FACTS ABOUT THE SALTERS CASE
· On November 24, 1996 two men were found suffering from gunshot wounds in the city of New Haven.

· Both victims were interviewed on two separate occasions, by two different detectives and were unable to identify their assailants beyond that it was four black males shooting at them from a green car.

· After victim #1 was found to be in possession of an illegal firearm, a third detective (Thomas Trocchio) from the New Haven Police Department pressured victim #1 to falsely identify Gaylord Salters as driver of the green car.

· Four months after Salters was arrested, an individual with no connection to Salters was taken into custody by police after being caught in possession of the gun which the victims were shot with. It was then found that this individual lived exactly on the scene where the victims were shot.
· With this new information surfacing, the case against Salters then sat for six years, until Salters was put on trial in 2002.
· During the 2002 trial victim #1 retracted the statement that he gave falsely identifying Salters when he was facing prison time for the illegal firearm. Victim #1 admitted that police pressured him to identify Salters as the driver of the green car.

· During the 2002 trial victim #1 was asked over and over, what was the end result of him being caught in possession of that illegal firearm. Victim #1 repeatedly lied on the witness stand, claiming he didn’t know what the end result of his felony gun possession was.

· During the 2002 trial, Judge Jon Blue ordered, and constantly warned the state/prosecuting attorney James Clark, that the state had to disclose the end result of how its star witness’s (victim #1) felony gun possession was resolved.
· The state/James Clark repeatedly told the judge that the state didn’t know how its star witness’s charge, which stemmed from the case it was prosecuting, was resolved.

· The state/James Clark deceitfully told the judge that the state checked the JIS (Judicial Information System) computer and couldn’t find out how their own star witness’s felony gun possession was resolved.

· Salters was convicted and received a 40-year sentence solely based on the false identification (recorded statement) that New Haven police influenced victim #1 to give in order to keep himself out of prison.

· During the statement that victim #1 gave in 1996 implicating Salters as driver of the green car, the detective asked victim #1 would he be willing to sign the statement as being a truthful statement. Victim #1 answered yes, but court records and the transcribed statement show that victim #1 in fact held back from signing the statement until after the state surreptitiously assisted him in staying out of prison and having his charge dismissed.

· After being wrongfully convicted in the 2002 trial, in 2006 Salters’ first habeas attorney found proof that the state withheld evidence indicative of Salters’ innocence, and that during the trial in 2002 the state allowed its star witness (victim #1) to testify falsely about that particular evidence in order to win its case and send Salters to prison.

· In 2013 the Connecticut Appellate Court agreed that clearly there was sufficient evidence showing that the state/James Clark withheld the evidence at issue and then allowed his star witness to testify falsely about it (Brady violation). Ultimately the court held that attorneys for Salters should have addressed the violation during the time of trial or on direct appeal, and failed to do so. Therefore the case was not reversed… Gaylord Salters v. Commissioner of Corrections (AC 32473).
· After the 2013 Appellate Court decision, Salters filed another habeas, claiming ineffective assistance of counsel based on what the Appellate Court said about his attorneys in the 2103 Appellate decision.

· In 2017 Salters’ latest habeas ended with the Appellate Court saying that in the appeal for the latest habeas, Salters’ present attorney failed to submit a full record to the Appellate Court, and therefore the court will not review the claim of the prosecutor knowingly using false testimony… Gaylord Salters v. Commissioner of Corrections (AC 38371).

� At the time of this shooting Gaylord Salters lived in an opposing neighborhood from victim #1, and was an individual who New Haven police had it out for, but lacked evidence of any crimes to arrest him.


� Victim #1 was facing a mandatory year in prison for the illegal firearm at the time when New Haven police influenced him to falsely implicate Salters. After victim #1 gave police the false statement implicating Salters, police/the state then sent victim #1 home from the hospital without being arrested…‌and thereafter police/the state helped keep him out of prison by aiding him in getting his felony charge dismissed via a special type of probation (AR). Although victim #1 admitted that police pressured him to falsely identify Salters, he purposely left out what motivated him to comply with the fabrication…‌and when asked how was his felony gun possession resolved, he repeatedly testified falsely in order to conceal the fact that he lied on Salters to keep himself out of prison.


� James Clark (now retired) was one of New Haven’s most unscrupulous prosecutors during his time at the state attorney’s office. He is largely responsible for confirmed prosecutorial misconduct that has caused hundreds of years of unjust prison sentences, countless people spending time in jail wrongfully convicted, and millions of taxpayer dollars paid out to people who were maliciously prosecuted.


� Several years after being wrongfully convicted, Salters’ first habeas attorney learned that the state/James Clark in fact knew how its star witness’s charge was resolved. Salters’ habeas attorney checked the same computer (JIS) that James Clark claimed the state searched, and saw that on May 28, 1997 the state and its star witness were both present during a court hearing in which the state surreptitiously assisted in keeping its star witness out of prison and having his charge erased.


� Unbeknownst to Salters and his trial attorney—on May 28, 1997 victim #1 had a court hearing in which he received a privileged probation that kept him out of prison and erased his charge for felony gun possession. The transcript of the hearing shows the prosecutor representing the state intentionally turning a blind eye as the presiding judge is fed a significant amount of false information about the case and victim #1, in order to get victim #1 the privileged probation (AR). More important, new information was recently found in 2018 revealing that this prosecutor had arrest information in his possession which proved victim #1 had an arrest record that disqualified him from being eligible for the privileged probation, but purposely kept the documents concealed in order to assist its star witness. Contrary to protocol, the transcript of the hearing deliberately keeps the prosecutor’s identity anonymous, protecting him/her from responsibility for the state’s misconduct.


� Because a witness’s motivation to avoid prison is always a strong one, the fact that victim #1 implicated Salters for police only when he was facing prison time…and then actually avoided prison time during that hearing which the state withheld from Salters’ trial attorney—is significant evidence indicative of Salters’ innocence. Furthermore, given that the state/James Clark then allowed victim #1 to lie on the witness stand about that specific hearing, clarifies how determined the state was to win its case and send Salters to prison.
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