CAUSE NO. 1333231 %2;};23

THE STATE OF TEXAS § 1IN THE 22BTH DISTRICT COURT
V3. § OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS
JOSE VASQURZ § JANUARY TERM, A. D., 2012

Members of the Jury:

The defendant, Jose Vasgquez, stands charged by indictment
with the offense of cdpital muxder, alleged to have been
committed on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris
County, Texas. The defendant has pleaded not guilty. '

A person cmmmits the ocffengse of murder if he:

{1) intentionally or knowingly causes the death of an

individual; or

(2) intends to cause sgerious bodily injury and intentionally

or knowingly commits an act c¢learly dangerous to human
life that causes the death of an individual.

A person dommits the offense of capital murder if he
intentionally commits murder, as hereinbefore defined in
paragraph (1), and the person intenticonally or knowingly causes
“the death of more than one person during the sawme criminai
transacticn or intentionally commits the murder in the course of
committing or attempting to commit the offense of robbery.

L person commits the offense of robbery if, in the course of
committiné theft, as that term is hereinafter defined, and with

intent to obtain or maintain control of property of another, he:
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(1) intentionally or knowingly causes bodily injury to

another; or

{2} intentionally or knowingly threatens or places another in

fear of imminent bodily injury or death.

"In the course of committing theft" means conduect that occurs
in an attempt to commit, during the commission, or in the
immediate £light after the attempt or commission of theft.

"Attempt" to commit an offense occursg 1if, with specific
intent to commit an cffensé, a person dees an act amounting teo
more than mere preparatlon that tends, but fails, to effect ths
comnission of the offense intended.

"Theft" is the unlawful appropriation of propefty with intent
to deprive tha owner of property. ’

“appropriation® and "approprlate®, as those terms are used
herein, means ©o acguire or otherwise exsrcise control over
property other than real property. Apprapriatién of property is
unlawful if it is without the owner's effective consent.

"property” as used herein means tangible or intangible
personal property or ﬁécumenta, including‘maney, that represents
or embodies anything of value,

"Deprive® means to withhold property from the oWner
permanently or for so extended a period of time that a major
pcrtidn of the value or enjoyment of the property is lost to ths
TOWnEr.

"pffective consent” means assent in fact, whether express ox

apparent, and includes consent by a person legally authorized to



act for the owner, Congent is not effective if induced by
deception or coercion, '

"Owner" means & person who hag title to the property,
possession of property, or a greater right to possession of the
propsrty than the actor.

"Deadly weapon” mesans a firearm or snything manifestly
designed, made, or adapted for the purpose of inflicting death or
serious bodily injury; or anything that in the manner of its use
or intended use is capable ;af causing dsath or serious bodily
injury,

"Bodily injury” means physical pain, illness, or any
impairment of physical condition.

"Serious bodily injury” means bodily injury that creates a
substantial risk of death or that causes death, serious psrmanent
disfigurement, or protracted loss or impairment of the function
of any bodily member or organ.

The definitions of intentionally and knowingly relative to
the offenses of capital murder and murder are as follow:

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

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 resuvit.

The definitions of ilnténtionally and knowingly relative to

the offense of robbery are as follow:



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

A parson 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 respsct ';:o a result of his conduct when he is awares that his
conduct is reasonably certain to cause the result.

Al persons are parties to an offense who are guillty of
acting together in tha'commission of the offense. A& person is
criminally responszible as a party to an offense if the offense is
committed by his own conduct, by the conduct of another for which
he is eriminally responsible, or by both.

A person lz criminally responsible for an offense commltted
by the conduct of another 1f, acting with intent to promote oOr
éﬁéist the commission of the offense, he solicits, sencourages,
directs, aids, or attempts to aid the other person to copmit the
offense. Mere presence alone will not constitute one a party to
an offense.

