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FORM 5

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

County ofﬁ'KEENvl\lE ' )

-
DPARNEN E. HuDson, 227328

Full name and prison number (it any) of Applicant

2013-CP-23- 0099 %

\P

APPLICATIONFOR:' =

State of South Carolina

)
)
)
)
)
) e
) POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
)

)

INSTRUCTIONS B READ CAREFULLY

Since every application must be swomn under oath. any false statement of 2 material fact therein
may serve as the basis of prosecution and conviction for perjury. Applicants should, therefore, exercise
care to assure that all answers are true and correct. -

If the application is taken in forma paupenis, it shall include an affidavit (attached at the back of
the form) setting forth information which establishes that applicant will be unable to pay the fees and costs
of the proceedings. When the application is completed. the origina| shall be mailed to the Clerk of Count
for the County in which the applicant was convicted.

L. Place of detention LieBER CorRr InsT, P.O.Box 205
RidGEvViNIE SC 29412

2. Name and location of Court which imposed sentence G’REENVf HE Coun Ty
CouRT 0F GENERAI SESSTON

3. Name(s) of co-defendant(s) (if any) NLA

4. The indictment number or numbers (if known) upon which and the offenses for which

sentence was imposed:

) 35-Gr5-23- blo2, ARMED ROBBERY

1




) 93 -GS5-23-6103, ABHAN
(c)

The date upon which sentence was imposed and the terms of the sentence:
(@ 10-2- 1995, SENTENCE To Y 0.A. 1~ YRs-AR

(b) S YRS PROPATIiON ~ABHAN

()

Check whether a finding of guilty was made:

(a) after a plea of guilty v

(b)  after a plea of not guilty

(c) after a plea of nolo contendere

Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction or the imposition of sentence?
~NO : ‘

If you answered Ayes@ to (7), list:
(a) the name of each Court to which you appealed:

L.

ii.

1.

(b) the result in each such Court to which you appealed:

1.

(c) the date of each such result:

ii.

(d) if known, citations of any written opinion or orders entered pursuant to such

results:

L

i1.

it

If you answered Anc@'to (7), state your reasons for not so appealing:
@ APPICANT (acked GRrown 25 For Appeal




10.

L

13.

(b)
(c)

State concisely the grounds on which you base your allegation that you are being held in

custody unlawfully:

Q) NEwWly-AFTER-Discove RYEVID PrRosccuTion

(b)  EAED T™ Disclose FAVORA BIE Evid, TnvolumTARy

©  GuiiTy Plea SEE ATTACHMENTS To SUPPORT claims.

State concisely and in the same order the facts which support each of the grounds set out

.

in (10):
@) CIARK V. STATE Y3Y S€ 2d 2o
(®) GIBSON v. STATE s,y SE 2d 320
©  SAnNchez v. US. 50 F 3D. 1448

Prior to this application have you filed with respect to this conviction:

(a) any petition in a State Court under South Carolina Law? Ao

) any petition in State or Federal Courts for habeas corpus or post-convictions

relief? ~O

(c) any petition in the United States Supreme Court for certiorari other than petitions,
Ao

if any, already specified in (8)?

(d) any other petitions, motions or applications in this or any other Court? O
If you answered Ayesa@ to any part of (12), list with respect to each petition, motion or
application:

(a) the specific nature thereof:

i

i

1.

(b) the name and location of the Courtin which each was filed:




14.

"l

@ the disposition thereof:

(d) the date of each such disposition:

(2) if known, citations of any written opinions or orders entered pursuant to each such

disposition:

Has any ground set forth in (10) been previously presented to this or.any other Court,

State or Federal, in any petition, motion or application which you have filed?
NO

If you answered “yes" to (14) identify:
(2) which grounds have been presented:

L.

fii.

