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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
No. 96 CR 379-1

Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon
SPECIAL FINDINGS

vs.

DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

Part I. Eindings of Intent as to the killing of Charles Banks
We the jury unanimously find beyoend a reasonable doubt that
the defendant DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON intentionally engaged in
conduct intending that Charies Banks be killed or that lethal
force be employed against Charles Banks, which resulted in the

death of Charles Banks,

If you do not unanimously so find, have the foreperson sign
Decision Form A, all jurors sign the Certificate and report the
decision to the Court and deliberate no more as to the killing cf
Charles Banks. If you do unanimously so find, proceed to Part
II. ’




MAR 17 ’98 Be2:41PM SUITE 1518 LAW OFFS P.3

Part II.

{To be proved by the government beyond a reasocnable doubt)

You may only continue with your deliberations as to the
killing of Charles Banks if you find cne of the four aggravating
circumstances listed below proved to the jury’s unanimous
satisfaction and beyond a reascnable doubt with respect to the
killing of Charles Banks. If you do not find any of these four
aggravating factors te have been proven beyend a reasconable
doubt, then thc foreperson sheuld gign Decisien Form A as to the
killing of Charles Banks, all jurors sign the Certificate and
report the decision to the Court and deliberate no more as to the
killing of Charles Banks. If you do unanimcusly find one or more
of these four aggravating factors as to the killing of Charles
Banks, then proceed to Part III:

(1) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON procured the killing of Charles
Banks by payment, or promise of payment, of anything of pecuniary
value.

Proved to the Jjury’s unanimous satisfaction

Unable to reach unanimous agreement e
(2) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON caused the killing of Charles
Banks after substantial planning and premeditation.

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction V/f

Unable to reach unanimous agreement

(3) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON caused the killing of Charles
Banks in the course of engaging in a continuing criminal
enterprise involving the distribution of drugs tc perscons under
the age of 21. .

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction p//

Unable to reach unanimous agreement

(4) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON caused the killing of Charles;
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Banks after a previous conviction of a state felony involving the
use of a firearm acainst another person, to wit: voluntary

manslaughter.

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction 74

FOREPERSON
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Part III. MWMM

Charles Hanks

(to be proved by the government beyond a reasonable doubt)

If you unanimeusly find beyond a reasonable doubt that the
following aggravating factor exists as to the killing of Charles

Banks, check the appropriate line below. If you do not
unanimously find beyond a reasonable dcubt that the following

aggravating factor exists, check the other appropriate line
below:
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON would commit serious acts of viclence

in the future whick would be a continuing and sericus threat to

societly.

e

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfactiocn

Regardless of the finding you have made as to this non-
statutory aggravating factor, proceed to Part IV -- Mitigating
Factors as to the killing of Charles Banks.
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{To be proved by the defenéé

1.

Quan Ray, who is equally culpable in the murder of Charles
“Jello” Banks, will not be punished by death,

Number of jurcrs who so find: &

Roger Stewart, whe is egually culpable in the murder of
Charles “Jellc” Banks, will not be punished by death.

Number of jurcxs who go find: 4;

Travis Stephen, whe is equally culpable in the murder of
Charles “Jelle” Banks, will not be punished by death.

Number of jurcrs who so find: (

Darryl Lamont Johnson will be sentenced to life in prison
without any possibility of release if he ia not executed.

Number of -jurors who so find: é;

Darryl Lamont Johnson will not be a sericus and continuing
danger to society because the government has the power to
imprison him for the rest of his life in a maximum security
federal priscn designed to contfol and monitor his behavibr.

Number of jurocrs whe so find: O

As a young c¢hild, Darryl Lamont Johnson witnessed his
tfather’s constant and serious physical abuse of his mother.

Number of jurors who so find: :l

Since before Larryl Lamont Johnson was born, his father was
an alcoﬁolic.

Number of jurcrs who so find: Cj

Darryl Lamont Johnson was abandoned by his father,

emotionally and financially, at an early age.
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10.

Vll.

12.

13.

14.

15.
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Number of jurers who so find: /

As a young child, Darryl Lamont Johnson was exposed to
violence in his neighborhood.

Number of jurors who so find: lé

Darryl Lamont Johnscon’s family struggled financially during

his childhood and adolEScenceﬂ

Number of jurors who 8o find:

When Darryl Lamont Johrson was a young child, his mother was
required to be outside the home for extensive periods in
order to work to support the family and to secure an
education.

