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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA          IN GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG            7th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,


Plaintiff,


vs.     CASE NO.  2018-GS-42-02973


JASON SHANE BISHOP,


Defendant.


HEARING BEFORE: HONORABLE GRACE G. KNIE


DATE: September 11, 2023


TIME: 9:45 AM


LOCATION: Spartanburg County Judicial Center 
180 Magnolia Street
Spartanburg, SC  29306


 
REPORTED BY:      LORA L. McDANIEL,


Registered Professional Reporter
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E. CHARLES GROSE, JR., ESQ.
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THE COURT:  Y'all remain standing for me.  Thank 


you.  Mr. Solicitor, do you need me?  


MR. BARNETTE:  No, ma'am, I was just checking to 


make sure everything was fine.


THE COURT:  Thank you.  First, I need for you-all 


to raise your right hands and be sworn by the deputy clerk of 


court, Mr. Wheeler.  


JASON S. BISHOP, JOHNNY R. GRIMES, MELVINA L. FIELDING, 


JERMAINE BIVINGS, QUINTORIOUS M. JETER


being first duly sworn, testified as follows:


THE COURT:  I'm going to go through a series of 


questions with you-all.  Selfishly this will save a lot of time 


this morning by doing this part of the questions in a group.  


After we get through with this, you-all will -- you five are 


going to return to the gallery.  And then you will be called up 


one at a time for your individual plea hearing.  All right?  


These are yes or no questions.  And because I'm 


asking you the questions in a group, if you don't understand 


something or you don't feel comfortable answering the question, 


have a seat so that I can get your name and I'll try to clarify 


it for you, if I can.  Okay, here we go with the questions.  


Do each of you understand that the purpose of the 


hearing is for you to enter a plea or pleas on the charge or 


charges against you?  That's the purpose of you being in this 


courtroom today; not to have a trial.  
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(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.  


THE COURT:  If you-all understand that, I need for 


you to answer out loud.  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.


THE COURT:  When you enter a plea, you waive very 


important Constitutional rights; not only are you waiving your 


right to a trial by jury, you also waive your right to confront 


witnesses against you and your right to remain silent. 


If you were to go forward and have a trial, the 


burden of proof would not be on you and your lawyer.  The 


burden of proof is on the State, the attorney for the State to 


prove every element of every charge against you beyond a 


reasonable doubt. 


You are presumed to be innocent until proven 


guilty.  If you were to have a jury trial, every member of the 


jury, all 12, would have to agree before you could be found 


guilty.  


First, do you understand these very important 


Constitutional rights I have stated to you?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.  


THE COURT:  Understanding them, is it still your 


wish to waive them in exchange for a plea or pleas on the 
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charge or charges against you today?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.


THE COURT:  Has anyone threatened you or coerced 


you in any way to get you to enter your plea or pleas?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  No.


THE COURT:  Don't be offended.  I'm asking all of 


you-all the next question.  Are you today under the influence 


of alcohol, drugs, or any intoxicant that would impair your 


judgment in understanding what you're doing today?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  No.


THE COURT:  Do you suffer from any mental or 


physical infirmity that would affect your ability to understand 


what we're doing?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  No.


THE COURT:  Are you satisfied with the services of 


your legal Counsel?  


(Other matters were heard.)


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.


THE COURT:  Lastly, if you take some type of 


prescribed medication, if you will let me know by raising your 


hand.  I'll get your name again. 
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Does anybody take any type of med?  


Yes, ma'am, your name.  


(Other matters were heard.)


THE COURT:  You are?  


MR. BISHOP:  Jason Bishop.


THE COURT:  Mr. Bishop, I'll ask you more about it 


in just a minute.  Anybody else?  


You three have a seat and you-all can come back 


around.  


(Several Defendants were seated in the gallery.)


THE COURT:  The first matter, please.  


MR. SMITH:  Jason Bishop.  


(A pause transpired).  


THE COURT:  If we are ready, Mr. Smith, go ahead 


and call the case.  And then I do have a couple of questions 


for Mr. Bishop before we move forward.  


MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, this is Jason Shane Bishop.  


He's here on 2018-GS-42-2973 in which is a true-billed 


indictment for felony DUI with death.  He is waiving 


presentment, pleading guilty to reckless homicide.  He's 


represented by Charles Grose.  I do have the victim's wife is 


present. 


THE COURT:  Thank you.  


Sir, you are Jason Shane Bishop; correct?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  
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THE COURT:  Sir, earlier you were sworn and then 


asked a series of questions in a group setting.  If I were to 


ask you all of the questions again right now, would your 


answers be the same?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes.  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  You indicated that you take 


some type of prescribed medication?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Sir, have you taken that medication in 


the last three days?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  When you take it, does it interfere 


with your ability to think and reason clearly?  


MR. BISHOP:  No, ma'am.  It's mostly something I 


take in the evening to help me sleep.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, I know you've talked to this 


gentleman before today and today.  Do you have any concerns 


about going forward with the hearing understanding that he's 


taken a prescribed med?  


MR. GROSE:  No concerns, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Do you believe he understands the 


proceeding?  


MR. GROSE:  Absolutely.  


THE COURT:  He can assist you in his 


representation? 
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MR. GROSE:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Thank you. 


First, Mr. Bishop, I again am going to ask 


Mr. Smith to call the case and state the status of any 


recommendation or negotiation.  


MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, there is no recommendation 


or negotiation other than the reduction of the charge.  


THE COURT:  I note on my information sheet that 


there is one day of jail credit.  And then I just want to make 


sure I say this right.  This is a pretty big number.  1,993 


days on a SCRAM monitor.  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, ma'am. 


MR. GROSE:  I haven't calculated the exact number, 


but it is a very large number.  It goes back to -- 


THE COURT:  The date of incident.


MR. SMITH:  March 29, 2018.  


MR. GROSE:  Yes.  


THE COURT:  Date of incident being January 15, 


2018.  


MR. GROSE:  For the record, he was in the hospital 


himself after this accident.  And he got in touch with me, and 


we turned him in.  That was the date in March.  He spent one 


night in jail, and then he's been on SCRAM monitor since then.  


THE COURT:  Sir, I'm now going to go over the 


charge that you're entering your plea to; okay?  


7


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA vs. JASON S. BISHOP


1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


R. 16







MR. BISHOP:  Yes.  


THE COURT:  Sir, I have a true-billed indictment, 


18-GS-42-2973.  That was for felony DUI with death resulting.  


You're actually pleading to a different offense of reckless 


homicide. 


Reckless homicide is a felony.  And the penalty for 


this offense is not more than ten years and/or a fine of 1,000 


up to $5,000. 


Sir, do you understand the offense that you're 


actually entering your plea to?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Do you understand the potential 


penalty?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Do you understand that this is coming 


before me as an open plea meaning, that there's no 


recommendation or negotiation as to the sentence from the 


State?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  The sentence will be within my 


discretion.  Do you understand?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Do you have any questions at all before 


entering your plea?  


MR. BISHOP:  At this time I do not, Your Honor.  
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THE COURT:  Sir, further, one more thing.  Do you 


waive presentment of the indictment as to reckless homicide to 


the Grand Jury?  You've initialed sentencing sheet indicating 


that you do.  Do you wish to go forward today?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Sir, understanding everything that I 


said, do you wish to enter your plea as to reckless homicide at 


this time?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  How do you plea?  


MR. BISHOP:  I plea guilty, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Are you doing so freely, knowingly, and 


voluntarily?  All three?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Please be advised in the event you wish 


to appeal any aspect of the plea hearing today, sir, you only 


have ten days to do so in writing to This Court.  Do you 


understand?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  Again, sir, direct your 


attention to Mr. Smith.


MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, this incident occurred on 


January 15, 2018, little after 8:00 in the evening.  It 


happened in Spartanburg County on I-26, kind of by the Costco, 


where you pass Costco.  
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Mr. Bishop was traveling back towards North 


Carolina.  And Randy Oberdier was driving his car towards 


Columbia on 26.  State's allegation is that Mr. Bishop left his 


lane of travel, went through the center median, went through 


the cable barrier, into the opposite side of the interstate.  


He struck, I believe, three different cars; two of them had 


heavy damage and one got sideswiped involved in it. 


The final pickup truck that he hit turned him back 


around so he was actually facing in the correct lane of travel 


as if he had been heading that way, which caused some confusion 


with the investigation for a while.  They did ultimately 


realize that the cable barrier was caught up in the back half 


of his vehicle.  


When they arrived on scene, you can tell from the 


incident report, at the time they thought Mr. Bishop was in the 


worst physical shape in terms of maybe dying.  He was 


unconscious when they arrived, bleeding from his head and mouth 


area. 


They did communicate with people on the scene, who 


indicated that, ultimately, although there was some confusion 


that it was Mr. Bishop's car that had crossed over the center 


line causing the accident.  Randy died in surgery later that 


evening. 


Your Honor, due to Mr. Bishop's condition, they 


weren't really able to communicate with him in any way or do 
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any field sobriety test.  They just marked the scene and their 


investigation continued from that point. 


They ultimately made contact with Mr. Bishop on 


January 29th in the hospital.  He stated he did not remember 


how the wreck had occurred.  He had remembered leaving the 


restaurant around Westgate Mall around I-26 after he had 


dinner.  He did admit that he had consumed mixed drinks with 


his dinner.  Law enforcement then got a search warrant for his 


hospital records.  It showed a blood alcohol concentration of 


.182. 


At that point they arrested him for felony DUI.  


The allegations as far as the wreck would be that speed was 


involved, just because of the distance covered and the lack of 


reaction to slow down after going into the median, going 


through the cable barrier, speed, and then obviously just not 


keeping control of the vehicle would be the allegations that 


proximately caused Randy's death.  I believe for purposes of 


the plea that's a sufficient factual recitation, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  Mr. Bishop, you heard the 


statements of the Solicitor, sir.  Is that substantially what 


happened?  


MR. BISHOP:  No, sir.  


THE COURT:  Let me let you talk to your lawyer for 


just a second.


MR. BISHOP:  I'm not sure. 
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MR. GROSE:  Can I interject?  


As the Solicitor, you know, mentioned, Shane -- he 


goes by Shane -- was injured in this accident, was in the 


hospital.  He does not have a memory of the accident itself.  


We don't necessarily agree with everything that they said. 


Your question was substantially.  He certainly 


acknowledges that he went left of center.  That would also 


involve perhaps some other statutory violations with that.  I 


do believe and I think he agrees with me there's a substantial 


basis for the allegation of reckless homicide.  


THE COURT:  Sir, is that correct?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  You agree with the statements of your 


legal Counsel?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  I do find that there is a factual basis 


for the plea, sir.  I will accept it. 


I'm aware because -- maybe I should've put this on 


the record at the beginning.  Mr. Grose and Mr. Smith have been 


very diligent in communicating with me about this case.  And 


I've met with them at least twice, met with them about it, and 


then had communications with them about it as well.  And I 


believe that this case was on the trial roster for this week. 


MR. GROSE:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  They wanted to go ahead and lock the 
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plea in.  I believe now the issue of sentencing is going to be 


deferred because that is what has been requested. 


MR. GROSE:  Yes, ma'am.  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Is that correct?  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Is there anything else that y'all want 


me to take up today?  Is there anybody that you want me to hear 


from that can't come back later?  Anything like that?  


MR. SMITH:  I don't believe so, Your Honor. 


MR. GROSE:  Not from our perspective.  


THE COURT:  This is very important.  I do 


appreciate the lawyers going ahead and locking in the plea.  


From the lawyers' standpoint now it's more focusing on not 


getting ready for trial, handling the plea.  And I know that's 


two very different things.  For their benefit and The Court, 


thank you. 


We will then reschedule the sentencing part of 


this.  That will be coordinated with their calendars and making 


sure that anyone else that wishes to attend can be here; okay?  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Sir, all the conditions of bond remain 


in full force and effect.  I think that I'm required to tell 


you -- I rarely do deferred sentences.  If you fail to come 


back for the sentencing part, you will be sentenced in your 
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absence.  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Do you understand?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Then a bench warrant would be issued.  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  That won't happen.  


THE COURT:  Stay in contact with your attorney; 


okay?  


MR. BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  That will conclude our 


business on this for the morning.  


(The hearing was concluded at 10:00 a.m.)
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CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER


I, Lora McDaniel, Registered Professional Reporter 


and Notary Public for the State of South Carolina at Large, do 


hereby certify that the foregoing transcript is a true, 


accurate, and complete record.


I further certify that I am neither related to, nor 


counsel for, any party to the cause pending or interested in 


the events thereof.


Witness my hand, I have hereunto affixed my official 


seal this 2nd day of October, 2024 at Spartanburg, Spartanburg 


County, South Carolina.


      
_______________________________
Lora L. McDaniel,
Registered Professional Reporter
My Commission expires:
August 9, 2026
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April 18, 2024 


 
 
 
The Honorable Amy W. Cox  
Clerk of Court, Spartanburg County 
PO Box 3483 
Spartanburg, SC 29304-3483 
 
 Re: State of South Carolina v. Jason Shane Bishop 
  Case No.2018-A42-102-01057, 2018-GS-42-02973 
 
Dear Ms. Cox: 
  
 Enclosed for filing, please find Mr. Bishop’s Motion to Amend the Conditions of 
Bond, along with a certificate of service.  
 
 Thank you for your attention to this matter.  Please let me know if I can answer any 
questions or provide additional information.   
 
 With kindest regards, I am 
 
     Yours very truly, 
 
     s/E. Charles Grose, Jr.     
     E. Charles Grose, Jr.  
 
 
 
cc: The Honorable R Keith Kelly 
 Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
 
 


 


The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street, Greenwood, South Carolina 29646 


 
E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
Phone:  864-538-4466  Fax:  864-538-4405 
E-mail:  charles@groselawfirm.com 
Web:  GroseLawFirm.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG  
 
State of South Carolina 


 
 


vs. 
 
 
Jason Shane Bishop 


 
___________________________________ 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSION 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


 
Case No.  


2018-A42-102-01057 
2018-GS-42-02973 


 
 


Motion to Amend Conditions of Bond 


 
 Jason Shane Bishop moves this Court for an order amending the conditions of his bond to 


delete the requirement that he be subject to delete the requirement of a SCRAM monitor.  


FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 


 For an automobile accident occurring on January 15, 2018, the South Carolina Highway 


Patrol arrested Mr. Bishop on March 28, 2018 and charged him with felony driving under the 


influence. Mr. Bishop’s arrest followed a lengthy hospitalization for injuries he sustained in the 


automobile accident. Mr. Bishop, a longtime resident of North Carolina, voluntary surrendered 


himself. As a condition of bond, the Magistrate Court required “SCRAM UNTIL TRIAL” and 


“ZERO TOLERANCE FOR ALCOHOL AND RANDOM DRUG TESTING.” Mr. Bishop was 


released from jail on March 29, 2018. The Circuit Court amended the conditions of bond, on March 


29, 2019, to allow Mr. Bishop to live in North Carolina.  


 On September 11, 2023, Mr. Bishop pled guilty to reckless homicide, and the Honorable 


Grace Knie deferred sentencing until November 14, 2023. Sentencing was postponed further 


because of circumstances outside the control of the Court and parties.  


 On March 21, 2024, Mr. Bishop suffered a stroke and required hospitalization at Mission 


Hospital in Ashville, North Carolina. On March 21, 2024, medical provides cut off the SCRAM 
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monitor to perform an MRI. After discharge from the hospital, Mr. Bishop received inpatient 


rehabilitation care at CarePartners Rehabilitation Hospital in Ashville, North Carolina until April 


15, 2024. Mr. Bishop’s recovery will require further rehabilitation and multiple medical 


appointments. 


 Between March 29, 2018 and Mr. Bishop’s hospitalization, there were not any violations 


of SCRAM monitoring program.  


ARGUMENT 


 Mr. Bishop respectfully requests this Court delete the requirement of SCRAM monitoring. 


Given Mr. Bishop’s current medical condition, he is trying to limit travel to medical appointments, 


as travel is currently very fatiguing. Mr. Bishop relies on others for transportation. As a practical 


matter, Mr. Bishop’s current medical condition provides the Court with assurances that Mr. Bishop 


is not a danger to the community or a flight risk.  


Respectfully Submitted,  


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr.  
 


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 
(864) 538-4405 (fax) 
Email:  charle@groselawfirm.com 


 
      Attorney for Jason Shane Bishop 
April 18, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina 
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LOCATION: Spartanburg County Judicial Center 
180 Magnolia Street
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Registered Professional Reporter
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SPENSER SMITH, ASSISTANT SOLICITOR
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E. CHARLES GROSE, JR., ESQ.
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MR. SMITH:  Jason Bishop.  


THE COURT:  Sir, you are Jason Shane Bishop; 


correct?  


THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, ma'am.  


THE COURT:  Since you were not part of the group 


qualification today, let me have our clerk put you back under 


oath; okay?  


MR. BISHOP:  Okay.  


THE CLERK:  Raise your right hand.  


JASON SHANE BISHOP


being first duly sworn, testified as follows:


THE COURT:  Thank you, sir.  You can put your hand 


down.  


Let me have the Assistant Solicitor, Mr. Smith, 


call the case.  And let me have Counsel announce their presence 


for the record.


MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, this is Spenser Smith for 


the State.  Mr. Bishop entered a plea on indictment 


2018-GS-42-2973.  That was a true-billed indictment for felony 


DUI with death.  He did waive presentment and plead to reckless 


homicide back on September 11, 2023. 


The case was on the trial docket.  I believe we 


could not get everybody that we needed for sentencing.  The 


sentencing was deferred until this date. 


He had 1,993 days that he had been on the SCRAM 
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program at the time of his plea with one day in jail.  He was 


on the SCRAM monitoring since that until the point that he 


suffered a stroke and had to be removed for MRI purposes. 


I do have multiple members of the victim's family.  


My understanding is none of them wish to speak.  I do have a 


statement from one of them we would like to read. 


There was no negotiations or recommendations as far 


as the sentencing.  It was just a straight up plea when it was 


entered, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  The magistrate set bond and put 


Mr. Bishop on SCRAM?  


MR. GROSE:  That is correct.  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, Your Honor.  He was given a $5,000 


surety bond.  


He suffered injuries in this accident as well and 


was arrested on March 28, 2018 and bonded out the next day.  


Got a $5,000 surety bond with SCRAM, and then he was 


subsequently allowed to move to North Carolina where he resides 


and has remained there.  


THE COURT:  At some point there was a motion made 


for him to be able to live in another state and that was 


granted, I think, by Judge Cole; maybe it was a consent order 


and he signed it.


MR. GROSE:  That's correct, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  I know there's a lot of preparation 
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that's gone into today.  I understand why it was plead in 


September and deferred, because Counsel for the State wanted to 


make sure that the plea was locked in before the next term of 


court began the next week. 


And then y'all wanted time to get your ducks in a 


row with regard to all the folks that were going to address The 


Court.  And I certainly understand and appreciate all of that. 


Mr. Bishop is pleading to reckless homicide, zero 


to ten.  It is a felony, non-violent.  


MR. GROSE:  Correct.  


THE COURT:  Let me ask Mr. Grose.  I just want to 


make sure that I understand everything because I re-read my 


notes from the September 11th hearing.  And Mr. Grose always 


goes over and above.  He has sent a sentencing memorandum to me 


back in November and then I've received some medical records 


from Advent Health and a nurse.  It's nurse's notes.


MR. GROSE:  The nurse's note is regarding -- 


THE COURT:  From Mission Hospital.  


MR. GROSE:  -- removal of the SCRAM because of the 


MRI. 


The next letter is, I believe, from May that was 


documenting the changed conditions at that point in time.  


THE COURT:  I do appreciate all of the preparation 


and all of the information that I have been provided.  And I 


know that today some folks are going to address me on 
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Mr. Bishop's behalf.  He may choose to address me as well, if 


he wants to, as well as members of the victim's family may want 


to address me.  


I do see -- and, of course, anyone that wants to 


address me can do so.  That's what I wanted to say. 


Is there anything else in writing, any other 


documentation that y'all have sent this morning or anything I 


need to look at? 


MR. GROSE:  I think you have everything that I have 


sent, Your Honor.  


MR. SMITH:  I don't have anything.  


THE COURT:  Let me hear from Sergeant Vinson about 


SCRAM.  Sergeant Vinson is over our home detention program in 


Spartanburg County.  And this program is really a model for 


other home detention programs in the State of South Carolina. 


Sergeant Vinson has addressed all the judges, 


circuit court judges in the state when we hosted a conference 


here and they were much impressed with her program.  A lot of 


programs don't offer SCRAM and judges call me a lot to ask me 


about SCRAM and if our program will monitor people outside of 


Spartanburg County, and we did for a while.  Now that stopped.  


That's why Mr. Bishop was allowed to be on SCRAM out of state.  


That's before the policy changed in Spartanburg County. 


SGT. VINSON:  That is correct.  That was back in 


2018.  And we even had a few people in special situations that 
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were monitored out of state.  We first stopped out of state 


because we lost some SCRAM monitors in Alabama.  He has 


maintained compliance on the SCRAM monitor since March of 2018.  


THE COURT:  The issue out of state is extradition 


and getting other law enforcement to cooperate with our law 


enforcement to search for people that are outside of our 


jurisdiction. 


How has Mr. Bishop been doing on SCRAM?  I'm 


assuming I would've heard about it or another judge would've 


issued an order if there had been a problem.  


SGT. VINSON:  Correct.  The time that he's been on 


the bracelet, with the exceptions of the medical issues that he 


presented to you, he has been in compliance.  He hasn't had any 


alcohol reading since March of '20.  It was put on him March 


29, 2018, so he's been with us for quite some time.  


THE COURT:  The monitor monitors any alcohol 


consumption, and then you are given an alert?  


SGT. VINSON:  Correct.  It can even pick up alcohol 


in an environment as well if it's an enclosed environment.  He 


hasn't had any alcohol readings during that time.  


THE COURT:  Other than monitoring the alcohol, it 


doesn't tell you -- 


SGT. VINSON:  It does not give you the locations of 


where you're at.  We can only simply tell you if he was 


consuming alcohol or not. 
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MR. GROSE:  Doesn't it have to be, he has to be in 


proximity certain times a day. 


SGT. VINSON:  He's in proximity twice a day.  The 


monitor is in his house to do the downloads of the data that 


was gathered throughout the day.  It takes an alcohol reading 


every 30 minutes.  If it doesn't detect alcohol, it does a 


reading every 30 minutes unless something makes it test more 


often if it senses alcohol.  


THE COURT:  If he drove to -- I'm trying to think.  


North Carolina is a pretty big state.  If he came into South 


Carolina during the day and went back to North Carolina, by the 


end of the day you wouldn't necessarily know that. 


SGT. VINSON:  I wouldn't know any locations he went 


to.  


THE COURT:  It's different from the GPS?  


SGT. VINSON:  Correct.  


THE COURT:  GPS is a separate bracelet?  


SGT. VINSON:  Correct.  


THE COURT:  When did the monitor come off?  I know 


it came off for the MRI.  I have a copy of that. 


MR. GROSE:  That's the nurse's note from March 22, 


2024 that documented it.  It's my understanding that's the date 


it came off.  


THE COURT:  From the September 11th date there 


would be maybe -- 
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MR. SMITH:  193 days.  


THE COURT:  Thank you very much.  


Do y'all have anything else from Sergeant Vinson?  


MR. SMITH:  I do not.  


THE COURT:  Or for her, any more questions?  


I know you're very busy.  I do appreciate your 


being here. 


SGT. VINSON:  Thank you.


MR. GROSE:  Thank you very much.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, if it's okay with you, let 


me just have Mr. Smith pick up like we would normally in a plea 


hearing.  Understanding that, Mr. Bishop pled guilty to this 


offense, reckless homicide, back on September 11th. 


Mr. Smith, I'm happy to hear from you and hear from 


anyone that wishes to address me on behalf of the victim and 


the State.  


MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, briefly about the facts, 


this wreck happened on January 15, 2018.  It was in Spartanburg 


County on I-26, not too far past the 29 of West Gate Mall exit.  


State alleges Mr. Bishop lost control of his vehicle.  We 


believe because he was under the influence of alcohol and went 


through the cable barrier and struck multiple vehicles, 


including the Oberdiers.  And ultimately Randy passed away as a 


result of those injuries. 


He was transported to the hospital.  And the way it 
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looks in the police reports they did not -- I believe they did 


not think he was going to pass away.  They were surprised 


perhaps by that.  It does not seem like it was treated like a 


felony DUI initially. 


And just -- I know the family is not in agreement 


with how this case went.  I'm just going to explain some of the 


reasons how it did go this way.  There was a witness that 


Highway Patrol talked to that was behind Mr. Bishop that stated 


that a car cut him off and that is what caused the beginning of 


this wreck. 


For whatever reason, Highway Patrol did not even go 


to the other side of the interstate to check and see if there 


was any indications that could've supported or refuted that 


claim.  They did not have their accident reconstruction team 


work this case.  I do not know why all of these decisions were 


made long before the case was assigned to me. 


They did not do an autopsy on Mr. Oberdier.  They 


did a visual and medical records autopsy which I have never had 


in my ten years of prosecution, never seen that.  Don't know 


why that was done.  He did have substantial health problems.  I 


don't know if there could've been issues with causation of the 


wreck that could've been causation of his death. 


And ultimately there were troopers that night on 


scene that were debating about whether they thought Mr. Bishop 


was intoxicated or even had an odor of alcohol on him.  He was 
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in pretty bad shape, bleeding from his mouth and face area.  It 


could've been the blood was obscuring the smell of alcohol. 


They actually have a pretty substantial debate on 


their in-car video about whether they think this is even 


heading in the DUI direction.  Honestly I think they decided 


that it wasn't. 


They then go to talk to Mr. Bishop several days 


later while he's still in the hospital.  I think that his 


statement would've come in.  I'm sure the defense would've 


challenged his statement.  We didn't think he was in custody at 


the time.  He certainly wasn't arrested; he was in a hospital 


bed.  The video statement was not recorded. 


To his credit, Mr. Bishop admitted that he had been 


out at a restaurant and drinking.  He does not remember 


anything about the wreck.  He didn't offer anything about 


whether he was cutoff or whether he just lost control of the 


vehicle or he was speeding or anything like that. 


That one statement essentially plus the wreck was 


the basis to get a search warrant to get his hospital records.  


And they did come back as a .182 alcohol, which is obviously a 


high level.  It's also not a forensic test; it's designed to 


pass sometimes the scrutiny that the defense brings. 


The reason we got here is because there's a number 


of issues that all -- when the case goes to trial and the 


standard is beyond a reasonable doubt could have caused a not 
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guilty.  I have attempted to bring that to the family.  They're 


not satisfied.  I understand that.  That happens sometimes.  


This is where we are. 


He doesn't have a prior record other than some 


speeding tickets that were -- one was over a decade old.  The 


other was from 2013. 


I do have statements from the family, if you would 


like those now, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Let me hear that.  


MR. SMITH:  This is from Greg Oberdier, his son or 


one of his seven children. 


To explain how this affected me, first, I have to 


tell you who my dad was.  He was a veteran.  He was a father of 


seven kids.  He worked on diesel trucks for 20-plus years.  He 


was the smartest person I have ever met. 


Not only was he my father, he was my best friend.  


He loved his family very much from the biggest to the smallest.  


He taught me that family is everything and money doesn't make 


the world go around, but it definitely greases the bearings.  I 


had an awesome dad. 


Your actions that evening destroyed my whole 


family.  There are no more Sunday done days, no more life 


advice.  I'm really lucky you did not kill my two-year-old 


daughter and my mother as well.  They were in the car that 


night, too.  You took the glue to my family. 
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I miss my dad every second of every day.  Your 


childish ways took one of the best people on earth.  I'm 


disappointed in how this all went down from the DA trying to 


get us to drop the DUI charges to the smack on the wrist you 


are about to receive. 


My youngest kid will never know how awesome his 


papa was.  We have lived with your actions every day since that 


night.  It is finally your turn. 


This is from Mrs. Oberdier, his wife. 


Judge Knie, I am sending you this message because I 


would like for you to know a little about my deceased husband 


of 38 years.  This says Randy had six children, which are 


grown.  And so many grandchildren and great grandchildren.  


Some of them didn't never get to enjoy the love of their 


grandfather.  His youngest daughter had a baby the day after he 


was killed.  The shock caused her to go into labor the night 


that he died.  She will never know that love of her 


grandfather. 


Judge Knie, I pray that you find in your heart to 


please do justice for our family.  This has been the worst 


six-and-a-half years I've endured.  I have MS.  I do not 


believe that I can testify in the courtroom.  Some of our 


family would like to speak so you can understand how much this 


tragedy has hurt so many people.  She indicated a lot of family 


have work, could not be here.  Please give us justice and thank 
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you for giving us justice. 


The whole front row and one behind are all family, 


wife, children, daughter-in-law and friends that are all here 


in support of Randy.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  


Thank you all for being here.  Anything else?  


MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, I will ask.  I know that 


you've done this.  Let's get it on the record.  Have you 


reviewed all the evidence and discovery in this matter with 


Mr. Bishop?  


MR. GROSE:  I have, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  I'm happy to hear from you and anyone 


that wants to address me on his behalf before I hear from 


Mr. Bishop, if he wishes to address me. 


MR. GROSE:  Thank you, Your Honor.  May it please 


The Court.  You've already referenced that you have the 


sentencing memorandum in front of you.  And Mr. Smith has 


already indicated that Shane was injured himself in this 


accident.  There's a picture of him in there that, I guess, 


from the early days of his recovery.  He's had a number of 


operations because of this accident. 


And as The Court is aware from the more recent 


medical records that we've provided, Shane had a stroke earlier 


this year and was rushed to the hospital.  And he is currently 


13


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA vs. JASON SHANE BISHOP


1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


R. 41







going through speech therapy, occupational therapy, and 


physical therapy to recover from that. 


I'm told that the medical doctors cannot rule out 


that this stroke was actually connected to the accident that 


happened; it was just while we were here today.  The theory is 


there may have been some weakening to one of his arteries 


that over time we can further prove that.  I say they can't 


rule that out.  I don't know.  That is at least one theory. 


It's also my understanding that the speech therapy 


has been -- Shane has made a lot of progress on that.  They may 


be beginning to wind that down.  They also anticipate the 


occupational therapy and the physical therapy will continue to 


at least August of this year and potentially even longer.  


In the sentencing memorandum, there's a copy of the 


agreement that Shane signed as far as to be on home detention 


with the SCRAM monitoring.  Whether the monitor was able to 


tell where he was at any particular given time in the day, 


Shane honored that agreement.  He's missed a number of funerals 


and also the ability to go to the hospital when his partner 


Mark was having to go through some of his own health issues.  


Shane also has not been driving during this period 


of time.  I think he experienced his own post-trauma from all 


of this.  And he has not gotten his license back.  And he's had 


people who have taken him to and from work, which he was able 


to work, I guess, prior to and post-pandemic as a hairdresser. 
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He also got a job working, I believe, at the 


supermarket during the pandemic so that he could contribute 


towards the financial obligation that was associated with the 


SCRAM bracelet.  


There's a number of people who wish to speak, and I 


would ask that Donna Morris come up. 


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Please come forward.  


MS. MORRIS:  Your Honor, I'm Donna Morris.  I work 


as a deputy clerk for the Laurens County General Sessions and 


Common Pleas.  I've known Shane since he was four years old; 


got to know the family.  The family is a pillar to our 


community, his grandparents, his parents. 


Shane has been like any typical teenager.  He's 


done things when he was younger, nothing out of the ordinary 


than any other teenager wouldn't do.  At a certain age, he went 


into service like his father did.  He's come out.  He's been a 


productive person and did what he needed to do to pull his life 


together.  He's also been very respectful. 


The day of the wreck I was the last one, as far as 


my knowledge, sitting there that he cut my hair.  I think I 


left there about 6:30.  I'm not sure what time the wreck 


happened.  I didn't hear about it until couple days later. 


Shane has been nothing but respectful and then 


trying to do his best to work and honor his family, his 


friends.  And at this point, I know it's a horrific wreck.  And 
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I know all families are destroyed.  I've been through it when 


my husband had a wreck years ago during an ice storm.  I know 


what both sides are going through. 


And I honestly believe that Shane is ready to move 


forward, put this behind him.  And I pray that the other family 


and all families can move forward and put this behind them and 


move forward at this point.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am. 


MR. GROSE:  And add just a little context to that.  


Shane's primary business vocation is hairdresser; was in the 


Waynesville area where he lives.  His mother's family also had 


a shop in the Joanna community.  


THE COURT:  One day a week.  Spend the night with 


his mom.  


MS. MORRIS:  Once a month.  


THE COURT:  I remember reading something about him 


one day at his mom's shop.  Thank you.  


MS. MORRIS:  You're welcome.  May I be excused?  I 


need to get back to work.  


THE COURT:  No objection by The Court.  Any 


objection?  


MR. SMITH:  I didn't summon her.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  Thank you for being 


here.  


(Ms. Morris exited the courtroom.)
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THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am. 


MS. FROST:  My name is Gail Frost.  I'm retired 


now.  


THE COURT:  Maybe move a little bit away from that.  


Your name one more time.  


MS. FROST:  My name is Gail Frost.  I'm retired 


now.  My profession was physical therapy for special needs 


kids.  I've known Shane since he was in grammar school.  I 


actually lived in the home with Shane and his parents for, 


approximately, four months.  I've continued a close 


relationship with them for over 40 years, considering them 


family. 


I've always known Shane to be respectful, honest, 


upstanding, caring, responsible Christian boy and man.  Shane 


and I have talked often during this unfortunate situation for 


so many.  I believe in him and have no doubt that he was not 


drinking. 


I also am aware, at the time he was leaving work 


and the time and place where the accident happened, it did not 


allow time for him to have dinner or stop for a drink.  I've 


driven that exact route many times. 


He has adhered to all requests that have been made 


and has not driven in 5.5 years.  We have talked often over 


those years.  And I've had many conversations about his not 


driving, the house arrest and how he was following the 
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guidelines set for him; sharing how bad he felt, causing a 


burden on his parents because they were having to drive him to 


work. 


His parents and he did everything asked and were 


compliant with all the rules that applied to being under house 


arrest, including his parents picking him up and taking him to 


work.  This was an accident where a life was tragically lost, 


and Shane is aware of that and has done everything requested. 


He has suffered physically, emotional, and 


financial while doing everything in his power to follow every 


law required of him or required while trying to continue 


working.  He is a man I would be proud to call son.  I pray all 


of this can and will be taken into consideration.  Thank you.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  Thank you for being 


here. 


MR. GROSE:  Hank Ballard.  


MR. BALLARD:  My name is Hank Ballard.  I'm retired 


now.  I had worked for many years in manufacturing management, 


always living in the Carolinas.  I've been married to my wife 


Hazel for 38 years and we have two daughters.  I'm here today 


as a character reference for Shane. 


My wife and I have known Shane and have been good 


friends with his family for over 40 years.  Before his current 


situation, I have never known Shane to be in trouble of any 


kind.  For years we lived in the same town, attended the same 


18


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA vs. JASON SHANE BISHOP


1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


R. 46







church and visited in the Bishops' home.  Our daughters grew up 


with Shane and were good friends to them.  He was good friends 


to them as well.  


Even after we moved to other towns we stayed in 


touch with the Bishop family and took advantage of 


opportunities to visit them when we were in town.  The Bishops 


were always a strong and stable family.  Shane's parents 


instilled discipline in Shane that was demonstrated by the 


respect, courtesy, and kindness that he always showed others. 


We remember when Shane was inducted into the Army.  


He completed his basic training at Forth Benning and our 


daughter completed her basic at Fort Jackson. 


Like my daughter, Shane served for six years in the 


National Guard.  And on two separate occasions Shane was 


involved in hurricane relief at the coast of South Carolina.  


Shane has always been gainfully employed and currently owns his 


own business.  


I know that it's unfortunate when accidents turn 


into an unintentional tragedy.  This in no way describes the 


kind of man Shane has become.  He is caring and would not 


intentionally do anything to harm anyone.  


When Shane had his accident, we sat in the waiting 


room with his parents and visited with him in the hospital.  


Shane's parents were invited to stay in our home so that they 


could be close to the hospital for his recuperation.  
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If there is one more thing that I can say about 


Shane is that his good upbringing carried over into his 


adulthood.  He's a young man that any parent would be proud to 


have as a son.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  Thank you for being here.


MR. GROSE:  Sue Enterkin.  


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Please come forward.  


MS. ENTERKIN:  Thank you for the opportunity that I 


have to speak on Shane's behalf.


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  And you're Sue Thomas 


Enterkin, E-N-T-E-R-K-I-N; correct?  


MS. ENTERKIN:  That's right.


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  I'm happy to hear from 


you.  


MS. ENTERKIN:  I wrote this letter in reference to 


appearing for Shane on September 11, 2023.  And I am writing to 


say that I have known Shane most of his life.  He and my 


younger daughter were classmates at school.  Shane was also my 


hairdresser for around three years when he was working in 


Joanna.  In fact, I had an appointment earlier on the day of 


Shane's accident. 


During that time, I had never smelled alcohol on 


him nor had I ever had any reason to think that he might've 


been on drugs.  He was very honest and loving and kind to his 


clients. 


20


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA vs. JASON SHANE BISHOP


1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


R. 48







And I happen to know Donna, the woman who was his 


last client.  And from the time Shane left Joanna, after her 


appointment until the accident occurred, he could not possibly 


have had time to get drunk.  Moreover, he had told me that when 


he got back home, he and Mark were going to have steaks for 


dinner. 


It would seem to me, therefore, that he would not 


want to get -- he would want to get home as quickly as 


possible.  There, again, he would not have taken the time to 


stop and ultimately get drunk.  


Please know that Shane is an honest, upright, 


business professional, not a drunkard.  He has, in my opinion, 


needlessly suffered from the past six years, I guess, now.  He 


has suffered financially as well as emotionally from having to 


wear an ankle bracelet, hoping that his clients wouldn't notice 


it.  And it was a very embarrassing and unjust happening in his 


life, I feel like. 


I truly feel like he deserves clemency since having 


been on house arrest as well as having to wear the ankle 


bracelet and the expense involved in it.  His parents and I are 


friends and have been for years as well.  And they are very, 


very astute people.  I appreciate your listening.  


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Thank you.  Thank you for 


being here. 


MR. GROSE:  Sandra Bishop.  
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MS. SANDRA BISHOP:  Hi.  I'm Sandra Bishop.  I am 


Shane's aunt.  I'm a retired church office manager and 


financial secretary.  I have known Shane since, practically 


since he was born.


I watched him grow up because we live within a few 


blocks of each other.  And he played with my children who were 


his cousins, and he was in my home often.  And I can attest to 


the fact that he has a sound and industrious character.  He's 


always exhibited honesty in everything he does. 


He owned his own business for ten years.  It should 


be noted he was the property manager for the man who owned the 


place where his shop was.  And this guy trusted Shane so much 


that when he went out of the country, he asked Shane to be the 


property manager and take care of everything, which Shane did.  


I think the two words that I would use to describe 


Shane, having known him for 53 years is compassionate and 


conscientious.  Anything that Shane had responsibility for was 


taken care of.  He has remained that way all his life.  He has 


so much compassion for other people, animals, people.  He is 


loved. 


I can't tell you anything negative about him.  He 


has been diligent.  He's been conscientious in his house 


arrest.  He has missed all Christmases.  His parents would come 


here for the holidays because he could not travel down there.  


And he's been so almost overly conscientious about obeying 
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everything required of him while he was wearing this anklet.  


He's honored the State by being so conscientious.  


He's honored his parents, honored his whole family.  He is an 


honorable man.  I do not say that as his aunt.  I say that as 


someone who knows him well and watched him grow up and saw the 


kind of man that he became.  And a lot of that was due to the 


way he was raised.  He had Godly parents and grandparents.  


I can't say enough good about him.  I think that 


this situation came about as an accident, in every way you can 


look at it.  My husband said from the beginning that he was 


sure a car had to have hit Shane to knock him off the road.  As 


Donna Morris said, she was so late leaving his business that he 


did not have time to become inebriated. 


I don't understand all that's happened.  I 


understand Shane's character.  And I can tell you that he is an 


upright, conscientious, and compassionate man.  Thank you.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  Thank you for being 


here.


MR. GROSE:  Renee Rhineheart.  


THE WITNESS:  I don't have no letter.  


MR. GROSE:  You can still say something.  


MS. RHINEHEART:  Hello, Your Honor.  My name is 


Renee Rhineheart.  I am a cousin to Shane's father.  I've known 


Shane all his life.  He cut my hair many, many times, as well 


as his mom. 
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I've always thought that he was an outstanding 


citizen in his community.  He always tried to help other people 


and he did so when he moved to North Carolina; the same.  He 


was still the same person that he was when he lived in Joanna. 


He's honored his parents.  He's just a wonderful, 


wonderful person.  I hope that you will take everything that 


people are saying into consideration today.  


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  Thank you for being here. 


MR. GROSE:  I'm not sure I'll get this last name 


right.  Angie Mearns.  


MS. MEARNS:  Good morning.


THE COURT:  Good morning.  Yes, ma'am, if you would 


state your name for the record.  


MS. MEARNS:  My name is Angela Mearns.  I'm a nurse 


practitioner.  I'm also Shane's aunt.


THE COURT:  Spell your last name.  


MS. MEARNS:  M-E-A-R-N-S.


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  


MS. MEARNS:  My letter was written back in 


September.  I'm just writing this letter as a character 


reference for my nephew, who is pleading guilty to the charge 


of reckless homicide. 


As his aunt, I have lived closely with him growing 


up.  I can say that he has and remains a caring and positive 


person.  Shane and I are eight years apart.  So we're more like 
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brother and sister than we are aunt and nephew. 


He is very committed to his family and friends.  He 


has a kind heart and a caring spirit that made him life-long 


friends and strong family relationship. 


Through the past six-plus years Shane has missed 


many family gatherings, family holiday celebrations and 


funerals due to his being under house arrest and his diligence 


to that program.  While this was difficult for him, he never 


wavered from his obligation to the legal system. 


Knowing Shane for his entire life, I know that he 


has a strong character and upstanding citizen.  He is truly 


sorry for this offense and has assumed responsibility for his 


actions.  I believe that he has a deep sense of remorse and has 


paid his debt to society. 


It is my sincere hope that The Court will take this 


letter into consideration at the time of sentencing.  Despite 


this case, I believe Shane is an honorable person, a valuable 


member of society, and a good human being.  I also like to say 


that I do pray for both of these parties daily.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  


MS. MEARNS:  Thank you. 


MR. GROSE:  Elaine Bishop.  


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  


MS. ELAINE BISHOP:  My name is Elaine Bishop.  I am 


Shane's mother. 


25


STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA vs. JASON SHANE BISHOP


1


2


3


4


5


6


7


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24


25


R. 53







My letter recounts what we thought occurred with 


the accident.  Speaking as his mother, I would like to recount 


the events since January 15, 2018 as I know them.  Shane was a 


licensed cosmetologist in North Carolina.  Upon my retirement 


in South Carolina as a cosmetologist, Shane became a licensed 


cosmetologist in South Carolina also, so that he could serve 


some of my former clients because I still owned my own salon 


there. 


He was traveling from a workday in South Carolina 


to his home in North Carolina on the evening of this tragic 


accident.  His time of departure from Joanna and accident site 


does not allow time for a stop for dinner at a restaurant and 


drinks.  


Shane had no I.D. on his person when he arrived at 


the hospital.  He was a John Doe from 8:15 p.m. until 


approximately 4:30 a.m.  His wallet was finally recovered the 


next day by his roommate from the wrecked vehicle.  85 percent 


of the bones in his face were broken and his collar bone.  


While in surgical ICU, he was in an induced coma.  


After reconstructive surgery, approximately 11 days 


post-accident, his mouth was wired.  He had a trachea and a 


feeding tube and was given an injection for pain regularly.  It 


was under these circumstances that, after being moved to a 


step-down unit, he was questioned by the Highway Patrolman 


regarding the accident. 
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Upon release from the hospital into my care, Shane 


still remained in our residence in Joanna for approximately 


three to four weeks.  And with the help of home health, I took 


care of the trachea, and he had a feeding tube.  And his mouth 


was still wired.  And we did that and took him back and forth 


to Spartanburg Regional for hospital follow-up.  


In March 2018, Shane was arrested for felony DUI, 


at which time he voluntarily turned himself in to the Highway 


Patrol in Spartanburg County detention center.


The following morning he was placed under home 


detention.  And we understood that to be home detention, not 


just SCRAM monitoring alcohol.  And he adhered to that.  He 


only went where he should've been allowed to go in six years; 


just to the doctor's office and work and grocery store and the 


barber shop, places like that.  


And we would come to -- his father and I would come 


to North Carolina the night before he was to work in my salon 


in South Carolina.  We would spend the night and wait until the 


monitor went off the next morning before we would leave the 


home and then go to South Carolina so he could work for a day. 


I would either -- we would either bring him back or 


meet his partner halfway to bring him back to North Carolina so 


he could work in North Carolina.  We understood that Shane 


could not leave until this monitor went off.  


If his father stopped for a biscuit, he wouldn't go 
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in; he would sit in the car.  We would bring him something out 


to eat; he wasn't allowed to go into a restaurant we thought.  


So in the past five-and-a-half, six years Shane has 


been compliant to the restrictions of the home detention.  He 


has had no alcohol.  He hasn't driven a vehicle.  He hasn't 


visited our home.  We haven't had Christmases with him or 


birthdays.  We've always come to North Carolina for him in 


those years.  


And he's missed several funerals in our family 


because we didn't think that he could attend them.  


He's worked to build his business and reputation in 


his hair salon.  And when the North Carolina salons could not 


open because of COVID, he went to work in Ingles and worked 


there in Waynesville to pay for his rent for his salon and for 


the SCRAM bracelet and monitor.  


His father and I pray that Shane's work ethic and 


his adherence to the law would be considered in his sentencing.  


And we do have great sympathy and are so sorry for the loss of 


life by the Oberdiers.  Thank you.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  Thank you for being 


here. 


MR. GROSE:  Mark Banks.  


THE COURT:  If you would state your full name on 


the record.  


MR. BANKS:  Yes, ma'am.  My name is Mark Banks.  I 
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live in Clyde, North Carolina.  I'm a retired sergeant with the 


Waynesville Police Department in North Carolina.  I'm here to 


talk to you about Jason Shane Bishop, my partner of 24 years. 


When I met Shane he was a department manager with 


Food Lion.  Shane was an outgoing person who was a hard worker, 


ambitious, and full of life.  Later Shane moved to Heyward 


County and continued to work his way up in management.  He 


eventually took a position as assistant manager with Big Lots. 


I helped Shane coordinate two public safety days.  


These events were meant to celebrate police, fire, and EMS.  It 


was a great time for the public to see the vehicles, equipment, 


and those who serve our community. 


Shane was very active in having me to coordinate 


with him with our public safety individuals.  He respected what 


they did.  He wanted to be there for them.  It was even to the 


point that, after one of the events, Shane had made a big pot 


of chili.  And apparently it was so good, the police department 


came back and asked for him to make more for their community 


watch groups. 


Shane sustained a cervical injury while in retail 


that required neck surgery.  Due to lifting requirements, he 


left retail and went to school to become a cosmetologist.  


Shane also became licensed in South Carolina and 


started traveling one day a month to provide services for his 


mom's clients.  After her retirement in 2012, Shane opened his 
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own hair studio where he has been successful and continues to 


grow his clientele each year.  


Shane has also worked with our local outreach 


group, with domestic violence victims, providing services, 


Lions Club and many other non-profits to donate services and 


give thanks for numerous fundraisers.  Shane has even cooked at 


our local Pathways homeless shelter besides others from the 


Episcopal church. 


He has also provided free and reduced hair cuts for 


our students in Heywood County going back to school, to help 


their parents.  And Shane is truly an asset to our community.  


In addressing one aspect of his wreck, I found 


Shane at Spartanburg Regional under the name of John Doe.  I 


came to South Carolina trying to find the vehicle because using 


my Find My App, it told me Shane was still in South Carolina, 


and he should've been in North Carolina because the last 


conversation we had was that I had steaks, baked potato, salad 


and everything ready at home.  He had no reason to stop that 


evening for any kind of dinner or anything else.  


Let me also take a moment to tell you that I was 


one of the first 20 state-certified standardized field sobriety 


testing officers in North Carolina in the 1990s.  I was also 


one of the first 15 state instructors for standardized field 


sobriety and have taught state-wide including here in South 


Carolina, Spartanburg, and Greenville. 
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When I approached Shane for the first time that 


morning, I detected no odor of alcohol about his person or 


breath.  I was down close to Shane, trying to comfort him and 


would've smelled alcohol, if it were present at that time.  As 


we all know, Shane did recover from this accident. 


I would like to take a moment to speak about my 


experience living with Shane.  As an inmate on house arrest 


with Spartanburg County detention -- and I say house arrest 


because the day that Shane was released, it was explained to us 


that he could not leave the house before 6:00 a.m., had to be 


back in by 6:00 p.m.  Ultimately that did change because of his 


working in South Carolina.  They continued at 6:00 a.m. but 


raised it to 8:00 p.m. and further because of his drive time 


back and forth to North Carolina. 


In the past six-and-a-half years, Shane has not 


been allowed to holiday dinners, family funerals, or even visit 


family in the hospital; one of those being myself.  I had a 


massive heart attack.  Shane even called Spartanburg to request 


permission because he felt like he couldn't come.  


He spoke with Sergeant Vinson, and she told him, 


no, he could not come because they were fixing to release me to 


a local nursing home for further treatment.  Shane asked about 


going there.  He was told no. 


In my opinion with the years of service that I have 


completed in law enforcement and working with the judicial 
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system, to me, that was house arrest.  He could not leave.  We 


were told that, that day.  There was only certain things he 


could do.  There was five things that he was allowed to do; 


otherwise he had to be at home. 


So we didn't go anywhere.  We have not been to a 


movie.  We've not been to dinner.  We've not been to friends' 


homes for birthdays or anything else.  We sat at home for the 


past six-and-a-half years. 


Shane complied with all the home detention 


guidelines as to what he could and could not do.  Shane has 


completed over 2,200 days active on the SCRAM bracelet.  We've 


paid over $26,000 for him to be in North Carolina and to 


continue his business.  It has taken a toll on Shane mentally 


and physically while being on home detention.  


Shane was once a vibrant, outgoing person.  


However, he is now a shell of a person he once was.  Shane has 


few friends now as he had to decline all offers to do anything 


outside the home since he was not allowed to socialize with 


others during this time.  


Since the wreck, Shane has not even operated a 


motor vehicle.  He's not even operated a motor vehicle in our 


driveway to move it from one spot to the other. 


Shane has had severe panic attacks, waking up in 


the middle of the night screaming.  It's been unreal.  It's 


been disheartening to see what it's put him through.  And I in 
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my career have seen many accidents.  I've been there.  I know 


how it is.  And I apologize to the family, to Ms. Oberdian. 


UNIDENTIFIED VOICE:  Turn around.  Turn the fuck 


around.  


THE COURT:  Excuse me.  Wait a minute.  Sir, you 


are to address me.  


MR. BANKS:  Yes, ma'am.  I apologize.


THE COURT:  I know this is difficult for everyone.  


Everyone needs to be very courteous and understanding.  Yes.  


MR. BANKS:  Additionally on March 21, 2024, Shane 


sustained a stroke which affected the left side of his body.  


He is currently having speech, physical, and occupational 


therapy two days a week.  They tell us it could be up to two 


years before we know and/or understand his maximum medical 


improvement from this stroke.  


And, yes, they did say that it could've been a 


result of the accident.  Your Honor, respectfully, I would ask 


The Court that Shane be allowed to return to North Carolina and 


continue his career, which he has worked hard to establish and 


to grow. 


Shane has suffered enough, and I ask that you show 


leniency on him today in this courtroom.  Thank you.  


THE COURT:  Thank you.  


MR. GROSE:  Your Honor, Shane would like to address 


The Court.
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MR. SMITH:  Somebody from the family would like to 


speak before Mr. Bishop.  


THE COURT:  I could tell that was brewing and about 


to happen.  There's no problem with the family members 


speaking.  But then, of course, Mr. Bishop and Mr. Grose will 


be allowed to respond to that.  There's a reason that the 


Defendant gets to address The Court last. 


I know that y'all are not in the courtroom very 


much, and don't understand these things.  We need to take a 


break.  I know y'all have been here all morning, traveled a 


long way.  I've been out here in the building since about 8:45.  


Been out here since 9:30.  Let's take ten minutes, and we'll 


come back and resume.  Okay.  


Remember, I know this is very difficult for 


everyone.  Please be reminded to be courteous to each other.  


Thank you.  


(A recess transpired from 11:17 a.m. until 11:38 


a.m.)


THE COURT:  We're back on the record with regard to 


Jason Shane Bishop.  When we last were on the record, I had 


been addressed by members of the Defendant's family and friends 


wishing to speak on his behalf.  And now, as I understand it, 


the victim's family member or friends, maybe singular or 


plural, also wish to address The Court.  Let's make sure that 


we hear from everyone that wishes to address me before I hear 
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from the Defendant. 


Yes, ma'am, if you would state your name.  


MS. WILSON:  I'm Deanna Wilson.


THE COURT:  Can you spell your first name.  


MS. WILSON:  D-E-A-N-N-A.


THE COURT:  And your last name is Wilson?  


MS. WILSON:  Yes, ma'am.


THE COURT:  Yes, ma'am.  I'm happy to hear from 


you.  


MS. WILSON:  Y'all don't know my dad.  My dad was a 


good man.  My dad was an upstanding citizen.  He did his time 


in the Marines.  That day he set out to come down 26, he didn't 


know that there was a young man that was drinking.  He had no 


idea, coming home from North Carolina, that was going to be the 


last day of his life.  


You know, there's a lot of firsts he missed; 


several grandchildren have been born that he never seen.  


I remarried a wonderful man.  My dad's ashes and a 


necklace walked me down the aisle.  For Father's Day I gave him 


Bob Seger tickets because that was his favorite.  Bob Seger got 


canceled.  When he came back to town, my dad was gone.  Me and 


my brother, we went in my dad's spot because he's not here.  


My dad worked many years as a mechanic.  He was a 


wonderful man.  And because of cause and effect, because you 


decide to drink, my dad is not here anymore.  
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I walked into a hospital because I worked that 


night.  Nobody could get in touch with me on my job to let me 


know my dad was going in for surgery, 'cause he had internal 


bleeding.  I did not know when I got to the hospital my dad was 


already gone. 


My brother looked at me.  He said -- I said:  


Where's dad?  


He said:  You don't know?  


I said:  Know what? 


He's gone. 


I said where's he gone at?  


Because I didn't know he was gone gone.  I didn't 


know.  My brothers picked me up out of the floor because 


decisions was made that night that I missed my dad.  And I'm 


sure all of y'all miss your dad if he's gone.  My dad didn't 


have to go that day.  Because of cause and effect; okay. 


If you serve justice today and he gets ten years, 


you know, after the ten years he still got time to be with his 


family. 


What about my dad?  What about my dad?  I would 


love to know.  My dad ain't here no more.  We used to go on 


father-daughter days.  I pick him up.  We would go enjoy our 


dinner and come home.  You know what?  This fellow here is 


still here.  He still has his mom and dad.  They have time they 


get to enjoy. 
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What about graduations and grand kids that he ain't 


going to see -- that he's not here for?  I had a wonderful dad, 


y'all.  Y'all just don't know.  He would give the shirt off his 


back to any of y'all.  He didn't deserve to die. 


And I'm sorry I'm the very last of this.  I finally 


stepped up and wanted to stand up for my father.  I mean, I 


listened all the good testimony on this fellow's behalf.  But 


you know what?  He still got his family.  They still have their 


son over there.  My dad is not here.  I just want justice done 


'cause, you know what?  He ain't here no more.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.


MR. SMITH:  Thank you, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Anyone else, Mr. Smith?  


MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  I just want to make sure, have we heard 


from everybody from the victim's family that wishes to address 


The Court?  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, Your Honor.  Thank you for hearing 


her.  


THE COURT:  Thank you, ma'am.  


Mr. Grose.  Sir, when we left off with the 


Defendant's friends and family members, there were nine people 


that have addressed me.  Is there anyone else that will address 


me before you and Mr. Bishop?  


MR. GROSE:  I think we're good, Your Honor.  
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THE COURT:  Mr. Grose.  You are always well 


prepared, just as Mr. Smith is.  And the documents that were 


provided to me in anticipation of the sentencing hearing total 


98 pages until last night.  It's clean 100 pages now.  


I have not printed one hundred pages.  I have 


reviewed 100 pages.  And so those documents need to be marked 


and entered into evidence because, at the plea hearing, of 


course, there were no exhibits entered. 


MR. GROSE:  I think that the sentencing memorandum 


and attachments has been filed with The Court.  The only two 


that have not been filed are -- I have a filed, stamped copy of 


it.  


THE COURT:  I know they were e-mailed to me and my 


administrative assistant and possibly my law clerk.  We are 


looking to make sure because we have the paper file from the 


clerk's office.  And I don't see those documents. 


I've reviewed them.  I just want to make sure that 


everything is documented as it should be.  Any objection to 


those documents being admitted?  


MR. SMITH:  Probably was filed after the deferred 


sentence.  


THE COURT:  They were filed after -- they're dated 


November 14th.  They were filed on November 14th.  It's 42 


pages.  Y'all can't open and see what it is?  


Bear with me just one moment.  
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(A pause transpired).  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, I'm happy for you to look at 


the clerk's screen.  It looks like the memorandum is in.  


Exhibits A, B and C are in, which I think includes a 


photograph, maybe two statements, two written statements.  I 


know there were a lot more written statements, and then the 


agreement.  The rest of the 42 pages are the documents from the 


home detention program.  


MR. GROSE:  I don't have a paper copy.  I can 


e-mail them a copy today.  I can bring one up when I come back 


on Friday.  


THE COURT:  If you have no objection, I can print 


what was e-mailed to me. 


MR. GROSE:  That's fine.  


THE COURT:  So that we make sure that we mark that 


while we have the court reporter here.  Ms. McDaniel was the 


court reporter on September 11th as well.  Mr. Wheeler was also 


the clerk on that day according to the sentencing sheet from 


that day.  I just wanted to make sure that we didn't forget to 


do that. 


Mr. Smith, were there any exhibits presented by the 


State?  


MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, anything else from you 


before I hear from Mr. Bishop?  
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MR. GROSE:  I just want to, I guess, briefly say 


you've received everything.  I appreciate you going through all 


of that.  


Obviously, this is a tragedy all the way around.  


And I know the people here for Mr. Bishop have a lot of things 


they have been wanting to say.  And I think what is important 


is, you know, what Shane has been doing.  Obviously, there is 


more to him than whatever happened that night. 


I think we'll always have some unanswered questions 


for the very reasons that Mr. Smith talked about earlier this 


morning with regard to how some of the decisions were made in 


the investigation.  


I would just turn it to Shane.  


THE COURT:  There is a point that I want you-all to 


address with me.  And I want to get it all on the record 


because I think Counsel understands it's a critical point.  I 


want it on the record that monitored house arrest is a term 


with great significance and it became even greater when our 


statutory law was amended to allow credit for monitored house 


arrest prior to sentencing.  


And monitored house arrest is a term that you would 


think it would be pretty clear what it means.  I want to hear 


you-all argue your positions because SCRAM is a different 


monitor, and it does not monitor movement.  It monitors alcohol 


levels.  
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I'm happy to hear Mr. Smith's position on whether 


or not SCRAM is monitored house arrest.  And then I'll also 


want to hear Mr. Grose on the record.  


MR. SMITH:  You have me slightly unprepared.  


THE COURT:  I'm sorry.  I know y'all deal with this 


issue a lot.  Usually when we deal with this issue it is for a 


matter of months of credit of time, not a matter of years.  


That's the reason I think that it's important to air that out.


MR. SMITH:  I was looking at the home detention 


statute, 24-13-1510 and 24-13-1520, definition number 3, 


approved electronic monitoring device means a device approved 


by the department which is primarily intended to record and 


transmit information as to the defendant's presence or 


non-presence in the home.  


It is true that when someone is placed on SCRAM 


they are told that they are on house arrest.  That would be 


akin to a judge issuing a bond order saying you are to be on 


house arrest, 6:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m., curfew, something like 


that.  There is no actual monitoring program.  Sergeant Vinson 


confirmed that earlier in her statements.  That records that 


information.  It is a trust. 


If they were found in violation of it, they could 


be brought in on a bond revocation or, in this case, he 


probably would've been violated on home detention. 


I'll keep reading the statute.  I would say that 
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one is probably -- one of our stronger points on it just does 


not meet what the statute is talking about in 24-13-40, which 


is the computation for time served, which essentially gives you 


discretion or the term of art you're using, the monitored house 


arrest.  I will keep reading.  That would be my initial point, 


because it does not monitor the location, that is not what it's 


referring to.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose.  


MR. GROSE:  Your Honor, I respectfully disagree 


because Sergeant Vinson provided information this morning that 


Mr. Bishop had to be there two times a day.  If he wasn't there 


those two times a day, then the data would not be transmitted 


from the monitor, from the bracelet to the system, and she 


would know that he's not there. 


I'm not aware of anything that requires the 


monitoring to be GPS.  When I started doing this years ago, you 


had people that were placed on house arrest and certain times 


of the day they had to be where it could transmit a signal.  


That's what Shane has had to do. 


And he's been listed as an inmate on the Website of 


Spartanburg County for all of this time.  And, you know, I 


think that you have to -- it's a penal statute.  You have to 


construe it in favor of Shane under these circumstances.  And 


it's our position that does qualify as monitored house arrest 


for home detention.  
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THE COURT:  You-all would agree that the 


definition, although there was a case that brought this issue 


to The Court's attention, the court chose not to define GPS 


monitoring; only that you could not give credit on a mandatory 


minimum sentence.  Do y'all agree with that? 


The difference between home detention, monitored 


house arrest -- I don't think the issue necessarily was SCRAM.  


The Court chose not to decide whether or not credit for home 


detention without GPS qualified. 


Okay.  I know that y'all are in the minutia of this 


every day.  


Anything else on that issue before I hear from 


Mr. Bishop?  


MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose?  


MR. BISHOP:  I'd like to thank Your Honor for the 


opportunity to address the Oberdier family.  On January 15th, I 


was driving a vehicle that crossed the center lane and, 


therefore, caused the death of Mr. Oberdier.  I realize that 


other family members were in the vehicle when the accident had 


occurred. 


I know the wreck itself was traumatizing.  Even 


worse, all of you had to deal with the death and loss of 


Mr. Oberdier.  I wish the accident never happened.  I know it 


forever altered your family, and I'm very, very sorry.  
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THE COURT:  Sir, is there anything else you want me 


to know?  


