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STA;E OF SdUTH CAROLINA ‘ IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

COUNTY OF Lexington 2007-GS-32-1473

STATE INDICTMENT/CASEX:

AW . JO53028

Date of Offense: 11/20/2008
S.C.Code§:  16-03-0050
CDR Code#: (0217

SENTENCE SHEET

V8.
Curtis T Johnson

‘AKA:
Race:
Do
Address:
City, State, Zip:
DL i “SID#
- In disposition of the zaid indictment comes now the Defendant who.was

T0:  Manslaneghter / Yoluntary mamlauzhter
Inviclation of § 16-03-DC5C ] “of the S C. Code ofL aws, bearing COR Code # 0217

[ NOM-VIOLENT IX] VIOLEN O SERIOUS m MOST SERIOUS [:I Mandatory GPS

. (CSC-wiminor 1% or Lewd Act) :
Laserlrduded Oﬁense. Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury, (defendants initials)
[ Recommendation by the Stata.

X CONVICTED OFor [] PLEADS

] §1.7-25-45 ’

The charge is - As indicted, ] >
The plea is: Without Negotiations or Recommendation, —] Negotiated Sentence,

ATTEST:

Soligter . SC Bar# Defendant ‘ Attorney for Defendant SC Bar#
WHEREFORE, the Defendant js committed tothe &4 State Department of Comectlons [[] County Detenticn Canter,

for a determinate term of dayslmonth LEarsior [:] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed ™ years
and/orto pay a fine of § : provided that Upon the senice of days/monthsAgars and or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as avplicable”; the balance is suspended with probation for
monthsiears and subp'act ta South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard condifions of probation, which are
incorporated by reference.

CONCURRENTor [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
The Defendant is to be given credit for time sarved pursuantto S.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculatéd and spplied by the State Department

of Corrections.
[] The Defendant is to be placad on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant o S.C. Code §17-25-135. |

Pursuant {o 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it Is unlawful for a parson convicted of 2 viokation of Section 16-25-20 or 1§-25-85. (Criminal
Domsestic Violence) toship, transport, peasess, or receive a fireanm or ammunition.

. SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
| RESTITUTION: [] Deferred [[] Def. Waives Hearing [[] Ordered PTUP
To lal.: $ plus 20% fee: $ . ' da-ys/hours Public Service Employmert
Payment Terms: : _ '  obtainGED  [J
] Set by SCDPPPS ) ) Attend Voc Rehab. Or Jab Comp.
- o May serve W/E beginning -
Redcipient: _ : . Substance Abuse Counseling | ]
*Fine: . ) 3 . Random Drug/Alcohol Testing ]
§14-1~:06 {Assessments 107 .5%) 3 Fine may be pd. in equal, corsecutive weekly/morth‘v
214-1111 (AX1)(Conv. Surchargs) $100 $ Zéfi pmts. of $ Beginning
§14-1-211 {AY2)(DUI Surcharge) $100 $ - ' & Paid to Public Defender Fund
§66-5-2995 (DUl Assa ssment) $12 3 -
§56-1-285 (DUI Breath Test) ' $25 & _ Other:
§47.12 (Public Deff/Prcb) . 3500 3
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding)’ . %25 5 A%
§14-1-213 {Drug Court Surcharge) $100 3
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ _
§gg-§-28932(J) (Vemde Assessment) 340fea S 3 Appointed PD or app ointed other counsal,
§° .7(SCCJA Surcharge) '35 3 ?; §47.12 requires $500 be o Clerk
3% to County (if pad in irstaliments) 3 during probation N
———— N

/ e ==
Clerk of Coun/peputy Clerk | ‘ A A Y & /8 74-sGdge Code: m7/.5?{7
] Ve —
Court Reparter: Sentence Date a/’ Z07 'Q»DWA‘??

SCCA/217 (06/2008) Vi N e’ '
' ATRUE COPY
[ Record on Appeal - Page- 1 o Ll3j T ;73"' e




e SN B e N

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
; F Lexington
g%”g Yor . 3 INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2007-GS-32-1474
VS.
Curtis T Johnson : i AW#  J053029
AKA: B N ) Date of Offense: 11/20/2006 _
Race: e Sex 4 . ) 8.C. Code §: Common Law -
DOB: 1 ) CDR Code #: 0013
Address: ) ,
City, State, Zip: ) e , ) SENTENCE SHEET
DL# T SID# N )
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [[J CONVICTED OF or [XI PLEADS
TO: It igh and aggravated pature ( ABHAN)
Inviolation of § Common Law of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0013
] NON-VIOLENT [] VIOLENT [l SERIOUS 1 MOST SERIOUS O Mandatory GPS - [J §17-2545

(CSC wiminor 1% or Lewd Act)
The charge is: [1 Asindicted, Lesser{nciuded Offense, [[7 Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (defendants initials)
Thepleais: [ ] Without Negotiations or Recommendation, [J] Negotiated Sentence, [7] Recommendation by the State.

ATTEST:

Solicior SC Bar # Defendant Attorney for Defendant SC Bar#
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is mitted to the te Department of Comrections [J Cou nty Detention Center,

for a determinate term of 4@ days/monthdﬁ%a [J underthe Youthful Offender Act not fo excead " years
and/or to pay a fine of § ~—— ; provided thatopon the service of S days/months/ears and or payment
of $ == . Plus costs and assessments as gpplicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for -

months/years and subject to South Caroling Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Senices standard conditions of probation, which are
incorporated by reference.

I3 CONCURRENT or [J CONSECUTIVE to sentence on- .
g‘]‘ The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuantto 8.C. Code §24-13-40 to be calculated and applied by the State Department

of Corrections,
[J The Defendant is to be placed on Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to 8.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, it is unlawful for 2 person convicted ofa violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal

Domestic Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a fireamm or ammunition.
SPECIAL CONDITIONS -

[ RESTITUTION: [] Deferred [T] Def. Waives Hearing [T] Ordered PTUP

Total: plus 20% fee: - $ . ' days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: — ' . Obtain GED [ .
[J setby scoppPPs : . Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp.
. May serve W/E beginning
Recipient: - Substance Abuse Counseling []
*Fine: ‘ . 5 Random Drug/Alcohol Testng [ .
§14-1-208 (Assessments 107 .5%) _$ _ Fine may be pd. In eqgual, consecutive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (A)(i)(Conv. Su charge) 3100 3 2 Z 22 pmts.of § - Beginning
§14-1-211 (A)2)(DUI Surcharge) : $100 3 $ : Paid to Public Defender Fund
§56-5-2995 (DUI Asse ssmenit) $12 3
§56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) : $25 3 Other:
§47.12 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $
§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $ S
§14-1-213 (Drug Court,Surcharge) $100 3 .
§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ .
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle‘Assessment) $40/ca 3 0 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§90.7 (SCCJA Surch arge) $5 $ 52 §47.12 requires $500 be paid to Cler
3% to County (if paid in installments) $ during probation. /
TOTAL ' 3 E ;a 2 . .
Presiging Judge e .
4
GNRACY Judge Code: t';;? é-—{_‘g (

Clerk of Court/De puty Clerk / p
A4

Court Reporter:

SCCA/217 (06/2009) ;@-}W Lo &U:mv\wig@%

senenceDae <=/ G O T o0, @
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IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLlNA

Le\:mgton : 2007-GS-32-1476

INDICTMENT/CASE#

COUNTY OF. :
AV J053031

STATE

vs. o o
A Cu}rﬂs_yT‘\JOth_én.: ‘Date of Offense” 11/20/2008

— e et e et S N B S e S

- TARAT S.C. Code§:  Common Law
Don CDRCode #0013 '

o et T g | SENTENCE SHEET

DLg : 3 :

In dIS positian of the said mdsctment comes riow the Defendant who was E CONVI CTED OF or '[] PLEADS

and Agpravated Natufe _

In vuolanon of § Common Law _ B - of he 5.C. Code ofL aws, be aring CDR Code # 0013 ) .