Number of jurors whe so find:

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s cognitive functiconing is in the
borderline mentally deficient range.

Number of Jjurors who so find: )L

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s low cognitive functioning resulted
in his inability to obtain an adeguate education.

Number of jurors who so find: 1

Darryl Lamont Johnson was exposed to numerous risk factors
as a young child which negatively affected his functioning

and development.

Number of jurors who so find:
As a young man, Darryl Lamont Johnson was ingarcerated in
the Illinois Deérp.rtment of Corze.ctions at Menard, an

institution characterized by constant violence, controlied
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16.

17.

18.

19,

20.

21.

22.
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by gangs, and offering no opportunities for education or
rehabilitation.

’ i
Number of jurcrs who so find: 17L

Darryl lamont Johnson encouraged and assisted his family
members and friends to pursue an education.

Number of jurors who so find: /

Darryl Lamont Johnson assisted his family and friends in

times of need.

- -
Number of jurors who so find: A=

Darryl Lamont Johnson has had a cleose and loving
relationship with his mother, Brenda Smith.

Number of jurors who so find: (jj

Darryl Lamont Johnscon has had a close and loving
relationship with his daughters, Bianca Gainas and Darryl
Lucky Johnson.

' —
Number of jurors who so find: 9

Darryl Lamont Johnson actively particlpated in the care of
his daughters, both his natural daughter and his step-
daughter, whom ha raised as his own.

Number of dJurors who sc find: I

Darryl Lamont Johnson has had a close -and loving
relationship with his sisters, brothers, nephews, nieces,
aunts, cousins, and stepfather.

Number of jurors who so find: }

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s mother, Brenda Smith, will suffer
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v

emotional travma if he!is executed. \

Number of jurcrs who so find: /7

23. Darryl Lamont Johnson’s daughters, Bianca Gaines and Darryl
Lucky Johnson, will suffer emotional trauma if he is
executed,

’
Number of jurors who so find: (o

24. Darryl Lamont Johnson’s family, including his brother,
sisters, nephews, nieces, aunts, cousins, and step-father
will suffer emotional trauma if he is executed.

Number of fjurors who so find:; L7/

25. Other factors in Darryl Lamcnt Johnson’s background or

character weigh against imposition of the death penalty.
/S
Number of jurors who s¢ find: 7

You should engage in the weighing process described in the

instructions and complete the appropriate Decision Form.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DPISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINCIS
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

) No. 96 CR 379-1
VS, ) Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon
|
)

SPECIAL FINDINGS
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

Part I. Findipngs 111] *Blunt”

We the jury unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
the defendant DARRYL LAMONT JQHNSON intentionally engaged in
conduct intending that Darryl “Blunt” Johnscon be killed or that

lethal force be employed against Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, which

If you do not unanimously so find, have the foreperson sign
Decision Form A, all jurors sign the Certificate and report the
decision to the Court and deliberate no more as to the killing of
Darryl “Blunt” Johnson. If you do unanimeusly so0 find, proceed
to Part II.
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Part II. Statutory Aggravating Fagtors ag fo the killing of
Darxyl “Blunt” Johpnson -

(To be proved by the government beyond a reagonable doubt)

You may only continue with your deliberations as to the
killing of Darryl “RBlunt” Johnson if wyou find one of the three
aggravating circumstances listed below proved to the jury’s
unanimous satisfaction and beyond a reasonable doubt with respect
to the killing of Darryl “Blunt” Johnson. If you do not find any
of these three aggravating factors to have been proven beyond 'a
reasonable doubt, then the foreperscn should sign Decision Form A
as to the killing of Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, all jurors sign the
Certificate and report the decision to the Court and deliberate
no more as to the killing of Darryl “Blunt” Johnson. If you do
unanimously find one or more of these three aggravating factors
as to the killing of Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, then proceed to Part
ITI:

(1) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON procured the killing of Darryl
“Blunt” Johnson by payment, or promise cof payment, of anythind of
pecuniary value,

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction _a

Unable to reach unanimous agreement V/

(2) DARRYL LAMONT JOHENSON caused the killing of Darryl
“"Blunt” Johnson after substantial planning and premeditation.

