' " CAUSE NO. 1398059 ?;ﬁ '

THE STATE OF TEXAS | § IN THE 337TH DISTRICT COURT

vs. ' § | OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS ﬁé@% LE
’ -Sefiris Damiat
JEMARCUS LATRON GREEN §  JANUARY TERM, A. D., 2015 DiStet Ciery

Members of the Jury:

The defendant, IJ&maxcuﬁ Latron Oreen, artands charged by
indictment with the offense of capital murdex, alleged to have
bean'eommitteé on or about the sth day of hugust, 2012, in Harris
County, Texas. The defendant has pleaded not gullty.

A person commits the offense of murder if he inéenticnally oy
¥nowingly causes the death of ah individual.

A person comlits thg  offense of Capital wurder if he
lntentlonally cemmlts murder, ag her&iﬂhefof& gefined, in the
courze ‘of gommlttxng or attempting o ccmmit the offense of
robbsry. R@bbery is a felony offense.

A petrson cemmits the offense of rébhary if, in the course of
committing theft, and with.inte@t e sbtain @r'maintaiﬁ zontrol
of property of ansther ke intentionally or kaowingly causes
bodily injury tm anather

' sIn the course cﬁ Qammxtting thefi" meansy canduct ghat ocours
in ah -attempt to cowimit, during the comm1$ﬁloﬁ, or in the’
immedia;eEflight'after'the attempu or commissicn of theft.

"Attempt" to commit an -afﬁaﬁsa-lmccurﬂ_ if, with spescific

intent to cowmit an offense, & person does an act amcunting Lo

1




more than mers preparation that tends, but faills, to effect the
commigsion of the @ffénﬁa intended,

“Thefe" ig the uplawful appropriation of property with intent
to deprive the owner of property.

"Appropriation asnd “appropriate", as those termw are used
' herein, means (o acguire or otherwise &xerqise oontrel over
property other than xeal property. Appropriation of property is
~unlawful if it is without the owner's effective consent.
"property" ag used herein wmeans uangiblé. oF intangible
xyersoﬁal property or documents, including money, that repreﬁeﬁtg
or etbodles anything of value.

"peprive® weans  to withhold property from the owner
permanently or for so extended a period of. time that =z major
portion of the value or eﬁjcymant of the property iﬁllast té the
owner,

rBffective conseit" wmeans. assent in fact, whéthei express or
apparent,_and.inaludeg consent by a person. legally authorized te
ack 'for the owner. Congsent i1is not @ﬁfeﬁtive if induced by
deception or coercion. .

nowner" meahs & pevson who has tirtle to the _pfmparty;-
possegsion of property, or a greater right to possession of the
property than tha'actmr,

"poggession" | means | actual care, custedy, contrel, oOr
mahagement of the property. |

sDeadly weapon" wmeans a firvearm ox gngthing manifestly
designed, made, ox adapte@ for the purpose of iﬁfli&ﬁiné dsath or

gerious bodily injury; or anything that in the manber of its use



or intended use im capable of causing -death or serious hodily
Injury.

"Bodily injuxy? maans physical pain, illness, or any
impairment of physical condition,. | | ‘

"Serious bodily injury® means bodily injury that creates a
gubstantial xisk of death or t;,i‘:.at vauges death, serious parmanant
di.éﬁigurement, or protracted loss or impairment of the function
of any bodily member or organ.

The definition of inteptionally relative to the offense of
capital mu:ct.ie'f ig as followa:

A person acts intentionglly, or with intent, with Tespect to
a vesult of s conduct when it is hi:s congcious objective of
desire to cause the resultb. ’

All persons are parties to an offense who sre guilty of
acting together im the commission of the offense. A parscen iz
criminally responsible as a party to an offense if the offense is
committed by his own corduct, by the conduct of another for which
he is criminally responsible, or By both.

A person is._cnﬁ;miﬂally respongible for an a-@f‘mwe; committed
py the conduct of snother if, acting with intent to proncte ;231'
agsist the commission of the offense, he solicits, encourages,
divects, aids, or attempts to ald the other person Lo com;nita the
cffense. Mﬁ;re' _prasénce alone will not constitute one a party to
an offense.

