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The defendant cannot be convicted on the testimony of a witness who was a participant in the crime[s] charged unless the testimony is corroborated by other evidence which tends to connect the defendant with the commission of the crime.

The requirement of corroboration is based on the assumption that such a witness might testify falsely about another person to benefit [himself] [herself] by avoiding further criminal liability or reducing punishment.  Unless you conclude that corroborative evidence exists which connects the defendant to the crime charged, you must find the defendant not guilty, no matter how convincing the witness's testimony may have been.

The testimony of a witness who was a participant in the charged crime is corroborated when other evidence tends to induce in your minds a rational belief that the witness was testifying truthfully when [he] [she] implicated the defendant in the crime.  Corroboration is not sufficient if it does not implicate the defendant, but only shows the commission of the crime or the circumstances surrounding the commission of the crime.  It is not necessary, however, that corroboration be sufficient in itself to establish every element of the crime or that it corroborates every fact to which the witness testified.  You are to determine the weight and credibility to be given to the evidence of corroboration and to the testimony of the witness.

USE NOTE

When the jury is instructed on accomplice/participant testimony under CrPJI 1.20 or 1.21, the jury must also be instructed on the requirement of corroboration of an accomplice's testimony.  See, AS 12.45.020. Oksoktaruk v. State, 611 P.2d 521 (Alaska 1980); Anthony v. State, 521 P.2d 486 (Alaska 1974); Flores v. State, 443 P.2d 73 (Alaska 1968); Braham v. State, 376 P.2d 714, 715 (Alaska 1962); Oxenberg v. State, 362 P.2d 893 (Alaska), cert. denied 368 U.S. 56 (1961); Erickson v. State, 824 P.2d 725 (Alaska App. 1991); Brown v. State, 693 P.2d 324 (Alaska App. 1984); Price v. State, 647 P.2d 611 (Alaska App. 1982).

Where more than one witness has testified for the state and when a witness does or may fall into the category of accomplice/participant, the instruction must clearly identify the specific witnesses concerning which the corroboration instruction is applicable.  Carman v. State, 602 P.2d 1255 (Alaska 1979).

The question of whether the testimony of one accomplice can corroborate the testimony of another accomplice has not been directly addressed by Alaska appellate courts.  Cf. Price v. State, 647 P.2d 611, 616-17 (Alaska App. 1982); Brown v. State, 693 P.2d 324, 329 (Alaska App. 1984).  Other jurisdictions have reached conflicting results.

