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GUILTY YES . @

Plea o 1v Eobancement Plea to ged Enhnnaamentfﬁabxtual

Paragraph: NIA _____ Poragaph: N/A
Findings on 1# Enbuncoment Findings on 2+

Paragrnph N/A Enhancementfﬁ abjtual ?aragraph NI&

Al peﬂiumﬂa{nmﬁim. aames 28 554 Aascazments [ndicnted sbove are lumwuwdistothu laggunge ohlm Judgment bolow by reforence,
'I‘h:s £BURD WHS mﬂaﬁ for tmi in Ccmzty, Toxag., The State sppeared by her District Attorney.

53 Defandant appesmd in perwn wzthﬂaunae! T

[2) Defendant knowingly, intelligently, and voluatarily waived the right to representation by counsel in writing in upen court,

It appeared to the Court that defondant was mentally compotent and had pleaded as shown above to the charging
instrument. Both partios angeunced ready for trial. A jury of twelve individuals was selectad, impaneled, and sworn. The
lNI)IG’l;MENF wiis road to the jury, and dafandant entored a plea to the charged offonse. The Court received the plon and entered it
of racor

The jury heard the ovidence spubmitted and srgamens of rounsel, The Court charged the jury as to ita duty to determine the
guilt or innoconee of defendant, and the jusy eetired Lo congider the evidence. Upon returning 1o open court, the jury delivered its
vordict in the prossnce of Defondant nnd defense counasl

The Court received the verdict and ORDERED it antored upon the minutes of the Conrt,
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After the jury has answered each of the Special Iasues under
the conditions and instructions outlined above, the Foreman
should sign the verdict form below. '

VERDICT
We, the Jury, return in open court the above answers to the

"Special Issues” submitted to us, and the same is our verdict in
this case.

FILED  Forommmo

Daniel
Iﬁgﬁ?ﬂ Clerk

. MAR -6 2012
Yimig: q&ﬂﬁg‘)ﬂ%

Dacuty




" The ;':g heta'rd manm e;a;istiw i thedquaégmpunishment. "The Court charged the jury and it retived to consider the
sperdal issues ot out in the juey charge, After dued tom, tha was brought into Co d, § i i
anawery o the spasial lsauos as tndidated below, tho Jury wes broug urt_, el in open coust, & raturved its
Tha jury found beyond & REASONABLE DOUST thet thers iu & probability thut defendant would corapub crimiing) aete of violames
thab would constitute a continuing theast ts soclety, '
82 ves {ubantious)
£ Ne (b at Loast 10 jurors) , .
Tha jury found beyond a REASONABLE DOUBT that conaidering all the evidenee, including the circumatances of the offense, the
figﬁandaat‘a chazacter snd backgiound, and the personal moral eulpsbility of the defendant, that there is a sufficient mitigating
;xzmum?gnm or circumstancss to warrant that a sentence of life imaprisonment without parole ratber than & death sentence be
IDpossny .
L You (by at loast 10 jusors) ' . |
& No (unanimoys) i : . |

Special I'saves to be invluded if neseesary;

{If defoadant is found GUILTY sy a pavty undes ek, Pew, Cope §8 7,01, 7.03)
O The jury found beyond a REASONABLE BOURT thet the defondant satually cnused the doath of the desenesd or did sot ectually eause
the death of the decpesed but intended to kill the decsteed o nnother or anticipated théta haman U would bo taken,

& Yoa (unandiiious) ‘

L3 No (oy at laast 10 jurom)

{if defondent has o mantal mpalemont or dofoet)

The jury found fom o PABEONDRRANCE OF THE RVIBENCE thet dofendant is & poresn with:
Mantal Uiness '
[ Mental retasdation

The Court Finos Defendant committed the above offense and ORDERS, ADJUDGES AND DECREES that Defendant is
GUILTY of the abave afbuse.

The Qourt Oibeas Defendant punished as indicated sbove, The Court ORDERS that the State of Texas shall resovor all
coots of the prosecution fom the Defendsat and thas exscution will issue.

[ Confinoment in uatitutional Divisien. The Court ORDERS the authorized agent of the State of Tesas or the Sheelff of this
County to take, safely convey, and deliver Dofendant to the Dieoctor, Instltutional Divisles, TUOJ. The Court ORDERS
Dafendaxi to be confined &y the peried and in the nwnner indigated above. The Coust Oaoers TRCT o wake withdrawnls from the
Defendant's inmate account as such funds become available, The Court Orbres THCT to pay such funds to the individual 7 agency
eited abeve until the ordesed restitution, couxt foes, coaty, and fines are paid in fall, TEX, Gov'T CODE § 50L.014. The Court ORDERS
Defendant ramanded to the custody of the Sheriff of this county until the Sheriff can obay the directions of this sentence.

Douth. The Court O-DERS the authorized agent of the State of Texns vr the Shoriff of this County to tnke, safbly convey, aad
delivor Defendsant to the Director, Institutional Division, TDCJ, Defandant shall be confined in said Institutional Division in
aceordance with the provisions of the law governing the Tesss Department of Criminsl Justics, Institutional Division vadl a date of
sxpcution of the said Defandant is imposed by this Court after seceipt in this Court of mandats of afizmancs from the Coust of

" Criminal Appoeals of the Stata of Texan, The Court Ordors Defendant remanded to the cusu;&y of the Sheriff of thiy county until the

W

Qlarit, 3.y

Sherif can obay the divoctinne of this gontsnen.

] The Defondnnt’s sontence EetUTED,
The Court OnDERY that Defondant is given exedit notad above on this santonce for the time apent incarcerated,
The Court further OnpERS Dafondant to pay veatitution to the person(s) nimed the amount specified.

sigbhermors, the folowing speaial Onadiges oF oroees spoly

Daadly Wespoa,

The Court FINDS Dofendant used or exhiblted g doadly woeapon, namely, A FIREARM, during the commisuion of a
folony offonse ot during imioedlate Hight thorafrom or was o party to the offesse and know that a deadly weagon
would bs used or oxhibited, TEX. CODE CRIM, PROC. art. 4512 §3g. m .

Signod and entered on February 20, 2014

Nee Appoel Fitod; .'?71"?'% 1 Al Mandam Ree'ds

Afver Mondate Recolved, Bantetise to Begin D A .
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