Tf, in the attempt to carry out a condpiracy to gommit one
.fez'lcmy, another felony is coumitted by one of the c:onspirat:ors,'

all congpiraters are guilty of the felony actually committed,



though having no intent to commit"it, if the offense was
. committed in furtﬁeranca of the unlawful purpose and was one that
ghould have been anticipated as a result of the ¢arrying out of
the cohspiracy. .
’ By the texrm “coﬁapixacy" ag used in these instructions, is
ﬁeamt an agreement betweeh twe or more perscons with inbtent, that
they, or cne or mure- of them, enga.-gel in conduct that would
constitute the Qﬁfanﬁg. An agreement constituting a conspiracy
may be inferred Lfrom acts of the parties. |
Before you would be warranted in finding the defendant guilty
of capital murder, you must ﬁind from the aviéenﬁe beyond a |
reagonable doubt not only that on the cccasion in questicn the
defendant was inltha course of acﬁmittiné or attempting to commit
"the felony offense of robbery of Jimmy ﬁqotan, ap alleged in this
charge, ‘but alse that the defendant gpecifically intended to
cause the death of Jimmy Wooten, by shooting Jimmy Wooten, with a
deadly weapon, namely a fiﬁearﬁ; or you must find from the
avldenéa bayond a reésonable.déubt that the defendant, Jemaxcus
Iatron Green, with the intent to promote or assist in the
commission of the offense of rahb?ry, if any, smolicited,
encouraged, directed, aided, or attempted to aid Kealey Davis
and/or Rristan bDaniels in shooting Jimmy Waatenf if he did,lwith
the intention of thereby killing Jimmy Wooten; or YQu‘must Find
from the evidence beyond a veasonable doubt that on the occasion
in question the defendant, Jemércus Latron Green, entered ihto an
agreement with Kesley pavizs and/or Kristan Danilels to commit the

felony offense of robbery of Jimmy Wooten, as alleged in cthisg



tharge, and puirduant to that agresment they did carry out their

conspiracy, and while in the courge of committing aaid

. conspiracy, XKesley Davis and/or Kristan Danlels intentionally

cansed the death of Jimmy Wooten by shooting Jimmy Wooten with a
deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and the murder of Jimmy Wooken
was comaitted in furtherance of the congpiracy and wag an offense
that should have hee&n aniicigated by the defendant as a regult of
carrying out the conspiracy, and unless you so find, then you
cannot convict the defendant of the olfense of dcaplital murder.
¥ow, if you find from, the eviderce heayond a reasonable doubt

that on or about the 6th day of August, 2012, in Harvis Counly,

‘Texas, the defendant, Jemarcus Latron Green, did then and there

inlawfully, while in the course of commibtting or attewpting to
commit the robbery of Jiﬁmy Wooten,; intentionally cause the death
of Jimmy Wooten by shooting Jimby Wooten with a.deadl? Weapon,
namely a firearm; OU |

If you find from.the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that

on or about the &th day of August, 2012, 'in Harris Cnunty,'Texaa,

Fesley Davis and/or Kristan Daniels, did ¢hen -and thede

unlawfully, while in the course of commititing o attewpting to

commit the vobbery of Jimmy Wooten, .intentionally cause the death

of Tiwmy Wooten by shooting Jimmy Wooten with & deadly weapon,
namely a Eirearm, and thét tha daﬁaﬁdant, Jemarcus Latron Green,
with the dntent to promeote or asslst the cnmmiaﬁieh of the
offense, 4if any, solicited, encouraged, éixacted, alded o
attempted te ald Kesley Davis and/or Kristan Dariels to commit

the offense, if he did; of



If you Find From the évidenme bey@nd,g.reasonahle.doub£ that
the . defendant, Jemarcus Latron Green, and Kesley Davis and/or
Kristan Danlels éntered into an agresment to commit the felony
effénse of reobbery of Jinmy Wooten, and pursuant to that
agreément, 1€ any, they did ecarzy out their conspirvacy and that
in Harris County, Texas, on or about the &th day o&f Augusht, 2012,
whilé in the course of committing such xobbery of Jimmy Wooten,
Regley Davig and/or Kristan 'baniels intentionally caused the
death of Jimmy Wooten by shooting Jimmy Wpot@n with a deadly
weapon, namely a fireavm, and the murder of Jimmy Wooten wag
. éommitteﬁ in furtherance. of : the consplracy aﬁd,was an. offense
that Bhauld.haGe heen anticipated by the defendant as a vesult of
carrying oubt the conspiracy, then you will Eind tha'defendan&
guilty of capital murder, as charged in thé indiétmantw

