UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
TAMPA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA'

v.

CASE NO. 8:07·CR·9·T·27TGW

JERMAINE MICHAEL JULIAN

a/kla "Kid"
SPECIAL VERDICT FORM FOR MURDER OF CARLTON POTTS
BY JERMAINE MICHAEL JULIAN

I. NON·STATUTORY AGGRAVATING FACTOR
Instructions: Answer "YES" or "NO."
Do you, the jury, unanimously find that the government has established beyond a
reasonable doubt that Jermaine Michael Julian has been convicted by you of other serious
drug crimes and acts of violence, and that this factor tends to support imposition of the
death penalty?
Count Three
YES

I-.

NO _ _ __
Count Seven
YES

A.

NO _ _ __
Instructions: Regardless of whether you answered "YES" or "NO" with respect to the
Non-Statutory Aggravating Factor in this Section, proceed to Section II, which follows.
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II.

MITIGATING FACTORS

Instructions: For each of the following mitigating factors, you are to indicate, in the space
provided, the number of jurors who find the existence of that mitigating factor to be proven
by a preponderance of the evidence. If no jurors find the existence of a particular
mitigating factor, place "0" in the appropriate space, and continue your deliberations.
A finding with respect to a mitigating factor may be made by one or more of the members
of the jury, and any member of the jury who finds the existence of a mitigating factor may
consider such a factor in considering whether or not a sentence of death shall be imposed,
regardless of the number of jurors who agree that the factor has been established.
Mitigating Factors

Number of
Jurors Who So
Find

1. If not sentenced to death, Jermaine Julian will spend the rest of
his life in prison without the opportunity for release.

\c).

2. Life imprisonment without the possibility of release is a
sufficiently harsh punishment that would require Jermaine Julian to
regularly reflect upon his conduct and actions until the time of his
death.

q

3. Jermaine Julian was exposed as a child to SUbstance abuse.

5

4. Jermaine Julian had no positive male role models as a child.

~

5. Jermaine Julian was raised in poverty and related
disadvantaged conditions.
6. Jermaine Julian suffered from neglect from those charged with
his welfare as a child.

.~

eJ

7. Jermaine Julian was a loving brother to his siblings.

C\

8. Jermaine Julian was forced at a young age to become a "parent"
to his younger brothers and sisters.

'-\

9. Jermaine Julian placed the interests of his younger brothers and
sisters above his own best interests.

0

10. Jermaine Julian was a positive influence in the life of his
younger brother, Willie Estinfil.

C\

11. Jermaine Julian was a positive influence in the life of his
younger brother, Carlos Julian.

'-\

2

12. Jermaine Julian was a positive influence in the life of his
younger brother, Charlie Julian.

0

13. Jermaine Julian was a positive influence in the life of his
younger sister, Precious Julian.

0

14. Jermaine Julian was a positive influence in the life of his
younger sister, Niki Julian.

0

15. Jermaine Julian was a loving son.

\\

16. Jermaine Julian was a loving father to his children.

0

17. Jermaine Julian can continue his loving relationships even
while serving a sentence of life imprisonment without possibility of
release.

8

18. The execution of Jermaine Julian would cause trauma to his
family.

'1

19. Lutricia Julian did not meet her responsibility as a parent to
Jermaine Julian because:
a. Her limited intelligence prevented her from meeting this
obligation.
b. She took dangerous drugs during her pregnancy with
Jermaine Julian and his other siblings.
c. She was absent from the home for prolonged periods.
d. Her dependence contributed to the chaotic early life of
Jermaine Julian.
20. It was difficult for Jermaine Julian to succeed in school
because:
a. His mother was drug addicted and could not interact with his
teachers.
b. The family home was not well-suited for study.
c. His mother was unable to help him in school.
21. Jermaine Julian was well behaved and respectful during the
trial, even under the significant stress of a capital trial.

