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ONITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN CISTRICT LOUISIANA
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r /g,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CRIMINAL Acrrﬁ’ e,
VERSUS NO. 01-282 G)\/
JOHNNY DAVIS SECTION: R(1)

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM

Sgction I
S ough th

Qn;;ng_gnd in Relation to a Heroin Trafficking Conspiragy

Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis was eighteen years of age or older at the time he
committed the murder of Samuel Collins, charged in Count Six of
the Seccond Superseding Indictment?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Yﬁs

Instruction: If you answered “Yes” to CQuestion No. 1(A),
proceed to Question No. 1(B). If you answered “No” to Question

No. 1(A), you are finished with your deliberations as to Count
Six and must proceed to Section II.




Question No. 1(B):

1(B). Mer 3 -

(1) Do ycu unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally killed Samuel Collins?

hnswer “Yes” or “No.”
Answer: \/65 .
(2) Do you unanimously find beyonc a reascnable doubt that

Johnny Davis intentinnally inflicred serious bodily injury that
resulted in the death of Samuel Collins?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Ygé_ .

{3) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable dcubt that
Johnny Davis intenLionally participated in an act, contemplating
that the life of a person would be taken or intending that lethal
force would be used in connection with a person, other than one
of the participants in the oifense, and the victim, Samuel
Collins, died as a result of the act?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Arswer: igﬁ .

{4) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally and specifically engaged in an act of
violence, knowing that the act createc a grave risk of death tc a
person, other than one of the participants in the offense, such
that participation in the act constituted a reckless disregard
fcr human life and the victim, Samuel Collins?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: # ES

Instruction: If you unanimously answered “Yes” to any of
these four questions, proceed to Question No. 1(C) oun the
following page. If you answer “No” to all of these four

questions, you are finished with your deliberations as to Count
Six and must proceed to Section II.



1(C). Statutory Aqgravating Factors

Du you unanimously find beyond a reascnable deubt that
Johnny Davis committed the cffense against Samuel Cellins after

substantial planning and premeditation to cause the death of
Samuel Collins?

Angwcr “Yos” or “No.”

Answer: \{ES

Zostruction: If vou answerxed “Yeg” to Quaestion Na. 1T},
proceed to Question No. 1(D) on the following page. If ycu
answered “No” to Question No., 1(C), you are finished witn your
deliberaticns as to Count six and must proceed to Section II.



1(D).

Non-Statutory Adggravating Factors

(1) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reascnable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, has
engaged in a continuing pattern of violent cenduct,
beginning at the age of fifteen with an adjudication as a
juvenile delinquent on Octobher 29, 19061, fer rthe illegal
carrying of a weapon, resisting arrest and battery of a
police officer in viclation of Louisiana Revised Statutes
14:95, 14:108 and 14:34.2. O©n August 14, 1991, the
defendant, Johnny Davis, resisted arrest and ccmmitted &
battery upon a2 police officer while in possession of a
concealed firearm.

Answer “Yes” or “No.,”

Answer: \IES .

(2) We unanimously find that the government provad beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on April 27, 1993, of a crime of violence which
involved 11 counts of armed robbery in violaticn of
Louisiana Revised Statutes 14:64. On April B, 1992, the
defendant, Johnny Davis, along with several cother gunmen
shot and robbed several customers inside the Imperial Lounge
located at 320 Westwego Avenue in Bridge City, Louisiana.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answex: Viﬁ

(3) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on December 5, 2001 of being a felon in possession
nf a firaarm, in violation of Title 18, lnited States (nde,
Section 922(g){(1l). On April 18, 2001, the defendant, Johnny
Davis, and Anthony Buckles were arrested by members <f the
New Orleans Police Department. At the time ¢of the arrest,
Anthony Buckles provided a false statement to the police
officers, at the request of Johnny Davis, cleiming that the
recovered firearm belonged to him and not Johnny Davis.

Answer “Yes” oz “No.”

Answer: Y€5




(4} We unanimously find that the governmant proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: While incarcerated, the defendant,
Johnny Davis, has demonstrated his contempt for Lhe criwinal
justice system and his low rehebilitative potential, by
solieciting the assistance of a co-defendant, Anthony Buckles
a’/k/a "“Nutta,” to kill Leonard Smith a/k/a “Fu”, whe is a
cooperating goverrment witness in this case. :

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: st

(%) We unanimously find that the government proved beyeond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis,
solicited juveniles to serve under him as his lieutenants,
these juvenliles out of fear of Johnny DJavis, acquiescing to
any of his demands.

Ar.swer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: \/65 .