Unlesg you so f£ind frem the evidence heyond a reasgmable
doubt, or if you have a reagonable doubit thereof, you will adguitb

the defendant and say by vour verdict "Not cuilty.*™



An accompiice, as the term is here uged, #eans anyone
connacﬁed with the ocrime dﬁargéd; as a parxby éhereto, and
includes all persons who are connected with the cxime hy'ﬁnlawful
act or emission on their part Eranspiring eithér Eéfbxa, at the
time of, or after the commission of the offense, and whethér or
not they were present and participated in the commlssion of the
Erime. A persenr is criminally re&pcngibie as a party to an
offense if the offense is committed by his own conduct,. By the
conduckt of another for which he is crimim@lly responsible, or by
both. Mere presence alone, however, will neot constitute ona 2
party to an offense.

A pergon ig criminally xespon&ihi& for an offense committed
by the conduct of ancther if, acting with iatent to promote oY
assist the commission of the offense, he solicits, enmﬁuxagea,
directs, aids, or attempts to ald the other pexsén te coguit the
.foensev Phe term "conduct' means any act ¢r onission and ‘its
ACCOMpanyiny mental state. '

You ave imstructed that a conviction gannot be had upon the
teétimony of an accomplice ynless the acoomplice’s testimony is
corroborated by other evidence tending to connect the défendant
with the offence charged, and the corroboration is not sufficiént
if it merely shows the commission of the offense, but it must
tend to connect the defendant with its commisgsion.

Therefore, if you believe from ;ﬁa evidence beyond a
‘reasonable daubt that an offense was commnltted and you further
balieve from the evidence that the witneag, Eristan Daniels, waa

an accomplice, or you have & reasonable dauht.whether_she Wag o



hot, as that term is defined in the foregoing ihstructiensg, then
you canuot convict the defendant upon the regstimeny of Kyigtan
Daniels unless you further believe that there is other ¢vidente
in the case, puts:i.d& of the testimony of XKristan Daniels tendidg
to oonhedt she defendant with the offense charged in the

indictmant, and then Ffrom all the evidence you wmust believe

beyond a regsonable doubt. that the defendant is 'gu,si,'ltyi



Gur law provides that a defenc?a.nt‘ may tastify in his own
behalf if he electg Lo do so. ‘ThiﬁJ however, is & right ascorded
B defen&ant1 and in the event ‘he elects not to teatify, that fact
¢annot be taken ag a clrcumstance against hinm. '

in this case, the defendant has electeéd not o tegtify 'a.nci:
You  aAre inBtructed that }'.'c:,:au carmot and must not refar to ofF .
a}.lucié ke that fact throughout yéur deliberations or take it into
consideratlion for any purﬁose cwhatsogvar as a circums&aﬁce

against him.



You are further instructed that if there is any evidence
before you im this case vegarding the defendant's tommitting an
alleged ‘offense or offehses mtner"than the woffsnge allsged
against him in the indictmént in this case, you canneh doligider
sugh'evidénqe for any pu¥pose unless you find'and.heliéve-beywné
& ﬁeaé@ﬂ&bla doubt that the defendant committed such obher
- offense or aﬁﬁeﬁsés; if any, and eﬁen ihen You ma§ only congider
the same in determining che mctive, opportumlty, intent,
preparation, plan, kﬁcwiedge, identity, or absence of mistake ox
accident of the defendant, if any, in cunneétinn. with the.
offense, if any, alleged againsi him i@‘the indictment and foxw no

other purpose.