(b) the proceedings in which each ground was raised:

i,




l6. [f any ground set forth i (10) has no¢

previously been presented (o any Court, State or
Federal, set forth the ground ang state

concisely the reasons why such ground has not
previously been presented:

(a) ' PRo-s€E vE D, ENCE TJUusT
()  DIscoverep THE Wiy~

E

Newly- AFT B-Q.':goveRéQ
(c) Evio, SEE ﬂI[ACHmEQT' To SupporT Claim
7. Were vou fepresented by ap attommey at any ¢;

me during the Course of:
(a) Your amaignment ang plea?

YES .
(b) your trial, if any?
(c) your sentencing? YES

(d) your appea,

if any, from the judgmenl of conviction or the imposition of
~ sentence? o

of any petitions, motiong or applications
filed? o

parts of (17), lise:

the name ang address of each attormey who f€presented yoy:
DR HA! w, Roa

€A 23 ”Mills Ave
1.
_—
ii.

(D) the proceedings ot which each such attome :

Y represented you:
i AT / O ENnTE N~

with respect to this conviction, which you
- [ you answered Ayes@ to one or more
(2)

i.

18.

—_—

n



9. Statecleurly the relief you seek in filing this application:
L0 KeveRse Convicrion Amd QENMNTENCING ApND
GRANT APPIi CANT A jiEy ZTRIA/

20 Are you now under sentence from any other court that You have not challenged?

_NO .

Revised 3/2003

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

. ) VERIFICATION
Coun:yofGREe'A/v. HE )
I_DARNEILI E . HubDsoNn 227328 , being duly swomn

upon my oath, depose and say that [ have subscribed to the foregoing application; that [ know the

| )
SWORN to and ubscribed before me this l“(”CL
ol

day of : [U\abt A2
gé_;(u_/u C,Z%hﬁd (L.S.)
i / Notary jrublic

My Commission Expires: //«l 4//01[}?



APPLICATION TO PROCEED WITHOUT PAYMENT .
‘ OF COSTS AND AFFIDAVIT
INSUPPORT THEREOF

[_DARNEINE. Hupson *227328
proceed in this action without

application [ declare under pe

 hereby apply for leave (o

ty therefor. In support of my
facts are trye-

prepayment of fees or costs or secur
nalty of perjury that the following

(1

I'am the applicant in this action and I believe [ am entitled to redress

(2) Because of my poverty [ am unable ¢

0 pay the costs of said proceeding or give
security thereof. ~
/ f
Applicane
VOR,N or affirmed to nd subscribed before me this
day of Ldecgneq 201 2
\Mé Y«L’L/L Qz/
otary Publu;/

My Commission Expires: _[ /’72 él/ /)10/ %

~d



STAVC OF Soutii CARO VL AN ¥10 17 B0 48  (ourRT oF CommoN ‘PH_«'AS
COU/‘JT\/ or rreunvinice SR FOR THE 13 Jurvwiv Al Coreui

' | CovRr T‘Q\l Covvrdving Cuuufxl.

DARNEN €. HUD SON 227328 |

APPV.cANT, CA520r13.-CP-23- C,)Oflqg

VAY ATTACHMENT TD P.C.R, ArePlicAC O N
NOT3C€ 0oF A \,-\E_‘ARINQ o e
H5TATE OF SOUTH CA;leoliuA ' MOTION FOR NEW TRIAV PURSUAR

RES PomDENT | To SC.R.C.rimP. Rute 27 (1) wirn
| ATTACHED AFFIDAVIT AMD
\ . . .
| INCORPORATLD MEMORAMITUAM
| ‘ '
\

OF LAW TO SuppokT CVALAA.