(6) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: While incarcerated on prior drug
charges in 1998, the defendant, Jonnny Davis, continued his
participation in the illegal drug trade in ths 8t. Thowas
Housing Development by soliciting the aid of Lecnard Smith
a/k/a “Fu”, a fellow drug cdealer, to buy and sell drugs o¢n
his behalf.

Answaer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: YES

(7) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: While incarccrated en prior drug
charges in 1998, the defendant, Johnny Davis, solicited the
aid of Lecnard Smith a/k/a “Fu”, a fellow drug dealer, in
the smuggling ot contraband into the Orleans Parish jail.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Y%ﬁ




(8) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
réasonable doubt that: As demonstrated by Samuel Collins's
personal charactaristics as an individual human being and
the impact of his death upon his family, friends and co-
workers, the defendant, Johnny Cavis, caused injury, harm,

and loss to the victim, his family, his triends, and his co~
workers.
Answer “‘Yes” or “No."

Pnswer: Y%ﬁ .

(9) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasconable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, has
demonstrated a lack of remorse for his criminal c¢onduct.

Answer \\Yesﬂ or \\No "
Answer: & \IES-

Instruction: Proceed to Question No. 1(E) regardless of how
you answered any part of Question No. 1(D).




1(E). Mitigating Factors

Instxuction: For each of the following mitigating factors,
you must indicate, on the space provided, the number ¢f jurors,
if any, who have found the existence of that mitigating factor by
a preponderance of the evidence. A finding of a mitigating
factor by a preponderance of the evidence may be made by cne or
more of trhe members of the jury, and any member of the jury who
finds the existence of a mitigating factor must consider such a
factor established in considering whether or not a sentence c¢f
death shall be imposed, regardless of the number of other jurors
who concur that the factor has been established.

(1) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other participants in one or more of the capital
offenses will not be punished by death, including tut not
limited to the following individuals: Richard Porter,
Quandell Curt:is, and Anthony Buckles?

Number of jurors who so find: !Q.

(2) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other participants in the drug trafficking offenses and
murders are now eligible to receive reduced sentences as a
result of plea agreements with the government?

Number of jurors wno so find: \L

(3) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that there is evidence that Richard Porter hired Jchnny
Davis to cormm:t the murder of victim Leonard Morgan, and
Richard Forter will not be punished by death?

Number of jurors who so find: 4

(4) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that all of the victims, Samuel Collins, Walter Naylor, and
Leonard Morgan, engaged in criminal conduct that may have
contributed to the circumstances leading to their deaths, in

that these victims were involved in narcotics possession and
or distribution?

Number of jurors wheo so find: | %

(3) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that if he is not put to death, Johnny Davis will live every
cay of the rest of his life incarcerated in a federal
priscn, he will die in federal prisor and he will never
enjoy freedom dyain?

Number of jurors who so find: i/)\



(6) Do any of you find by a prepcnderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis was subjected to emotional abuse, physical
abuse, ahandonment and neglaect as a child?

Number of jurors who so find: l7~

i7) Do any of you firnd by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis was deprived of rhe parental love,
guidance, and protection that he needed?

Number of jurogs who s¢ find: 1%

{8) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the avidance
that Johnny Davis suffers frcm the effects of early
cnildhood lead poisoning?

Number of jurors who sc¢ find: !

(9) Do any ¢f you find by a rreponderance of the svidence
that Johnny Davis suffers from brain damage?

Number of jurors who so find: O

(10} Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis’ brain was damaged by his mother’s
substance abusa during her pregnancy?

Number of jurors who so find: L*

{11) Do any cf you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis’ brain was damaged by saveral head
injuries in which he was knocked unconscious?

Number or jurors who so tind: <]

{12) Do any cof you find by a preponderance of the evidencs
that Johnny Davis suffers from brain dysfunction, which hras
impaired his ability to make good decisions about his life
and the lives ol others, although he still must be held
accecuntable for his actions?

Number of jurors who so find: ()
(13} Do any vl you [ind by a preponderance ¢f the evidence
that Johnny Davis was introduced to addictive drugs and

alcohol while a child and has suffered from alcoholism and
drug addiction since then?

Nomber of jurors who so find: I?



(14) Do any ¢of you find by & preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis had learning problems in schcol, which led
to academic failure and an inability to progress in school?

Number of jurors who so find: ]GL

(15) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that althangh the eviderce presentcd at trial was sufficient
to prove Johnny Davis’ guilt beyond a reascnable doubt,
additional evidence, including DONA and other forensic
evidence, which might have groved his guilt or innocence to
an absolute c¢ertainty, was not available?