D NON-VIOLENT VIOLENT - . SERIOQUS -[X]. MOST SERIOUS [ Mandatory GF’S [j §17.-25-45
' ‘ o (CSC w/minor 1* or Lewd AQ)

Defendart Waives Presentment to Grand Jury, (deferr!an(s Initials)

The charge is: _Asindicted, | [§] Lesserincluded Offerse,
The plea Is: Without Negotiations or Recommendation, ' Negotiated Sentence, [] Recommendation by the State.
ATTEST: ]
“Sgiicter . SCBar# - Defendant- _ Attorney for Defendant . SC Bar#
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the 2 tate Dapartment of Correctlons [ County Detention Centar.
fora determinate erm of 'dastmonth fears4r  [] underthe Youthful Offander Act not to exceed ____ years
daysfmonths/ve ars and or payment

and/orlo pay a fine.of 3 ; provided that Upon the service of
: plus costs and assessment§as gppicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for

of §
months/vears and subgct o South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of probatlon which are
incarporated by reference.

CONCURRENT or [] CONSECUTIVE lo sentence on:
The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuantto S.C. Coda §24-13-40 to be calaulated and applied by the State Depanment

of Corrections.
] The Defendant is to be placad on Central Registry ofCth Abuse and Neglect pursuant to-S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuark to 18 U.S.C. Section 922, It is unlawful for a parson convictad of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Cr%mlnal

Domestic Vioience) toghip, transport. possgasa, or rsceiva a firearm or ammunmon
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

DRESTITUTnON [] pDefsred [] Def. Waives Hearing [ ] Ordered PTUP

Total 3 plus 20% ke 3 days/hours Public Servica Employment

Payment Terms: Obtain GED [

[} Setby SCOPPPS : 5 Attand Voc. Rehab. Or Job Carp.

Redipient: ' ' May serve W/E beginning
o Substance Abuse Counseiing ]

“Fine: ! : '

§14-1-206 (Assessments 107 5%) :________ Random Drug/Alcohol Testng [

§14-1-211 (A)1)(Canv. Surcharge) 5100 S0~ Fr:tzmo%bepd " equal, Comsecu e weekiy/menthy
§1‘j'1'21 1 _(A)(?}\DUI Surcharge) $100 S * ; — Beginning
 §56-5-2895 (DUI Asse ssment) . $12 3 — e ______ Paidto Public Defender Fund Fund
§56-1-286 (DU| Breath Test) 525 -

§47.12 (Public DetPrab) : $500 —;LL~—— Other:

§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) Ts25 . 3

$25 . 3 ‘e
§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 3 =10:00
222-212114 (BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
842(J) (Vi
co s (SCCS/& (Sui:;’d;g/:?sessment) 540/;2 : 5 5 [0  Appointed PD or apponted other counsel,
% to County (,c pal in | nstall m §47.12 requires
TOTAL menis) 3 during prc?bauonwoo be pai

Presiding Joags——<

}

Clerk of CcunPPputy Clerk m O
e / L— %) Judge Code: '<:? /,‘f'g

Court Reporter. :__R é_l\i‘y\"(\\ A\\{\I\Y\\Gf\ _  Sentence Dabs «q?é Lc7 pg

SCCAJ217 (06/2009)
fecord on Appeo\\ - Page. 3 of 43 A WUE CQPY
L 3¢ 3 0F43] AL

Tex, Co G.C.CE. 08 SFO,

—_|o

fJ




IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
. )
COUNTY OF Lexington ) _—
STATE O © ] INDICTMENT/CASE# 2007-G5-32-1475 -
V8. AT ) : _
.. -Curtis TAJohnsen ) A J053027 DR
AKA: ] -} - Dateof Ofense: 4/30/2007 —
Race: 2 ! S.C.Code §: - 16-23-0480
DOR- <) CDRCode# - 0549
Address: )
City, State, Zip:'§ ) SENTENCE SHEET
OL# P SID# I )
In dlsposmon of the said mdlclment comes. naw't ‘Defendant whowas [} CONVICTED OF or "[J PLEADS
TO: commlssron of a violent crime._. ' A
Inviolation of § - 16‘-23-04 : . - of he §.C * Code:6f Laws, bearing COR Code #0549 .
NON~VIOLEI\TT- ] l VIOL ENT [ I SER OUS E] MOST SERIOUS D Mandatory GPS ] §17-2545

As rﬁaicted . Laserlmluded Oﬁ’ense

The charge is .
Theplea.is: . Without Nagotiations or Recommendation, -
ATTEST:

(CSC w/minor 1™ or Lawd Act)

Defendarﬂ Walves Presentmernt to Grand Juy. . {¢efendarts initials)
Negotiated Sentence, -

[J Recommendation” by the State

Solidtor SC Bar #

WHER EFORE the Defendant is committed to the
fora deﬁermmate term of days/months/years or
andfor to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon tha service of

of §

—

inggrhorated by reference

. Defendarnt
g State Depariment of Comecticna
.0 underthe Youthful Offender Act not to exceed

Auarney for Defandant
[J Cbunty Detantion Center,

——

SC Bar#

years
days/monthsAears and or payment

—

< i plus oosts and assessments as ‘gppiicablé*; the balancs is- suspended with probation for
momhs/years and sub,ect o South Carolina Department of Probanon Parole and Pardon Services standard condmons of probation, which are

« o —

ONCURRENT or 2 CONSEGUTIVE o senterice ‘an:

- of Corrections.

X} The Defendant is to.be given credlt for hme served pursuantto S C. Code §24-13-40 tn ba calculated and applied by the State Depariment

1 The Deﬁendant is to be placed on Centrai Registry of Child Abuse.and Neglect pursuant tn S.C. Code §17-25-135.

Pursuznt ta 16 U.5.C. Section 922, it is unlawiful for a person convicted of a vislation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence) to ship, transport, possess, or recelva & firearm or ammuniticn. :

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[J RESTITUTION: [] Deferred [] Dof. Walves Hearing [J Ordersd

Total: §

PTUP

dayyhours Public Service Employmert

plus 20% fee: ¥

© Payment Terms:

Obtain GED D

(] setby scoppgs

Attend Voc. Rehab. Or Job Corp

May serve W/‘E beginning

Substance Abuse Counseling ] I

Redpient.

*Fine: $ Random Drug/Aicohol Testing 7]

§14-1-206 (Assessmenfs 107 .5%) ) 3 - - Fine may be pd. In equal, corsecitive weekly/monthly
§14-1-211 (2)(1)(Conv. Surharge) 3100 $ ZE ) pmts. of & Beginning

§14-1-211 (A)(Z)[DUI Surcharge) 3100 3 $ Paid to Public Defender Fund®
§56-5-2205 (Il .ﬂsse sément) $12 3 ’

§56-1-286 (DU Breath Test) 325 3 Other:

§47.12 (Public Def/Prob) 8500 3 .

§14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 [ e ¥

§14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $100 5

§50-21-114 (BUI Breath Test Fes) $50 3 :

§56-5-2942(J) (Vehide Assessment) $d40/ea $ [ Appointed PD or appanted other counssl,

§90.7 (SCCJUA Surcharge) %5 3 §47.12 requires $500 be paid tb Clerls

3% to County (if paid in irstaliments) $ durirg probation. ~

TOTAL _ iﬁ

Y.

Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk

3 2 7.
ﬂ 7 %’ Presiding Ju

(A4 s S /

2 Code:

e

SenEnce Date O: / /C w/_——@f

Court Repcr‘.er:

o

. SCCA/217 {06/2009)
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11:15:13 Thursday, December 28, 2023

CMTI200D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 12/28/23
OMCOMITA CONVICTION INQUIRY

SCDC #: 337543 YOA NONCONFORM SENT: CURR LOC: ALLENDAL
JOHNSON, CURTIS T NONCONFORM SENT: N RTRN TO COURT: N

OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
CONVICTION NUM: S00002 1INDICT NUM: 07-GS-321473 WARRANT NUM: J053026

DATE SENTENCED,..: 10/21/2009 JUDGE LAST..: STILWELL FI: R

STATUTE: 16-03-0050 CDR CODE.: 0217 GPS IND: N

OFFENSE: 0919 VOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER OFFENSE DATE: 11/20/2006
CHARACT: F' FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 01 OFFENSE CNTY: 32 LEXINGTON
PLEA...: N: NOT GUILTY . : TYPE OF COURT....: 01 GENERAL SESSIO
TYPE SENTENCE... : 8 ADULT-STRAIGHT . SCDC JURIS DATE..: 11/20/2006

