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The defense of insanity is a legal defense that can be used during a criminal trial. In defense of insanity, the defendant acknowledges the action but claims to be guilty of mental disease (Malatesti et al., 2020). The defense of insanity is an excuse defense rather than a justification defense. Despite the criticisms and issues surrounding the reckless defense, I believe it should not be repealed for a variety of compelling reasons. If a person suffering from a severe mental illness committed a crime under the insanity defense, the person could not be prosecuted for serious crimes. In short, the defendant would not be at fault because he was unable to think rationally.  In most cases, entering a not guilty by the justification of insanity plea essentially admits guilt to the crime in question (Rosenqvist, 2019). In such cases, accusing and punishing a person is both unfair and unjust.
The defense of insanity sparked heated debate because it allows even the most repugnant and disgusting behavior to be excused, and lawful insanity is often a perfect defense resulting in acquittal (Rosenqvist, 2019).  Suppose an insane defendant cannot control his or her behavior or is aware that their behavior is immoral compared to social standards. In that case, they are likely to commit crimes repeatedly. The above has the least level of interference and is the best way to treat mental disorders. For instance, consider an assassin who had paranoid, illusion thoughts that the victim had screwed the brain from their skull and that the accused needed to be killed to save his life insane defense could be argued. Although the murder was premeditated, he was never given moral or legal responsibility because his illusions made him incapable of acting rationally. Fortunately, there is little proof of misuse or harm to society of irrational protection. When an accused is acquitted for insanity, he or she is usually placed in a safe forensic establishment until his or her release is safe.
The defense of insanity is a moral judgment that certain criminal defendants should not be punished because of mental impairment (Malatesti et al., 2020).  Furthermore, substituting alternatives to the defense of insanity distorts penal law and contradicts the legal concept of liability, prohibiting mentally ill people's punishment. As a result, the defense of insanity should not be abolished unless the moral consensus regarding the criminal guilt of people with mental illnesses changes. 
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