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B FHE DISTRICT COURT OF
VS, §  FOlRT BEND COUNTY, TEXAS
TERENCE TRAMAINE ANDRUN § 24 H JUDICIAL DISTRICT
On the 1% day of Octob&#‘, 2012 this ca was called for trial, and the

State appeared by her Disprict Attorney, §
Tramaine Andrus, appeared ip'person in apen}
Crowley also being present,
arraigned, entered a plea of NOT GUILTY 1q
indictment herein, both parties announced req
jury was selected and seated consisti

who were duly sworn.

All of the evidence was

and the charge was read to the jury by the i

heard the arguments of both s

to consider of their verdict and afierward we
the proper officer, the defendant and his attom

the following verdict which
entered upon the minutes of th

“We, the jury, do he

Andrus, guilty of the offense gf capital murder.|

And on this the 6" day 'of November,
called, the State appeared hy her Distriet
Terence Tramaine Andrus, gppeared in perg
present, and the same jury being called to assg
was presented to the same jury in the matter of
same jury after hearing all the evidence preg

defendant for the purpose of

#d the defendant, Terence
sourt, his attorney, James §.

, and the said ;l‘

the charge contained in the
y for trial, and thereupon a
ald Martino and eleven others,

§ the State and the Defendant
purt and thereupon the jury
ides and retired H charge of the proper officer
‘” brought into open court by
J}‘ being present, and returned

the Court and is here now

ﬁvresented by bof]

was received b |
e Court, to-wit: |

réby find the dfifendant, Terence Tramaine

s/
artino
Juror

Ronald ¥
Presidin
D12, this cause being again
omey and the defendant,
n, his attorney also being
s the punishment, evidence
assessing punishment. The
pnted by the State and the

pssessing punishfflent, and after having heard

bfendant having been duly
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argument of counsel, again refired in charge offfhe proper officer to consider
| Mt into court by the proper
officer, the defendant and his;qttorney bemg sfsent, and on the 14" day of
November, 2012 the jury refurned into openffcourt the following verdict,
) iBw entered upon the minutes

Do you find from the e 1dence beyond ‘7 leasonable doubt that there is
[Eriminal acts of violence that

Do you find from the ev1dence taking|
evidence, including the cirgy lmstance of ff
character and background, and the persong
defendant, that there is a sufficient mltlgatlng C
to warrant that a sentence of life imprisonmeny
be imposed? 3 |

Answer: “No.”

We, the jury, having anqwered the foregt
into Court as our verdict.

lv/ l

nto consideration all of the
offense, the defendant’s
moral culpability of the
cumstance or circumstances.
rather that a death sentence

It is therefore DRDER;ED and AD
defendant, Terence Tramaing Andrus, is gui
Murder as found by the jury, r.lrl'ld the jury haviry
jury, unanimously find beyqqd a reasonablg

“ar by the Court that the
§v of the offense of Capital
R further answered, “We, the
i doubt that the answer to
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| :
re |
; |
‘Special Issue No. 17 is Yes," and, “We, the j H , unanimously find that the
answer to ‘Special Issue No. 2’ is No.”; and thefllaw providing that on such a
jury finding the Court shall a pess the death pe
It is, therefore, the Ords v of the Court, tl

tlty to the defendant.
by having the death penalty a spssed against hifh. !

Thereupon the Defend; t Terence Tra aine Andrus, was asked by
the Court whether he had anything to say wh sald sentence should not be
pronounced against him and he answered noth 1g in bar thereof, whereupon
the Court proceeded, in the presence of said i efendant Terence Tramaine
Andrus, to pronounce sentence \agamst him as { llows

hag been adj ged to be guilty of cap1tal

|
Whereas, the Defenda F
murder by the jury and the jyry having furter answered “We, the jury,
unanimously find beyond a rgasonablc dmlb ‘Special
Issue No. 1’ is Yes,” and “We, the jury, unanu Rously find that the answer to
the ‘Special Issue No. 27 is } ‘p“ and the la providing that on such jury
finding the Court shall senten a the Defendant | ‘ b death.
It is, therefore, the RDER of the ourt that the Defendant is
sentenced to death; but, the ] w further providjfie for an automatic appeal to
the Court of Criminal Appeals, of the St of Texas, the sentence is

suspended until the decision pf the Court off Criminal Appeals has been
received by this Court.

tthe defendant, be punished

\
The Defendant is now rernanded to the |
Bend County, Texas, to be transported ta the
Texas Department of Crimina] Justice at Furj Boville, Texas, there to await
the action of the Court of Ctiminal Appeals | “ d the further orders of this
Court.

ustody of the Sherlff of Fort

\
Entered this the {é;-//{ﬂ day of U\ () i ‘ (€~ AD, 2012.
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