Before you would be warranted in find;ng the defendant guilty
‘of capital murder, as alleged in paragraphs twe, three, four and
five of the indictment, YQu must find from the evidence hevond a
reascnable doubt not only that on the occasion in gquestion the
defendant was in the course of committing or attempting to commit

the felony offense of robbery of Aleksander Lobos also known as



Alexsander Lobos, or was in the course of committing or
attempting to commit the felony offense of robbery of Suu Nguyen,
as alleged in this charge, but also that the defendant
specifically intended ﬁo cause the death of Aleksander Lobos also
known as Alexsander Lobos, by shooting Aleksander Lobos also
known as Alexsandsy Lobos, with a deadly weapon, namely a
firearm, or the defendant specifically intended to cause the
death of Suu Nguyen, by shooting Suu Nguyen, with a deadly
weapon, namely, a firesrm; or you must find fyxom the evidence
beyond a reascnable doubt that the defendant, Jose’Vasquez, with
the intent to promote or assist in the commission of the offense
of rxobbery, 1f any, solicited, encouraged, directed, aided, or
attempted to a;d Walter Martinez in shooting Suu Nguyen and/ox
Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander Lobos, if he did, with
the intention of thereby killing Suvu Nguyen and/or 3Aleksander
Lobos alsoe known as Alexsender Lobus, and unless you so find,
then you cannct convict the defendant of the coffense of capltal
murder as to paragraphs two, thres, four and five,

Now, if you find from the sevidence beyond a reasonable doubt
that on or about the 1lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County,
Texas, the defendant, Jose Vasquez, -did then and there unlawfully
during the same criminal transactien, intentionally or knowingly
cause the death of Sun Nguyen by shooting Suu Nguyen with a
deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and intentionally or knowingly
cause the death of Aleksander Lobos alse known as Alexsander
Lobos by shooting Aleksander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namely &

firearm; or if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable



doubt that on or abkout the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris
County, Texas, Walteﬁ Martinez, did then and there unlawfully
during the same criminal transaction, intentionally or knowingly
cause the death of Snau Nguyen by shooting Suu Nguyen with a

deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and intentionally ox knowinglf
cause the death of Aleksander ILobos alse known as Alexsander

Lebos by shooting Aleksander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namély a

firearm, and that the defendant, Jose Vasquez, with the intent to
promote or assist the commission of the offense, L1 any,

solicited, encouraged, directed, aided or attempted to aid Walter.
Martinez to commlt th& offense, if he did; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that

on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,

the defendant, Jose Vasguez, did then angd there unlawfully while

in the course of committiﬁg (o34 attempting to commit the robbery

of Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander Lopos, intentionally

cause the death of Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander

Lobos by shooting Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander Lobos

with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm; or if you find from the

evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that on or about the lst day
of April, 2010, in Harzis County, Texas, Walter Martinez{ did
then and there unlewfully while in the course of committing orx

attempting to commit the robbery of Alsksander Lobos also known

as Alexsander Lobos, intentionally cause the death of Aleksander
Lobos also known as Alexsander Lobos by shooting Aleksander Lobog

also known 28 Alexsander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namely a

firearm, and that the defendant, Josa Vasquez, with the lntent to



promote ox assist the commission of the offense, if any,
solicited, encouraged, directed, alded or attempted to aid Walter
Martinez to commit the offense, if he did; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonsble doubt that
on or about the list day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasguez, did then and there unlawfully while
in the course of commitiing or attempting to commit the robbery
of Aleksander Lobos also known ay Alexsander Lobos, intentionally
cause the death of Suu HNguyen by shooting Suuw HNguyen with a
deadly weapon, namely a firearm; or if you find from the evidence
beyond a reasonable doubt that on or about the 1st day of April,
2010, 1in Harris County, Texas, Walter Martinez, did then and
there unlawfully while in the course of committing or attempting
to commit the robbery of Aaleksander Lobos also known as
Alexsander Lobos, intentionally cause the deﬁth of Suu Nguyen by
shooting Suu Nguyen with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and
that the defendant, Jose Vasguez, with the intent to promote or
agsist the commission of the offense, 1f  any, smlicited,
encouraged, directed, aided or attempted to aid Walter Martine:z
to commit the offense, if he did; ox