Number of jurors who so find: \CL

(16) Do amy of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis has suffered from symptoms of Post-
Traumati¢ Stress Discrdexr for many years, and will continue
t¢ suffer from mental illness?

Number cof jurvis who so Lind: 5

(17) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis has suffered from symptoms of depression

for many years, and will struggle with depress.cn for the
rest of his lifc in prison?

Number of jurors who sc find: %

(18) Do any of you find by a preponderarce cf the evidence
that Johnny Davis has shown love and kindrness towards his
family?

Number of jurors who so find: C)
(19} Co any of ynu find by a prcponderance of the evidencws
that Johnny Davis’ daughters will be forever deprived of
their father if he is executed?

Number of jurors who so find: WA
(20) Do any of vou find by a prepcnderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Davis has caused much pain and sorrcw,
his innocenl family and friends Love him deeply and will
suffer if he 1s executed?

Number of jurors who so find; \CL



{21) Do amy of you find by a preponderance of the evidencs
that although Johnny Davis can distinguish right from wrong
and descrves to be held accountable for his actions, he
suffers from mild mental retardation?

Number of jurors who so find: O

(22) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the eviderce
that although Johrny Davis can distinguish right from wrong
and deserves to be held accountable for his actions, he
suffers from borderline intellectual functioning?

Numher of jirors who so find: \7— .

(23} Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that the Loulsiana juvenile justice system attempted Lo
intervene in Johnny Davis’s life, but was unsuccessful in
part because of the lack of continuing family involvement,
direction and support?

Number of jurors who so find: | 1

(24) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other factors in Johnny Davis’ chilchood, background or
character mitigate against imposition of the dsath sentence?

Number of jurors whc so find: !2

The following extra spaces are provided to write in
additional mitigating factors, if any, found by any one or

more Jurors by-a preponderance of the evidence. If none,
write "NONE" and cross out the extra spaces with a large
"¥." I1f more space is needed, write “"CONTINUED" and use the

reverse side of this page?

Mitigaling Factor Ny of Jurors Who S¢o Find
NeNE NONE
~— D E—— —
’M—/ﬁ’—‘\
e —
‘!-’_'_-'-H-‘- -“‘H
'____.'-"“"-'_.-_P— \
Instruction: Proceed to Question No. 1{(F) regardless of how

you answered any part of Question No. 1l(E).

10



1(F). Determination

We, the Jury, unanimopously detcrmine that the sentence to be
imposed on Johnny Davis as to Count € is:

Death

Life Imprisonment Without Possibility of
Release

\/// Some Other Lesser Sentence

Instruction: Proceed to Section Il regardless of how you
answered Queslivn Nu, 1(F).

1l



Section II:
Count Eight, Murder of Walter Naylor Through the Use of a Firearm
During and in i a Heroin Traffickin iracy

uestic a):

D2 you unanimeously £ind beyond a rcasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis was eighteen years of age or older at the time he
comnitted the murder of Walter Naylor, charged in Count Eight of
the Second Superseding Indictment?

Answer “VYes” or “No.”

Answer: V €5

Instrucrion: If you answered “Yes” fa Question Mo. 2(RA),
proceed to Question No. 2(B). If you answered “No” to Question

No. 2(A), you are finished with your deliberaticns as to Count
Eight and nust proceed Lo Section III,

12



QHQﬁ:i on No, 2(B):
2(B). tal to

(1) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally killed Walter Nayler?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”
Answer: VQS
(2) Do you unanimously find beyond & reasonable doubt that

Jchany Davis intentionally inflicted sericus bodily injury that
resulted in the death cf Walter Naylor?

All&wel “YQS” or \\No'l'

Answer: \lfﬁ

{3) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Jechnny Davis intenticnally paclicipated in an act, contemplating
that the life of a person would be taken or intending that lethal
force would be used in connection with a person, other than one
of the participants in the offense, and the victim, Walter
Naylor, died as a result of the act?

Answer “YES" cz_ “NO.”

Answer: Yﬁﬁ

(4} Do you unanimouely find becyond a reascnable doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally ancd specifically engaged in an act of
violence, knowing that the act created a grave risk of death to a
perscn, cther than one of the participants in the offense, such

that participation in the act cconstituted a reckless disregard
for human 1ife and the victim, Walter Naylor?

Arnswer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: VES
Instructjon: If you unanimously answered “Yes” to any of

these four questions, proceed to Question No. 2!(C) on the
fullouwing paye. If you answered “No” to all of these four
questions, you are finished with your deliberations as to Count
Eight and must proceed to Section TTT.

