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THE STATE OF TEXAS ) § IN THE 337TH DISTRICT COURT
Vs, ‘ 8 OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS
JUDLST LAMOND BROUSSARD §  JANUARRY TERM, A. D., 2015

Members oFf the Jury:

The defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, Sfands charged by
indictment with the offense of capial murder, alleged to have
been committed on or about the 1%th day of Novembexr, 2009, in
Harris County, Texas. The defendant has pleaded not guilty.

A person commits the offense of murder if he:

(l]iﬁtantionally pr  knowingly causes the death of an

individual; orx

(2) intends to cause sericusz bodily :'Ln;;'iury and intentionally

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

n perscn commits the offense of capital murder if he
intentionally commits awrder, as hereinbefore " defined in
paragraph (1), and the person commits the murder for
remuneration or the promize of remuneration.

"Remuneration® means @ayment by one person to another in
compensation for a specific service or services rendered
pursuant to an agreement.

"Deadly weapon" means a fireaxm or anyvihing manifestly
designed, made, or adapted for Ehe purpose of dnflicting death
or seriocus bodily injury; or anything that in the manner of its
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ugse or intended use iz capable of causing death or serious
bodily injury.

"Bodily injury" means physical pa:i.n,‘. illness, oy any
impairment of physical condition.

*Serious bodily injury®* means bodlly injury that coreates a
substantial visk of death or that causzes death, serious
permanent disfigurement, or protracted loss or impairment of the
funetion of any bodily member or organ.

The definitions of intentionally and knowingly relative to
the offenses of capitafl.- murder and murder are as follow:

A person acts intentionally, ox n;rith intent, with vesgpect to
a result of his conduct when it is his conscious obijective or
desire to cause the result.

A person ac:ts'knowingly, or with knowledge, with respect to a
result of his conduct when he is aware that his conduct is
reasonably certain to caunse the result.

All persons are parties to an offense who ave guilty cof
acting together in the commission of the offense. A person is
criminally responsible as a party to an offense if the offense
is committed by his own ¢onduct, by the conduct of anothexr for
which he is criminally responsible, or by both.

A person is criminally responsible for an offense committed
by the conduct of another if, acting with intent to promote or
assist the commission of the offense, he selicits, encourages,
directs, aids, or attempts to aid the other person to commit the

offense. Mere presence alone at the scene of a crime and
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knowledge of the guilty intent of the other parties present will
not consti'tute orne a party to an offense.

You arxe instructed that vyou may consider all relevant facts
and clrcumstances surrounding the death, 1if any, aﬁd the
previcus relationship existing between the aceoused and the
deceased, Logether with all relevant Ffacts and clrcumstances
going to show the condition of the mind of the accused at the
time of the offenge, if any.

Now, if wvou find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt
that on or about the 19th day of November, 20038, in Harris
County, Texag, the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, did then
gnd there unlawfully, for remuneration from Jonathan Siros, to-
wit: money, intentionally or knowingly cause the death of
Enrigque Velasquez, hy shooting Enrigue Velasquez with a deadly
weapon, namely a filrearm; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the 1%th day of November, 2009, in Harvris County,
Texas, Donald Stfong, did then and there unlawfully; fof
remuneration from Jonathan Siros or Judist Broussard, to-wit:
money, intentionally or knowingly cause the death of Enrique
Velasquez, by shooting Enrique Velasquez with a deadly wesapon,
namely a firearm, and that the defendant, Judist Lamond
Broussard, with the intent to promote or assist the commission
of the offense, if any, solicited, encouraged, directed, aided
or attempted to aid Donald Stronglto 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 bevond a reasonable
doubt, or if you have a reasonable doubt thereof, or if vou are
unable to agree, you will next congider whether the defendant ig
guilty of the lesser offense of murder,

Therefore, if you find from the evidenve beyond a reasonable
doubt that on or about the 19th-day of Wovember, 2009, in Harris
County, Texas, the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, did then
and there unlawfully, intentionally or knowingly cause thes death
of Enricue Velasguez, by szhooting Enrigue Valasquez with a
deadly weapon, namely a filrvearm; ox

If you find from the evidence beyond a reagsonable doubt that
on or about the 19th day of November, 2008, in Harris County,
Texas, Donald Strong, - éid then and there unlawfully,
intentionally or knnwingly caugse the death of Faricue Velasques,
by shooting Enrique Velasguez with a deadly weapon, namely a
firearm, and that the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, with
the intent to promote or assist the commission of the offense,
if any, solicited, encoﬁraged, directed, alded ox aptempted to
aid Donald Strong to commit the offense, if he 4id; or

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasconable doubt that
on or about the 19%th day of November, 2009, in Harris County,
Texas, the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, aid then and
there wunlawfully intend to cause serious bodlily injury to
Enrique Velasguez, and did cause the death of Envigque Velasguez
by intentionally oxr knowingly committing an act clearly
dangerousl to human life, namely by shooting 'En:rique Velasguez

with a deadly weapon, namely a firearm; ox




If fou find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
on or aboup the 1%th day of November, 2009, in Harris County,
Texas, Donald Strong, did theﬁ and there unlawfully intend to
cause serious bodily injury to Enrigue Velasquez, and did cause
the death of Borigue Velasquez %y intentlonally or lnowingly
committing an act c}early dangercus to humen life, namely by
shooﬁing Enrigque Velasguez with a deadly weapon, namely a
firearm, and that the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard, with
the intent to promote or assist the commission of the offense,
if any, solicited, encouraged, directed, aided or attampted to
aid Donald Strong to commit the offense, Lf he did, then you
will find the defendant guilty of murder,

If yvou believe from the evidence bevond a reasonable doubt
that the defendant is guilty of either capital murder on the one
hand or murder on the other hand, but vou have a reasonable
doubt as to which of said offenses he is guilty, then you must
resolve that doubt in the defendant's favor and find him guilty
of the lesser offense of murder.