If you find from the evidence beyond a reascnable doubt that
on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harrzis County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasguez, did then and there unlawfully while
in the course of committing or attempting to commit the robbery
of Suu Nguyen, intentlonally cause the death of Aleksander Lobos
also known as Alexsander Lobos by shocting Aleksander Lobosz alse

known as Alexsander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namely a firsarm;



or if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the 1st day of April, 2010, In Harris County, Texas,
Walter Martinez, did then and there unlawfully while in the
course of commitiing or attempting to commit the robbery of Suu
Hguyen, intentionally cause the death of Aleksander Lobos also
known as Alexsander Lobos by shooting Aleksander Lobos also known
as Alexsander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and
that the defendant, Jose Vasguez, with the intent to promote or
assist the commission o©of the offense, if any, solicited,
encouraged, directed, aided or attempted to aid Walter Martinez
to commit the offense, if he did; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasguez, did then and there unlawfully while
in the course of commitiing or attempting to commit the robbery
of Suu HNguyen, intentionally cause the death of suu Nguyen by
shooting Suu Nguyen with a deadly weapon, namely & Firearm; or if
you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubf that on or
about the lst day of BApril, 2010, in Harris County, Texas, Walter
'Martinez,.did then and there unlawfully while in the course of
committing or attempting to commit the robberxy of Suu Nguyen,
intentionally cause the death of Suu Nguyen by shooting Suu
Nguyen with a deadly weapon, namely a fireawm, and that the
defendant, Jose Vasguez, with the intent to promote or assist the
comnission of the offense, if any, selicited, encouraged,

directed, aided or attempted to aid Walter Martinez to commit the



offense, if he did, then you will find the defendant guilty of
capital murder, as charged in the indictment.

Unless you so find from the evidence beyond a reasonable
doubt, or if you have a reasonable doubt thereef, or if vou are
unable to agree, you will next consider whether the defendant is
guilty of the lesser offense of murder.

Therefore, if you find from fhe svidence beyend a reasonable
doubt that on or about the lst day of BApril, 2010, in Harris
County, Texas, the defendant, Jose Vasguen, did then and there
unlawfully, intentiomally or knowingly cause the death of
Aleksander Lobos also krnown as Alexsander Lobos, by shooting
Aleksander Lobozs also known as Alezsander Lobos with a deadly
weapon, namely a firearm; or if you find from the evidence beyond
a reasonable doubt that on or about the 1st day of April, 2010,
in Harris County, Texas, Walter Martinez, did then and there
unlawfully, intentionally or knowingly ¢ause the death of
Bleksander Lobos also known as Alewsander Lebes, by sheoting
Aleksander Lobos also known as Alessander Lobos with a deadly
weapon, namely a firearm, and that the defendant, Jose Vasquez,
with the intent to promote or aszsist the commission of the
offense, if &ny, solicited, encouraged, directed, ailded or
attempted to aid Walter Martinez to commit the offense, if he
did; or

1f you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasquez, did then and there unlawfully intend

to cause serious bodily injury to Aleksander Lobos also known as



Alexsander Lobos, and did cause the death of Aleksandexr Lobos
also known as Alexsander Lobos by intentionally or knowingly
‘aommitting an act clearly dangerous to hﬁman life, namely by
shooting Aleksander Lobos also knéwn as Alexsander Lobos with a
deadly weapon, namely a firearm; or if you find from the evidence
beyond a reasonable doubt that on or about the lst day of April,
2010, in Harris County, Texas, Walter Martinez, did then and
there unlawfully intend %o cause serlous bodily injury to
Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander Lobos, and did cause
-the death of Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsandar Lobos by
intentionally or knowingly committing an act clearly dangerous to
Buman life, namely by shooting Aleksander Lobos also known as
Alexsander Lobos with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and that
the defendant, Jose Vasquez, with the intent to promote or assist
the commission of the offense, if any, solicited, encouraged,
directed, aided or attempted o aid Walter Martinez to commit the
offense, if he did; or

