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, the defendant in this case, has been charged with the crime of disorderly conduct.

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


The defendant [challenged another to fight] [engaged in fighting other than in self-defense].  

[A person “engages in fighting” if the person participates in mutual combat or a physical struggle in which all participants share a mutual purpose or understanding that they will trade blows or attempt to trade blows.]
[The act of “challenging another to fight” involves daring or inviting someone else to engage in mutual fighting.]
USE NOTE

AS 11.61.110(a)(5) includes a requirement that the offense took place in a public or private place. “Public place” is defined in AS 11.81.900(52). The statute does not define “private place.” If it is concluded that “private place” means a place that is not a public place, it is not necessary to include this element because it would encompass all places.

In Dawson v. State, 264 P.3d 851, 853-60 (Alaska App. 2011), the Court of Appeals held that the phrase “engages in fighting other than in self-defense” refers to mutual combat, in which the parties share a mutual intent or willingness to fight. 
Because no mental state is specified in the statute defining this offense, the court may need to determine whether some other culpable mental state applies to this offense.  See AS.11.81.610.

See Pattern Instruction 11.81.330(a)(1)-(3) as to self-defense.  