TOTAL SENTENCE...: 030 00 000 MAND SERV REQMT..: 025 06 000

INCARC SENTENCE..: 030 00 000 PAROLE FACTOR....: 2 1/3 SENT. REQ.
PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 000 . PAROLE SERV REQMT: 999 99 999

HIP SENT......... : 000 00 000 HAYES CRED: 00000
RESTITUTION REQMT: W AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: 00000 EXTRA CRED: 00000
CONVICTION STATUS: AC ACTIVE SENT START DATE: 11/20/2006 DOM.IND:
CONSECUTIVE IND..: ¥ SPOUSE ABUSE: ' STATUTE CLASS: VIOLENT
DNA OFFENSE IND..: ¥ EEC ELIG: ¥ DEATH UTERO: SCDC CLASS...: VIOLENT
SEX REG: N' PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: L MILES DATE: 11/24/20
NO PAROLE: NO PAROLE CREATED BY.: H ROGERS DATE: 10/23/09

PFB-NEXT CONVICTION PF9-DETAIN PF4-RESTITUTION PAID(FA ONLY)

,Eﬁecoﬁ;} 0‘6 Appe,q‘ "Paije _T)',-F L/_?j



11:15:08 Thursday, December 28, 2023

CMTI200D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 12/28/23
OMCOMITA CONVICTION INQUIRY

SCDC #: 337543 YOA NONCONFORM SENT: CURR LOC: ALLENDAL
JOHNSON, CURTIS T NONCONFORM SENT: N RTRN TO COURT: N

OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT~STRAIGHT SENTENCE
CONVICTION NUM: S00003 INDICT NUM: 07-GS-321474 WARRANT NUM: J053029+

DATE SENTENCED..: 10/21/2009 JUDGE LAST..: STILWELL FI: R

STATUTE: COMMON LAW ' CDR CODE.: 0013 GPS IND: N

OFFENSE: 1317 ASSL&BATTERY-HIGHSAGG NAT OFFENSE DATE: 11/20/2006

CHARACT: F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 02 OFFENSE CNTY: 32 LEXINGTON
PLEA...: G GUILTY ' TYPE OF COURT....: 01 GENERAL SESSTO

TYPE SENTENCE... : 8§ ADULT-STRAIGHT - SCDC JURIS DATE..: 11/20/2006

TOTAL SENTENCE...: 010 00 000 MAND SERV REQMT..: 000 00 000

INCARC SENTENCE..: 010 00 000 PAROLE FACTOR....: 1 1/4 SENT. REQ.
PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 000 PAROLE SERV REQMT: 000 00 000 .

HIP SENT.........: 000 00 000 HAYES CRED: 00000

RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: 00000 EXTRA CRED: 00000

CONVICTION STATUS: AC  ACTIVE SENT START DATE: 11/20/2006 DOM.IND: Y

CONSECUTIVE IND..: ¥ SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE CLASS: NON-VIOLENT

DNA OFFENSE IND..: ¥ EEC ELIG: Y DEATH UTERO: SCDC CLASS...: NON-VIOLENT

SEX REG: N: PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: L MILES DATE: 11/24/20

NO PAROLE: NOT APPLIC CREATED BY.: H ROGERS DATE: 10/23/09
PF8-NEXT CONVICTION PF9-DETAIN PF4~-RESTITUTION PAID(FA ONLY)

[@ecorJ‘On Appg&\ - fage G ot ’4?3



11:15:16 Thursday, December 28, 2023

SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
CONVICTION INQUIRY
YOA NONCONFORM SENT:
NONCONFORM SENT: N

CMTI200D

OMCOMITA

SCDC #: 337543
JOHNSON, CURTIS T
CFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

CONVICTION NUM: S00001 INDICT NUM: 07-GS-32147S
DATE SENTENCED..: 10/21/2009 JUDGE LAST..: STILWELL
STATUTE: 16-23-0490 CDR CODE.: 0549 GPS IND: N
OFFENSE: 5221 FIREARMS PROVISION

WARRANT NUM

12/28/23

CURR LOC: ALLENDAL

RTRN TO COURT: N

¢ JO53027+
FI: R

OFFENSE DATE: 04/30/2007

LEXINGTON

GENERAL SESSIO

/21/2009
1/4 SENT. REQ.
YES CRED: 00000

TRA CRED: 00000
0/2006 DOM.IND:

CHARACT: F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 02 OFFENSE CNTY: 32

PLEA...: N NOT GUILTY ' TYPE OF COURT....: 01

TYPE SENTENCE... : S8 ADULT-STRAIGHT SCDC JURIS DATE..: 10

TOTAL SENTENCE...: 005 00 000 MAND SERV REQMT..: 005 00 000,
INCARC SENTENCE..: 005 00 000 PAROLE FACTOR....: 1

PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 .000 PAROLE SERV REQMT: 000 00 000
HIP SENT........ .: 000 00 000 HA
RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: 01066  EX
CONVICTION STATUS: AC  ACTIVE -SENT START DATE: 11/2
CONSECUTIVE IND..: N  SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE C

EEC ELIG: Y DEATH UTERO: SCDC CLAS
LAST UPDATE: L MILES

CREATED BY.: H ROGERS

DNA OFFENSE IND..: ¥
SEX REG: N. PRED OFF: N
NO PAROLE:. NOT APPLIC

PF8~NEXT CONVICTION PF9~-DETAIN

LASS: NON-VIOLENT
S...: NON-VIOLENT
DATE: 11/24/20
DATE: 10/23/09

PFr4~RESTITUTION PRID(FA ONLY)



Today's Date: 7/5/2023 9:46

game: JOHNSON, CURTIS T
Booking #: 337543

Permanent #; 337643

Reference#: = 23.03155785

Date Requested:  06/26/23 07:58
Request Type: Classification

Flequested By:. Kiosk

ONLY TO THE AGGREGATE OF MY CONSECUTIVE SENTENCE, UNLESS | PROVIDE LEGAL

MAXOUT DATE, AS MANDATED BY STATUTE 24-13-40 AND MY SENTENCING SHEETS. BY

CONST. AMEND, 14,1.AND S.C. CONST. ART. 1.3,

Request Detalls:  THIS COMES TO GET A DOCUMENTED RESPONSE ON RECORD FOR FURTHER LITIGATION. ! TALKED
WITH CLASSIFICATION ON JUNE 21, PERTAINING TO MY REQUEST THAT MY JAIL TIME SERVED CREDIT
SHOULD HAVE BEEN DEDUCTED FROM EACH OF MY 'SENTENCES AND NOT JUST THE AGGREGATE OF
MY CONSECUTIVE SENTENCES. | WAS TOLD THAT MY TIME SERVED GCREDIT WILL REMAIN APPLIED |

DOCUMENTATION TO SUPPORT THAT MY TIME SERVED CREDIT SHOULD HAVE BEEN DEDUCTED FROM
EAGH SENTENCE AND THAT MY CURRENT MAXOUT DATE IS A MISCALCULATION. CLASSIFICATION IS IN
ERROR AND MY TIME SERVED CREDIT SHOULD HAVE BEEN DEDUCTED FROM EACH OF MY SENTENCES
PURSUANT TO [1) ALL MY SENTENCING SHEETS SAY I'M TO RECEIVE TIME SERVED FOR EACH
SENTENCE .[2]STATUTE 24-13-40 MAKES [T MANDATORY THAT | RECEIVE TIME SERVED FOR ALL MY
SENTENCES UNLESS TWO EXCEPTIONS EXIST, EITHER (1) THE PRISONER WAS AN ESCAPEE OR (2) THE
PRISONER WAS SERVING A SENTENCE ON A DIFFERENT OFFENSE.(NEITHER OF THESE TWO
EXCEPTIONS APPLIES TO MY SENTENCES.) [3) IN THE CASE MASSEY V. SCDC, 2021 WL 1997295, SCOC
APPLIED MASSEY'S TIME SERVED CREDIT TO ALL HIS CONSECUTIVE SENTENCES.| REQUEST THAT
CLASSIFICATION DEDUCT MY TIME SERVED CREDIT FROM ALL OF MY SENTENCES AND CORRECT MY

CLASSIFICATION NOT DEDUCTING MY TIME SERVED CREDIT FROM EACH OF MY SENTENCES AND NOT
CORRECTING MY MAXOUT DATE CLASSIFICATION IS VIOLATING MY DUE PROCESS RIGHTS (OF LIBERTY
INTEREST) AND VIOLATING MY RIGHTS TO EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS PURSUANT TO U.S.

