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THE STATE OF TEXAS IN THE 432nd JU

Vs, DISTRICT COURT OF o%

AMOS JOSEPH WELLS III TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS

COURT'S CHARGE

MEMBERS OF THE JURY:

In any jury trial there are, in effect, two judges. I am
one of the judges; the other is the jury. It is my duty to
preside over the trial and to decide what evidence is proper for
your ccnsideration. It is also my duty at the end of the trial
to explain to you the rules of law that you must follow and
apply in arriving at your verdict.

First, I will give vyou some general instructions which
apply in every case. Then I will give you some specific rules
of law about this particular case, and finally I will explain to
you the procedures you should follow in your deliberations.

You, as jurors, are the judges of the facts. But in
determining what actually happened, that is, in reaching your
decision as to the facts, it is your sworn duty to follow all of
the rules of law as I explain them to you.

You have no right to disregard or give special attention to
any one instruction, or to question the wisdom or correctness of

any rule I may state to you. You must not substitute or follow



your own notion or opinion as to what the law is or ought to be.
It is your duty to apply the law as I explain it to you,
regardless of the consequences,. It is also your duty to base
your Qerdict solely upon the evidence that has been presented to
you in court.

Rll persons are presumed to be innocent and no person may
be convicted of an offense unless each element of the offense is
proved beyond a reasonable doubt, The fact that a person 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 presumption of innocence
alone is sufficient to acguit the Defendant, unless the jurors
are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt of the Defendant’s quilt
after careful and impartial consideration of all the evidence in
the case. The prosecution has the burden of proving the
Defendant guilty and it must do so by proving each and every
element of the offense charged beyond a reasonable doubt and if
it fails to do so, you must acquit the Defendant.

It is not required that the prosecution prove guilt beyond
all possible doubt; it is required that the prosecution’s proof

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

As you determine the facts, you must consider only the
evidence presented during the trial, including the sworn
testimony of the witnesses and the exhibits. Remember that any
statements, objections, or arguments made by the lawyers are not
evidence. The function of the lawyers is to point out those
things that are most significant or most helpful to their side
of the case, and in so doing to call your attention to certain
facts or inferences that might otherwise escape your notice. In
the final analysis, however, it is your own recollection and
interpretation of the evidence that controls in the case. What
the lawyers say is not binding upon you.

Also, do not assume from anything I may have done or said
during the trial that I have any opinion concerning any of the
issues in this case. Except for the instructions given to you
on the law, you should disregard anything I may have said during
the trial in arriving at your own findings as to the facts.

While you should consider only the evidence, you are
permitted to draw such reasonable inferences from the testimony
and exhibits as you feel are justified in the light of common

experience. In other words, you may make deductions and reach



conclusions that reason and common sense lead you to draw from
the facts which have been established by the evidence.

You are to decide whether the State has proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that the Defendant is gquilty of the crime or
crimes charged. The Defendant is not on trial for any act,
conduct, or offense not arising out of this incident, if any.

Now, bearing in mind these instructions, the Defendant,
Amos Joseph Wells, III, stands charged by Indictment with the
offense of Capital Murder, alleged to have been cémmitted on or
about the 1st day of July, 2013, in Tarrant County, Texas. To
this charge, the Defendant has pleaded not guilty.

A person commits the offense of Capital Murder if he
commits murder and murders more than one person during the same
criminal transaction.

“Individual” means a human being who is alive, including an
unborn child at every stage of gestation from fertilization
until birth.

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

Now, if you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable
doubt, that Amos Joseph Wells III, in Tarrant County, Texas, on
or about the 1st day of July, 2013, did then and there

intentionally cause the death of an individual, Chanice Reed, by



shooting her with a firearm and did then and there intentionally
cause the death of an individual, Annette Reed, by shooting her
with a firearm, and both murders were committed during the same
criminal transaction, then vyou will find the defendant guilty of
the offense of Capital Murder as charged in the indictment.

Unless you so find beyond a reasonable doubt, or if you
have a reasonable doubt thereof, then you will acquit the
Defendant, and say by your verdict “Not Guilty.”

The State has introduced evidence of extraneous crimes or
bad acts other than the one charged in the indictment in this
case. This evidence was admitted only for the purpose of
assisting you, if it does, for the purpose of showing the
defendant’s opportunity, intent, preparaticn, plan, knowledge,
identity, or absence of mistake or accident, if any. You cannot
consider the testimony unless you find and believe beyond a
reasonable doubt that the defendant committed these acts, if
any, were committed,

You are instructed that our law provides that in the event
a defendant chooses not to testify, that fact cannot be taken as
a circumstance against him. The Defendant, Amos Joseph Wells
II1I, has chosen not to testify and you are instructed that you
cannot and must not refer or allude to that fact throughout your
deliberation or take it intc consideration for any purpose

whatscever as a circumstance against him.