D). L APPlicAnT DARME c. |-|uu5o~“él‘l328, 'HCKEBY MAVES vpon TWIS
Cover By P.C.R, APPICATION AND ATTALHED MOTion PURISUAST TO
S.C.R.C.RImMP. RulE 29 () INCORPORATED BY MEMORANDUM OF LAW

TO SuppoeT ClAIAM W"T‘;* ATYACHLD AFFIDAVIT By APRlicANT To

SNow THIS CouRkr A VPRIAA FA(CTLE sv\ow;_ua THAT A NEwW TRILIAY IS

WARRAMTEDY DUE TO NEwty AFTER D}:ACcnucRuD EViDENCE TWAT

.
THE pPrRosccuTion Commirrepn A BRADY v. MARYIAND 293 u.s. 83

RUIE (5) DISCIOSURE ViolATIioN Whickn 2), REMDER APPIcAmT' S
1995 GuitTy PIEA LNUAIID, VIoIATING APPlLicAmMTS DUE PROCESS

RighTs UMDER THE YT AMEnbMENT OF TFhE U.S. Comsr AMENDS

2).

THLS CovkRr oF GreemvillE (ou,u-ry., CourT oF Commons o1{ A



3. HAVE JTURZSDICT I on 70 HEAR APPIicANT: P.C. K. AVFILLCAT 0N
AND MaTiosn 7R MNEw TRIA|I BASE o CpRON Newly AFT -

DiscoviRED LVZOENCE PURSUANT 7D S.C. CoDE Ama 17-27- 26

(A) (v) (TIB.SOAJ V. STATE SI1IM SE.2d 320, THIS w3 THLS
Cover CiRCLUIT TURLSDICTIomn THE Powt i 7o EVAILAFE TrLs
f/eeauy pP.c. .. APP/iCATioN/ moT.onN FoR NMNew TRIA| DuE
70 7THIS CouRr oF Geeemviiic Covmty Generni Scssioms
/L/A\/fNj TURISDLCT iGN OVER THE ('omvicr/o/\_/ ZApost b Lpoa

APPRlicAnr S.C, (oDE ANN 77-27- YO,

Y), PURSUANT D S,C. CO0DE Ann 17-27- 45 (B)Y APPRIicAT Heredy
FolEs THIs PC.R CARPPICATION, MOTion Folk NCwW TR AL BASL L
Upom NEWIY AFTER- DiSCoveREDd £ ULDENCE WiITHIAL Twe (1)

v EAR F';lmf, PtRIon .OF THZIS NEwly AFTeR- Discove Re D>

E VIDULANCE LSL—’_LN3 DiscoverRrED.

5), APPLCANT Amd APPIICANTS ATToRNEY LAS CxXCUSARBIy

L GNORANT 7D THE EXLSTANCE OF TH1IS DiSCoveRE S Evive~c

DUVE 70 7THE PROSECUTIGAJ F/\//i~5 7D Digc/o,}f’ FAvOG2ABIE

EVIDENIE TO THE DEFENSC, STATE v. PROCT0R 359 SE 2zel 318,

THEREFORE AlPPICA~T Covid NoT PURSur PC. R, PueSsLAarr 1o

S.C Co0E Amm 17-27-95(A) PElIoGuT N v. STaATE
2 God.

Y9 S€E.

L) FAPPLCANT ATTACHES PERSOMAI AFFLDAVIT 70 SVUPpPoRT

ClAIM FREOSEMTED 2m MOTION FOL e o TRIAI PULSvA~T

2).



7).

7O S.C.R.CRimP. RulE 29(B) 70 SvpporT P.C. R, APPRPIICAT IO

AND moTio~n FoX NtAJ TIAl,

APPIICANT (wiTHin THis VERIFIED P C R, APpliCATION /

MOTION FoR MNER TR/AI PURSUANT o 5.C.R.Crimb, Rull
54 (R) SIATES THE FACTS KNowal /0 HIm AND THE SAZD

ANEGATIaNS RAISED ARE TRUE AND /Mmusr BE (CoNS/DERED
JTRvE By THIS Cover. LEAmomn V. STATE Gt St 2el v ar

(2005) And By THE PREPONDERANLE OF THE MEwly AFTLR -
TUVSCOVRED EvipencD APPLICANT Wil Show THLL C Gw.RY
T HAT THE PROSECUTION ViclaTED APPLLcANT S LVE PROCLSS RighTS

(M AMEANDMENT oFT THU U.s, Cumnsr, AAMLNDL

UNDER THE
By SUpPPRESSING TAVORATBIE Evivemn(C TO TH‘C [P) 5 g R Y

B RADY, SUPRA AT PArGE B8, AND THAT 1F A NEW TRIAL WAL
G aanrip By Tnrs Cover IT Will CRANST THC REIOIT a1 TWE
Conviction Imposth, G-zBs30N V. STATE 334 S.C, 217,

STATE V. TROTER 322 S5.€.537.

3). APPlicANT By THI3 HERLBY moTions 7ok NEW TR/AI

PurRsuanT T0 S.C.R.C.R.m P, RulC 29(B) RequesrT A
EVIIDENT'»A‘,QY HEARINGg On THE RicCorD To HEAR ’TESTiMoN)J
OF THE PA_TiEs TO Develop Amy FURTHER FAGS KNoOwWN

O SURBSTANTIATE ClAiam Fo LeliEF, APPIICANT AllEDYES
A EVIDENTI ARy Hearing 25 T'HEl APPROPRIATE VENUVE
By THIs Covtr 70 VEIiws THOSE TACTS PRESENTED 3y
APPRICANT I Fizs PC.R, APD/"CVAT/'ON/ /MOoTIGA) FourR rot i



TRIAI ITATE v. PROCTOL 3559 StL 2e 318,

9). APPl/ cAnT uAns SENTLACE L THZ: Cover cf (TRL(;NV.‘H(
(UUNTY C)Lut&/ﬂ SESSIoN 4. YL \/EAA OF OCLTORER 2(_,'
ARMED ROBBLAY AND(3) yeARS PRroRBATIONn For (V) CovnT of
ASSAULIT AND BATTERY WITH A H]gm AGERAVATEDS NATURC 'BY

CiacuT Covarr Jubdgl M, wesTBRook ATTLA A PlLA oF

C‘iui \17.

10}, FPPICANT twAs IREPRCSENTED By ATToRNEY HAI w. FoAch
By PIE PuBlic DEFENDER'S OFFice Fok GRecmulic

COVNTY .

11). 7NR, BoB ARZAIL tuas TVHE PRosccutor Foe T HE
GREenUiINE (oumty So)icina s OFFICLE IN THC yeAR
CF 199%

12), LT S5UE PRCSENTED

D. NEWIYy AFTER - DiSCOVERED EuinENCE THAT 3 HE
ProsecuTior) CommirTed A BRADy v. MmALy[AmD
373 v.5.83, Rult (§) DISCIOSURE ViolaTionw KENDERING

2). APPI:’(‘mva C7ru'/r\/ Ple A Ir~vole TARY, ViolATiAg
APPIicanTs DUE PROCESS RighTs GNDER THE YT

94




AMENMDMENT OF THE 1.3, Corsr, AMENDS. (rusting v,
STrAare 325 S.C. /23 Mt v LockHAR V7Y LS. 52, And
‘jﬂ,«,che?_v v. 0.5. 50 F. 380148, |