('1

0
5

22. The evidence of Jermaine Julian's guilt is not sufficient to
justify a sentence of death.

C'.
-~

23. The evidence of Jermaine Julian's exact role in the offense, or
the exact sequence of events, is not sufficient to justify a sentence
of death.
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24. The totality of circumstances of the offense, notwithstanding
premeditated murder, does not warrant the death penalty.

~

25. Carlton Potts willingly participated in dangerous and illegal
activities, a circumstance that contributed to his death.

f')

26. Jermaine Julian was twenty four years old at the time of the
offense.

0

27. There is value in the remainder of Jermaine Julian's life, in the
context of life in prison without release.

<2)

28. Jermaine Julian has adapted well in the past to structured
environments similar to prison.

0

29. Jermaine Julian's prior conduct in structured environments
suggests he is likely to adapt well to life in prison without the
possibility of release.

0

iSKite )« >< .

The following extra spaces are provided to write in additional mitigating factors, if any,
found by anyone or more jurors. If none, write "NONE" and line out the extra spaces with
a ~a;e "X." If m
.. ore space
"CONTINUE.D" and use the r~verse side of this

pg.

NON~

Number of jurors who so find _ _---,....---_

Number of jurors who so find _ _ _ __

NO~'0:-

x

/ \,

Number of jurors who so find _ _ _ __

Instructions: Proceed to Sections III and IV which follow.
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III. DETERMINATION AS TO COUNT 3
In consideration of whether the statutory and/or non-statutory aggravating factor or factors
found to exist sufficiently outweigh any mitigating factor or factors found to exist, or in the
absence of any mitigating factors, whether the statutory and/or non-statutory aggravating
factor is/are themselves sufficient to justify a sentence of death, and whether death is
therefore the appropriate sentence in this case:
COUNT 3
A.

We determine, by unanimous vote, that a sentence of death shall be imposed.

YES _ _ __
NO

X

If you answer "YES," sign your names here and proceed to Section IV. If you answer "NO,"
proceed to Section 111(8):

Foreperson
Date: March

S, 2009
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B.
We determine, by unanimous vote, that a sentence of life imprisonment without
possibility of release shall be imposed.
YES

.X

NO _ _ __
If you answer "YES," sign your names here, and proceed to Section IV. If you answer
'_:2"NO,~ roceed to Sectio..!!JV:
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Foreperson
Date: March

5 , 2009
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IV. DETERMINATION AS TO COUNT 7
In consideration of whether the statutory and/or non-statutory aggravating factor or factors
found to exist sufficiently outweigh any mitigating factor or factors found to exist, or in the
absence of any mitigating factors, whether the statutory and/or non-statutory aggravating
factor is/are themselves sufficient to justify a sentence of death, and whether death is
therefore the appropriate sentence in this case:

COUNT 7
A.

We determine, by unanimous vote, that a sentence of death shall be imposed.

yES _ _ __
NO

I

X

If you answer "YES," sign your names here, and proceed to Section V.lfyou answer "NO,"
proceed to Section IV(8):

Foreperson
Date: March

c

~,2009
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B.
We determine, by unanimous vote, that a sentence of life imprisonment without
possibility of release shall be imposed.
YES

_...:-'A.....!.-_

NO _ _ __
I

If you answer YES," sign your names here, and proceed to Section V.lfyou answer"NO,"
proceed to Section V:

IALff//6~
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&50<4

Foreperson

' -'~ '

I

Date: March ~" 2009
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v. DETERMINATION
We the Jury, certify that the above findings are accurate.

Sign your names here, and you must then proceed to Section VI.

/lA&'AZ~
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Foreperson
Date: March Cj , 2009
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VI. CERTIFICATION
By signing below, each juror certifies that consideration of the race, color, religious beliefs,
national origin, or sex of the defendant orthe victim was not involved in reaching his or her
individual decision, and that the individual juror would have made the same
recommendation regarding a sentence for the crime or crimes in question regardless of the
race, color, religious beliefs, national origin, or sex of the defendant, 0 the victim.
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Foreperson
Date: March

5, 2009
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