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You have heard evidence that the defendant may have engaged in conduct other than the crime currently charged.  You should weigh it in the same way as you do all of the other evidence in this case, and only give it the weight that you believe it deserves.  If you find this evidence has no weight, then you should disregard it entirely.
Evidence of other acts is never sufficient, standing alone, to justify the defendant’s conviction.  The State’s burden is to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the crimes currently charged, and this cannot be done only by showing that the defendant has committed similar acts in the past.
USE NOTE

“[W]hen the trial judge decides to allow the State to introduce evidence under Rules 404(b)(2), (b)(3), or (b)(4), the judge must instruct the jury that evidence of the defendant's other acts is never sufficient, standing alone, to justify the defendant's conviction. The jury must understand that it is the government's burden to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the crime currently charged—and that this can not be done simply by showing that the defendant has committed similar acts in the past.”  Bingaman v. State, 76 P.3d 398, 416–17 (Alaska App. 2003).

If evidence is admitted at trial under both Rule 404(b)(1) and (b)(2)-(4), the court should give the appropriate use instructions to ensure the evidence is considered for the appropriate purpose and should consider whether this instruction should be given contemporaneously with the evidence being admitted under Rule 404(b)(2)-(4).
 
