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CAUSE NO. 1435888

THE STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE 1B0TH DISTRICT COURT
V. § OF HARRIS COUNTY., TEXAS

TRAVIS TERRELL LYONS § NOVEMBER TERM, A. D., 2011

Hembers of the Jury: .

fhe defendanit, Travis Terrell Lyvons, stands charged by
indictment with the offense of capital murder, alleged to have
been commitbed on or about the lith day of September, 2009, in
Harris County, Texas. The defendant has pleadad not guilty.

A person commits the offense of murder if he imt&nti@nﬁliy or
knowingly causes the death of sn individual.

A person comaits the offense of capital murder 1if he
intentionally commits murder, as h@r@inb@f@r@ defined, in the
course of commibting or attempting to ocommit the ﬂffense of
rophery. Robbery is a felony coffense.

2 person commits the offense of felony murder 1f he copmits
or éttemptﬁ to conmmit a felony, other than manslavghter, and in
the course of and in furtherance of the commission or attempt, o .
in jmmediate £light from the commission or attempt, he commits or
attempts to commit an act clearly dangercus t©o human life that
gauzes the death of an individusl. |

2 parzon commits the offense of robbery if, in the course cfl
commitbing theft, ss that term is hereinefter defined, and with

intent to obtain or maintain control of property of another, he:




(1} intentionally or knowlngly causes bodily  injury o

anothear; or

{2) intentionally or knowingly threatens oy places another in

fear of imminent bodily indury or death. ‘

"In the cmurse.nf comuitting theft" means conduct that ococurs
in an atbempt to comuib, during the commisgion, or in the
immediate flight after the attempt or commisaion of thef:.

"A;tempt" to cormmlt an offense occurs if, with specific
intent to commit an offense, a person does an act amounting to
more than mers prepavation that tends, but fails, to efifect the
comnigsion of the offense intended.

sThefe" iz the unlawful appropriation of prmpérty with intent
to deprive the owner of property.

"pppropriation® and ‘appropriate®, as those texms are used
herein, means to acgquire or otherwlse éxerciﬂ@ control over
property other than real property. appropristion of property is
unlawful if it iz without the ownev's effective consent.

sproperty” a8 used hersin means tangible or intangible
personal property ox dacﬁm&nts, including money, that represents
or enbodies anything of wvalue.

"Deprive® means to withhold property from the owner
pﬁemémem;ly or for sc¢ extended a perviod of time that a major
portion of the value or snjoyment of the property is lost to the
OWREY .

"Bffective congent® means sssent in fact, whether express or

apparent, and includes consent by a person legally authorized to




act for the owner. Congent iz nobt effective if inducsd by
deception or cosrcion.

"wmert means a peyson whoe has tltle to the propszby,
possession of property, or a greater right to posssssion of the
prop&rty‘than the actor.

YPnggaension® meany actual care, cushody, contral, o
management of the property.

*NDeadly wespon® meansg & fivesrm or anvthing manifestly
designed, made, or adapbted for the purpose of inflicting death or
serious bodily injury; or anything that in the mamner of its use
or intended ume ip capable of causing death or serious bodily
injury.

"Bodily injury® means physical pain, illness, ovr any
impairment of physical condition.

"Serious bodily indjury® means bodily injury that creates a
substantial visk of death or that causes death, serious permanent
disfiguremsnt, or protrvacted loss or impairment of the funct;nn
of any bodily member or orgean,,

The definition of intentionally relative to the offense of
capital murder iz as follows:

- & person acts intentlonally, or with intent, with respect to
a vesult of his conduct when it is hisz conscious objective or
desire to cause the yvesulb.

The dJdefinitlons of intentionally and knowingly rélative.tn

the offense of surder are ag follow:




A person acts intenticnally, or with intenﬁ, with wespeact o
a result of his conduct when it 1Is his consciocus objective orx
deaire to cause the result.

A person actbs knowingly, or with knowledge, with respect to a
result of his conduct when he ig awavrs that hiﬁ' conduct 18
reagonahly certain te cause the result.

The definitions of intenticonally and knowingly relative to
the offense of robbervy are as follow: ‘

A person acts intentlonally, or with intent, with respect to
the nature of his conduct or to a vesult of his conduct when it
is his conscious objective or desire to engage in'th@ conduct or
cause the ;@ﬂult,

A person acts knowingly, or with knowledge, with respect to’
the nature of his conduct or to circumstances suryounding his
conduct when he is aware of the nature of his corduct or that the
circumstances exist. A person aobs koowlngly, or with knowledgs,
with respect to a result of his conduct when he is aware that his
conduct 18 reasonably certain to cause the vesult.