Disposition; Complete
Dtflcer: .
isposition Date:  06/27/23 10:47
Request Responses
Date Author Note
08127723 10:50 c088064 - Documaents are reguired for any calulallon adjusiments.

.
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

STER Db 951357

INMATE NAME:

OFFI§'USE ONLY
SCDC NUMBER: 3372543 %;ff:‘“ge No =L -CIfh:
INSTITUTION: _Alfendafe ¢. T, | 29 1 Polley
Housmcj UNIT: _E3 fon AY6nn . Clase eICL
WORK ASSIGNMENT: _Dorm ©orke"WARDIN'S ARz a |Date Received 7

7 IGC Initials

STATEMENT OF GRIEVANCE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the gricvance is a challenge to SCDC Policy, specify
which policy. Include supporting documentation and attach answered RTSM or Kinsk reference number.)

Thes 3(“¢ng¢¢. ComesS pn’fu-‘m“j Fo Kiesk pvinber 23703155145, T kiked wivh classificohiin on
Ivme 21, pertaining +o my Yequest *hat my jail fime geeved credie shootd have deen Sedvci-ed from
cach oF my .fm-i::ncz: and ned Susd Fhe wgoregute of MY consRenve seatences, L WAy
bold Hat my time sepved eredit will remain applied anly +o Fhe aygrejate of my consecrnve
Sentences unless £ provicde /t9a] documentution o Sopperd Shat my fiemes served credls
{Awi«l have- been deducted £ ecch of my Sendeacess Ay fime served cred shevld have
been dedvcded Fram cach of my sentences pocsvant te WAy My Sentene'ng shects Say T
+4 recelve fime served for eoch SeatencesC2) tatvie R4-43- Yo ma kes 1 mandadzr Y it
Z reecive fime served fur all my Sentences ualess te exceptlens exit, elther
L‘l;ﬁ!ﬂu& PrisSonel as an eSCapee. oF £2.] Vhe pritener Was .s-rr‘-/u‘n} a seatence o a
different offense. CWether of Hese Hive CHCEPIENS applils Fo Y Seavencess )
(3.)_{.’;« fhe Case. Massey Vi Seoth Cavelina Depiy o f celty, Ac ] WL 19977298, scde
apelicd ._Mq-f-fc,y-f Hme served exedit Ao all AlS consecutive Sentences, 8 cr"e.ﬁriﬁ‘cﬁh’.n
net dedveting my HAaie Served credit Fom each of my senfences ond fot Correc)
MY Makout date, Classification [s Viclating my Bve pfecess Aiyids (of liberty interexsy
and violuting my riyhis In Equal Protection of #he-Laws porsvent fo Viss CoastsAmend

141 and 5.¢C. Const. Art, ) 3.

Lot 7 Jolhonrs 6/ p0s3

Grievant Signature Date

ACTION REQUESTED: x Vequest Hat my #ime served cm;",é be dedvcted From all o m
SENFEACES and my maxovt date bo colbectodsns mandated by Statrte b =13~ 4o and 5\/

_genfencf'y Sheets.

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: [X] PROCESSED [] UNPROCESSED [] OTHER

This grievance has been processed, Please see the Warden’s Decision (decision) on the

reverse side. '

IGC Bignature Date

SCDC 10-5 (Rev. Oc;lobcr ?‘:(jllozl;] Egeeord 6 ?\”VAPPMT; -P &g e q 0;F ngj




[ s

EVANCE #ACI-0185-23
JOHNSON, CURTIS #337543 GRI.

Inmate Johnson:

1 have reviewed your grievance. You stated, “Portaining to Kiosk #23-031 55785,f I talk;:t;v;:hes Cﬁfx‘:‘: &:
June 21, about my jailtime served credit should have been Qeducted from eaf;h o'l lmy ] et outy 1o the
re a)toiof my consecutive sentences. I was told my time served cm.dxt will rem x:ip e o
;gg gate‘of my consecutive sentences unless I provide logal documentation to support :n()i’at ;nbe orved eredr
Rgégqr:est my time served credit be deducted from all of my sentences and my .r;'laxt?un e oo was
mandated by Statute 24-13-40 and my sentencing sheets.” -Ms. S. Krebs, Classificatio o Manzy e, wes
contacted, She stated you were given your Release Calculation Sheet in June, It mat?h'izd y;:it'xz P f;; oo maont
date and your jailtime credit went on Sentence #1. Sentence's #2 and #3 had your Jale :tre it in
You are receiving credit on all three convictions and your prajected maxout date is correct.

Therefore, your grievance is denied.

i i tep 2
If you disagree with this Warden’s Decision (Decision), you may ﬁ'le an f;;?peal by mtqplet;g ;Ci%?ijvagce
Inmate Grievance Form 10-5A, provided to you while serving you this Decxslon,’and p!a?lng in
Box at your local correctional institution within five (5) days of your recsipt of this Decision.

Wy

Warden Signature’ ) Date

O I accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed.

&/E do not accept the Warden's decislon and wish fo appeasl,

Curdis | 7:\4“?/* nsen |
Gk T e /723

Grievant Signature ‘ Date

/
¥ 4

. Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP | GRIEVANCE. FORM

1. An informal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1 by sendin at t to Staf]

Mempber (RTSM) form or Kiosk reference number to the appropriate supervisor. A copy of the answered
RTSM must be attached to the grievance when the grievance is filed.

2, Complete each section tn its entirety writing only in the space provided for inmate use. No additiona} pages
will be permitted,

Only one (1) issue I3 to be addressed on each form.

4. Submit the completed form by placing it in the Grievance Box at your institution Wlthin eight (8) working
days of the date on the RTSM response; policy grievances can be filed at any time. Disciplinary and

Classification Review appeals must be submitted within five (5) working days of the hearing/review. Do not
write in the space provided for the Warden's response. .

5. If you are not satisfled with the Warden's deci
within five (5) days of yeur recelpt of the
Grievance Box at your institution,

sfon, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible officlal
Warden's decision, by placing your Step 2 appesl form in the

[Record on Appenl|-page 100F H3T



y} t x [y ﬁ
%f‘ CEl i %ou*ru CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
R ) 073 INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

STEP 2 Office Use Only

nRA HEVANCE .
NMATE GRIZVAN ! Grievance No. AZ\IH/MZ»;‘

INVATE NAME: Curds S 7 Sohnson Code: Seem
D

SCDC NUMBER: _ 33 75 43 . / %Eg‘j%gg %/EJ -‘

[¥ 4 ) A

Disc. Hear, /.
C ;::s Wiﬁ/lz

PREA

INSTITUTION: /4 ” eno’ a, le Cu I ‘Jm e Dat¢ Received: %@"

..... IGC Inttials:

HOUSING UNIT:_F 3/ Ha'm,n ton - AYE Date Received: 149D

IGA lattials:
WORK ASSIGNMENT.__Dorm  W/ork er WARDEN'S A%‘%ﬁ | —)
§

INMATE'S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): do not accep+ ,+
Zm apoealing Fhe Wardens decision Mm{; +atked 7o Ms. S.Krebs

The tssve $hat T had en m 5-/-@,, §9rievance a
th;lﬁuca-h:n case Mana cr wWas 'Zﬁm-}- my\j sl me. served a:_edr-#- iA;;[J
have been deducted f’r; each oF m¥y Sentences and netT yvs e

ag re ‘go«-hz, of my Con.s eco-r.w; Sentences tha Ia,hh,ff.f-'grzcul;m n";;u:

ardenls o eCiston S Ia efr‘a(’" ecavse
,Jqs Fime Credid was ned agps —/é all MV%L e )’ conVie
.fenJ-mce,ranJ } quw#— dq—fg«a.r Wfon v ,n; Jm/ fime. cfed: Wq: qp/h&df’b

entence, Which lq:/c M Credidt e, an/

regadt aHy m
: y e -ér

&%ﬁi"‘z "54‘{/ b sertence iy ALy e 4 ALSTT an d
S0 Cs Con5+. Ars 3. Grievant Signature -f%f %'_/j__, Date g .1( 22@

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

I have reviewed your concern. In your grievance you state you spoke with Classification about your jail time credits that you say
shouid have been deducted from each of your sentences and not just the aggregate of your consecutive sentences. You request that
your credits be deducted from all of your sentences and that your max-out date be corrected as mandated by statute 24-13-40 and
your sentencing sheets. Per Ms. Krebs, Classification Case Manager, you were given a release calculation sheet in June 2023, and it
matched your projected max-out date. It was also explained that your jail time credit was applied 1o sentence #1. Sentences #2 and
#3 jail time credits were applied in your Juris date, and you have received credit on alt 3 convictions. Your projected max out date
of May 13, 2037,-is corréct. You have not shown that SCDC staff have failed to perform their job duties properly. .

Therefore, your grievance is denied..

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the Admmlslrauve Law Court. In order to appeal, you
nyst fifl out the attached Notice of Appeal Form and submil it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt.

“

w227

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal prockss of the Inmate Grievance Procedure. |
hereby acknowledge receipt of the official's response and understand this is the Agency's final response to this matier.

Responsible Official Signature

Gnevant S:gnature Datte I'G'.C'V"S-i'ghéjture T hae

_(SEE_ RE\'ERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

[ Record on Appeal- Page Ilof 43]
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STATE 0F SouTH CARGLINA
IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW

APPEAL of THE FINAL AGENCY DECTsTeN FROM THE SovTH
CAROLTIMA DEPARTMENT of ColRecTIONS |

| Cé\fﬂ, /\/n)ml;e_;f‘ - 23(: 03 515- :_ .

Cortis  Tohnson,# 337543, - Appellant,

Sc DOCj ' | ReSpm'\cjc{n-f«_;

oRIc_e,INAL BRIEF oF APPELLANT

‘ Cm‘ih'g 7. Scirm;’c?l'. 339593
/;[/t'-ﬂdq /E C—"It- F?//:/::n'lpfc‘:ﬂ Al/é‘
10577 Revpfvhionary Trail

Faar‘ﬁng o 25827

o ~-Se  Apoellent
e /ﬁﬁ/ _

I
[[Rece rd on Appeal*%\ge 12 of ‘—|3]



STATEMENT ofF I SSUE oN_A4 FPEAL

The Sou+th quolnAn Dcherem-i* of Correchions (scpc) Feiled ‘f‘
prep .rh/ apply my ail Hme credit 4o beoth of my consecuive

;:mkem‘-es PUrseant fo;m Su“\-l'ﬂnum Sheets; stgyde 2413~ do,
' Compydation m" Frme SGKVZ r,;one. s, end Mo_\fgy V. SeurA
Cavuline Dep'd of Car‘r; gng] WL 1997265. 8 % Fhe crédit being |
clpphed +o the o9 89611-'&? of My senteaces, the credit s c»myq/ ,QJ
o, the +irs+ ,u njr(,na, and na-{ .43;\7% cmwfdfwe, Sedatences. scDC 15
V)U/c"hi’l )/ Je Pr‘ad@Sf K’) /(-,L_j (cf‘ /IA?I"—/’)/ fn.}g[“‘)‘s_fj and VID/C’-{—YLC’
my ;”/311{.5 +e &7.)(11 Profectfon of the [alvs Fghts of e ., J
ConstiAmend- 1Y and S-C. Const-Art 3. T requesy fHod m /-{vmr

serivEd Credit b gy ied e Lot cFm/v cmscw%,w 3en h.w o5 and «A/'
.maX ouf debe he carr’euh-d- :

| a |
[R@COFA on Apfpe&\f Paj&l.?o'F L{?j



STATEMENT 0F THE CASE

Cl'c'.ssfif.-"c,c-;t'.”c|\' chout by ot

i

on June 2], 2023 Appellant jntotmally daiked e sepc
( v’i":,“‘/\f. St?'(‘wé'.ol Cr&’,dl‘{-\ )(?H\C“ q[-”pi,.'é?d *(:;7. bo.i-lj‘ o‘F

his tewnsecviive XendeXees, Sede Classificedion demed  Appellant
requeEsf. on June 26, 263, Appellfxn.}— Formall Crede o Klask e
(KiosK Reference # 93-03/559¢5) f Scpe dlassifiradion peiria .'"m"‘j o
ne re?ce&hnﬁ his ald Hime served « recl'x"-/’,ée, zzi"ﬂh'éal 4% deth his cilseevivie
Sentences. oA Sund 27, 2ed3, SEDC clessificapion responded, ¥ Docoments
at required For any alcufapqbn adjusimendst) fo Appellents congecviive
Senrences . Oa  Tude 27,2037, Agp cllapt Filed fis" step 4 grievanc.e.
ea Svly 6; %023, 4he waiden éF Allendale € L. denied Appeilants
Step L g levande. on Suiy 95 2€33, App cllat Fied fis Srep 3 grre Varices
cn SeptEmber 1, Qe A3, -4he Respensible Ofhcial denied Appe ! (aitfs
Step 4 gieVance On september 26,2023, 4’3/16”‘1“‘#5“&”’”&3 WA
his #epi5-tice. of Appeal ferm o #he Adminiséretive Law Coory clerk of
CCU]’!{;, 6‘.?;'\0' te ‘Hﬂ' OFF’.:C-E Df G]th?l’q{ Ca:'dl’l_s'i’[c!‘/‘ Fhe D?Pﬁ."r";ﬂi'.n aTC Ccﬁ?;c‘-f‘wﬂs.
on october 3; 2023 +4he AdMiniSHablye Law LoVt clerk of Courg, #ifed
Appellant’s “aetiee o Appeal ferm) in $heir oFfice, Oa cctober 26/ 043,
.f"kﬁl;,f'ﬁ‘,»wmé/e. /'zcxlpb R,‘,\j Am‘t’rTSo.n/Jﬂ; /-3¢ "‘—‘-"lé’h(f_d fo Aﬂ,ﬂ,?/'/m‘a#f cove.
On December 28, 2023 7SChe Filed ths Ygecord’on Appeall dppeileat
Ao Submiks WS ¢ m’zj"ﬂnal Arief. Y / .

3
[ﬂecor’é on Appea\f- Paﬁe |4 of 1/3_]



_ARGUMENE L}/V\.CNT/

errec hans €sepe) ﬁ\./ed te Frep w’/ |
1

Cm sfines Depaiys —nm'/‘ of
—/4.418 Selrvee

ﬁ\&- Sew'l'h
fly my a‘“.m@ credit fo both
-f[‘ 4,”\/56.1'I'€'\L-ﬂj shee+_€/f~h\ru+a a4 iz~ 4o Campd/*a%:a.q e,f
by pHiseNErs cuid Messéy V. South Cevabing Deptt of Corit =) fZ‘O R WL
q 245 B Fhe chchf bE:ho "Lﬂf"jled +o  FhE 49 aiCeete  ©
;’e?ﬂ?*?f\cé‘ﬁs} +he credit 13 0:11)/ apphed +v /’/le £ #Jz/ffenae rmc)i/ Aot
cotive Sentencel my bue Frecess Ri'chts

K. SCHC S Vzo/af'mﬂ 1%
5 /5 6 veal Protection of

beth consec
(e /lbn- fntert est) and violabin my t e bt
he [ews§ i riahbs 045 'I"/w v, s C(??nj-f-g Am §1d |4 and S' oy C—on_{f, /ér+,t~ -
= ""{"-L.vr %tm; myj,cl Fime seirved crz bt ayf ed o ,,mm 0 M}/
censecvhve _sen encc-f ovig ‘“")’ Aok ouf doy‘e év Ce i (-m

he Seuth Coreling thac\,fpmzn-i— ef Ceo F)"i(.-/"a/}.s' Csede) erred

when ./zﬁ\.le.a +o properly appl /Ipfwlcmb'd,m/ Fme Seryed c,r’mnf

to both of his CerSECuTive ijﬁ-féﬂc.&?-s P\hqfuqnv}’ to o Stutuite R4~ i3
elliants Jea Fencing Jhe (’f;_f

Computeti
ana7quscy’ v, Sevith (2 poct s,
[aq9 S, 3y scDC epplying Hhe cr’? /-/~ only +e Fhe a grega e o prel
S(m-hncer le cfed,{);;} n7 —I'Z the oirse .rej'l—fenc e and
net  feotl cc.xjecu;».ve r’#‘*encef S pre; Jd‘“’ /L" *’Zﬂﬂ‘f‘ 4 €cadse,
A)ra(’uﬂw}’s ~/~,M( 59{’1/((} credits? i net a ,/3 to afl Al Jh”f“‘ﬂug
s mafoup’date. w5 meerrect and Ap cliant hes +o Ferde seie Friag
Ac u the ow n}/; Wy s<dc iy V/o/o-hnj ﬂppelicmﬁr pue APrecess /é’ij +y
/'bcf%y inferest), and wv a-Fin ellan—ki“ hts o Ecveal Phtection
-F +he /ow’; Flehts o 3/1€ jU,S Consts A,aqengj/ and sic. const
Ar‘h‘ 113' FIM’ /0,(4« "(’7’»&?.5)" /IC’-P /ns’dm -/ me J(’fl/t—‘cl are uL de
fbpl.ecl +& be oF/r consecufive Jeatences and WS Max sy clc’h’
LQ corvecteds /H~h’u.djh +he. intend of %e Jvdge ’s confreiliing 1 defermnung
whe- Hher Sendences YA c..n.vrfcn-ﬂ .,r CeSes u-hv-?{ s Clombiquity er dculvf;s iela adive
of e becused W Stote V. Decncelis) f,i;3 l
NS,

valind D me’}'men/* o

e a seavence shevid be rescived ShFavel”
5. € ad Goty909 (IH‘IU,M' +e_Vi Emguj Q43 5,6, 2d §0,§6€ CAcl3) CJf"‘*"U
Cons+ive acaindt the St 1‘?_)/ .
HHie
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Curtis T. Johnson, #337543 , ) Docket No.: 23-ALJ-04-0395-AP
) Grievance No.: ACI 185-23
Appellant, . ) ‘ :
) RESPONDENT’S BRIEF
V. ) ,
_ ) Honorable Ralph King Anderson, 111
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) -
)
Respondent. )
)
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the Administrative Law Court (“ALC”) pursuant to the appeal
of 5Curtis T. Johnson (“Appellant”), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of
Cofrections (“SCDC”). Appellant filed a Step One Grievance on June 27, 2023, claiming
his jail time credit was not being properly applied. This grievance was investigated and
denied on July 6, 202,3.. Appellant filed a Step Two Grievance on July 9, 2023. This
grievance was investigated and denied .on September 12, 2023. Appellant subsequently
filed his Notice of Appeal. |

JURISDICTION

". The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of
the{South Carolipa Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 SC 354, 527 S.E.2d 742
(2000). When reviewing SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievénce matters, the ALC sits in
an appellate cabacity. Id. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Recently the South Carolina Supreme
Coilrt clarified the Administrative Law Court’s jurisdiction as:

[t}hat the ALC has subject matter jurisdiction over inmate grievance
appeals that have been properly filed. (internal citations omitted) . . ..
[hjowever, the ALC is not required to hold a hearing in every matter and

1
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may summarily dismiss an inmates grievance if it does not implicate a
state-created liberty, or property interest sufficient to trigger procedural
due process guarantees. The ALC may not grant an inmate relief from an
erroneous administrative decision by SCDC, however, unless the inmate
demonstrates the error deprived him of due process... (internal citations-
omitted) -

Allen vs. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170.-71, 886 S.E.2d 671, 674 (2023).
“The requirement of procedural due process apply only to the deprivation of interests
encompassed by the Fourteenth Amendment’s protection of liberty and property.” Al-
Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 369, 527 S.E.2d at 750 (quoting Board of Regents of State Colleges.
v. Roth, 408 U.S. 564, 569, 92 S.Ct. 2701, 2705 (1972)).

Appellant alleges his sentence is improperly calculated; therefore, jurisdiction is
proper in this Court.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

A reviewing court will not disturb findings of an administrative agency if its
findings are supported By substantial evidence on record as a Whole. Pearson v. JPS
Converter & Industry Corp.., 327S.C. 3_.93,.489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App. 1997). “Substantia_l |
evidence” is evidence which, considering record as a whole, would allow a reasonable
mind Fo reach the conclusion reached by the administrative agency. Hendley v. S.C. State
Budge.t & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d 159 (Ct. App. 1996). The possibility of
drawing two iﬁconsistent conclusions ;;?\‘\Ifrom the evidence does not prevent an
adm.inistrative agency’s finding from beiné;j supported by substantial evidence. Grant v.
S.C. Coﬁstal Council, 319 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388 (1995). Administrative agencies are
afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as shown in the deferential standard of
appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Public Sve. Comm’n of S.C., 332 S.C. 20,
503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).

2
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ARGUMENT

I; THE FINAL AGENCY DECISION SHOULD BE AFFIRMED BECAUSE
APPELLANT’S J AIL TIME CREDIT HAS BEEN PROPERLY APPLIED.

On October 21, 2009, Api)ellant was convicted and sentenced to four crimes. Rec. '
pp. 6-12. Appellant was convicted of two separate indictments for assault and battery of a
high and aggravated nature (*“ABHAN”) (indictments 2007-GS-32-1474 and 2007-GS-
32-1476) and sentenced to ten-years incarceration; Rec. pp. 6-7, & 12. Appellant was
convicted of voluntary manslaughter and sentenced to thirty-years incarceration. Rec. pp.
8-9. And lastly, Appellant was convicted of possession of weapon during the commission
of a violent crime and sentenced to five-years incarceration. Rec. pp. 10-11. Appellent’s
septencing sheet for possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent crime is -
the only sentence marked as a consecutive sentence. Rec. p. 11.

Pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-40, Appellant is entitled to any pre-det'ention
jail time he served. (“In every case in computing the time served by a prisoner, full credit
aéainst the sentence must be given for time served prior to trial and sentencing[.]”),.
SCDC must adhere o an unambigueus 'sentencing sheet. Tant v. S. Carolina Dep'i of
Corr., 408 S.C. 334,759 S.E.2d 398 (2014), reh'g denied (July 10, 2014).

| By its very_nature, a consecutive sentence cannot begin until the sentence that it 1s

consecutlve to'is complete. See State v. Richardson, 295 N.C. 309, 319, 245 S.E.2d 754,

'761 (1978); see also Major vs. S.C. Dept. of PPP., 384 S.C. 457, 682 S.E.2d 795 (2009).

When a defendant receives consecutive sentences, all sentences are considered one
aggregate sentence for the purpose of providing jail time credit. See Richardson, 295
N.C. at 319, 245 S.E.2d at 761. Jail time credit is counted once toward the string of
sentences. See Id. Appellant’s sentencing sheet for possession of a weapon during the

3
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comnxission of a violent crime is the only sentence marked as a consecutive sentence.
Rec. p. 11. Jail time credit is applied at the beginning of the string of sentences.

Because Appellant’s sentence is consecutive, Appellant is serving a thirty-five-
year sentence. This is due to the contrbllihg sentences which, are possession of a V\}eapc')n
during the cqmmission'of a violent crime and voluntary manslaughter. Rec. pp. 6-12. The
Two ABHAN convictions are running concurrently to the voluntary manslaughter charge
and are therefore subsumed by the charge. Appellant was arrested and in custody on
Novémber 20, 2006. Rec. p. 13. As shown on Appellant’s Release Date Screen and
Maxout Date Calculation Worksheet, his jail time has been applied by adjusting the
se;ntence start date to-November 20, 2006. Rec. pp. 14-15. The same jail time cannot be
applied a second ti‘rne to the convictions for voluntary manslaughter and ABHAN.!

Therefore the thirty-five-year sentence start date begins to run from Novemb'e_:r 20,
2006. Rec. pp. 14-15. The five-years for possession of a weapon during the commission
of a violent crime runs ﬁrst because it is a day-for-day sentence. Réc. p. 14; see also S.C.
Code Ann. § 16-23-490 (C). Five years from Novemberv20, 2006, ends on or aboF}t'
Ncl)\'/ember 20,.201 1. Rec. p. 15. Once.the first conviction is completed, the thirty-year
vdlur;tary manslaughter conviction begins to run. Rec. p. 16.

Voluntary manslaughter is a no-parole offense and therefore Appellant must serve
eié_hty-five perc.ent of the sentence. See S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-150 (A); see also S.C.