13



2{C). g vati o

Do you unanimously find beyond a rcaaonable doubt that
Johnny Davis committecd the cffense against Walter Naylor after

substantial planning and premeditation to cause the death of
Walter Naylor?

Answer “Yes” ox “No.”

Answer: \{15 .

Instrnetion: If you answered “Yes” to Question No. 2(C),
prcceed to Question No. 2(D) on the following page. If you
answered “No” to Questicn No. 2(C), you are finished with your
celicerations as to Count Elght and must proceed to Section III.

14



2(D}.

ion-Statutory Agqgravating Factors

(1) We unanimously finc that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, has
engaged in a continuing pattern of violent conduct,
beginning at the age of fifteen with an adjudication as a
juvenile delinqucnt on Octcber 2%, 1991, for the illegal
carrying of a weapon, resisting arrest and battery of a
police officer in viclation of Loulsiana Revised Statutes
14:95, 14:108 and 14:34.2. On August 14, 1991, the
defendant, Johnny Davis, resisted arrest and committed a
hattery upon a polica cfficer while in posscasien of a
concealed firearm.

answer “Yes”“ or "No.”

Answer: yﬁ%

{2) ¥We unanimously find that the government proved beycnd a
reasonable doupt that: lhe detendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on April 27, 1993, of a crime of vioclence which
involved 11 counts of armed robbery in vialation of
Louisiana Revised Statutes 14:64., On April 8, 1992, the
defendant, Jchnny Cavis, along with several cther gunmen
zhot and robbed several custowmers inside the Imperial Lounge
located at 3290 Westwego Avenue in Bridge City, Leuisiana.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

hnswer: Yﬁé

(3) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on December 5, 2001 of being a felon in possession
of a firearm, in wvielation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 922{(g) (l). On April 18, 2001, the defendant, Johnny
Davis, and Anthony Buckles were arrested by members of the
New Orleans Police Department. At the time of the arrest,
Anthony Buckles provided a false statement tc the police
officars, at the request of Johnny Davis, claiming thait the
recovered firearm belonged to him and net Johnny Davis.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Qes

15



(4) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: While ircarcerated, the defenrdant,
Johnny Cavis, has demeonstrated his ceontempt for the colininal
justice system and his low rehabilitative potential, by
scliciting the assistance of a co-defendant, Anthony Buckles
a/k/a “Nutta,” to kill Leonard Smith a/k/a “Fu”, whe is a
cooperating government witress in this case.

Answer “Yes’” or “No.”

Alswer: :{pj

(%) We unanimously find that the goverrment groved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis,
solicited juveniles to sarve under him as his lieutenants,
these juveriles wut of fear of Johnny bavis, acguiescing to
any of his demands,

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Anawer: \{26

{€) We unaninously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable deubt that: While incarcerated on prior drug
charges in 1928, the defendant, Johnny Davis, c¢ontinued his
participation in the illecgal drug trade in the 3t. Thowas
Housing LCevelopment by soliciting the aid of Leonard Smith
a/k/a “ru”, a fellow drug dealer, to buy and sell drugs ¢n
his behalf.

Answer “Yes” or “No."
Answer: Vgﬁ

{7) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reascnahle douht that: While incarcerated on prior drug
charges in 1998, the defendant, Johnny Davis, solicited the
aid of Leonard Smith a/k/a “Fu”, a fellow drug dealer, in
the smuyyling of centraband into the Orleans Parish jail.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: \[Es

16
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(8) We unanimously find that the government proved beyonc a
reasonable deubt that: As demcnstrated by Walter Naylor's
personal characteristics as an individual human being and
the impact of his death upon his family, friends and co-
workers, the defendant, Johnny Davis, caused injury, harm,
and loss to the victim, his family, his friends, and his co-
workers,

Znswer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: YEQ

{9) Wc unanimecusly find that the government prxoved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, has
demonstrated a lack of remorse for his c¢riminal conduct.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

-

Answer: Yt:.S

instruction: Proceed to Question No. Z(E) regardless of how
yol answered any part of Question No. 2(D).

17



2(E). Mitigating Factoxs

Instructions For each of the follouwing wiligaeting factors,
ycu must indicate, on the space provided, the number of jurors,
i€ any, who have found the existence of that mitigating factor by
a preponderance of the evidence. A finding of a mitigating
factor by a preponderance of the evidence may be made by one or
more of the members of the jury, and any member of the Jjury who
finds the existence oI a mitigating factor must consider such a
factor established in considering whether or not a sentence of
death shall be imposed, regardless of the number of other jurors
who concur that the factor has been established.