If you have a reascnable doubt as to whether the defendant is
guilty of any offense defined in this éharge you will acquit the

defendant and say by your verdict "Not Guiity.’



an  accomplice, as the term is here used, means anyone
connected with the crime charged, as a party thereto, and
includes all persons who are connected with the covime by
unlawful act or omission on their part transpiring either before
or during the time of the commission of the offense, and whether
or not they were present and participated in the commission of
the crime. A perszon is orininally responsgible as a party Lo an
pffense 1f the cffense is committed by his own conduct, by the
conduct of another for which he is criminally responsible oxr by
both., Mere presence alone, however, will not constitube one a
party to an offense.

A person is criminally responsible for an offense committed
by the conduct of ﬁnothex if, acting with intent t¢ promobe or
assigt the commission of the offense, he golicits, encourages,
directs, aids, or attempts to aid the other person to commit the
offense, The term “conduct® meang any act or omission ané its
acconpanying meﬁtal state,

You are instructed that a conviction cennot be had upon the
testimeny of an accomplice unless the accomplice’s kestimony is
corroborated by other evidence tending to comnnect the defendant
with the offense charged, and the corroboration iz not
sgfficient if it merely shows the commission of the offense, but
it must tend to connect the defendant with its commission.

The witness, Juan Figueredo, is an avcomplice, if an offense
was committed, and you canncot convict the defendant upon his
testimony unless you further believe that there iz other

evidence in the case, outside of the testimeny of Juan Figueredo




tending to connect the defeandant with the offense commitied, if
{

yvou find that an offense was committed, and the corrcboration is

not sufficient if it merely shows the commission of the offense,

but it must ternd to comnect the defendant with its commission,

and then from all of the evidence you must believe bheyond a
reasonable doubt that the defendant is guilty of the offense

charged against him.



Our law provides that a defendant may ﬁestify in
behalf if he elects to do so. Thizs, however, 1is
accordad & defendant, and in the event he elects not to

that fact cannot be taken as a circumstance against nim.

.his odh
a right

testify,

In this case, the defendant has elected not to testify and

you are instructed that you camnet &and must not refer to or

allude to that fact throughout vour delibsrations or

take it

into consideration for any purpose whatsoever as a circumstanca

against him.



You are further instructed that any evidence that any witness
has been convicted in any case ox cases was admltted before vou
for the purpose of aiding you, if it does aid vou, in passing
upon the credibility of the witness and the welght to be given
his or her testimony, and you will not consider the same for any

other purpose, .




A Grand Jury indictment is the means whereby a defendant is
brought to t;z::j.al in a2 felony prosecution. It is not evidence of
‘guilt nor can 1t be considered by you in passing upon the
question of guilt of the defendant. The burden of proof in all
criminal cases rests upon the State t‘hro’ughout the trial and
never shifte to the defendant.

All persons are pres'uméd o be innoecsnt and no person may be
convicted of an offense unless each element of the offense is
proved beyond a reasonable doubk, 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 dees not require a defendant te prove his innocence or
produce any evidence at all. The presumption of innocence alone
is sufficient to acquit the defendant, unler—ss: the bJurors axe
satigfied beyond a reasonable doubt of the defendant's guilt
after careful and impartizl consideration of all the evidence in
the case.

The prosecutlion has the burden of proving - the defendant
guilty and it must do so by: proving each ar;d gvery element of
the offense charged beyond a reasonable doubt and 1if it fails to
do so, you must acguit the defendant.

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

In the event you halve a reasconable doubt as to the

defendant ‘e guilt after considering all the evidence before you,



and tﬁese instructions, vou will acguit him and say by your
verdict "Not Guilty."

Ypu are the exclusive judges of the facts proved, of the
credibility of the witnesses and the weight to be given their
testimony, but ;he law vyou shgll receive in these written
instructions, and you must be governed thereby.

After vou retire Lo the Jjury roaﬁ, yvou should select one of
your members as your Foreman. "It iz his or her duty Lo preside
at vyour deliberations, vote w.'i.th you, and when you have
unanimously agreed upon a verdict; te certify to your wverdict by
using the appropriate form attached hereto and signing the same
as Foreman.

During your deliberstions in this case, you must not
consider, discuss, neor relate any matters not in evidence before
vou. You should not considér nor mention any personal knoWledga
or information you may have about any fact or person connected
with this case which iz not shown by the evidence.

No one has any authority to communicate with you except the
officer who has you in charge. After you have retired, you nmay
communicate with this Court in writing through this officer,
Any communication relative to the cause mu%t be written,
prapared and signed by the Foremﬁn and shall be submitted to the
court through this officer. Do not attempt to talk to the
officer who has you in charge, or the attorneys, orxr the Court,
or anyone else concerning any questions you may have.

vour sole duty at this time is to determine the guilt or

innocence of the defendant under the indictment in thieg cause




and restrict your deliberabions solely to the issue of guilt or
innocence of the defendant.
Following the arguments of c¢ounsel, vyou will retire to

consider yvour verdich.

A. Reagan Clark, Judge Presiding
337th District Court
Harrig County, TEXAS
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CHOOSE ONE

“We, the Jury, Tind the.defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard,

not guilty.®

Foreman of the Jury

{Please Print) Foreman

“We, the Jury, f£find the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard,

guilty of ecapial murder, ag charged in the indictment.®
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"We, the Jury, find the defendant, Judist Lamond Broussard,

guilty of murder,"

Foreman of the Jury

{Please Print) Foreman




