CAUSE HO. 1318487

THE STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE 208TH DISTRICT COURT
Ve, : ‘ § OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

JAY PAUL JRCKSON - . 5 JANURRY TERM, A. D., 2915

Madibers of the Jury:

The defendant, Jay Paul Jackson, séands ghafge& by inéicﬁm@nt
with thaz offense of capital murder, alleged to have _heén
committed on or about the lst day of Saptembeé, 2011, in Harri%
County, Texas. The defendant has pleaded not gullty.

A person commits ;he offense of murder If he iméentieﬁally oY
knowingly causes the death of an indiviﬁual. -

A person commits the Offense of capital wuvder 4£ he
intentionally commits wmurder, as h&xeiﬂbeféxﬁ defined, in the
couyse of committing or attempting . to commit the offense of
xohhery. Robbery is a felony. |

.A'person commits the offende of robbery if, in the couvae of

commibting theft, as that term.ig'hﬁrainéftﬁr define&, and with

"intent to obtain or walntain control of_prﬁpgrty.mﬁ ancother, he:
(1) intentionally ox Rmbwingly' vauses ﬁwdily dndury  to
anotha;} oY
(2} dintentionally ox knowxngly thraatens or place& another in
fear of imminent bodily injury or ﬁeath. '
"In the, course of committing theft® means - conduet that occurs
in an attempt o commit, .duriné the 'emmmisa¢wnp -or in the

. immediate £light after the atbempt or commission of theft.
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"Attemph? to commit an offense occurs 1f, with specific
intent to commit an offense, a person doed an act amounting to
more than mere preparvation that tends, but fails, to affect the
commigaion of the offense intendedl.

"rheft” is the unlawful appropriation oﬁ praperﬁy with intent
to deprive the owner of property.

“Appropristion” and “appropriate”, ‘as thoge terms are used
hereirn, means to acguire .cr' wtherwisge. axercise control over
property other than.raa& yraper;y,- Appropristion of propesrty is
unlawful if it is without the owner's efféqtiva consent,

"Prmpertf” o -ﬁﬁed herain meénsv tangible or intangibls
pexsonal property or documents, including meney, that represents
or embodies anyihing of wvalue.

"Deprive’ means to withhold ﬁrmperty from the owner
pérmanent";l,y or for so extended a peried of time that a mad o
portion of the value or enjoyment of the property is lost £o the
'ownar. h

"Bffective consent" means assent in fact, whethsr express or
apparent, and includes consent by a person légally_authoriz&d o
act for the owneyr. Consent i3 nob _efﬁeﬁgive 3% induced by
dgc&pti@n oY coercion. l .

uner? means a pérﬁbn who has title to {he prmﬁerty,
'poéﬂaﬁﬂion of property, or a graater right te possession of'ﬁh&
broperty than the &ctar:

"Poggegsion” wmeans actual carve, custody, contvel, oF

management of the property.




“Deadly weapon® seans a firearm "or anything manifestly
ﬂesignad, made, wr adapted for tﬁg purpose of inflicting death or
serious bodily injury; oy anything that in the wanner of its use
or intended use ie capable of causing death or sericus bodily
injury. .

"Bodily injury® means @hysical pain, illoess, .oy any
impalrment of physical condition.

tSérious bodily injury*® means bodily Injury that creates a
substantial zisk of death or that éauw&s death, sefious permansnt
disfigurement, or protracted loss ox impaizmant of the funétion
of any bodily fenber or organ.

The definition of dntentionally relative to the oifense of
capital murder is as follows: . '

A person acts intentionally, or with intent, with regpect to
a ‘result of his conduckt when it is his conscious objective ox
desire to cause the ﬁaault. |

The definitions of intentionally or knowingly relative to the
vifense of murder are as follow:

A perzon acts in&enticnally,lwf'with intent, wikh respect to
a result of his conduct when it is his conscious objective ox
dasire te causge tge resuli,

A pergon acts knowiﬁgly, or with knowledge, with respect to a
regult of his conduct when he is aware that his cdoaduct 18
reasonably certain to cause the result. '

The definitions of intentionally and knowingly relative Lo

the offénse of robbery are as follow:




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

A person acts knowingly, or with knowledge, with reapéct Lo -
the nature of his conduct ox  to circymstances surrounding his
conduct when he is aware of the ﬁatura of his condugt or that the
circumstances exist., A parécn acts knowilngly, or with knowledge,
with respect to a result of hisz conduct when he is aware that his
‘conduct ls reasohably certain to cawse thée result.