(1) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other participants in one or more of the capital
vllenses will not be punished by death, including but not
limited to the following individuals: Richard Porter,
Quandell Curtis, and Anthony Buakles?

Number of jurors who so find: |2

(2) D¢ any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that cther participants in the drug trafficking offenses and
murders are now eligible to receive reduced sentences as a
result of plea agreements with the government?

Number of jurors who so find: |L

{3) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that there is evidence that Richard Porter hired Johnny
Davis toc commit the murdex of victim Leunasd Morgan, and
Richard Porter will not be punished by death?

MNMumber of jurors who so find: | ;

{4) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that all of the victims, Samuel Collins, Walter Naylor, and
Leonard Morgan, engaged in criminal conduct that may havs
contributed to the c¢ircumstances leading to their deaths, in
that these victims were involved in rnarcotics possession and
or distribution?

Number of jurors wheo so find: l:L ‘
{5) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that if he is not puz to death, Johnny Davis will live cvery
day of the rest of his life incarcerated in a federal
priscn, he will die in federal prison and he will never
enjoy freedoum again?

Number of jurors who so find: liL

10



(6) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the esvidence
that Johnny Davis was subjected to emetional abuse, physical
akbuce, abandonment and negleci as a child?

Number of jurors who sc find: {2

(7) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis was deprived of the patental love,
guldance, and protection that he needed?

Numbexr of jurcrs whe so find: ‘21

{8) Do any nf you find by a prepondcrance of the evidence
tnat Johnny Davis suffers from the effects of early
childhood lead poisoning?

Number of jurors who so find: ({

(9) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis suffers from brain damage?

Number of jurors who so find: 0

(10} Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidsance
that Johnny Davis’ brain was damaged by his mother’s
subatance abuse during ler pregnancy?

Number of jurors who so find: _ 4

(11) Dc any c¢f you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Jehnny Davia’ brain was ddimaged by several nhead
injuries in which he was kneccked unconscious?

Number of jurors who so find: V)

{12} Do amny of you find by & preponderance ol the evidence
that Johnny Davis suffers from brain dysfunction, which has
impaired his ability to make good decisions about his life
and the lives of others, although he still must be held
accountable for his actions?

Number of jurcrs whe so find; O
(13) Do any of you tind by a preponderance of the evidencs
that Jehnny Davis was introduced to addictive drugs and

alcohol while a child and has sufferced from alcchoclism and
drug addiction since then?

Number of jurors who sc find: \"L

13



(14) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Cavis had learning problems in school, which led
to acacewmic failure and an inablility Lo prougress iln school?

Number of jurors who so find: 12

(15) Do any of you find by 2 preponderance of the evidence
that although the cvidence presented at trial was sufficient
to prove Johnny Davis’ guilt beyond a reasonzble doubt,
additional evidence, including DN2 and other forensic
evidence, which might have proved his guilt or innccence to
an absclute certainty, was not available?

Number of jurors who so find: TZ

(l1e) Do any 0f you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Cavis has suffered from symptoms of Post-
Traumatic Stress Disorder for many years, and will continue
to suffer from mental illness?

Number of jurors who so find: S

(17) Do any of vou find by a prependerance of the evidence
that Jchnny Cavis has suffered from symptoms of deprassion
for many years, and will struggle with depression for the
cesl of hds Lile lu prison?

Number of jurors who so [ind: 2

(18) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johany Davis has shown love and kindness towards his
family?

Number of jurors who so find: ®

(13) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Jchnny Davis’ daughters will be forever deprived of
their father if he is executed?

Number of jurors who so rind: \2

(20) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Davis has caused much pain and sorrow,
his innocent family and friends love him deeply and will
suffer if he is executed?

Number of jurcrs who so find: \1L

20



(21) Do any of you find by a preporderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Cavis can distinguish right frcem wrong
and deserves to be held accountable for hils aclions, he
suffers from mild mental retardation?

Number of jurors who so find: O

(22) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the
evidence that although Johnny Davis can distinguish right
from wrong and deserves to be held accountable for his

actions, he suffers from borderline intellectual
functioring?

Number cf jurors who s¢ find: ]E

(23) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the
evider.ce that the Louisiana juvenile jnatice system
attempted to intervene in Johnny Davis’s life, cut was
unsuccessful in part because of the lack of ccntinuing
femily involvement, directiorn and support?

Number of iurors who so find: A

(24) D¢ any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other factors in Johnny Davis’ childhood, background or
character mitigate against impesition of the death sentence?