Code Ann. § 24—13-100 (identifying class A felonies as “no parole offenses”); see also

! If Appellant’s jail time credit were also applied again to his convictions for voluntary
manslaughter and ABHAN, it would result in a windfall as Appellant only served the jail
time once, but would receive credit for it twice.

' 4
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S.C. Code Ann. § 16-1-90 (A) (identifying the offense of voluntary manslaughter as a
clas; A felony).

Eighty.five percent of thirty-years is twenty-five years and six-months. Rec. p. 16.
Twenty-five years and six-months from November 20, 201 1, makes Appellant;s _
projected max—out date to be on or about May 13, 2037. Rec. pp. 14 & 16. Appellant’s
sentence is properly calculated by SCDC. .

Appellant has not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly
calculating his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests its decision denying
appei,llant’s Step Two Grievance be upheld. See Rec. p. 1.

i
i

II. RESPONDENT’S FINAL DECISION SHOULD BE AFFIRMED BECAUSE

IT IS SUPPORTED BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE.

The record -conclusively establishes that the “substantial evidence on the \yhole
record” supports the Department’s final agency decision. Appellant has the burden of
proving that the decision of the Deparfment is clearly erroneous; or arbitréry or
capr?icious, or én abuse of discretion. See Porter v. Public Service Comm 'n, 333 8.C. 12,
507 S.E.2d 328.(1998). Appellant has not met this burden and therefore the final Vagency

decision should be affirmed.

- CONCLUSION AND SIGNATURE BLOCK TO FOLLOW

{
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CONCLUSION

Appellant has not met his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly applying his
jail time credit or that his sentence is improperly calculated. SCDC’s calculation is

supported by the substantial evidenc.el Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests this Court

eypectfully W
Josepf R. Shakibanasab, SC Bar No. 102825
Sopth Carolina Department of Corrections

4 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221

affirm its decision.

February 7, 2023 Phone: (803) 896-1278
Columbia, SC Email: Shakibanasab.joseph@doc.sc.gov
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Curtis Johnson, #337543, Docket No. 23-A1.J-04-0395-AP
Appellant,
V. ORDER

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

- Respondent.

. .

This matter cemes before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to an appeal filed by Curtis Johnson (Appellant), an inmate incarcerated with the South
Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC or Department).  Appellant challenges the

Department’s calculation of his sentence-related credits and his max out date.

_ BACKGROUND ,

On November 20, 2006, Appellant was arrested and placed in custody for four offenses:
one count of voluntary manslaughter two counts of assault and battery of a high and aggravated
nature (ABHAN) and one count of possession of a weapon during the commission of a violent
crime (possession of a weapon). On October 21, 2009, Appellant was tried and convicted of all
four offenses. He was sentenced to thirty years’ incarceration for voluntary manslaughter ten
years’ incarceration for each conviction of ABHAN, and five years’ incarceration for possession
of a weapon. Pursuant to the sentencing sheets, Ap'pellant’s' conviction for possession of a weapon
is the 'only sentence ordered to be consecutive. Therefore, Appellant’s sentences for voluntary
manslaughter and ABHAN run concurrently. In addition, the sentencing sheets indicate
Appellant s sentence start date for all four conv1ct10ns was October 21, 2008. The sentencing
sheets also indicate Appellant was to be given credit for time served (jall time credit) pursuant to
section 24-13-40 of the South Carolina Code (Supp. 2023). to be calculated and applied by the
Department.

On June 27, 2023, Appellant filed a Step 1 Grievance alleging his jail time credit was not
properly applied. The Department denied his Step 1 Grievance on July 6, 2023. Appellant then
filed a Step 2 Grievance, which was also denied. In its denial of the Step 2 Grievance, the
Department stated Appellant’s max out date of May 13, 2037, was correct. On October 3, 2023.
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Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal with the Court, in which he asserts his jail time credit should
be applied to both of his con'secutive sentences’ and his max out date corrected. The case was
assigned on October 20, 2023. The Department filed the Record on Appeal on January 2, 2024,
Appellant filed his brief on January 12, 2024.2 The Department filed its brief on February 8,. 2024.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The Court’s juri;sdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000) and Furtick
v. South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services, 352 S.C. 594, 576
S.E.2d 146 (2003). In Al-Shabazz, the court held the ALC’s jurisdiction in inmate appeals is
limited to state-created liberty interests typically involving: (1) cases in which an inmate contends
that prison officials have erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody
status; and (2) cases in which an inmate has received punishment in a major disciplinary hearing
as a result of a serious rule violation. Id. at 382; 527 S.E.2d at 757.3 Furthermore, when reviewing
the I?epartment’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the Court sits-in an appellate‘capacity. Id.
at 377, 527 S.E.2d ‘at 754; see also S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-600(E) (Supp. 2023) (k_iirecting
administrative law judges to conduct appellate review in the same maﬁner presé:ribed in section 1-
23-380). Section 1-23-3 80(A)(5) states:

The court may not substitute its judgment for the judgment of the agency as to the
weight of the evidence on questions of fact. The court may affirm the decision of
the agency or remand the case for further proceedings. The court may reverse or
. modify the decision if substantial rights of the appellant have been’ prejudiced
because the administrative findings, inferences, conclusions, or decisior_ls are:

! Appellant appears to be referring to his sentences for possession of a weapon and voluntary manslaughter,

2 Appellant attached documents to his brief to support his appeal. However, these documents are not part of the
Record on Appeal. Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure for the Administrative Law Court (SCALC Rules) sets forth
that “[tJhe Administrative Law Judge may affirm any ruling, order or judgment upon any ground(s) appearing in the
Record and need not ‘address a point which is manifestly without merit.” Since the documents attached to Appellant’s
brief do not appear in the Record, they will not be addressed by the Court. See id.; S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(4)
(Supp. 2023) (“The review must be conducted by the court and must be confined to the record.”).

*  In Sullivan v. South Carolina Department of Corrections, the Supreme Court also found that other conditions of
confinement could potentially implicate state-created liberty interests. 355 S.C. 437, 586 S.E.2d 124 (2003).
However, those interests are “generally limited to freedom from restraint which . . . imposes atypical and significant
hardship on the inmate in relation to the ordinary incidents of prison life.” Id. at 442, 586 S.E.2d at 126 (quoting
Sandinv. Conner, 515 U.S. 472, 484 (1995)); see also Slezak v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506
(2004). .
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(a)in violation of constitutional or statutory provisions;
(b) in excess of the statutory authority of the agency;

~ (c) made upon unlawful procedure;
(d) affected by other error of law;

(e) clearly erroneous in view of the reliable, probative and substantial
evidence on the whole record; or,

(f) arbitrary or capricious or characterized by abuse of discretion or clearly
unwarranted exercise of discretion.

S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5) (Supp. 2023).

Consequently, an Administrative Law Judge may not substitute his judgment for that of an
agency “as to the weight of the evidence on questions of fact.” Id. Furthermore, an Administrative
Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agency’s decision unless the Record reflects that
substantial rights of .the appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly erroneous
in Viéew of the substantial evidence, arbitrary, or affected by an error of law. Id.; see also Marietta
Garage, Inc. v. S.C. Dep't of Pub. Safety, 337.C. 133,137, 522 S.E.2d 605, 607 (Ct. App. 1999);
S.C. ‘Dep't of Labor, Licensing and Regulation v. Girgis, 332 S.C. 162, 166, 503 S.E.2d 490, 492
(Ct. App. 1998). “‘Substantial evidence’ is not a mere scintilla of evidence nor the evidence
viewed blindly from one side of the case, but is evidence which, considering the Record as a whole,
would allow reasonable minds to reach the conclusion that the administrative agency reached or
must have reached in order to justify its action.” Lark v. Bi-Lo, 276 S.C. 130, 13V5, 276 SE.2d
304, 306 (1981). 'Aécordingly, the possibility of drawing two inconsistent conclusions from the
evidence does not prevent an administrative agency’s finding from being supported by substantial
evidence. Grant v. S.C. Coastal Council; 319 S.C. 348, 353, 461 S.E.2d 388, 391 (1995).