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction r//

Unable to reach unanimous agreement
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(}) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON caused the killing of Darryl
"Blant” Johnson in the course ¢f engaging in a continuing
criminal enterprise invelving the distribution of drugs to
persons under the age of 21.

- . /
Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction [

.12

Unable t¢ re&ach unanimous agreement

FOREPERSON
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Part III.

(to be proved by the government beyond a reasonable doubt)

If you unaninmously find beyond a reasonable doubt that an
aggravating factor listed below exists as to the killing of
Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, check the appropriate line below. If you
do not unanimouslv find beyond a reascnable doubt that an
aggravating factorn exlsts, check the other appropriate line
below:

{1} DARRYL LAMONT JCHNSON would commit serious acts of
violence in the future which would be a continuing and serious
threat to society.

Proved toc the jury’s unanimous satisfaction P// '

Unable t¢ reach unanimous agreemant

{2) DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON’s conduct in causing the killing
of Darryl “Biunt” Johnsoﬁ was substantially greater in degree:
than that described in the definition of the crime, apart from
the statutory gggrav#ting factors. ’The defendant acted in a Gile
manner in the killing of Dérryl “Blunt” Johnson because he |
crdered the murder to obstruct justice in that the Darryl “Blunt”
Johnscn was a potential witness against coconspiratoers of the:
defendant and the defendant ordered the murder to prevent Dar?yl

“Blunt” Johnson from giving any incriminating information and/or
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testimony.

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction If//

Unable to rezch unanimous agreement

(3) DARRYL ILAMONT JOENSON caused permanent harm to the
family of Darryl “Blunt” -Johnson by killing him,

Proved to the jury’s unanimous satisfaction

Unable to reach unanimous agreement 4

Regardless of the findings you have made as to these non-
statutory aggravating factoxs, proceed to Part IV -- Mitigating
Factors as to the killing of Darryl “Blunt” Johnson,
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Part IV. Mitigating Factors ag to the killing of Darxyl] “Blunt”

Johngaon

(To be proved by the defense by a preponderance of the eviden&e)

1.

Roger Stewart, who is equally culpable in the murder of

Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, will not be punished by death.

-
Number of jurors who so find: el

i

Travis Stephen, who ié gequally culpable in the murder of.

Darryl “Blunt” Johnson, will not ke punished by death.

Number of jurers who so find; L7/
Darryl Lamont Johnson will be sentenced to life in prisoﬁ

without any possibility of release if he is not executed.
S

Number of jurors who gc find: 2

Darryl Lamont Johnson will not be a serious and continuing
danger to society because the government has the power té
imprison him for the rest of his life in a maximum security
federal prison designed to centrol and monitor his behav{or.

~
Number of jurors who s$o find: 7

As a young child, Darryl Lamont Johnson witnessed his

father’s constant and serious physical abuse of his moth@r.

-

Number of jurors who $o find: o

o

Since before Darryl Lamont Johnson was born, his father Qas
an alcoholicg,

Number of jurors who so find: &

Darryl Lamont Johnson was abandoned by his father,

emotionally and finanéially, at an early age.

Number of jurors who so find: el

Az a young child, Darryl Lamont Johnson was exposed to
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10.

11.

lz.

13,

14.

violance in his neighberhocd.

Number of jurors who so find: f%/

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s family struggled financially during
his childhood and adolescence.

, -
Number of jurors who so find: - &

When Darryl Lamont Johnson was & young child, his mother was
required to be outside the home for extensive periods in .
order to work t¢o support the family and to sacure an

education.
)

S

Number of jurors who so find:

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s cognitive functioning is in the

borderline mentally deficient range.

w’
Number of jurdrs who so find:

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s low cognitive functioning resulted
in his inability to obtain an adequate education.

Number of jurors who so find: ¢ -

Darryl Lamont Johnson was exposed to numerous risk factors
as & yound child which negatively affected his functioniﬁg
and development. |

Number cf jurors who =o find: /'67

As a young man, Darryl Lamont Johnson was incarcerated in
the Illineis Department of Correcrtions at Menard, an
institution characterized by constant violence, controlled
by gangs, and offering no opportunities for education or

rehabilitation.
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15.

16,

17.

18.

19,

20,

21.

Number of jurcrs who so find: 3

Darryl Lamont Johnson encouraged and assisted his family

members and friends to pursue an education.
-

Number of jurors who so find: \/

Darryl Lamont Joéhnson assisted his family and friends in

times of need. )
LS
Number of jursars who so find: -

Darryl Lamont Johnson has had a close and loving

relationship with his mother, Brenda Smith.

