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_________________________, the defendant in this case, has been charged with the crime of forgery in the second degree.

To prove that the defendant committed this crime, the state must prove beyond a reasonable doubt each of the following elements:

[(1)
that the defendant [falsely made] [falsely completed] [falsely altered] a written instrument];
[(1)
that the defendant knowingly [possessed] [uttered] a forged instrument];
(2)
that the defendant did so with the intent to defraud; and

(3)
that the instrument is or purports to be a [deed] [will] [codicil] [contract] [assignment] [negotiable or other commercial instrument] [other document which does or may evidence, create, transfer, alter, terminate, or otherwise effect a legal right, interest, obligation, or status].
USE NOTE
The following terms are defined in other instructions:



"falsely alter" – AS 11.46.580(a)(1)



"falsely complete" – AS 11.46.580(a)(2)



"falsely make" – AS 11.46.580(a)(3)


"forged instrument" – AS 11.46.580(b)(1)



"intent to defraud" – AS 11.46.990


"knowingly" –AS 11.81.900(a)(2)

"possess" – AS 11.81.900(b)


"utter" – AS 11.46.580(b)(2)


"written instrument" –AS 11.46.580(b)(3)
In Anakak v. State, 620 P.2d 693 (Alaska 1980) the supreme court held that the trial court correctly instructed the jury not to consider whether the defendant intended to repay the money in determining whether he intended to injure or defraud another by forging a check.

