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(Matter came before the Court on April 6, 1995, at
approximately 10:45 A.M.] _

MR. PENNINGTON: Your Honor, based on’ some pleadings
there were filed, there is a motion by my office to have the
Court renew the question of oﬁr appointmen% as counsel.”

THE COURT: What's he charged with?

MR. PENNIMNGTON: Your Honor, this is State versus
Terrance Wright, 93 GS 10 6252, 6253, 5254, indictments for
bgrg1ary in ﬁhe first degree, criminal sexual conduét in the
first degree, murder'and kidnapping, from an-event that
arose--from events that allegedly arise from August 17th of
1993, aﬁproximate1y some twenty months ago.

THE COURT: Mr. Wright is presant. Mr. Roddey, that
1et£er that you handed back, he wrote the letter to Judge
Dennis and they sent it up to me.

MR. RODDEY: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Could I have it?

MR. RODDEY: Oh, yes.. .

THE CCURT: Somebody put it on my desk up here, and
he's asking Judge Dennis to modify a bond. I didn't know
Mr. Penninjton represented hfm, and that is the reason I
was going to ask-him who represented him. Now I know, so we
can proceed.

AT1 rfght, Mr. Pennington.

MR. PEMNINGTON: The first matter that I would like to
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take up with the Court is that some events have developed

which in my view would call for the Court to assess the ap-

pointment of my office in this case.

I have--I need to give you some factual background in
order to understand what's going on. As I indicated, Mr.
Wright was charged in Augugt of 1993 with a homicide and other
related charges. At that time I was appointed to represent
him and have represented him continuously since then.

During the first twelve monfhs of the period of time,

I received--I filed a motion for discovery and received dis-
covery and learned that around nine months into the proceeding
that DNA testing was being undertaken. There was a DNA report
rendered last September that was far less than conclusive. One
in 37 African-Americans would fit the profile that was renderec
by SLED, and on that basis we began ﬁo prepare for trial.

However, I was then advised that there had been a sub-
sequent review of evidence by the Mt. Pleasant Police and the

local medical examiner,and other swabs that were allegedly

taken at the time of the autopsy were sent up to SLED for re-
newed testing.

We didn't know at that time how long it would take and
in December a motion essentially for a speedy trial was filed
and heard by Judge Dennis as the Chief Administrative Judge.

At that time, Judge Dennis articulated some ground ruleg

He wanted the State to attempt to try to speed this testing
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along so we would get on to trial.

Since that time--I should shift gears and tell you that
in March I learned By accident that on the civil docket of
the Court of Common Pleas for Charleston County that an action
had beenvf11ed apparently by Mr. Wright 1n,August of']994.
That would have been rough]y.a year into ‘his incarceration,
ahd I would ask that this be marked as exhibit for purposes
of this hearing.

THE COURT: Are you saying you never were servgd-with
it?

MR. PENNINGTON: That's correct. I was never served
with it. _

THE COURT: The Rules say it is supposed to be struck
if it's not served within a certain period of time.

MR. PENNIMGTON: That's my understanding, Your Honor,
and that certainly would be the position I would take on behal:
of my office.and myself.

THE COURT: I can't grant that though.

MR. PENNINGTON: No, sir, I wouldn't ask you to do
that.

THE COURT: It isn't whether you ask me to do it or
not. It has to be addressed to Judge Rawl who is over civil.

I'm over criminal. I don't have the authority to do that.

Judge Raw] should do that.

MR. PEMNINGTON: I couldn't agree more, Your Honor.
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again. If you do it, Mr. Wright, I'11 either have you removed
from the Court or have you bound and gagged. Sit down.

You may continue. |

MR. RODDEY: The reason I brought thaf up is the fact-
that the murder, as far as this case is concerned--it doesn't
have any relevance other than the fact that there is the con-
tention that we send him back to MNorth Carolina for that
trial for strategy reasons first, and if he was convicted of
the murder in North Carolina then bring him back because that
could also have an effect on the--on whéther we'd charged him
with the death penalty here. |

So I just wanted to clarify that for you.

THE COURT: VYou're saying that within the next éeveraT
weeks unless the Defense or whoever the Defense Attorney is, -
if not Mr. Pennington--unless théy move for a continuan;e,
then the State would be prepared tolproceed'fOP setting a
trial date?

MR. RODDEY: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: A11 right.

MR. RODDEY: Or allow North Carolina to try him for murf
der theré. .

THE COURT: Well, North Carolina doesn't have the
right to necessari]yl¥}ylhim unless he is extradicted or he
agrees to go up there.

MR. RODDEY: 1I'm aware of that. I just wanted that
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( North Carolina Department of Public Safety |

” Prisons

Roy Cooper, Governor W. David Guice, Chief Deputy Secretary
Erik A. Hooks, Secretary Kenneth E. Lassiter, Director

To: Terrence Wright, #0505358

From:. Mr. Herring, Case Manager

Re: Contact

Date: 11/21/17

Per your request please see below information regarding your Control housing assignments
during this incarceration:

11/04/97 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Odom Correctional

11/07/97 Assigned vto Restrictive Housing at Odom Correctional

11/14/97 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Odom Correctional

10/14/98 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Odom Correctional

4/06/01 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Mt. View Correctional

8/01/02 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Pamlico Correctional

8/21/02 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Pamlico Correctional ;
3/16/03 Assigned to Restrictive Housing at Hyde Correctional b
4/02/03 Assigned to Maximum Control at Hyde Correctional

9/05/03 Assigned to Maximum Control at Caledonia Correctional -

02/26/04 ~ Assigned to Intensive Control at Scotland Correctional

MAILING ADDRESS:
P.O. Box 600
Nashville, NC 27856
www.ncdps.gov

OFFICE LOCATION:
2869 US HWY 64
Nashville, NC 27856

Telephone: (252) 459-4455
Fax: (252) 462-4046
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