-

Number of jurors who so find: /

Darryl Lamont Johnson has had a cliose and loving
relationship with his daughters, Bianca Gaines and Darryl
Lucky Johnson.

| &
Number of jurcrs who so find: =

Darryl Lamont Johnson actively participated in the care of
his daughters, both his natural daughter and his step-
daughtexr, whom he raised as his own.

-\
Number of jurors who sc £ind: ¢

Darryl Lamont Johnson has had & close and loving

relationship with his sisters, brothers, nephews, nieces,.

&

Darryl Lamont Johnson’s mother, Brenda Smith, will suffer

aunts, cousins, and stepfather.

Number of jurors whe so find:

emotional trauma if he is executed.

Number of jurors who #o find: } K
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22. Darryl Lamont Johnson’s daughters, Bianca Gaines and Darﬁyl

Lucky Johnson, will suffer emotional trauma i1f he is

executed. 5?
Number of jurors who so find:

23. Darryl Lamont Johnson’s family, including his brother,
sisters, nephews, nieces, aunts, cousinsg, and step-father
will suffer emotional trauma if he iz exeruted.

)
Numbex of jurors who so find: “

24, Qther factors in Darryl Lamont Johnson’s background or
character weigh against imposition of the death penalty.

PN

Number of jurors who so find: .’

You should engage in the weighing process described in the

instructions and complete the appropriate Dacision Form.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

No. 96 CR 379~1
‘Hon., Suzanne B. Conlon

Plaintiff,
VSQ
DECISION FORM B
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

Defendant.

We, the jury, as to DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON, unanimeusly find
beyond a reasonabla doubt as to the killing of Darryl "Blpnt"
Johnson, the aggravating factors proved in this case sufticie?tly
outweigh all the mitiqatihg factors found to exist so as to jusfify
a sentence of death, We vote unanimously that DARRYL LAMONT

JOHNSON shall be sentenced to death for causing the killing of

{

s
Date: /V.W/Cm//%',/
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IN THE UNITED STATES. DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, No. 86 CR 378-1

Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon

DECISION FORM A (
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

)
}
)
)
vs. )
)
)
)
Defendant, )
We, the jury, as to DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON, do mot unanimously
find proved beyond a reasonable doubt the existence of both the
threshold culpability factor and a statutory aggravating
circumstance as to causing the killing of Darryl "Blunt" Johﬁson

and, therefore, do not impose the death penalty in this cas% for

causing the killing c¢f Darryl "Blunt" Johnson.

FOREPERSON

Date:
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, No. 96 CR 379-1

Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon

Vs,

DECISION FORM C
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

el e e "t Nl Nt ot N

Defendant.

We, the jury, as to DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON, having considered

and evaluated the evidence presented in light of the instrucﬁiona
of the Court as to causing the killing of Darryl "Blunt" Joh#son,
are not unanimously persuaded that a death sentence shoulﬁ be
imposed. We, therefor|; return a decision that DARRYL LAMONT
JOHNSON not be sentenced to death for causing the killing of Dérryl

"Blunt” Johnson.

FOREPERSON

Date:
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintifé, No. 86 CR 379~1
Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon
vs.

DECISION FORM B
DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

— o e St P s il

De fendant.

We, the jury, as to DARRYL LAMONT JbHNSON, unanimously :find

beyond a reasonable doubt as to the killing of Charles Banks, the

aggravating factors proved in this case sufficiently outweigh all

the mitigating factors found to exist so as to justify a senﬁence

cf death. We vote unanimously that DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON shall be

sentenced to death for causing the killing of Charles Banks.

Date: ./'/// 7S
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICRA,

No. 96 CR 379-1
Hon. Suzanne B. Conlon

Plaintiff,

vs.
DECISION FORM C

DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON

e et Nt T N i St

Defendant. i

We, the jury, a3s to DARRYL LAMONT JOHENSON, having considefed

and evaluated the evidence presented in light @f the instructiéns
of the Court as to causing the killing of Charles Banks, are 4ot
unanimously persuaded that a death sentence should be imposed. We,
therefore, return a decision that DARRYL LAMONT JOHNSON not 'be

sentenced to death for causing the killing of Charles Banks,

FOREPERSON

Date:






