11 Chenies Avenue,

Amersham, Bucks,

HP6 6PR, United Kingdom

April 27th 2009

Sirs,

I am writing this as an open letter to all those persons, departments, and judicial bodies who were responsible, through their judgments and decisions, for the death by execution of an innocent man, Gregory Edward Wright, on October 30th 2008. I am also making this letter available to the editors of the Dallas News, Houston Chronicle, Austin American –Statesman, other National newspapers and Internet commentators.

Gregory Edward Wright was a friend. Through an exchange of 242 letters of my own and 107 from Greg; many more shared through other friends and his family; lawful telephone conversations; a deep study of the trial transcripts, subsequent appeals and investigations; I came to know and understand this man in a way that you never could. It is my understanding that even in the state of Texas, and even putting aside his innocence, that the death penalty is by law, reserved for those who pose the greatest danger to society and have committed crimes of such vileness that they may be accurately described as the “worst of the worst”. It is my unshakable belief that the evidence showed clearly that Greg neither deserved such a description, nor in fact was guilty of anything save for not reporting a crime committed by John Wade Adams, who he had formerly owed a debt of gratitude for helping him fight off a personal attack some weeks earlier. For that, Greg has paid with his life.

The Fifth Circuit Court of Appeal, in its final judgment, made the following admissions and errors, all of which were accepted from the flawed, and in some cases illegal, testimony or statements from earlier courts, Dallas prosecutors office officials, or individuals – including John Wade Adams:

1. The court admitted that the “Umen jeans” that Greg had requested be tested for DNA, were a piece of key evidence used against him at trial. The results of that DNA testing, which took place against the vigorous opposition of the prosecutors office (in spite of the supposed concern of Craig Watkins for the review and access to such evidence) proved that the statements alleging the jeans to have been worn by Greg during a gruesome attack, and proving his guilt, were in fact unsustainable. Adams dna was found on the jeans. In an attempt to rescue the state’s theory, further testing was conducted – which revealed that Greg too “could not be excluded as a possible contributor of dna”. The conclusion of the court was that this rendered the evidence from the jeans worthless “as the profile match does nothing to resolve who wore the jeans at the time of the murder”. Combined with the evidence from measurements taken from Greg and Adams at the time of their arrest, that the jeans could only have fitted Adams, in fact the evidence was strengthened that Adams was the wearer of the jeans – the man who “straddled” Ms Vick and repeatedly stabbed, slashed, and killed her. The record also shows that Greg was seen wearing new dark jeans on the evening of the murder. This would mean that Adams was certainly the “primary” killer at the very least. If Greg had been able to effectively make that argument to the jury in the punishment phase of trial, there is a reasonable likelihood that the jury would not have assessed the death penalty against Greg. It should also be recorded that the Trial Judge, in his assessment of dna evidence and subsequent hearing, refused to hear evidence from the testing laboratory that further testing was required in order to clarify the interim results obtained within the time scale permitted by the District Court.

2. The court however erred by continuing to assert Greg’s culpability by reference to the disputed testimony that two knives were used in the attack on Ms Vick. The attempt to associate Greg with the knife found with Ms Vick’s blood on it, Adams knife, is discredited because it was found near Mosley's home. No knife with Vick's blood on it was found in “Wright's shack” (actually shared with Adams). These factual errors to which the court has yet to admit, constitute unreasonable factual determinations in and of themselves. The court also ignores Adams own confession to having previously been convicted of using a knife – “I was drinking and doing drugs one night and while I was on a date at the EM club a guy start talking trash to the girl and myself.  He pulled a knife so I pulled out mine and I proceed to use mine to cut him up.  After which I was sent to the stockade for 30 days then I was finally kicked out [of the army].  At this point I turn to harder drugs, running the streets again, stealing, robbing and lying to my friends.  I turned into a no good human being, I’m now what you would call “white trash”.” Greg had no history of knife use.
3. With regard to Adams written confession and absolution of Greg of any knowing part in the murder, the court stated, “As Wright makes no attempt to pinpoint any error in the state court’s finding, we conclude that the letters are false and not persuasive as to Wright’s innocence.” This is a classic reliance on testimony, in this case a false retraction of a written confession, by an inmate himself under threat of execution, who clearly has something to gain from the lie. It also ignores the affidavits and other testimony of inmates and church workers at the prison, that Adams has repeatedly and over time confessed to his sole actions in the murder of Ms Vick. The opportunity for Adams to make the retraction came from the summons of the trial judge to a hearing. This was not a planned or certain opportunity. In those circumstances it beggars belief that Adams would had made multiple written confessions “to give Greg more time with his wife” at the risk to his own life, given a pending review by the Fifth Circuit of a recommendation for a new punishment hearing, and other claims for relief.
4. Much was made of a note with the question "Do you want to do it?" found in the victim's house with Wright’s fingerprint on it. It is shear speculation at the meaning or context of this note. It simply attests to Greg’s presence at a house to which Greg was a welcome guest.
5. The court states, “On the night of the murder, Wright and Adams were later seen together in the victim's car trading the victim's property for drugs.” The details of this rely heavily on the testimony of Mosley, but the court relies on denials by the prosecutors that no offer of immunity or other benefit had been given to Mosley. If that had been admitted, there is little doubt that his testimony would have been sufficiently impeached to impugn his credibility and leave doubt about its reliability with the jury. Who knew or didn’t know of this agreement is or should be irrelevant.
6. The court states “Greg’s blood was found on the steering wheel of the victim’s car.” As was argued at the trial, there is no reason to suppose this has any connection with the murder, since Greg was a known friend of Ms Vick and they had driven in it together on a number of times previously.
7. The court states “Wright cannot be excluded as contributor to the DNA profile found on the victim’s fingernails, a profile that appears in 3 out of every 1276 Caucasian males.” And, “At the time of his arrest, Wright had what appeared to be fingernail scratches on his back and shoulder.” Again, as a friend of Ms Vick, who had socialized with him over a period of time, the presence of matching dna on her fingernails can have no serious significance. The reference to fingernail scratches on Greg’s back and shoulder on arrest is pure fiction. All that was recorded at the time of arrest was that there were some scars – there was no suggestion at the time of examination they were recent or that they represented fingernail scratches.
8. The court states, “Finally, an expert witness testified that a bloody partial fingerprint found on the victim’s pillowcase matched Wright’s fingerprint. Given the weight of this evidence, the impact of [Adams] DNA profile is minimal.” In spite of the inexcusable and incomprehensible error by the defense attorneys not to call their expert witness to the stand, a subsequent and more recent examination by a further independent witness makes the same verdict that the evidence offered by Cron, the state’s “expert” witness amounted to “junk science”. The state’s own experts also disagreed with Cron. Given this weight of opinion, the claims that the fingerprint gave a match to Greg cannot be given credibility. The “weight of evidence” upon which the Fifth Circuit has relied is nothing more than speculation and unsupported hearsay.
The full story of this miscarriage of justice can only be touched upon here. The website http://www.freegregwright.com, which appears to have been so resented by the trial judge, has much more, including Greg’s own final words in which he both gave his first public account of what happened, and restated his own innocence.

I am aware that the Fifth Circuit has now given relief to John Wade Adams, for a rehearing of the punishment phase of his trial. As an opponent of the death penalty, I have no wish that Texas commits another unnecessary death. However, I do resent the assertion made in that judgment, that the court sees no reason to doubt the correctness of the decision to accept the retraction by Adams of his written letters of guilt and sole responsibility for the crime against Ms Vick. It is my belief that this man is now responsible for two deaths – one carried out by himself, and another, by proxy, with the complicity of the state of Texas. Whether this is a result of error, incompetence, or irrational vindictiveness, I cannot say. But I do know that Gregory Edward Wright was not a murderer and did not deserve to be incarcerated and then executed by the state of Texas. May He Rest In Peace. I call for the abolition of the death penalty.

[image: image1.jpg]



Sincerely

Peter Bellamy
“[The death penalty] is so fundamentally flawed at its very core that it is beyond repair.” 

Judge Boyce Martin, Chief Justice of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

