Section 42.10. Dog Fighting (2007)
Offense Definition


A person the offense of Dog Fighting if the person intentionally or knowingly 
(1) causes a dog to fight with another dog  OR
(2) participates in the earnings of or operates a facility used for dog fighting  OR
(3) uses or permits another to use any real estate, building, room, tent, arena, or other property for dog fighting  OR
(4) owns or trains a dog with the intent that the dog be used in an exhibition of dog fighting  OR
(5) attends as a spectator an exhibition of dog fighting.  
Editor’s Note:  Of the following, use only those definitions or parts of definitions that apply to your case. 
Mental State Definitions


A person acts intentionally, or with intent, with respect to the nature of his conduct or to a result of his conduct when it is his conscious objective or desire to engage in the conduct or cause the result.


A person acts knowingly, or with knowledge, with respect to the nature of his conduct or to circumstances surrounding his conduct when he is aware of the nature of his conduct or that the circumstances exist.  A person acts knowingly, or with knowledge, with respect to a result of his conduct when he is aware that his conduct is reasonably certain to cause the result.
Term Definitions

“Dog fighting” means any situation in which one dog attacks or fights with another dog.

Application Paragraph


Now, bearing in mind the foregoing instructions, if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that on or about [date] in [name of county], Texas, the defendant, [defendant’s name] did [track information or indictment except using the disjunctive, i.e., “or” not “and”], you will find the defendant guilty as charged in the [information or indictment].


If you do not so find, or if you have a reasonable doubt thereof, you will find the defendant not guilty.

Editor’s Note:  Add the following defense if applicable and only if requested by the defense.  
Defense (applies to subsection (1) only)

It is a defense to prosecution that the defendant caused a dog to fight with another dog to protect livestock, other property, or a person from the other dog, and for no other purpose.

Now, therefore, if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant committed the offense of dog fighting but you further find, or have a reasonable doubt thereof, that the defendant caused a dog to fight with another dog to protect livestock, other property, or a person from the other dog, and for no other purpose, then you will find the defendant not guilty.

Notes

Note that the corroboration of accomplice witness testimony (CCP 38.14) is not required for subsections (2) and (3).
 “Dog fighting” as defined by PC § 42.10(b).
“Intent” and “knowledge” as defined by PC § 6.03(a), (b).