‘Befone you would be warranted in finding the defendant guilty
of capital wmurder, ytw;lmust Find from the evidencé kevyond =a
re#s@nable doubt not only that on the occasion in question the
defendant was in the course of commitiing of attempting to commit
the felony offense of robbery of Matthew Rouhani, as alleged in
this charge, but also that the defendant specifically intended to
cadse the death of Matihew Rouha_r;ti, by. shooting Matthew Rouhani,
with a deadly weapon, namely a firvearm, and unless you so find,
then you cannot aonvict the defendant of the offense of capital
murder.‘ l

Now, if you find from the evidence bayend'a reasdnable doubt
that on or about the lst day ‘of Se‘ptamb&r, 2011, in Harris
COunﬁy, Texag, the defendant, Jay Paul Jackscon, did them and
there unlawfully, while in the course of commitiing or attempting
to conmit Ghe robbery oﬁ’Mﬁtthew Rouhani, intentionally cause the

death o©f Matthew Rouhani by shooting Matthew Rouhani with a




deadly wespon, namely a f,ix:ﬁa_fm, t:hen_ ?;ﬁu will fi;i;c& the defendant
guilty of capital murdezr, as cherged in the indictment.

tnless you so find from the "evidencé beyond a reasonsble
doubt, or if ydi have a reasen&blefﬂaubﬁ thereof, you will acquit -

' the defendant and say by your verdict "Net Guilty.®




An accomplice, as the texm iIs here used,' MEINS anyone
connected with the erime chavged, as a party thereto, and
includes all persons who are comnected with the ciime by unlawful
act érvpmission on thelr part transpiring either before or Juring
the time of the commission of the offénse, and whether or not
they were present and participated in the cowmission of the

jc:r:i.me.. A person Iis criminally responsible as a party to an
offense if the offense i committed by hHis own conduct, by the
vonduct of anothey for which he is criminally responsible or, by
both. Mere presence alene, however, will not constitute @n&.a
party to an offense. |

A person is criwminally responsible for an offense committed
by the conduct of another 4f, acting with intent to promots ox
assist the commigsmion of the offsnse, he solicits, sngourages,
directs, aids, or attempts to aié the other person to commit the
cifense, The term *cbhaduct" means any ack or omission and its
ac&ampanying mental state,

You are instrycted that a conviction cannot be had upon the
testimony of an'accmmplice unless the accomplice’'s testimony is
cmrroborated by otheyr evidence tending to connegt the gﬁfenﬁant
with the offense charged, and the corroboration ia et sufficiznt
1f it merely sl:xc:aws the cnmiﬂsimﬁ of the offense, but it must
tend to comnect the defendant with its commission.

The withess, Carrett Crenshaw,l iz an accomplice, 1% an
offense wad§ committed, Emci.l you cannot convict the defendant upon
hig testimopy unless you further believe that there is other

evidence in the case, outside of the testimony of Garvett




Crenshaw tending to connect the '-d‘efenﬁant ~with the offenge
_’comm'ittf_ad,; if you find thay an offense was c;amm:i,tt-efi, and the
corroboratioen is hot su-ftfic;i.a.ﬁt: 1% it mervely s.aha:;ﬁssa the cnmmiéafiwn
of the offensa, but it must tend to connéct the defaendant with
its commission, 'amd then from all of  the avidence vyou wust
believe beyond a reasonable tl;::ix.bt': t'hét the defendant is guilty of

the offense charged against him.




You are further iImstrycted that if there is any evidence
pefore you in this case ragérdiﬁg the defendant's commitbing an
alleged offense ov offerigés cther-'than' the, offeénse alleged
against. him in the indictwment in this case, you cannot consider
sugh evidence for any purpose unless yol fihd and bHelieve beyond
é' reasonabile doubt that the dJdefendant cowmitted such othew
vffense or oﬁfens&s, if any, and gven then vou may only considey
the same in determining the wnotive,. opportunity, intent,
preparation, plan, knowledgs, ildentity, or absence of mistake or
acoident of. the defe@dant, if any, id commectioh with the
efiemae,'if;any, alleged against him in the indictment and.fér no

othey pgrpase,




Qur law provides :that': a defendant may - testify in bis own
Eehalf if he‘electﬂ to do so. ‘This, hﬁwav&r,-is ) rigﬁt goooided
‘a defendant, and in the event he elects not to teéstify,. that féct
cannot be taken as a dlrcumgtance against him.

