instructions are generally effective.  Given the mandate of Evidence Rule 105, and appellate reliance on such instructions in assessing prejudice, however, such instructions will continue to be an important part of trial practice.

The circumstances giving rise to limited admissibility are vast, as is the range of potential effect of such evidence, ranging from the innocuous to the highly prejudicial.  See, e.g., Commentary to Evidence Rule 105 (failure to restrict and instruct when non-testifying co-defendant's confession introduced against defendant is plain error).

In general, the Criminal Pattern Jury Instructions Committee agrees that instructions seeking to limit evidence with a high potential for prejudice are likely to be most effective when they contain the following elements:

(1) the limited use of the evidence is clearly and explicitly identified as permissible;

(2) likely misuses of the evidence are clearly and explicitly identified as impermissible;

(3) if possible, a non-prejudicial reason for the limitation is explained;

(4) a very strong admonition not to use the evidence for other than the limited purpose is given.

Some examples of limiting instructions drafted by the Criminal Pattern Jury Instructions Committee, which deal with potentially prejudicial evidence, include Pattern Instruction Nos. 1.29 (Prior Bad Acts — Evidence Rule 404(b)); 1.31 (Defendant as Witness — Prior Convictions); and 1.32 (Defendant's Right Not to Testify).

