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No pattern instruction.

USE NOTE

The Alaska Supreme Court and the Alaska Court of Appeals have repeatedly held that it is not error for a trial court to decline to give a specific instruction on eyewitness testimony.  The Alaska courts have instead relied on the adequacy of other instructions on the credibility of witnesses generally, and on proof beyond a reasonable doubt.  See Dayton v. State, 598 P.2d 67, 68 (Alaska 1979); McGee v. State, 614 P.2d 800, 804 (Alaska 1980); Williams v. State, 652 P.2d 478, 480 (Alaska App. 1982); Larson v. State, 656 P.2d 571, 575-76 (Alaska App. 1982).

However, neither court has ever disapproved of the giving of a specific instruction on eyewitness testimony.  The committee does not believe that a specific instruction should be given in every case, but that there may be cases where the court concludes that an instruction should be given.  See United States v. Telfaire, 469 F.2d 552 (D.C. Cir. 1972); Nathan R. Sobel, Eyewitness Identification (2d ed. 1993).
