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) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF CHARLESTON

)
) CASE NOs. 2020-CP-10-05357 AND 

2022-CP-10-02017
Jerome Curry,

)
rv»Applicant, ) ORDER HOLDING ACTIONS^ 

IN ABEYANCE Ej™
z*: _
2> vo-n .-x.3

)
“Ti)v.

;
) I f^-

State of South Carolina, ) C~) —
<~ CA “O 
c; —< 3T
—<S.J JT-

m)
i.Respondent. )

O
) cn

This matter is before the Court by way of applications for post-conviction relief (PCR)

filed by Jerome Curry (Applicant) challenging two separate convictions. On December 4, 2020,

and November 30, 2022, Applicant filed PCR applications (2020-CP-10-4357, 2022-CP-10-

5515) challenging a May 8, 2012 plea to indecent exposure. Respondent filed a return, motion to

merge, and motion to dismiss the actions as untimely and successive to his prior PCR action

from this same conviction. On May 8, 2023, the Honorable Roger M. Young issued a

Conditional Order of Dismissal merging the 2022 action into the 2020 action, provisionally

dismissing the actions, and providing Applicant twenty days to set forth reasons the applications

should not be dismissed. Prior to the issuance of a Final Order, however, Respondent expressed

concerns about Applicant’s competency. As a result, Judge Young ordered counsel for Applicant

be appointed and the matter be set for a hearing.

On May 2, 2022, Applicant field a PCR application challenging an October 21, 20212

plea to attempted armed robbery (2022-CP-10-02017). Respondent filed a return requesting an 

evidentiary hearing. Christopher L. Murphy, Esquire, was appointed to represent Applicant. Prior

to the hearing, however, Applicant moved to relieve counsel and proceed pro se. On April 19,

2023, the Court issued an order relieving counsel and ordering the matter be set for the June
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2023 PCR term in the Ninth Judicial Circuit. A hearing was set; however, at that time

Respondent expressed concerns about Applicant’s competency and ability to proceed pro se. As

a result, the Court appointed Blake Abbott, Esquire, as guardian ad litem for Applicant.

Thereafter, on March 25, 2024, the Court issued an order requiring die Department of Mental

Health to conduction a Competency to Stand Trial evaluation pursuant to State v. Blair.

On December 19, 2024, a status conference for both cases convened before the

Undersigned. At that time, the parties informed the Court that the Department of Mental Health

had issued a report finding Applicant lacks the capacity to proceed with PCR and stand trial;

Applicant’s capacity is likely to restore in the foreseeable future; and "there is no mechanism for

competency restoration for PCR at this time.” This Court has had the opportunity to review the

report. Additionally, this Court has had the opportunity to observe Mr. Curry and question him

during the hearing. Based on the foregoing, this Court finds Applicant lacks the capacity at this

time to represent himself pro se or assist his counsel in pursuing his PCR actions. This Court 
SoicfVi CArolin^Oef<tr+tneM-of Corrections ajnJi

further finds the^Department of Mental Health shall take whatever steps are available to attempt 

to restore Applicant to competency. Finally, this Court finds good cause to hold this matter in

abeyance until such time as Applicant’s competency is restored.

[Signature page follows]

1 This Court is aware Applicant has several pending pro se motions, including Motions for Summary 
Judgement; Motions for Default Judgement; Motions to Compel Respondent to produce documents; 
Motions to Hold Respondent in Contempt; Motions to Relieve .counsel in his 2020 action; and, 
alternately, Motions to have counsel appointed in his 2022 action. This Court finds Applicant should be 
restored to competency before his motions to relieve and/or appoint counsel are heard. This Court further 
finds the remaining motions should not be ruled upon until such time as Applicant’s competency is 
restored and the issue of whether he will proceed pro se or with counsel has been resolved.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:
A

1. The Department of Mental Health shall take any steps available 
to restore Applicant to competency;

2. These PCR actions (2020-CP-10-053S7 and 2022-CP-10-02017) 
shall be held in abeyance Applicant’s competency is restored; and

3. Applicant shall be remanded to and remain in the custody of the 
State.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED THIS J! day of December, 2024.

(Jmcv ,*/V.v \Oa

Jo^lyn Newman ' 
Presiding Judge 
Ninth Judicial Circuit

Chaurl^-'S-fBh South Carolina

At 1EST: A TRUE COPY 
JULIE J. ARMSTR 

K, CM. g JNGfSEAL)

CLERK
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