Notes are valuable as a personal memory aid especially for
those who are natural note-takers. If you are not a natural
note-taker, now is not the time to start. The jury box is
physically close to the witness stand because our society
believes that the jurors can get information by seeing the
witness as they testify.

You have been permitted to take notes during the testimony
of this case. If you have taken notes, you should not permit
other jurors to show their notes to you, nor shall you show your
notes to the others during your deliberations.

In your deliberations, give no more and no less weight to
fellow jurors because that juror did or did not take notes.
During your deliberations if a dispute arises as to the
testimony presented, you must settle the dispute by requesting
the official transcript by the court reporter. Do not rely on
your notes to resolve the dispute because an individual juror, a
fellow juror took notes. Their personal notes are not the
official transcript.

Your verdict must be by a unanimous vote of all members of
the jury. In deliberating on this case, you shall consider the
charge as a whole and you must not refer to nor discuss any
matters not in evidence.

In all criminal cases, the burden of proof is on the State.

The burden of proof rests upon the State throughout the trial



and never shifts to the Defendant.

All persons are presumed to be innocent and no person may
be convicted of an offense unless each element of the offense is
proved beyond a reasonable doubt. The fact that a defendant has
been arrested, confined, indicted for, or otherwise charged with
an offense gives no rise to any inference of guilt at his trial.
The law does not require a defendant to prove his innocence or
produce any evidence at all. The presumption of innocence alone
is sufficient to acquit the defendant, unless the Jjurors are
satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt of the defendant's guilt
after careful and impartial consideration of all the evidence in
the case.

You are the exclusive judges of the facts proven, of the
credibility of the witnesses, and of the weight to be given
their testimony. But you are bound to receive the law from the
Court, which is given in these written instructions, and be
governed thereby.

The indictment in this case is no evidence whatsocever of
the quilt of the Defendant. It is a written instrument
necessary in order to bring this case into court for trial, and
you will not consider the indictment as any evidence in this
case or as any circumstance whatsoever against the Defendant.

You are instructed that a request to have portions of the

trial transcript to be released to the jury cannot be complied



with unless the jury disagrees as to a specific statement of a
witness. Therefore, it will be necessary, if you desire any
part of the testimony of any witness, for you to certify that
you are in disagreement as to the statement of a witness, and
you should request that specific part of the witness's testimony
on the point in dispute, and only on that point which is in
dispute.

You are further instructed that the Court Reporter will be
required to prepare the testimony of the witness involved in
order to pick out the point or points upon which you state you
are in disagreement, and it will take the Court Reporter more
time to prepare the relevant portions of the transcript than it
did for the attorneys to put the testimony on. lIn the event you
ask for any testimony, please be patient and give the Court
Reporter sufficient time to prepare the transcript on the point
or points in dispute.

Exhibits that were not offered and admitted into evidence
by the Court do not exist as evidence. Therefore, the Court
will not and cannot supply any items that have not been admitted
into evidence during the trial. You may request the physical
exhibits admitted while you deliberate.

During your deliberations, you must not communicate with or
provide any information to anyone by any means about this case.

You may not use any electronic device or media, such as a



telephone, c¢ell phone, smart phone, iPhone, Blackberry, or
computer; the internet, any internet service, or any text or
instant messaging service; or any internet chat room, blog, or
website such as Facebook, My Space, LinkedIn, You Tube or
Twitter, to communicate to anyone ahy information about this
case or to conduct any research about this case until 1 accept
your verdict, if any.

After you retire to the jury room, you should select one of
your members as your foreman. It is his or her duty to preside
at vyour deliberation, to vote with you, and when you have
reached a unanimous verdict, to certify to your verdict by using
the attached forms and signing the same as your foreman.

No one has any authority to communicate with you, except
the officer who has you in charge. During your deliberations in
this case, you must neither consider nor mention any personal
knowledée or information you may have about any fact or person
connected with this case which is not shown by the evidence.

You may communicate with this Court in writing through the
bailiff who has you in charge. Your written communication must
be signed by the presiding juror. Do not attempt to talk to the
bailiff, the attorneys or the Court regarding any question you
may have concerning the trial of the case. Do not disclose to
the Court or the bailiff your votes pertaining to guilty or not

guilty in your communications.



After you have reached a unanimous verdict or if you desire
to communicate with the Court, please press the button, and the

bailiff will respond.
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VERDICT FORMS: CAPITAL MURDER

We, the Jury, find the Defendant, Amos Joseph Wells III,

guilty of the offense of Capital Murder as charged in the

indictment.
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We, the Jury, find the Defendant, Amos Joseph Wells III,
not quilty of the offense of Capital Murder as charged in the

indictment.

Foreman
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