Number of jurors who so find:; C7

The following cxtra apaces are provided to write in
acdditional mitigating facters, if any, found by any one or
more jurors by a preponderance of the evidence. If ncne,
write "NONE" and cress out the extra spaces with a large
"X." If more space is needed, write "CCNTINUED" and use the
reverse side of this page.

Mitigating Factor N £ Ju Fin
[

‘<;<,H;}<‘

Inszxuclion: Proceed to Question No. £(F) regardless of how
yoa answered any part of Question No. 2(E).

21



2{¥)., Determination

We, the Jury, unanimously determine Lhal the sentence to be

imposed on Johnny Davis as to Count § is:

Death

Life Imprisonment Without Possibility of
Release

\//’ Some Other Lesser Senterce

Instxuction: Procead to Section III regardiess of how you

answered Question No. 2(F).

22



Section IIX:
Count Ten, Murder of Leonard Morgan Through the Use of a Firearm

During and in Relation to a Hercoin Trafficking Coanspiracy

Questicn No. 3{A):

Do vyeu unanimeusly find beyocnd a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis was eighteen years of age or older at the time he
committed the murder of Leonard Morgan, charged :n Count Ten of
the Second Surerseding Indictment?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: \/gg .

Instruction: If you answered “Yes” 2o Question MNMo. 3(AR),
proceed to Question No. 3(B). If you answered “No” to Questicn

No. 3(A), vou are finished with your deliberations as to Count
Ten and mmast proceed to Section IV,

23



Question No. 3(B):
3{8)., Mertaol Statc

(1) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally killed Leonard Morgan?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: ‘ 55 «

(2) Do yzu unanimously find beycnd a reasonable doubt that
Johnny Davia intentianally inflicted serious hodily injury that
resulted in the death of Leonard Morgan?

Answer “res” or “No.”

Answer: \(es

(3) Do you unanimously find beyond a reascnable doubt that
Jolvny Davis inlenlliounally paclicipated in an act, contemplating
that the life of a person would be taken or intending that lethal
force would be used in connection with a person, other than one
of the participants in the offense, and the victim, Leonard
Morgan, died as a result of the act?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Yéj, .

(4) Do you unanimcusly find beyond o rcasonablce doubt that
Johnny Davis intentionally and specifically engaged in an act of
violence, knowing that the act created a grave risk of death to a
person, other than cne ¢f the participants in the offense, such
that participation in the act constituted a reckless disregard
for human life and the victim, Leonard Morgan?

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: \kis

Instruction: If you unanimously answered “Yes” to any of
rthese four questions, proceed to Question No. 3(C) on the
following page, If you answered “No” to all of these four
questions, you are finished with your deliberxations as to Count
Ten and must proceed to Section IV.



3(C). Statutory Aggravarj

(1) Co you unanimously find beyond a reasonablc doubt that
Johnay Davis committed the offense against Leonard Morgan after
substeantial planning and premeditation to cause the death of
Leonard Moxgan?

Answar “Yas’” or “No."

Answer: \1@ .

(2) Do you unanimously find beyond a reasonable doubt that
Joehnny Davis committed the offense against Leonard Morgan in
consideration for the receipt, or in the expectation of the
receipt, of anything of pecuniary value?

Answey “Yes” or “No."

Answer: y&s .

Instruction: If you answered “Yes” tc either part of
Question No. 3(C), proceed to Question No. 3I{(D) on the following
cage. If ycu answered "No” to beth parts of Questicn No. 3(Cj,
you are finiashed with your deliberationa az to Count Tcn and must
proceed te Section IV.
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3(0).

Non-Statutory Agaravat ing Factors

(1) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The defendant, Jchnny Davis, has
engaged in a continuing pattern of violent conduct,
beginning &t the age of fifteen with an adjudication as a
juvenile delinquent on Qotober 29, 1991, for the illegal
carrying of a weapon, resisting arrest and battery of &
police officer in vioclation of Louisiana Revised Statutes
14:95, 14:108 and 14:34.2. On August 14, 1991, the
defendant, Johrny Davis, resisted arrest and committed a
battery upon a police officer while in possession of a
concealed firearm.

Answer “Yes” or “Ng.”