If you find from the evidence bevond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasquez, did then and there _unlawfully,
intentionally or knowingly cause the death of Suu Nguyen, by
shooting Suu Nguyen with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm; or if
you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that on ox
about the lst day of april, 2010, in Harris County, T&xaé, Waltex
Martinez, did then and there unlawfully, Iintentionally or
knowingly cause the death of Suu Nguyen, by shooting Suu Nguyen

with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm, and that the defendant,
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Jose Vasquez, with the intent to promote or assist the commission
of the offense, if any, solicited, encouraged, directed, aided or
attempted to ajid Walter Martinmez to commit the Offenga, if he
did; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the lst day'of Apxril, 2010, in Harris County, Texas,
the defendant, Jose Vasquez, did then and there unlawfully intend

fo cause serious bodily injury to Suu Nguyen, and did cause the
death of Suu Nguyen by intentionally or knowingly committing an
act clearly dangerous to humen life, namely by shooting Suu
Nguyen with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm; or 1f you find
from the evidence beyond a reascnable doubt that on or about the
lst day of April, 2010, in Harris County, Texas, Walter Martinez,
did then and there unlawfully intend to cause serious bodily
injury to 3Suu Nguyen, and did cause the death of Suu Nguyen by
intentionally or knowingly committing an act clearly dangerous to
human life, namely by shooting Suu Nguyen with a deadly weapon,
namely & firesrm, 'and that the defendant, Jose Vasquez, with the
intent to promote or assist the commission of the offense, if
any, solicited, sncouraged, directed, alded or attempted to aid
Walter Martinez to commit the offense, i1f he did, then you will
find the defendant guilty of murdsr.

If you believe from the evidence besyond & reasonable doubt
that the defendant is guilty of sither capital murder on the one
hand or murder on the other hand, but you have a reasonable doubt

as to which of said offenses he is guilty, then you must resclve

It



that doubt in the defendant’s favor and find him guilty of the
lesser offense ofrmurder.

If you have a reasonable doubt as to whether the defendant is
guilty of any offense defined in this charge you will acguit the

defendant and say by your v&rdicﬁ "Wot Guilty.”
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Volunﬁary intoxication does not constitute a defense to the
commission of a crime, “Intoxication” means disturbance of
mental or physical capacity resulting from the introduction of

any substance inte the body.
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You are instructed fhat under our law a person is justified
in using foree or deadly force against another to protect a third
person if, under the circumstances as he reascnably believes them
to be, such person would be justified in using force or deadly
force to protect himself against the unlawful force or deadly
force of another which he reascnably believes to be threatening
the tﬁixd person he seeks to protect, and he reaﬁaﬁably belisves
that his intervention is Ilmmediately necessary to protect the
third person.

A person is justified in using force against another when and
to the degree he reasonably believes the force is immediately
necessary to protect himself against the othey person’s use or
attempted use of unlawful force, The use of forge aéainat
another is not justified in fasponsé to verbal provocation alone.

A person is justified in using deadly force against another
if he would be justified in using force against the other in the
first place, as above set out, and when he reascnably believes
that such deadly force is immediately necessary o protect
himself or a third person against the other -pexsun’g use oy
attempted use of unlawful deadly force.

The defendant’s belief that the force was Immediately
necessary 1s prasﬁmed to be reasonable if the defendant was not
otherwise engaged in criminal activity, other than a Class C
misdemeanocr that is a violation of a law or ordinance reqgulating
traffic at the time the force was used.

With regard to the presumption of the necessity of deadly

force, you are further instructed that:

14



]

(1) the presumption applies uniess the state proves bevyond a
reascnable doubt that the facts giving rise %o the
prasumption do not exist;

{2} 1if the state fails to prove beyond a reasonable doubt
that the facts giving rise to the presumption do not
exist, the jury must find that the presumed fact exists;

{3} even though the Jjury may find that the péesumed fact
does not exist, the state must prove beyond & reasonable
doubit each of the elements of the offense charged; and

(4) if the jury has a reasonable doubt as te whather the
presumed fact exiatﬂ, the presumption applies and the
jury must consider the presumed fact to exist.

A person who has a right to be present at the location where
the déadly force is used, who has not provoked the person against
whom the deadly force is used, and who is not engaged in criminal
activity at the time the deadly force is used is not required to
retreat before using deadly force, You are not to considey
whether the defendant failed to retreatl.

. By the term “reasonable belief” as used herein is meant a
belief that would be held by an ordinary and prudent person in
the same circumstances as the dafendant.

By the term “deadly force" as used herein is meant force that
is intended or known by the persons using it to cause, or in the
manner of its use or intended usé is capable of causing, death ox
serious bodily injury.

when a person, or the third person, is attacked with unlawful

deadly force, or he reasonably believes he, or the third person,

15



is under attack or attempted attack with unlawful deadly force,
and there is created in the mind of such person a reasonable
expectation or fear of death or serious baﬁily injury to himself
or the third person, then the law excuses or Jjustifies such
person in resorting to deadly force by ény means at his command
to the degree that he reasonably believes immediately necessary,
viewed from his standpoint at the time, to protect himself or the

third person from such attack or attempted attack. And it is not

necessary that there be an actual attack or attempted attack, as
# person nhas a right to defend his life and person, or the life
and person of the third perscon, from apparvent danger as fully and
to the same extent as he would had the danger bsen real, provided
that he acteéd wupon a reasonable apprehension of danger, ag it
appeared to him from his standpoint at the time, and that he
reasonably believed such deadly force was immediately necessary
to protect himself, or the third person, against the other
person’s use or attempted use of unlawful deadly force.

In determining the existence of real or apparent danger, you
should consider all the facts and cirgumstances in the casge in
evidence before you, the previous relationship existing between
the parties, 4if any, together with all relevant facts and
circumstances going to show the condition of the mind of the
defendant at the time of the occurrence in guesticn, and in
considering such clrcumstances, you should place yourselves in
the defendant's position at that time and view them from his

standpoint alone.
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Therefore, if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonsble
doubt that the defendant, Jose Vasguez, did cause the death of
Suu Nguyen or did cause the death of Aleksander Lobos also known
as Alexsander Lobes, as alleged, but you further find from the
evidence, as viewed from the standpoint of the defendant at the
time, that £rom the words or conduet, or both of Suu Nguyen
and/or Aleksander Lobos also known as Alexsander Lobos it
reasonably appeared to the defendant that the life or perxson of
Walter HMartinez, was in danger and there was created in the
defendant’s mind a reasonable axpectation or fear of death or
serious boedily injury to ¥Walter Martinez from the use of unlawful
deadly force at the hands of Suu Nguyen and/or Aleksander Lobos
' also known as Alexsander Lobos, and that acting under such
apprehension and reasonably belleving that the use of deadly
force on his part was immediately necessary to protect Wéltar
Martinez against Suu Nguyen and/or Aleksander Lobos alse known as
Alexsander Lobos' use or attempted use of unlawful deadly ferce,
he shot Suu HNguyen and/or BAleksander Lobos also known ag
Alexsander Lobes, then vou should acguit the defendant on the
grounds of defense of a third person; or if you have a reasonable
doubt as to whether or not the defendant was acting in defense eof
Walter Martinez on said occasion and under the circumstances,
then you should give the defendant the benefit of that doubt and
zay by yeour verdict, not guilty.

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasconable doubt that
at the time and place in guestion the defendant did not

reasonably believe that Walter Martinez was in danger of death or
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serious bodily injury, or that the defendant, under the
circumstances as viewed by him from his standpoint at the time,
did not reasconably believe that the degree of force actually used
by him was immediately necessary te protect Walter MWartinez
against Suu Nguyen and/or BAleksander Lobos alse known as
Alexsander Lobos' use or attempted use of unlawful deadly force,

then you should find against the defendant on the ilssus of

- defense of a third person.