THE DROCEDUR AL HISTORY

AND SFATEMENT oF FANACTS

/3), OM THE SALD DATE OF /MARCH 13,7995 A ANLDIE vicrim

HASAAWS Ans . BROwrn REPORTED 70 THE GREENVIIIE
Ciry Police Depr OFC. 77 BURGESS  THAT HE LuAS
COBED AT Spusd Porrrr ArO ASSAVITE D 3y C—}g“rlng
2lir Enr MeS MHEAD twirH A (Guns. ;3;/ TLVD NI O s rd
SAck ENODIVIDUALS. HE THE vierim JAVE THE
(FREENMVIIIE (.ry Police DEPT A DESCRIPTION OF
THE TwWwa ZAMDIviDUAIS THAT MHE AINIELDGED Aemen
R0BED HIM Aps0 ASSAVITED HLm. THE ViCTim JAVE
A SWORN STATEMENT JO THE GREENMVIIIE CiTty PolicE
DELT AnD (wAS Shotust A Pharo //iNE ~vp AmD
ZDEMNTIFIED IHE SALD APRIICANT DARNEI & [ D50 As
AS OME OF THE ARMED ROBBERS AmpD THE O/ME Wwho
ASSAVITED HxTm, THE vicrim MNEVER Krownn oF
ADPRLCAMT PRLOR 70 HMHIS SIATE /INENT AMNO LOENTLELC:
ATILZON OF APBINCcArr, OFC. JT BuRHESS twAS 7THE oFC,
Loovolvepy £rd THE _L'Nv&‘sr:g/»r‘/ou oF THE CASE.

Aps 0 A BOUT /MARCAH 13—y 19T THE (G eeersillE

Cory Police DEPT OBTALMIED A SEARCIF 2vARL AT



FOR APT Y0-£ LVOODIAMND HoMES tuhich Belomgen 70
APPIICAMTS CAI1O MOTHER Tar (GREENUIIE C()(/N'ry A D
O THAT prighr By EXCUTING THE SEARCH uARRAMNT THE
Geeenvine CiTy PBliCE DERPT APPREMENO ED APICA AT
A ARLESTED A~NvD CHA <_§ED ST A 0 T (7) (‘OUNVV a =
Aemep LoBBER AMD (1) CounT OF ASSAGIT AnD BATTE 2
v iTH THE Za7Er7 70 K1), UPOn THE SEARCH oF THE ARPT.
THE GReEMvIE (iry Police DEPT Foumpen o £ vidEME

TO  Link APPlcANT AS THE AVEDGE ALMED LoBBER A~D

AASSAVITER . APPRlICANT WAS APPOLAMTED CovmsEl mr. HAD W,
Kaach FrRom THE GREervillE County Public DEFe aneRS OFFCE
On THE UDATE OF OCTOBER [(,199S 70 REPREZE T APPRIICANT
O~ A1l CHALIES, Sf/a,er/; AFTER ﬂ?TOEA/c_y HAI RoAch wuAs

CLPPO[NTLD. TO LERPESE~T APPliCArT ME Came > THE DETEAMT o~
CENTER 70 COMNSOIT toiTr APDICAnT, APPIICANT JAS OID
Ly ATTORNCGy HAI RoAch THAr IF HE LuAS T2 50 70 TRIAY
ors THE ChaRses ( IF) FoumnED GuilTy +He Covsid BE
SENTENCE 70 (30) w&EARS Orv 7THE ARMED RoBBERy
CAARGE A~D SENTENCE 70 (257) YEeARS Orv THE ASSAVIT .A~D
Bfarré‘,ey Lo iTH A LT eENT T2 Kb, ARPDIVCAAMT TDID ATTC . 2rvey
Aol Roach SeverAl TimEs THATF HE tuAs LrnNOCENCE oF

THE ChAaRges . ATTOoRNMCy HA) RoAch 7310 APPRICanT T7HAT
THE Vierim HAD (wROTE A STATEMENT A PlckeED
PPN CANT ouT 0F A PhAT0 ~/invE 2 Arid T1IAF fui DEALCE
AlonE (Couwrd (onmvier Himi 3y A TuRy ATTOLNCy HAl