DISCUSSION

Appellant asserts his jail time credit should be applied to both of his consecutive sentences

and t}ius requests his max out date be corrected to reflect his credit for time served. However, the
Department asserts Appellant’s jail time credit has been properly applied and his max out date has
been correctly calculated. Specifically, the Department argues Appellant’s sentence for possession
of a weapon runs consecutively to his sentences for voluntary manslaughter and ABHAN, and his
sentence for possession of'a weapon is “a day for day” sentence that began the day Appellant was

arrested: November 20, 2006. Thus, once Appellant’s five-year sentence was éompleted, on or
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afound November 20, 2011, Appellant began serving his sentences for voluntary manslaughter
and ABHAN, Voluntary rhanslaughter 1s a “no parole offense,” and thus, Appellant is required to
serve 85% of his thirty-year sentence. As a result, Appellant’s projected max out date is May 13,
2037. ' | ,
Absent any ambiguity in the sentencing sheet, the Court must presume that the sentencing
cdurt’s sentencé is cotrect. See Tantv. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 408 S.C. 334,337, 759 S.E.2d 398,
399 (2014); reh’g denied (July 10, 2014) (“[T]he Department is generally confined to the face of
the sentencing sheets in determining the length of a sentence. . . . [unl'ess] there is an ambiguity in
the sentencing sheets.”). According to the sentencing sheets, Appellant is entitled to time served.
The sentencing sheets also unambiguously state Appellant was sentenced to thirty years’
imprisonment for voluntary manslaughter under section 16-3-50 and five years’ incarceration for
po;ssession of a weapon under section 16-23 -490. Although Appellant was also convicted of two
counts of ABHAN, because these sentences run concurrently to the voluntary manslaughter
coﬁviction, which is a longer sentence, the sentence for voluntary manslaughter is controlling for
the'pulpose of calculating Appellant’s max out date. "

Tuming to the controlling statutes, section 16-3-50 provides that a person convicted of
voluntary manslaughter “must be imprisoned not more than thirty years or less than two years.”
S.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-50, In addition, voluntary manslaughter is a Class A felony under section -
16-1-90(A) of the South Carolina Code (Supp. 2023). “[A] class A, B, or C felony” is a “no parole
offense.”* S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-100 (2007). Regarding no parole offenses, section 24-13- -
150(A) provides:

(A) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, except in a case in which the

. death penalty or a term of life imprisonment is imposed, an inmate convicted of a
““no parole offense” as defined in Section 24-13-100 and sentenced to the custody
of the Department of Corrections . . is not eligible for early release, discharge,

4 In Teviewing this case, the Court considered whether the South Carolina Court of Appeals’ decision in Bolin v,
South Carolina Depariment of Corrections applied. 415 S.C. 276, 781 SE. 2d 914 (Ct. App. 2016). In Bolin, the
Court of Appeals held the amended version of section 44-53-375(B) (pursuant to the Omnibus Crime Reduction and
Sentencing Reform Act of 2010) repealed section 24-13-100 to the extent section 24-13-100°s classification of no-
parole offenses conflicted with the amended section’s granting of parole eligibility. Id. at 286, 781 S.E.2d at 919.
More specifically, the amended version of 44-53-375(B) made certain offenses parole-eligible that were previously
classified as no-parole offenses under section 24-13-100. /4. Reviewing the legislative history of section 16-3-50 for
‘the purposes of this case, it is clear that it has not been amended to include the repealing language at issue in Bolin
such that Appellant’s sentence is a parole-eligible conviction. Therefore, the application of Bolin to this case does not
change the parole eligibility of Appellant’s sentence and the Department correctly classified Appellant’s conviction
as a “no parole” offense.
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or community supervision as provided in Section 24-21-560, until the inmate
has served at least 'eighty-five percent of the actual term of imprisonment
imposed. . . . Nothing in this section may be construed to allow an inmate
convicted of murder or an inmate prohibited from participating in work release,

early release, discharge, or community supervision by another provision of law to
be eligible for work release, early release, discharge, or community supervision.

S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-150(A) (Supp. 2023) (emphasis added). Accordingly, because
Appélla.nt’s voluntary manslaughter offense is a “no parole offense,” he is required eighty-five
(85) percent of his thirty-year sentence before being eligible for release from imprisonment.

Additionally, Appellant’s conviction for possession of a weapon under section 16-23-490
requires a mandatory five-year sentence: |

(B) Service of the five-year sentence is mandatory unless a longer mandatory minimum
term of imprisonment is provided by law for the violent crime. The court may impose this
mandatory five-year sentence to run consecutively or concurrently.

© Except as provided in this subsection, the person sentenced under this section is not
eligible during this five-year period for parole, work release, or extended work release:
The five years may not be suspended and the person may not complete: his term of
imprisonment in less than five years pursuant to good-time credits or work credits, but may
eam credits during this period. The person 1s eligible for work release, if the person is
sentenced for voluntary manslaughter (Section 16-3-50), kidnapping (Section 16-3 -910),
carjacking (Section 16-3-1075), burglary in the second degree (Section 16-11-312(B)),
armed robbery (Section 16-11-330(A)), or attempted armed robbery (Section 16-11-
330(B)), the crime did not involve: any criminal sexual conduct or an additional violent
crime as defined in Section 16-1-60, and the person is within three years of release from
imprisonment. ‘ '

S.C. Code Ann. § 16-23-490 (2015) (emphasis added). Thus, because Appellant’s sentence for
possession of a weapon is a mandatory five years and runs consecutive to his conviction for
voluntary manslaughter, Appellant is required to serve at minimum five years’ incarceration for
the w;eﬁpon conviction and then eighty-five bercent of his thirty-year sentence for voluntary
manslaughter. § 16-23-490; § 24-13-150(A). Eighty-five percent of thirty years is twenty-five
years émd SIX montﬁs. Therefore, in total, Appellant must serve, at minimum, thirty years and six
months. '

| Next, the Department must give Appellant credit for jail time served when calculating
Appellant’s max out date. Section 24-13-40 of the South Carolina Code (Supp. 2023) provides,
in pertinent part: |

In every case in computing the time served by a prisoner, full credit against the
‘sentence must be given for time served prior to trial and sentencing. Provided,
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however, that credit for time served prior to trial and sentencing shall not be given:
(1) when the prisoner at the time he was imprisoned prior to trial was an escapee
from another penal institution; or (2) when the prisoner is serving a sentence for
one offense and is awaiting trial and sentence for a second offense in which case he
shall not receive credit for time served prior to trial in a reduction of his sentence
for the second offense. '

This statute requires that prisoners be given credit for all time served prior to sentencing unless
either of the two statutory exceptions applies. See id. In this case, neither exception to section 24-
13-40 applies to Appellant. Although Appellant was not convicted until October 21, 2009, under
section 24-13-40, Appellant is entitled to jail time credit starting when he was arrested and placed
in custody on November 20, 2006. As a result, Appellant’s max out date is calculated from
November 20, 2006. Appellant’s five-year sentence for possession of a weapon ran first because
it was a day-for-day sentence. See S.C. Code Ann. § 16-23-490 (2015). Five years from November
20, 2006 is November 20, 2011. Thus, Appellant’s thirty-year sentence for manslaughter began
runhing, for which he is required to serve eighty-five percent or twenty-five years and six monthé,
staried on November 20, 2011. Twenty-five years and six months from November 20, 2011, is
May 13, 2037. Therefore, the Department has correctly applied Appellant’s jail time credit to his
sentence. |

| In sum, Appeliant failed to carry his burden of proving the Department improperly .
calculated his séntenceA and the Department’s decision must bé affirmed. See Porter, 333 S.C: at
20, 507 S.E.2d at 332 (holding “the party challenging [an administrative agency’s] order bears the .
burden of convincingly proving that the decision is clearly erroneous, or arbiﬁmy or capricious, or

an abuse of discretion, in view of the substantial evidence on the whole record.”).

ORDER
For the reasons set forth in this Order,
ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s final agency decision is AFFIRMED.

~ AND IT IS SO ORDERED. ‘ :

Ralph King Anderson, III
Chief Administrative Law Judge

February 27, 2024
Columbia, South Carolina
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Stephanie Perez, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all parties to
this cause by depositing a copy hereof in the United States mail, postage paid, or by electronic

mail, to the address provided by the party(ies) and/or their attorney(s).

N

~ Stephanie Perez
Judicial Law Clerk
February 27, 2024
Columbia, South Carolina
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