8



s

v

Our law provides that a defendant may testify in his own
behalf if he elects to do so. This, however, ig a right accorded
8 defendant, and in the event he elects not to testify, that fact
cannot. be taken as & clrcumstance against him.

In this case, the defendant has elected not to testify and
you are instructed that you cannot and must not refer to or
allude to that fact throughout your deliberations cr take it into
consideration for any purpose whatscever as a circumstance

against him.
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A Grand Jury indictment is the means whereby a defendant is
brought to trial in a felony prosecution. It is not evidence of
guilt nor c¢an it be considered by you in passing upon the
gquestion of gullt of the QQfendant. The burden of proof in all
criminal cases rests upon the State throughout the trial and
never shifts to the defendant,

Alllpersﬁns are presumed to be innocent and no perzon may be
convicted of an offense unless each elemsnt of the offense is
proved bevond a rea&oz'mabl& doubt . The fact that he has been
arrested, confined, or indicted for, or otherwise charged with
the offense gives rise to no inference of guilt at his trial.
The law does not require a defendant to prove his innocence or
produce any evidence at all. The prasumption of innocence alone
is sufficient to acquilt the defendant, unless the Jjurors ars
satisfied beyvond a reascnable doubt of the defendant's guilt
after careful and impartial consideration of all the evidence in
the case.

The prosecution hasg the burden of proving the defendant
guilty and 1t nust do so by proving each and every element of the
offense charged beyond a reasonable doubt and if it fails to deo
30, yvou must acquit the defendant. '

It is not required that the prosecution prove guilt beyond
all possible doubt; it iz required that the prosecution's proof
excludes all reasonable doubt concerning the defendant’s guilt.

| In the event you have a reasonable doubt as to the

defendant's guilt after considering all the evidence before you,
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and these instructions, you will acguit him and say by your
verdict "Not Guilty.”

You are the exclusive judges of the facts proved, of the
credibility of the witnesses end the weight to be given their
testimony, but the law you shall receive in these written
ingtructions, and yocu must be governed .thereby.

After you retire to the jury room, vou should select one of
your members as your Foreman., It is his oxr her duty te preside
at  your deliberations, vote with you, and when you have
unanimously agreed upon a verdiet, to certify to your verdict by
using the appropriate form attached hereto and signing the same
as Foreman. |

Buring yeour deliberations in this cése, you  must  not
consider, disgus&, ner relate any matters not in evidence before
vyou. You should not consider nor mention any personal knowledge
or information you may have about any fact or parson connected
with this case which ls not shown by the evidence.

No one has any authority te communicate with you except the
cofficer who has you in charge. After you have retired, you may
communicate with this Court iﬁ writing through this officer. Any
communication relative to the cause must be written, prepared and
signed by the Foreman and shall be submitited fo the court through
this officer. Do hot attempt to talk to the cfficer who hag you
in charge, or the attorneys, or the Court, or anyone else
concerning any questions you may have.

Your sole duty at this time is to determine whether or not

the Btate proved the defendant’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt
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as to the offense charged in the indictment, and restrict your

deliberations solely to that issus.

Following the arguments

consider your verdict.

of counsel, vyou will retire to

G -
Marc Carter, Judge
228th District Court
Harris County, TEXAS
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CAUSE WNGQ. 1333231

THE STATE OF TEXAS 5 IN THE 228TH DISTRICT COURT
V3. § OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

JOSE VABQUEZ § JANUARY TERM, A. D., 2012

GHOOSE ONE

"We, the Jury, find the defendant, Jose Vasguez, not guilty.”

Foreman of the Jdury

{Please Print) Foreman

"We, the Jury, find the defendant, Jose Vasguez, guilty of
capital murder, as charged in the indictment."

= _:::_ £Y e

s R “We?*’%

murder.”

e Jury, find the defendant, Jeose Vasquez, guilty of

Foreman ¢f the Jury

(Flease Print) Forazman



