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It is disorderly in almost every state for one to get drunk in public and make or create an unnecessary disturbance. According to 36 CFR § 2.34 - Disorderly conduct Act, a person is disorderly when he/she causes public alarm, violence, reckless which creates a risk, a nuisance. When such as person engages in prohibited acts such as threatening, violence behavior, for example, uttering abusive words in the public or fighting (Watts, 2017). Utterances such as the ones used by the group of friends, “You dumb cops, go back to the donut shop where you belong” is an indication that the friends were disorderly during the night and these are some of the factors that would be considered to govern and judge the conduct of a prudent person in the circumstances therein. The behavior of the friends towards the cops also proves that they are physically offensive and hazardous. This could attract charges (Watts, 2017). 
Statutes are commonly used to “catch-all” crimes and the various types of unruly conduct which is deemed unconstitutional. It is constitutional for the police to use disorderly conduct charge to maintain law and order. A person who is acting in a disruptive manner is, therefore, causing risks to the public. In New York, disorderly conduct translates to cause of disturbance, inconvenience, alarm, or annoyance. In the case study presented, it is evident that the group of friends are against the conduct laws and they might be liable to charges due to the making of noise, using abusive words in public and maybe obstructing traffic. In a state like Texas, the prosecutors much have a solid prove that the defendant was involved in disorderly conduct and that the act as done with intent. If the group of friends or the defendant conducted the disturbance of peace, they could be convicted of a crime (Wagner, 2016).
Most of the disorderly conduct statutes in various states across the USA prohibit making rude and annoying comments to another person or people which the group of friends went against when they encountered the police. Annoying and rude are ambiguous words in law enforcement, and they can describe genuine threats.
Below are some citations which could be used to convict the group of friends for acting in a disorderly manner;
United States v. Marquez
In this case, following a bench trial before judge Viktor (magistrate) v. Edwin Marquez (defendant), Edwin was convicted of a violation of the disorderly conduct statute 36 CFR § 2.34 through resisting, interfering and intimidation of a government employee in his official duty. The events which led to the conviction of Edwin Marquez took place in Canarsie Pier around 2:00 am on May 30, 2011.  Steven Etze, who is a police officer, was in a patrol that fateful day and used the public address system to divert all vehicles to exit the Canarsie Pier. All the vehicle in the Pier left in fifteen minutes after the officer’s announcement, but three fishermen were still at one of the corners in the Pier. The officer dressed in uniform and full gear went towards the vehicle with a flashlight. The officer also noticed that the car’s windows were down, and the air conditioner was operating while at the same time, the music system was operating full blast. One of the men seated in the vehicle was sweating profusely (Adlerberg & Chekow, 2018).
	The officer came to a close range and made the announcement once more, but there was no response. The officer woke up the man who was sleeping by making a sternum rub who finally woke. When he asked for his identification, he was handed over a driver’s license — he under the influence of alcohol and drugs and smoked marijuana. As they reached out for the partially smoked marijuana cigarette, the defendant (Edwin) uttered these words, “Do not throw that shit in my car. It is not mine.” He grabbed the officer as he tried to handcuff him in order to avoid arrest. This led to the assault of the officer who decided to tease the defendant only to realize that it was not working. The defendant went back into the vehicle, but the officer decided not to chase the vehicle since the driver was intoxicated. The defendant was later convicted with threatening, intimidation of the police officer, interfering and resisting an arrest, which entitles to public disturbance and disorderly behavior. The Canarsie Pier is a section of the Gateway National Park, and it is made for public use. Therefore, the behavior portrayed by Edwin is disorderly and amounts to a violation of the disorderly conduct regulations (Adlerberg & Chekow, 2018).
	To quote the above case, it is equally the same conviction that would be used in the case of the group of friends who were attending a football game but went home shouting and engaged in disorderly behavior such as shouting and uttering abusive words to the police officers. In my opinion, the charges should be brought of which they will be successful taking into consideration the above-given citation of United States v. Marquez. The group of friends in the trial will be convicted of intimidating a government employee/officer and disruptions/nuisance to the public with an intent. Their conduct caused jeopardy, public alarm, or even violence, which is not acceptable (Adlerberg & Chekow, 2018). 
Penalties
	In the case of the United States v.a group of friends, the magistrate might find the group answerable to charges related to convictions for interfering with the state officer commands and disorderly conduct. According to the nature of the offense, the penalties which could be chargeable include; the payment of a fine. For example, a traffic ticket. When taken to a local jail, the group of friends might need bail to come out of the cell. When posting bail, their several consideration that the person doing the payments must consider (Chafee, 2011). For example, ensure that the defendant appeared in the trial and look into the nature of the trial or charges. Some questions to consider include was the offense malice or violence to the public, and so on.  When setting out the bail, it is not clear how much the court will dictate, but it all depends with the weight of the evidence against the defendant(s) and the criminal history of the defendants. The charges can range from misdemeanor or felony, depending on what the judge translates the charge sheet (Chafee, 2011).
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