Answer: 4&3

{2) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reascnable doubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on April 27, 1993, of a crime of wviclence which
involved 11 counts of armed robbery in violation of
Louisiana Revised Statutes 14:64. On April 8, 1992, the
defendant, Johnny Davis, along with several cther gunmen
snot and robbed several customers inside the Imperial Lounge
located at 320 Westwego Avenue in Bridge City, Louisiana.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”
Answer: qeﬁ

(3) We unanimously find that tne government proved beyond a
reasonable doubt that: The dafendant, Johnny Davis, was
convicted on December 5, 2001 of being a felon in possession
of a firmarm, n violation of Title 18, United States Cade,
Section 922(g) (1}. On April 18, 2001, the defendant, Johnny
Davis, and Anthony Buckles were arrested by members of the
New Orleans Police Department. At the time of the arrest,
Anthony Buckles provided a false statement to the police
officers. at the request of Johnny Davis, claiming that the
recovered firearm belonged to him and no% Johnny Davis.

Answer “Yes” o: “Nu.”

Answer: \/es .
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(4) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonaple doubt that: While incarcerated, the defendant,
Johnny Davis, nas demonstrated his contempl for Lhe criminal
justice system and his low rehab:litative potential, by
soliciting the assistance ¢f a co-defendant, Anthony Buckles
a/k/a “Nutta,” to kill Leonard Snith a‘k/a “Fu”, who is a
cooperating government witness in this case.

Answer “"Yes” or “No.”

Answex: YEﬁ

{5) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable dcubt that: The defendant, Johnny Davis,
solicited juveniles to serve under him as his lisutenants,
these juveniles out ot tear ot Johnny Davis, acguiescing to
any of his demands.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: YES

(6) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reascnable decubt that: While incarcerated on pricy drug
charges in 1998, the defendant, Johnny Davis, continued his
participation in the illegal drug trade in the St. Thomas
Housing Development by soliciting the aid ¢f Leonard Smith
a/k/a “Fu”, a fellow drug dealer, to buy and sell drugs on
his behalf.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: ﬁeg

{7} We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonablc doubt that: While incaxcerated on prior drug

charges in 1998, the defendant, Johnny Davis, solicited the
aid of Leonard Smith a/k/a “Fu”, a fellow drug dealer, in
the smuggling of contraband into the Orleans Parish jail.

Answezr “Yes” or “No.”

Enswer: \kES
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(8) We unanimously find that the government proved beyond a
reasonable dcocubt that: As demonstrated by Leonard Morgan'’s
personal characteristics as an individual human being and
the impact of his death upon his family, friends and co-
workers, the defendant, Johnny Davis, caused injury, harm,
and loss to the victim, his family, his friends, and his cc-
workers.

Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Yéﬁ

(9) We unanimcusly f£ind that the government proved beyend a
reasongble deubt that: The defendant, Johany Davis, has
demonstrated a lack of remorse for his criminal conduct.
Answer “Yes” or “No.”

Answer: Y25

Instruction: Proceed to Question No. 3{(Z) regardless of how
you answered any part of Question No. 2 (D).



3(Ey. Mitigatinag Factors

Inatruction: For each of the following mitigating factore,
you must indicate, on the space provided, the number of jurors,
if any, who have found the existence ¢f that mitigating factor by
a preponderance of the evidence. A finding of a mitigating
factor by a prependerance of the evidence may be made by one or
mora of the members of the jury, and any member of the jury who
finds the existence of a mitigating factor must consider such a
factor established in considering whether or not a sentence of
death shall be imposed, regardless of the numberxr of other jarors
who concur that the factor has been established.

(1) D¢ any of ycu find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other participants in one cr more of the capital
offenses will not be punished by death, including but not
limited to the following individuals: Richard Porter,
Ouandell Curtis, and Anthony Buckles?

Number of jurors who so find: ;11

{2) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that other participants in the drug trafficking offenses and
murders are now eligible to receive reduced sentences as a
result of plea agrsements with the government?

A
Nuomber of jurors who so find:

{3) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that rhere is evidence tha+t Richard Porter hired Johnny
Davis t6 cemmit the murder of wvictim Leonard Morgan, and
Richard Porter will not be punished by death?

Mumber of jurors who sco find: !12

{4) Do any of you find by a prepondarance of the evidance
that all of the victims, Samuel Collins, Walter Naylor, and
Leonard Morgan, engaged in criminal conduct that mey have
contributed to the circumstances leading to their deaths, in
that these victims were involved in narcotics possession and
or distribution?

Number of jurors who so find: YZ

{5) Do any of you find by a prepeonderance of the evidence
that 1if he is not put to death, Johnny Davis will live every
day of the rest of his life incarcerated in a federal
prison, he will d-e in federal prison and he will never
enjoy freedom dagain?

Miumher of jnrors whe so find: \q~
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{6) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidencs
that Johnny Davis was subjected to emotional abuse, physical
abusc, abandonment and neglect as a child?

Number of jurors who so find: \2
(7) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
thart Johnny Davis was deprived of the parental love,
guidance, and protection that he needed?

Number of jurors who so tind: }12

{8) Do any cf you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis suffers from the effects of early
childhood lead poisoning?

Number of jurors wno so find: 4

(9) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis suffers from brain damage?

Number of jurors who so find: O

(10) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Cavis’ brain was damaged by his mothexr’s
substance abuse during her pregnancy?

Number ¢of jurors who so find: 4

(11) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidance
that Jeohnny Davis’ brain was damaged by several head
injuries in which he was knccked unconscious?

Number of jurers whe so find: 0

(12) Do any of you find by a prepondcrance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis suifers from brain dysfunction, which has
impaired his ability to make good decisions about his life
and the lives ot others, although he still must be held
accountable for his actions?

Number of jurers who so find: ()
(13) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny Davis was introduced to addictive drugs and
alcohol while a child and has suffered from alcocholism and
drug addiction since then?

Number of jurore who so find:; YZ
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(14; Dz amy of vou find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Jchnny Cavis had learning problems in school, which led
to academic failure and an inability to progress in school?

Number of jurors who so find: \2

(18) Do amy of you find by & preponderance of the evidence
that although the evidence presented at trial was sufficient
to prove Johnny Cavis’ gullt beyond a reascnable doubt,
addit:cnal evidence, including DNA and other forensic
evidence, which might have proved his guilt or innocence to
an akcsolute certainty, was not available?

Number of jurors who so find: l:L

{16) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Jehnny Davis has suffered from symptoms of Post-
Traumatic Stress Discrder for many years, and will continne
to suffer from mental illness?

Number of jurors who so find: 5

——

(17) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that Johnny lavis has suffered from symptoms of depression
for many years, and will struggle with depression for the
reat of his life in prison?

Number of jurors who so find: 8

(18) Do any of you find by a preponderance of the eviderice
that Johnny Davia has shown lcve and kindness towards his
fam.ly?

Number of jurors who so find: C
{19) Do any of you find by a prcpondcrance of the eviderce
that Johnny Davis’ daughters will be forever deprived of
their father if he is executed?

Number of jurors who so find: l?~
(20} Do any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Vavis has caused much pain and sSOrrow,
his innocent family and friends love him deeply and will
suffer if he is executed?

Number of jurors who so find: VZ
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(21) Co any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Davis can distinguish right from wrong
and deserves to be held accountable for his actions, lie
suifers from mild mental retardation?

Number of juroxs who s¢ find: O

(22} Du any of you find by a preponderance of the evidence
that although Johnny Davis can distinguish right from wrong
and deserves to be held accountable for his actions, he
suffers from borderline intellsctual furctioning?

Number of jurors who sc find: 12-

{23) Do any of you find b{ a preronderance of the evidence
that the Louisiana juvenile justice system attempted to
intervere in Johnny Davis’s life, but was unsuccessful in
part because of the lack of continuing family involvement,
direction and support?

Number of jureors who s0 find: ‘2-

(21} Do any of you find by a prepmnderance of the evidenca
that other factors in Johnny Davis’ chiidhood, background or
character mitigate against imposition of the death sertence?

Number of jurors who so find: ____ﬁ)

The following extra scaces are proviced to write in
additional mitigating factors, if any, found by auy one or
more jurors by 2 preponderance of the evidence. If none,
write "NONE" anc cross out the extra spaces with a large
“X." If more space is needed, write "CONTINUEC" and use the
reverse side of this page.

Mitigati b Number of Jurors ¥Who So Find

—_— gé

Instruction: Proceed to Question No. 3(F) regardless of how
you answered any part ¢f Question No. 3(E).
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3(F)., Determipnation

We, the Jury, unanimously determine that the sentence to be

imposed on Johnny Davis as to Count 10 is:

Death

—

__Life Imprisonment Without Possibility of
Release

_Some Other Lesser Sentence

insteuction: Proceed to Section IV,
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Section 1IV:

Certification

The answers to the preceding questions represent the verdict

5-16-03

DATE

Certification:

By signing kelow, each juror certifies that, in considering
whether a sentence of death is justified, consideration of the
race. ccler, religious beliefs, national origin, ¢or sex of the
defendant or the vicrim(s! was not involved ir reaching his ox
ner individual decisiocns, and that the indivicdual jursr would
nhave made the same recommendation regarding a sentence for the
crime in guszstion no matter what the race, coloxr, rcligious
beliefs, naticnal origin, or sex of the defendant, or the
victim(s).

GN




DATE: C—5//“:51/0---%
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