You are further instrudted that any evidence that any witness
as been convictéd in any dase or cases was a,dmittéd. befora you
for the purpose of aiding: you, £f iﬁ'd@€2§ aid you, 'in passing
upon the c’tedib'ilif;y of ‘the witness and the weight to be given
his ox her testimony, and you will not consider the same for any

obther purpose.



A Grand Jury indictment ig the héans ﬁﬁeraby a defandant 'is
brought to tvial in a felony prosecution. It is-not evidence of
guilt nor can it _b@ dgnaiaered by you in passing upéon the
question of guilt of éhe defendant. The Eurden of proef inall
criminal cases rests upon the State rhroughout the trial and
pever shifts Lo the defendant. ‘

21l persong are presumed to be inncocent and no person may be
convicted of an offense unless each element of the offense ls
proved beyond & reasonable doubt. . The Tact tbhat he has been
arrested, confined, of indicted for, or otherwise charged with
the offense gives rise t¢ no inference of gullt at his trial,
The law does ngt require. a defendant te prove his innocence o
produce any evidence at all. The presumption ¢f inmocence alone
is sufficient to acquit the defendant, unless the jurors are
satisfied . beyond a reasonable doubt of the defendant's guilt
after careful and impaﬁtial conmzideration of all the evidence in
the case, ‘ | |

The presecution has the Dburden of proving - the ﬁef&ndant
-guilt& and it wmust de 50 by proving each and évery slement of the
offense charged beyond a wreasonable doubt and if it failes to Ao
$0, you must acguit the defendant.

Tt is aot reguired rhat . the prosecution prove guilt beyond
all chaibl& doubt; it is raquirad!that the progscution's proof
excludes ail'reasgnable doubt eoncerﬁing'the defendaht's gudlf,

In the event you bave =a xeasonable doubt as to the

defendant's guilt after considering all the evidence befera you,



and these instructions, you will acquit him and say by your
verdict "Not Guilty.® '

You are Ehe- exclugive judges of the facts préved, of the
credibility of the withesses snd the weight to 'be given their
testimony, but the law you shall receive in these written
instructions, and you must he governed thereby.

After you vetire to the jury room, you should select one of
vour members as your Foreman. Tt is his or her duty to preside
at your deliberations, vote with you, and when yvou have
unanimously agreed upon a verdict, to certify to your vérdict.by
using the appropriate form attached hereto and signing the same

. as Foreman. - .
' During- your deliberations in this case, you must nob
ghngider, disgusa,'nor relatée apy matteﬁs nok in.evideﬁcg hefore
you. You should not conslder nor mention any pe%sana; knowledyge
or information you may hadve ahout any fact or parson'cqmnected
with this case which is not shown by the evidence, |

No one has any autherity to communicate with veu except the
officer who has you in charge, After you have rerired, vou wmay .
communicaté with this Gourt in writing through this officer. Any
communicationh relatlve to thé cauge nust be wﬁitten, prepaved and
signed by the Foreman and shall be submitted to the court through
this cffiaerl Do not attempt te talk to the officer who has you
in charge, or the attorneys, Or the Court, o¥ anyone eslse
concerning any guestions you may have.

Your sole duty ab thip time 1g to detérmine whether the State

has met its burden of. proving the defendant’s guilt beyond a



' reasonable doubt in this cause and restrict your deliberationa

selely to that issye.

Following the arguments

c¢onglder your verdict.

of counsel, you will zpebtire to

‘7’7@%%

A37%h Didstrict Court

Renes Maqe , Judge

Havris Courlby, TEXAS



CAUSE IO, 1398058

THE STATE OF TEXAS "§  IN THE 3377H DISTRICY COURT
Vs, § OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

JEMARCTS LATRON GREEN §  JANUARY TERM, A. D., 2018

VERDICT

iz, the Jury, find the defendant, Jemareys Latren Greén, hot

guilty.”

Poreman. of the Jury

(Please Print) Foreman

“We, the Jury, f£ind thﬁ'dafenﬂanb, JEmawau&-Laﬁﬁon Green,

gulity of capital wmuxder, as charged in the indigtment &

f el 3 KM
meeman of the Jury
LAvee € Eore.

(Pleaﬁe Print). . F@rem@n




