To:

.. /conmission_of_ Indigent_Defense )
Division of Appellate Defense

In Re: Appointment of Appellate Counsel For Indigent Inmate

Appellate Case# 2023-001770

I £§%ﬂa /4@gﬁjq am currently a pro se appellant in the
aboveé referenced appeal filed in the S.C.Court of Appeals on
3-12-24. This appeal arises from a Motion to Reconsider Sentence
filed 7-27-2023 in the Richland County Fifth Judicial Circuit
Court and a hearing was held before the Honorable Jocelyn

Newman on 10-31-2023. Record reflects i appeared pro se at the
-heafanq-%7new—humb}y—requesb—fOEAthe-agpelntmenﬁroﬁ_appellate_
counsel and also reguest to be informed convenlently of the
granting of appointment of counsel in the referenced matter.
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ry n Murray41284/01
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1057 Revolutionary Trail
Fairfax,s.c.2S827

CC:

fS.-C.court—Gf _appeals)
S.C.attorne¥ general
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The S.C. Court of Appeal observed; It is without doubt that th
statutory definition for the term " no-parole"offense in sectdon
24-13-100, ie., " & class &,B,or C felony..... simply descxiéés
she types of offenses for which the offender is not eligibde for
far parole but firther noted,; It is unreasonable to chargcter-

iz an offense for which the offender is eligible for p ole as a

no—galole offense pursuant to section 24-13-100, é%én-if“thé“g
maximby sentence for the offense places it within a classi fic-
ation encompassed by section 24~13-100, Bolin Y Sodth carolina

Dept. of\Corrections 415 8.C. 276, 781 8E24 914 -1 2
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This court noted in Bo in, a no parole label cannot be applied
to a parole eligible offiense! Purther, Scdc cannot deny

the Appellant his earned \Work Fredits. ;

CONCLYSI0ON

Appellant asserts the erfor of “the respondent is obvious. He

is not only by law entifled to hiys earned work credits for his
release, he is also emtitled to his parole eligibilty. The
respondent refuses td carry into effect the intent of legisla-
cion, and has favopkd its own interpretation over that of the
courts and statutgry provision(s}a-hpgellant reqguests the appl-
jcation of all his work credits be appNed to either releass him
from the custody of the respondent or to give him his right to
parole. ‘

This Appellant humbly prayd, Thank-You-_. ...
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(BRGOF_OF "SERVICE)

I,BEyan Murray attest that this correspondence along with proof
of service has been served by way of the u.s.p.s. with sufficient

postage to the following parties:

s.c. commission of indigent defense
division of appellate defense

po box 1158¢% N

cola,s.c. 25211-1589

G court_of_appeala. )
jenny a. kitchings,clerk
“po box 11629

cola,s.c. 29211

. 8.c. attorney generals office
po box 1154¢
cola,s.c. 28211
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“THE DEPARTMENT'OF CORRECTIONS HAS
NOT CENSORED-THIS ITEM. THEREFORE, THE
DEPARTMENT {0ES NOT ASSUME
RESPONSIBILITY FOR TS WRITTEN CONTENTS,
ALLENDALE CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION
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