LOACA T2ID APPLICArNMT THAT BEING J71ATF APPICANT Luds

),



/7 Y[/?/ZS ord AT THE T, mE OF THE INCJDEN‘?‘ e Couvrd SET
APPICANT A Y.O. A, SENTENCE AnND ' PROBATION FoR THE.
CHARGES IF HE (vAS T PIEA 90;/77'50 HE Coutd GEr
BACK 78 His MEw Bolrs CHiID Arvo FAMly Soamed
(‘-)PP//'C'1~‘7’ '")'H(Juﬁh/‘ ABour THE (30) y£4R SeENMTEMCE Plos
715 (25) yEAL SENTENCE AnD S)pe~nOing Al THAr 77 mMmE
L PRISON ANMD ‘77‘/'47‘ THE STATEME~NT FomM TI+E ,/,'cr,‘,;;
Ar THE PhOT0 LinE-p Covrd HAve +im FoumnDED guiiTy
’37 A Tuey IF e toE~nT Jo TRIN So APBIICANT 7010 ATTGL~ey,
HAl RoAch THAT HE tvowidD PIEA GuilTy FO.R THE 4o A /-G
| And PROBATON. ABouT (/10) DAYS AFTER ATTaerep 1A/ Lonch .
(s AS APPAINTED 7D BEPRESENT APR)ICANMT OF Al THE ChA ZGES
JIE 7ok APP) CAnT En FROMT OF TvOgEe 7, wg’,sragoot A roa

GeilTy PIEA HEARL G . AT THE PIEA HEARINNG TULIE

‘ L ESTISLI0L tz‘chTiaN‘ APP(I‘CHMI"ON THE Recold Hows Do you PlEA
AArd APPL AT STATED /0 THE TJuvbyE yawz Honvod L Did pMor
| Cgmmir THE CHAALGES AGALNST NE. THE TUDGE THENM TDID
APRP)cANT TFHMHAT TF yaug LsAsS TD G0 VO FTRI Al Fo THESE

| CHQARGES HE (ov/D SENTENCE APPII AT 7D (30) VERMRS Foi

THE ARXMED RoBBELy A~vd (25) JENLS Fol Ire ASsArviT

A D B/’T‘fé’,ey bo s’ TH THE LZ~oToerr 79 /-<;//‘ S50 THE APLIICANT
TDIy IHE TUDJE THAT HE [fwewiD PIEA TJUST TD 5E7 LT
JVER LuiTH So MHE Cov!d g€&r BAE ;o His ChilDd A~d
LOVES ONnES Soon S0 O THE DATE OF 0cfo;35,e '2(,,/»7 55

T DgE sTB8coKk /*C(ezlf‘fa'/'?/?,O/I'CA,\)%J Pre.a A,vb H oD

APPL AT Sigr THE LuAT v E R AND SEMNTEMLE YHAELET AFTER

7).



HE SENTENCED APPRIICA~T 78 A Y. 0.4, (]-0L) YEAR SENTENCE
FOR THE ARMED 2-038&&'.7 ChnegE Amnd (S) YEARS PROBATI oM
[fOR ASSAVIT A~D BATrEAy LoiTH A Hish A39RAvATED AMATURE .
AT MO Time PRIO& 7D THE GuiiTy PlEA HEARINg Dib

THE PROSECUTION ( PROSECUTO.Z Bo® ARLAIIL ok OFC. TT Bukgess)
DisclosC To THE VETFENSE IN THE RulE (5) 'BRAD\’ MOTioN TV AT
THE ViCTiar HAs A MENTAL DisABIIITY AnDd THAT THE VitTim HAD
SUFFERED FRrom BRAin DAMASE AFFECTS THAT AFFECTS His
MNEMORY Wit WAS CAVSED By THE VicTia ShooTing H'.M's,uF
I~ THE HEAD I~ A ATTEMP T0 CommiT SyYiCi DE Tawhichn TRE Y
"THE PROSECUTION KNEW OF DUE To TUEIR LrovesTigATION

OF THE LANCDENT AND THE ViCTiams BAck §ound HisTtaly .