All persons are partles to an offense who are gullty of
acting together in the commission mfltha offense. A perscn is
criminally respongible as a party to an offense if the offense is
committed Iy his own conduet, by the conduct of another for which
he is criminally responsible, or by both.

& persgon is criﬁinally reagpongible for an offense commitbad
by the conduct of another if, acting with intent to promote O
aszist the commiszsion of the coffense, he solicits, encouwrages,

directs, aids, or attempts to aid the other person to commlit the




mffenaﬁ. Mere presence alone will not constitute one a party to
an offenss.

If, in the attempt ©o cavry ocut a conspiracy to commit one
felony, another felony iz comnltted by one of the conspirators,
all conspirators are guilty of the feleony actually commitbed,
though baving o dintent %o commit ik, 1f the offense was
compitted in furtherance of ﬁh@ unlawful purpose and was one that
should have besen anticipated as a result of the carrying out of
the conspizacy.

By the texm "conspiracy” as used in these instructions, is
meant sn agreement betwsen two or more persons with intent, that
they, or one or more of them, engsge in conduct that would
constitute the offense. An agreement constituting a conspiracy
may be inferred from asts of the parties,

Before you would be warranted in finding the defendant guilty
of capital murder, wvou must f£ind from the evidence bevond a
reasonable doubt not only that on the ogcasion in gquestion the
defendant was in the course of conmltting or attempbting to commit
the felony offense of robbery of Erxnest Waime Steadman, as
alleged in this charge, but also that the defendant specifically
intended to cauéﬁ the death of Ernegt Wayne Steadman, by shooting
Exrnest Wayne Steadman, with a deadly wespon, namely a firearm; or
vou must Find from the evidence bevond a reasonable doubt that
the defendant, Travig Terrell Lyons, wgth the intent to promote
or asgist in the commission of the offenss of robbery, if any,
solicited, encouraged, dirscted, .ai&ed, or attempted to eald

Cameron Rainer and/or Brandon Walton and/or Charles Obay in




shooting Ernest Wayne Steadman, if he did, with the intention of
thereby killing Ermest Wayne S;&éﬁman; or you must fi@& from the
avidence beyond & reasonable doubt that on the occasion in
question the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons, entered into an
agreement with Cameron Rainer and/or Brandon Walton sud/for
Charles Obey to ¢ommnit the felony offenme of prbaxy of FErnest
Wayne Steadwsrn, ag alleged in this charge, and pufﬂuant te that
agreemaent they did carry out thelr cénmpiraqy, and while in the
courss of comnitting said conspiracy, Cemeron Rainey and/ow
Brandon Walton and/or Charles Obey intentionally caused the deatﬁ
of Ermest Wayne Steadman by shooting Ernest Wayne Steadman with a
deadly wesapon, namely a firearm, and the murder of EBErnest Wayne
Steadman was committed in furtherance of the consplracy and was
an offense that should have been anticipated by the defendant as
a result of carrving out the conspiracy, and unless yvou so £ind,
then you canmot convict the defendant of the offense of capital
marder .

Yow, if you find from the evidence bayond a reasonable doubt
that on or about the 13th day of September, 2009, in Harxis
County, Texas, the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyonsg, did then and
the;e mlawfully, while in the course of committing or atktempting
to commibt the robhery of frnest Wayne Steadmwan, intentionally
cause the death of Brnest Wayne Stesdman by sbooting Brnest Wayne
Steadman with a deadly weapon, namely a firvearm; or

If vou find from the evidence bsyond a reasonable doubt that
on or about the 13th day of September, 2002, in Harris County,

Texas, Camsron Rainer and/or Brandon Walton and/or Charles Obey,



did then and there unlawfully, while in the course of committing
or abtbemphing to commit the robberxy of Ernest Wayne Steadman,
intentionally c¢ause the death of Ernest Wayne Steadman by
shooting FErnest Wayne Steadman with a deadly weapon, namely a
fivearm, and that the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons, with thé
intent to promote or assiat the commission of the offense, 1f
any, solicited, encouraged, dilrected, aided or attenpted to aid
Cameron Rainer and/or Brandon Walton and/cr Charles Obey to
cormmit the offense, if he did: ox

If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubi that
the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons, and Cameron Rainer and/oxy
Brandon Walton and/or Charles Obey entered into an agresment Lo
commit the felony offense of vobbery of Ernest Wayne Steadman,
mid pursuant to that agreoment, 1f any, they did carvry oubt theix
conspirvacy and that in Harris County, Texasg, oo or about the 13th
day of Septenber, 2008, while in the course of committing such
robbery of Ernest Wayne Steadman, Camercon Rainer and/or Brandon
Walton and/or Chaxles Chey intentionselly caussed the dJdeath of
frnest Wayne Steadman by shooting Ernest Wayne Steadmesn with a
deadly weapon, namﬂly a firearm, and the murder of Ernest Wayne
Steaduan was commitbed in furtherance of the conspirvacy and was
aﬁ offense that should have been anticipated by the defendant as
a result of carrying out the congpiracy, then vou will find the
defendant guilty of capital murder, ag charged in the indictment:.~

Unless vou so find from the evidencs beyond a reagsonabdle

doubt, or if you have a reasonable doubt thereof, or if you are



unable te agres, you will next amﬁﬁider whather the defendant is
guilty of the lesser offense of felony murder.

Therefore, if you £ind from the evidence beyond a reasonable
doubt that on or asbout the 13th day of Septewber, 2009, in Harris
County, Texas, the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyvons, 4did then and
there unlawfully, while in the furtherance of the commdssion or
attempted commission of the felony of robbsry of Ermest Wayne
Steadman, or in immediate £flight from the commission o attermphed
commdesion of the felony of xobbery of Brnest Wayne Steadman,
commit an act clearly dangercus to humen life, to-wit: by
shooting Ernest Wayne Steadman with a deadly wespon, namely a
firearm, that caused the death of Ernest Wavne Steadwman; or

If you find from the evidence besyond a ressonables doubt that
on or abnut the 13th day of September, 2009, in Harris.COunty,
Paxas, Cameron Rainer and/or Brandon Walton and/oer Charles Obey,
did then and there unlawfully, while in the furtherance of the
commission or attempted commission of the felomy ©f rvobbery of
Ernest Wayne Steadwan, oy in immediate £light from the commission
or attempted commiszion of the felony of rebbery of Ernest Wayne
Steadman, commit an act clearly dangerous to human life, to-wib:
by shooting Ernest Weyne Steadman with s deadly wgapon; namely a
firearm, that caused the death of Brnest Wayne Steadman, snd that
'the defendant, Traviz Terrell Iyons, with the iatent to @xamnte
or assist the commission of the offense, if any, solicited,
encouraged, dirvected, aided or atbempted to ald Cameron Rainer
and/or Brandon Walton and/or Charles Obey to commit the offense,

if he 8id; ox



If you find from the evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons, and Camsyon Rainer and/ox
Brandon Walten amd/or Chaxles ﬁbéy entered into an agreement Lo
commit the felpny offense of robbery of Ernest Wayne Steadman,
and pursusnt to that agreement, 1f any, they Jdid carry out theixr
consplracy and that in Harvis County, Texas, on or about the 13th
day of Septewber, 3009, while in the course of comnitting such
robbery of BErnessht Wayne Bteadman, Cameron Rainer and/or Branden
Walton and/or Charles Obsy committed an act eleasrly dangerous to
human life that caused the death of Ernest Wayne Steadman by
shooting Ernest Wayne Steadman with a deadly weapon, namely a
firearm, and that the murder of Frnest Wayne Steadman was
cémmitte& 15 fﬁrther&ﬁce of the conspivacy and wazs an offense
that should have bheen anbtloipated by the defendant as a result of
carrying out the conspiracgy, then you will find the defendant
guilty of felony murder. .

¥ vou believe from the e%idenc& hevond a reasomable doubt
that the defendant is guilty of sither caplital murder on the one
hand or felony murder on the other hand, but you have a
raasonable doubt as to which of sald offenses he is guilty, then
vou mist resolve that doubt in the defendant's favor and £ind him
guilty of the lesser offense of felony murdsy.

If you have a reasonable doubt as to whetheyr the defendant is
gullty of any offense defined in this charge you will acquit the

defendant and say hy your verdict *Not Guilty.?®




You are further instructed that the State is not bound by the
gpecific date which the offense, 1f any, is alleged in the
indictment to have been committed, but that 3 conviction may be
had uwpon proof beyvond a rveasonable doubt that the offense, if
'any, was committed ab any time prior to the filing of the
indictment which is within the period of limitations. There is
no Limitstion period applicable to the offenses of capltal murder

and felony murdexr.




An  accomplicas, a8 the term ig here used, means anyone
conngcted with the orime charged, as a party thgreta, and
includes all permons who are connected with the orime by uwnlawful
act or omleglon on their part transpiring either beforé or during
- the time of the conmisgion of the offense, and whether or not
they were present and participated in the commission of the
orime. A pearson iz criminally responzsible as a party o an
offense if the offense is committed by his own conduct, by the
conduct of ax;ct'.hﬁer for wix:i.c:h he is criminally responsible or by
both. HMere presence alone, however, will not constitute one &
party to an offense. |

A person is criminally responaible for an offense commitbed
by the conduct of another if, acting with intent to promote or
assist the commiszion of the offense, he solicits, encourages,
directs, aids, or attempts to ald the other person to comult the
.off&nsa.- The term “conduct” means any act or omission and its
accompanying mental state,

You are instyructed that a conviction cannof be had upon the
testimony of an accomplice unless the accomplice’s tesbtimony is
corroborated by other evidence tending to conmect the defendant
with the offense charged, and the corroboration iz not sufficient
if it merely shows the commisgsion of the offense, but it must
tend to connect the defendant with its commisslion.

The witnssses, Cameron Ralner, Brandon Walton and Chavles
Obey, are accomplices, 1f an offense was committed, and you
cannot convict the " defendsnt upon thelr testimony unless you

further bellieve that there is other evidence in the cass, outside




of the testimony of Cameron Rainer and/mﬁ Brandon Walton and/or
Charles Obey tending to comnect the defendant with the offense
committed, 1f wou Find that an offense was committed, and the
corroborabion is not sufficient 1f it merely shows the commiszsion
of the offenss, but it must tend to comnect the defendant with
its commission, and then from all of the evidence you must
belisve beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant is guilty of

the offenme charged against him.




You ave further inskructed that one or moxe accomplices
cannot corroborate each other; but such corroborative evidencs,
if eny. must be Ffrom mome other source than ssid accomplices,
Camaron Rﬂiner,lﬁrandmn Walton and Charles Gbey, or any of them,

as hereinabove charged.




You are inﬂtrueted'that # statement of an accused may he used
in evidence against him 1f it appears that the same was fr&ely
and voluntarily made without compulsion or persuasion.

' No oral statement of an accused made as a vesult of custodial
interrogation shall be adnmissible againgt the accused in a
criminal procseding unless:

{1} An electronic recording, which may include audio, motion
picture, vidéntape, or other visual recording, is made of the
statament;

{2) Prior to the statemsnt but during the recording the
accusaed iz given the following warning:

fa) he has the right to rewmain sgilent and not make any
statement at all and that any statemsnt he makes may be
uged against him at his trial;

{b) any statement he mskes may be used as evidence against
him in ocourt;

{z} he has the right te have a lawyer present to advise him
pricr to and during any questioning;

{d} if he is uwnable to smploy a lawyer, he has the right to
have & lawver appointed to advise him prior o and
during any guestioning;

{e} he has the right to terminate the interview at any time;
and _

{£} the accused knowingly, intelligently, andl'vmluntarily

walives any rights set out in the warning;




{3} the recording device was capable of making an accurate
recording, the operator was competent, end the yecording s
accurate and has not besn altered; and

{4} all veoices on the yecording are identified.

So in this case, 1f you find from the evidence, ov if vou
have a reasonable doubt  thevecf, that prior to the time the
daefendant gave the alleged oral statement or oral confesasion to
Officer Jon Brooks, if he did give it, the saild Officsr Jon
Brooks did not warn the defendent in the respects cutlined above,
or as to any one of such requirements, th&r_z vou will wholly
disregard the alleged oral confession and not consider it for any
purpose nor any evidence obtained as a result thereof; iF,
however, vyou find bevond & reasonsble doubt that the.
aforementioned warning was glven the defendant prior to his
having made such oral statement, if he Jdid make it, still, before
vou may consider such oral statement as svidence in this case,
you pust find from the svidence beyond a reasonable doubt that
prior to and during such oral statement, if any, the defendant
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarlly waived the rights
hereinabove set out in the said warning, and wnless you so find,
or if you have a reasonable doubt thereoi, you will not considex
- the oral statement or oral confession for any purposse whabsosver

or any evidence obtained as & result of sams,




Cur law provides that a defendant meay testlify in his own
behalf if he slects to do so. This, however, iz a right accorded
a defendant, and in the svent he elects not to testify, that fact
cannot ke taken a5 a clroumstance against him.

In this case, the defendant has elected not to testify and
vou are Ilnstructed that vou camnot and wmust nni: refer Lo ov
aliuvde to that fact throughout vour delibsrations or take it into
congideration for any purpose wvhatscever as a clrocumstance

sgalngt him.




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 can it be consldsred by vou in passing upon the
guestion of guilt of the defendant. The burden of proof in all
eriminal cases rests upon the State throughout the tri%l ‘anﬂ
never shifts to the defendant.

All persons are presumed to be infwceent and no person may be
convicbed of an offense unless sach element of the offense is
proved beyvond a reasonable doubt. The Ffact that he has bheen
arrested, confined, or indicted for, or otherwise charged with
the offense gives xize to no inference of gullt at his trial.
The law does not 'veguire a defendant to prove: hi:s innocenca O
produce any evidence at all. The presumptbion of innocence alone
iz sufficient to actguilt the Jdefendant, unless the jurocrs are
gatisfied heyond a reasonable doubt of the defendant's guilt
after careful amr:i impartial considerxation 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 svery element of the
offenpe charged beyvond a reascnable doubt and if i ﬁa;la e do
a8c, you must acguit the defendant.

CIt is not reguired that the prosecution prove Quilt beyond
811 possible doubt; it is required that the prosecution's pm;of
excludes all reasonable doubi concerning the Jdefendant's guilt.

In the event wyou have a reasonable doubk as to the

defendant's guilt after congidering all the evidence befors you,




and these instructions, ynu'will asguit him'euui say by your
vardict "Not Guilty.®

¥You arxe the excluslve judges of the facts proved, of the
cradibility of the witnesszes and the weight to be given theirx
testimony, but the law wvou shall receive i1n these written
instractions, and yvou must be governed thersby.

‘After you retive to the jury room, vou should select one of
yﬁur menbers as your Foreman. Iﬁ iz his or her duty to preside
at your deliberations, vobte with wvyou, and when you have
unanimously agreed upon & verdict, to certify to your vevdict by
using the sppropriate form attéﬁhﬁd heveto and signing the same
ag- Foreman, '

During your delibsrations in  this case, you wmust not
gonsider, discuss, nor relate any matters not in evidence before
you. You should not consider nor wention any personal lkoowledge
or information vou may have about any fact or pesrson commectaed
with this case which is.not zhown by the evidence.

No one has any authority bto communicate with you sxcept the
officer who has you in charge. After vou have retired, you may
conmmniaate with this Court in writing through this officer. any
cormmunidcation relative to the cause must be wriﬁten, prapared and
gigned by the Poremsn and shall be submitted to the court through
this officer. Do not attewmpt o talk to the officer who has 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 the guilt ox

innocence of the defendant under the indictment in this cause and




[

%

restricet wyour deliberations solely to the issue of guilt or
innocence of the defendant,
Following the arguments of counsel, vyou will retire to

conglder yvour wexrdict.

Marae Brown, Judgs
CD180th District Court
Harris County, TEXAS

FILED

Lhrla Da
Sleirice gﬁg?gg

JAN § ﬁ 1

Thwa




CAUSE NC. 1235888

THE STATE OF TEXAS § IN THE 1B80TH DISTRICT COURT

V8. § OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS

PRAVIS TERRELL LYONS § NOVEMEER TERM, A, D., 2011
CHODSE ONE

"Wa, tha Jury, find the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons, not
gullty.®

Foreman of the Jury

{Please Print) Foreman

"Wwe, the Jury, find the defendant, Travis Terrell Lyons,
guilty of capital murder, as charged in the indictment.”
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Chiig Danial
Bﬂgtriaﬂ, Clerk

JAM w 702
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{Fla&a@ Pﬂint;} Foreman

"We, the Jury, £ind the dJdefendant, Travis Terrell Lyons,
gullty of felony murder.®

Poreman of the Jury

{Please Print) Foraman