Iu t".h.'-i.s case, the dafe‘mé&nt }r:.tlas ua’lected not Lo t&tify‘ and
yr;li are instructed ‘that you cannot and muat;. nog refer Lo or.
allude te that fact throughout your deliberations or take it dinto
coaﬁiﬁéxaticn for any plurpose ‘whatsoever am & éi;aumatance

against him.
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‘A Grand Jury indictient is fhe means whersby a defendant is
brought to trial ih a felony prosecution. It is not evidence of
guilt nor can it be considered by vyou in passing upon the
question of guilt of the defendant. The burden of proof in all
criminal dases rests upon the étate throughout the trial and
hever shifts to the defendant,

All persons are presumed to be innegcent and no perscn way be
convicted!mf ah offense unless each element 6f the ofé&nﬁe is
proved beyohd & weasonable doubt. . The Zfact that he has been
arrested, confined, or in&iated.fmr, oy othexwise chavged with
‘the offehse gives rise te no inference of gullt at his trial.
. The law does not reguire a defendant to prove hig innocence or
produce any evidence at ali,' The presumption of innocence alone
L LB sufficient. to acguit the defendant, unlesa the jurors are
satiafied beyénd a rveasonable doubt of the defendant’'s guilt
after careful and impartial cemsiderxation of all the evidence 4in
the case.

The prosecution hag the burden of proving the defendant
' guilty and it must dg so by proving each and evéry element of the
offense charged beyond a reasonable doubl and 1f it fails to do
50, you must acguit the defendant.

It iz not regquired that the prcsécutimn prove guilt beyond
all possible doubt; it is requlred that the progecutlion’s proof
éxcludes all reasonable doubt concerning the defendant's guilt.

In the event you have a reaschable .dgﬁht as to ths

defendant'$ guilt after considering all the evidence before you,



and these instructions, you will aeguit him and say by vour
verdict "Not Guilcy;" | |

You aze tl'lm exclusive judges of the facts proved, of the
credibility of the witnesses and the wsight té be given theixn
testimony, but the law you’ shall veseive din these written
instructions, and you nust be governed thereby.

After you retire to the jury room, yéu should select dne of
your members as your Foreman. It ig his or her duty to preside
ag ?@gr deliberations, vote with vyou, and when vyou have
unanitously agreed upon a verdlet, to certify to vour verdict by
uging the appropriate form attached her@;o and plghing the same
a8 Foremarn. ' ' ‘

During vyour deliberations in this case, vyou wmust ‘nat
congider, discuss, nor relate any'mattef& net in evidence before
you. - You should not congider nor mention any pevsenal knowledge
oy information you .may haﬁe aﬁbﬂt any fdct or persbn connected
withlthiﬁ casé which is hot shown by the evidence,

No oﬁe has any authority to communicate with you except the
officer who has you in charge. ﬁﬁter'ysu.have retived, you may
communifate with this Court in writﬁng through this officer. Any
communication rvelative ﬁa the cause fust be written, prepared and
gigned by the Foreman end shall be submitted to the cwurtJthramgh
this officer. Do not attewmpt to talk to the officer who has you
in charge, br the attmrn@ys, or the Couxt, or  anyoene else
concerning any quﬁst¢ons you may have.

Your sole duty dt this time ls ] datermin@ the guilt ox

innocence qf the défendant under the indictment in this cause and



1

restrict your deliberations solely to the issue of guilt or
innocence of the defendant.
Following the ~arguments of counsel, you will retire to

congider your verdict.

208th Digtrict Court
 Haywis Coumty, TEXAES
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THE STATE OF TEXAS

Ve,

JAY PAUL JACKECHN

"We, the Jury,

guilty.”

CAUSE NO. 1315437
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VERDICT

find the -defendant; Jay Paul lJacksmn, not

Foreman of the Juxy.

(Please Print) Foreman

"We, the Jury, f£ind the defendant,.JaylPaul Jackson, Quilty

of capital murder, as charged in the indictmemt."
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