IN TRHE DATE OF 1-23-2013 APPlica~nT DiSCuveELED THLL
EvidencC ABovT THE vicTiar s5hooTiang HimseIF Lr FHis
JIEAD PRIcR JO THE ANEDYE ARMED RGBLEBER, A~O

ASIAVIT AmD T)-iAr" FHE VilTir SUFFERED FROM A

BRAIN PDAMNKSE NXFFECT THAT AFFECTED i MEeEMo 2t/

A~D THAT THE VieTimM HAs A /MENTA) biSABinry_ APRIVCA AT
DIiSCGrERED THi s TNFOLMA7,6Ad By TAI,'<:'~'5 TR THE

ViCT i m Cl03E FTRIEND TERMA RBARION Luhich 1o F.2oum

(Geerville S.C.OAPPLCANT fptEVER SEEN THE V. .CTiamm

SR KNEW AryTHiNnGg ABovr TrHIs A/IEDGE vieTiaa PRIOR
7O THLS NEWIY AFTER - DisCaveERED EViDENCLE BEL Ng

DiSCoVERED, THIS APRPPICATION ) MoT i o Follows.

THE PC.R APPITCATLON ATTACHMENT 7O SupparT

sYIDTi0n]

3).



) APPIICANT Moo /MOVES upors THLS Coulr By P.C R APPHCATIeA
AO MOTian AnD STATE EACH ArD é'V(:”/iy /'U/-E‘jAv;}O/\/ 55"r\
FpetH T THE ATTACHMENT OF 7/ZI5 /Mo7/0om Lg
LANCORPORATE MHEREIN AND MADE APARIM OF THE RECORD

70 Suppart ClALMS PRESE~NTED I~ THE P.C.R. /‘\PP/)CAT.'QAIV‘
AND moiiont For AMEW TR, AAPD//'C‘AAN.‘ HERERY dDhowo
THES Cover A PRINMA FACIE SHotving THAr A NEWN TR, A
LS WARRANMIED DUE 70 MEwly AFTER “DISCOVERED EviDENCE
By DEMONSIRATING 7THE PROSECUTION CommiTTED A
RulE(S) BRADY ViolaTion RENDERING APPIICANTS GuiiTy
PIEA ZNnUilAD, VIOIATENG APPIICANTS /)UOE PROCESS RighTs
CNDER THE 1YL AMmEMDMENT OF THE .U.‘S. ComrnsT AMENDS.

TSSUE 1

BLADY V]0/IATIOAN
— T

L ULDENCE tuns FAvoRAZIE 70 THE ACCUSED.

15). APPICANT ANEDQES THAT 7). THE /INEMTAI HEAITH 2co RDS
OF THE ANIEDGE vicTim (wnich wouiD oF REVEANIED) THE
VACTEM ‘SUFFEKIN9 FROM A MEMNTAI D‘».s‘ABn'fT\/ A AS
REIEVAMT ArD MATreR sl 70 APRlicAnTS DEFEMSE
BECAUSE IT twowtd OF DESCRIBED THE ViCTIMS
PARTICUIAR LIIMESS AmD Da‘sfiias,'/,ry AMND oAl o
PROVER! THE i CT iy JRALAMN DF L HOuGATS A s '

e AT It AMS SulTECTED 70 LrAICom DeiE or ,



THE MENTAI MHenirn RtcordS imcludes Ary Aol

AN CREPORTS, £ xAVir AT gass Ard TES ™) Desc RLB L s,

THE L1)rvESS AmD D3Sr')81//'77 OF JT1E AIIEOSEC vieTi A
PURSUAN G JU RsE (3)CA)1) (D) oF SC R cRiampP. 2).
JHE HOSPiTAL MEDICAL RECORDS OF THE UicTim Cwhic
WOUID OF REVEAIED) THE TYPE OF DAMAGE CAuED Ry
THE BUNET™ [0 THE PARTICUIAR PART oF THE ViCTi Ay RRAG A
\;‘/As REVEVANT Apd MATERZIA! 1o APRICA~NTS DLIrLm3E
BECIWSE LT (wouvi)y 6F PROVLN 7HE ViCTial SUFFERED

