Short Summary of the Application for a Post-Conviction Writ of Habeas Corpus, submitted by Bruce Anton & Mary Penrose, attorneys, on behalf of Gregory Wright, to the

Texas Court of Criminal Appeals

Applicant Gregory Edward Wright asks this court to issue a post-conviction writ of habeas corpus, granting him relief from his unconstitutional conviction and sentence of death, for two reasons:

A. Newly discovered evidence of actual innocence that was unavailable at the time Wright filed his initial application, satisfies the Exception to Successive Applications
See details of NEW evidence, listed below

B. This newly discovered evidence also opens “Gateway” claims under Texas Criminal Code

Adams’ recantation, provided in the July 2008, declaration referenced above contains a statement of innocence so strong that no court could have confidence in Wright’s guilt, given the numerous constitutional violations that occurred at Wright’s trial. Restated, Adams’ recantation has established a sufficient showing of actual innocence so as to require an examination of Wright’s claims of constitutional violations in order to avoid a miscarriage of justice.

These constitutional violations include:

1. Brady v. Maryland claims that:

a. The prosecution suppressed evidence of an offer for immunity against prosecution made to a witness in exchange for testimony implicating Wright in the offense;

b. Suppression of statements of guilt made by Adams to two different witnesses and suppression of a 911 tape memorializing one of these inculpatory statements;

c. Suppression of evidence that a knife and jeans used in the murder were found near Adams’ property at a shack where Adams stayed.

2. Napue v. Illinois claims that:

a. The prosecution falsely denied making a plea offer to one of the witnesses at Wright’s trial who provided testimony inculpating Wright in the murder;

b. The prosecution falsely indicated that the state did not know the whereabouts of a witness to one of Adams’ admissions of guilt;

c. The prosecution falsely informed the jury that a knife and jeans used in the murder were found in a shack solely inhabited by Wright, and not Adams

d. The prosecution falsely informed the jury that a fingerprint found on the victim’s bedding matched Wright.

3. Strickland v. Washington claim: Trial counsel failed to challenge, via a Daubert hearing, the opinion of a state’s expert that a fingerprint found on the victim’s bedding matched Wright.

Details of the NEW evidence

1) Adams new confession

On July 7, 2008, after years of denying his role in Vick’s murder, John Adams wrote an unsolicited declaration of guilt that reads as follows:

My name is John Wade Adams #999278. I want the record clear that Greg Wright is innocent of the crime he’s here on death row for. If you kill him your (sic) killing a innocent man. Greg Wright was used as a scape goat. I’m doing this because I’m tired of seeing innocent people being killed for murders they’ve not done the statement I made is a lie the one that I made at the first of our arrest. Greg Wright is innocent! I was there and know better.

On August 11, 2008, Adams sent a supplemental declaration clarifying Wright’s role in the offense.

8. Did you place the murder of Donna D. Vick on the hands of Gregory E. Wright? Yes to make it look like he did it. I set him up.
9. Is Gregory E. Wright actually and factually innocent of the murder of Donna D. Vick and never knew of any intent to harm before the crime took place?

Yes he’s innocent of this crime. I did it.

13. Did you kill Donna D. Vick?

Yes

23. Do you have anything additional to add, relevant to the subject of Gregory E. Wright’s trial, evidence, conviction, sentence, or date of execution, not previously covered in your above and foregoing (sic) answers

Greg is innocent. You will be killing an innocent man.

Adams’ recantation completely exonerates Wright. Adams’ recantation does more than unequivocally establish Wright’s innocence; it also renounces Adams’ written confession used at Wright’s trial to obtain a conviction against Wright.

2) DNA tests (ongoing) do not support State’s theory of Wright’s ownership of the jeans worn by the murderer

A DNA profile found on the jeans does not match Wright. Additional testing has been requested over the state’s vigorous objections. (DNA testing has now resumed on the orders of the trial judge).

3) DNA tests do not support State’s theory of Wright’s use of the murder weapon

DNA tests show no link to Wright.

4) Independent forensic science experts supports State’s own forensic department opinion and trial testimony that a partial fingerprint found at the scene was unidentifiable and could not be attributable to Wright

A new examination of the fingerprint by an independent forensic expert, Mark Acree, which also supports opinion of the defense expert, Tom Ekis, who was not called to testify at the original trial, and State fingerprint experts, finds that the fingerprint was unidentifiable.

5) Evidence of invalid and unlawful scene-of-crime handling

The crime scene officer who acquired crucial physical evidence, Eric Rosenstrom, was not trained to handle evidence, having lied on his resumé about his qualifications and experience. Subsequently, Rosenstrom himself was indicted for murder and is currently a fugitive from justice and is currently listed among “America’s Most Wanted.” 
…………………………………………………………………………………………..

The full content of the Writ can be viewed, printed or downloaded from:

 http://www.freegregwright.com/Appeals.html

