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APPEAL FRom SPARTANBURE (BUNTY
Monoralle tarry 8. Hyman Circut Court Judge

CASE No, 2011 - 00 2374

Christopher £. Hampton,
APPELLANT

V.

Stake. oF South Carcling
RESponDENT

SuppLlemenvTAl AFFIbPavIT To

PRO SE BRIEF OF APPELLANT PURSYAN} - % _
To White v, STAIE | 'RECEIW
SEP 14 2020

SC Court of Appea[é

PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME (| cishopher L.
Hamp—l»oh who havling first been duly sworn, deppses qna’
AVers +he -Fol-[ow:'nj,‘

T ‘am the pro se appellant in e gbove Captioned
CD-SB. On May 3', ZOH M)/ afpe//a,Le, Counsel ﬁ’/ec/ an

_A'__V_idgr_f_ brief in response fo the direct appeal part of
my case; On July 03, 2011 T filed a pro se beies

pursuant 40 hite V. State .

— ] . , . t
In my pro se brief, my man and most mevrtorioys Ssu
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15 the fact that +he Court ordered o Menta| evaluody

on pursuant
to South Carolina Code Ann. § 44-23-410; In my Case and +the
lower: ourt erred {n altepting my quitty plea withot oreering o
Competency hearing puysuant tp South (arobina (ode Aun. 344 -23-430

Sechion 44-23-430 P(W"A‘ﬁs a Competency/ 1y gtand +ria hearing
wSirw.-lln L{’/ hek:’ ofley a P;YChfaﬁic QXGanqHDn has been ordere
Under secHon 44-23-410+  Guoking State v. Blai, 273 Se. 24 53¢ (195;).

Because there is evidence of itrational hehavior on my part
While I was awaibing trial Hhat includes repeatedly ramming pny
head agamst bhe cell door gt the County j
Unit officer 4o place a Camcorder 1y front
fo record 4he 'LPisode”

‘I whith caused the
of my cell window
and Hhen on a Seperate nctdent, 5°m€+'r\'lhj

Unexplain gi Le, happened +hat caused me +o shatder a cell window
which resubed in mq_.be,.'vnj P!aoed n Segreger”lm on suic/de walch,

Al;o/ a history gf diagnosed meptal problems runs in my famly;
in Iyht of those, and other uimentioned facts, a Competency 4o

Stand trial I"“\”’h_y should have feen freld in My Case and there
Slwuld have been an expert opinion as 4o my Competency before

trial or fefore My Juilly pleq pas ever accepted,
Because +here was an inadeguate. ﬁnal/nj of rmy  Competeney
7o  gtand 1rig]l ih my Case, My conutton and Sentfence Should

he reverse, See Dusky W, (e J’—fa%efl, 762 us. 4py .

'4”6/ f:’na/'/y/ éecqme, the campe,taacy 1554e Su 27y Coge

/5 meritorfous, 1+ Should be better presented and briete/
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by an Om—mv‘ey 3 because . an indigent ﬂ/fffeﬂa/aﬂ’-al /s entitled
fo aPP"i’Mmen* of Counsel o assist him on Au’ £rrst appeal,

Endsppinger v Sigde of Zowa, 38 uss. TSI. QuoHNg poygles o,

People. of @m, B72- U, 353, See alse Anders v Calitormy
/
28 U.S. 739.

FURTHER -AFEIANT SAYETH NOT.

('_hrf'sJ-opLér L. Hoampdon .
Pro Se Appellant,
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SWORN To AND SUBSCRIBED T BEFORE ME

(¢ For OUT ' ' | -
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