FRom A (GGuers ;har‘ WOUND JO MLS HeAD tvhichh AFFECTE D
THE vicT/I M /'nE/noiey tuhich s SUBTECTEN Varo
/,~J(‘0,r)/)¢_,”¢'“;~/i‘, THE HaspiTa ) RECORDS LNCILOES ,4,u~/
ANnD Ay) ( RE Poar}s‘ EXAMLNAT, 0SS A TEST)
Z)/:SC,QI./;SJ.‘Nﬁ THE DAMAGE OF THE wvicTiny BRALAI

P PV Di;sA/fB//,‘ry NFFECTS, PURSUAAT 70 RulE (5IA)
(7)(D) GF s.c.eceimp. Amo 3) THE PolicE LAt ST GAT Vo
RECURDS (LuhiCh tuov iy OF REVENIED) THE DATE, 7/ me,
By THE viciiama Inohick

~

Ard DESCEDTion o0F GGurr LED
THE wvicTim SMoT His SEIF Ly His HEAD L
Comeni TUILDE, PRLUR 13 THE ANEQGE LrCiOE AT~

vieiiny ANEDGE 5 APPIICANT ACIED a3
,?/5/6 VAAIT A D

A ATTEMP Ta

L hich THE
AYAND ASSAUITED Foinr el s
/D AP CAnTs DEFENSE ZECALIE 71
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')-:(:'H’:‘NE/‘/9LN§ THE vieTiam's ComperTeanly 70 STAND
F2/A) AND TESTIEy AGAinST APLIICANT,
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VB FU) OF THE Du7~/ 70 T THE TRUTH U~nBER OATH, So
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Tr TRE QUTCUME OF AR vRaAceLDiINGg . NED L v,
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APPVCANT, 2), TRE PROSC(UTI on DENLED APRLICALT 1o
CAALACTER EVIDENCLE THAT FANY pmudeR 502, CuidENLL
PuRsuantT T 22Ul MOST (D) INwA‘ ALl TIHE YiCT, A ATTE AAP
13 Comany T % iCiNE LIAS SUBITECTED TO LM DEACLY AL MT To Show

HITS CAALAMTER AuD RLPRETATIGAN LuAS NOT STSEEL O
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)7) APPICAMr AIIEDGES THAT THL PROSECUTIion HAD TrIS
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QPENED TWE DooRk TO THE u,citi an s Back GrRround Hisroy
AND DUE 1O THAT EVIDEMCE OF THE UieTi A4S B Ak 5 ROIND
Hisruly THE Irmvues TigArorn (.JT07 2uRqess) RrMEW oF THE
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OF CumnmSTITUTIONAL 2&39\1’5 NOT ONMLY MAUST RE \Jo!un‘rh&\f Bur.
~AUSNT AVSO BRE KN&OW"NJ AND ITNTON I GENT ACTS DONG Wit
CUFFIQENT AWALENESS OF TME REIEVANT (TRCUMSTANLES
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FHE PROSECUTIOr FHAD A EBEASONABIE )D,?o'B,fig,"/,‘rs./ 7O
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Sworn affidavit of Margaret Fairfax. ®

I Margaret Fairfax declare under penaity of perjury that on the sald day of April 29"
20013 the for'going statement all‘eged within the afﬁq;vit is true and correct. |

On the said day April 29" 20131 Margaret Fairfax located Hashawsan K. Brown at
location of 1 francer Aveﬁue in Greenville $.C. | questioned him concerning the mental health
records and concefning tﬁe alleged incident that occurred concerning him allegedly shoating
him,;elf in the head. He confirmed the incide%n saying he aéreed to it. He is willing and
knowingly voluntarily has agreed to turn over his mentai health reéords and hospital records.
He has also submitted an affidavit to this éffect. He is ﬁot of'any kin blood or relative and has

not been promised anything for his affidavit or his records. | Margaret Fairfax declare under

Signatur, [/](/C%{ﬁ,[// /(/ Z/l

Witness @/2/0 Z( 0 "

penalty or perjury the facts are correct,

Cigid Gopiorg

Notary Signature

7 ¥ My Commission Exgires Moy 22, 2016

Exn. Date