MR. BISHOP:  I didn't stop and drink.  I wasn't 


drunk.  


THE COURT:  Thank you all very much. 


Mr. Grose, I'm happy for you to inspect this.  Do 


you object to having this marked as one exhibit?  


MR. GROSE:  I don't need to inspect it.  I'm happy 


for it to be marked as one exhibit.  


THE COURT:  Any objection, Mr. Smith?  


MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  


THE COURT:  This Defendant's Exhibit 1 begins with 


sentencing memorandum.  I won't go through every page.  This is 


seven pages long, dated November 13th. 


And then there are numerous exhibits that are 


referenced ending with a letter -- there are letters at the 


end -- and ending with a letter from Doyle Teague, T-E-A-G-U-E. 


And then the last two pages are the exhibits 


referenced today, Advent Health letter.  That doesn't appear to 


be dated -- I'm sorry.  She wrote 5/8/24 from Dr. Snead, or he 


wrote.  And a document from Mission Hospital 3/22/24.  


Defendant's Exhibit 1 is in without objection.  


(DFT. EXH. 1, Sentencing memorandum, et al., was 


marked for identification and entered into evidence.)


THE COURT:  If you-all will bear with me for just 
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one moment. 


Mr. Grose and Mr. Smith, is there any dispute that 


the number of days that Mr. Bishop has spent on SCRAM 


monitoring is the 1,993 plus 270, coming to 2,263 days?  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, Your Honor.  He was removed in 


March.  I had it as 193 additional days since the plea, which 


is 2,186 days.  


THE COURT:  2,186?  


MR. SMITH:  Yes, Your Honor.  That was from the 


date that Mr. Grose had referenced the document when they 


removed it.  Between then and September 1st date.  


THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, any objection to that 


figure?  


MR. GROSE:  No objection.  Just for the record, 


that document is part of Defendant's Exhibit 1 as it has been 


entered today.  


THE COURT:  Bear with me just one moment.  


(A pause transpired.)


THE COURT:  With regard to the matter of State 


versus Jason Shane Bishop and indictment 18-GS-42-2973, and the 


offense of reckless homicide, it is the order of The Court that 


I find it appropriate, based on all of the evidence, all of the 


statements and information provided to The Court that 


Mr. Bishop will be committed to the State Department of 


Corrections for a period of seven years. 
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He will get credit for one day that he spent in 


pretrial detention.  In issuing the sentence, The Court has 


taken into consideration that the Defendant has spent 2,186 


days on SCRAM monitoring with no violations, monitored through 


the Spartanburg County Sheriff's Department. 


The Defendant will have no contact with the 


victim's family members.  


I know that this is extremely difficult for 


everyone.  And I sympathize with the victim's family members 


and with the Defendant and the Defendant's family members. 


I, along with these attorneys, deal with cases 


similar to this, not every day but probably monthly for me.  


And it is a tragedy for everyone involved.  I do express to 


you-all my sincerest sympathy.  


I do want to commend the lawyers for their efforts 


and their information provided to me.  It is extremely 


difficult to get family members here, friends here, and 


organize all of this.  And I want to tell you that these 


lawyers are two of the best that appear in This Court. 


Sir, I do wish you the very best. 


Good luck to you-all.  


MR. SMITH:  Thank you, Your Honor.  


(The hearing was concluded at 12:07 p.m.)
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 1 P R O C E E D I N G S


 2 (WHEREUPON, proceedings commenced at 11:26 AM.)


 3 THE COURT:  Okay.  We're on the record with regard to 


 4 the matter of the State vs. Jason Shane Bishop.  And I 


 5 will ask counsel to identify themselves for the record.


 6 MR. GROSE:  This is Charles Grose.  I'm here on 


 7 behalf of Mr. Bishop.  


 8 THE COURT:  Thank you.  


 9 MR. SMITH:  Spenser Smith for the State.


10 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  Our court reporter is 


11 Cheryl Smith.  She is present in the courtroom.  Counsel 


12 is present in the courtroom.  


13 Sir, you're Jason Shane Bishop, correct?


14 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.


15 THE COURT:  Sir, I'm going to swear you in.  If 


16 you'll raise your right hand.


17 (WHEREUPON, JASON SHANE BISHOP was duly sworn.)


18 THE COURT:  Thank you, sir.  


19 Sir, due to the weather conditions in the State 


20 today, apparently you were not transported for the 


21 purposes of this hearing.  Do you agree for the hearing to 


22 be conducted via WebEx?


23 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.


24 THE COURT:  And further, Mr. Grose is here with me.  


25 And do you understand that he is in the courtroom and not 
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 1 going to be there with you?


 2 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.


 3 THE COURT:  Stating the obvious.  


 4 Okay.  But I want to tell you, Mr. Bishop, that if 


 5 you wish to talk with him, we can take a break and try to 


 6 get the officers -- the officer there to assist and get a 


 7 telephone number for you to talk with him privately and 


 8 then we can come back on the record, okay?


 9 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes.  Yes, ma'am.


10 THE COURT:  Okay.  Do you understand everything that 


11 I've just stated?


12 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.


13 THE COURT:  All right.  And are you ready to go 


14 forward at this time?


15 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, ma'am.


16 THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  


17 And one more thing.  If, at any time, you have a 


18 problem hearing or seeing, raise your hand and I'll try to 


19 address that with you, okay?  Okay.  Thank you.  


20 All right.  Mr. Grose, this is your motion and so I 


21 am -- I have the motion.  It's quite lengthy and detailed.  


22 But I am happy for you to, first, summarize how we got 


23 here on the record and then I will hear your arguments and 


24 hear from anyone that you wish to have address me, sir.  


25 And then I'll turn it over to Mr. Smith.  I'll let you 
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 1 reply after that if there's something that you need to 


 2 reply to.


 3 MR. GROSE:  Thank you, Your Honor.  May it please the 


 4 Court.  As you're aware, Mr. Bishop pled guilty on 


 5 September 11th of 2023.


 6 THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, I apologize.  Let me ask one 


 7 more question before we begin.  


 8 MR. GROSE:  Yes, ma'am.  


 9 THE COURT:  Mr. Smith, are you expecting anybody else 


10 to join us via WebEx?  


11 MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.


12 THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Grose, are you expecting 


13 anybody else to join us via WebEx?  


14 MR. GROSE:  No, ma'am.


15 THE COURT:  Okay.  And do y'all agree that -- I know 


16 it's not ideal, but do y'all agree that Mr. Bishop attend 


17 via WebEx?  


18 MR. SMITH:  Yes.  I indicated in an email that we 


19 were okay with that before the hearing.  


20 THE COURT:  Mr. Grose?  


21 MR. GROSE:  I also agree.  I do appreciate all the 


22 efforts that were made by the Department of Corrections 


23 and in particular by this court and staff to be able to 


24 arrange to do it this way as we were notified late 


25 yesterday afternoon that because of the weather, you know, 
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 1 the transportation was going to be canceled.  And I know 


 2 from other emails that were also coming in at the same 


 3 time, that that appeared to be -- can y'all not hear me?  


 4 I mean, I don't know if I can get much closer.  It looks 


 5 like Mr. Bishop is ---


 6 THE COURT:  Mr. Bishop, can you hear Mr. Grose?  


 7 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  I can barely hear Mr. Grose.  


 8 THE COURT:  Mr. Grose, I guess you can be seated and 


 9 that might make you a little closer to that mic.  


10 MR. GROSE:  Is this better?


11 DEFENDANT BISHOP:  Yes, it is.


12 THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, maybe just I think you might 


13 be able to pull it a little closer to you.  I know it's 


14 awkward.


15 MR. GROSE:  I'll get as close as I can to it.  


16 THE COURT:  Okay.  


17 MR. GROSE:  I was just, you know, thanking everybody 


18 for the efforts that they made so that we can go ahead and 


19 do this, because I do think with the volume of cases and 


20 everything, it was important to go ahead and have this 


21 heard when it was scheduled.  And I appreciate all those 


22 efforts.


23 This, of course, is a 2018 case.  And Mr. Bishop pled 


24 guilty to reckless homicide on September 11, 2023, with 


25 sentencing deferred until June 25, 2024.  
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 1 Of course, the Court had a lot of information 


 2 available and heard from Mr. Bishop and his family and 


 3 friends and supporters.  And the Court imposed a sentence 


 4 of incarceration of seven years with credit for time 


 5 served of one day.  And we're asking that the Court 


 6 reconsider the sentence.  


 7 Your Honor referenced the written motion which was 


 8 dated June 27, 2024, and I personally filed the next day 


 9 on June 28th when I was here in the courthouse on other 


10 matters.  


11 We're asking the Court to reconsider the sentence, 


12 and we point to what we believe to be two errors of law 


13 that are outlined in our motion.  The first issue has to 


14 do with whether or not the SCRAM monitor applies or 


15 qualifies as a way to -- for a person to receive credit 


16 for time on monitor, home detention under 


17 Section 24-13-40.  And while Section 24-13-40 provides the 


18 Court with discretion as to whether or not it applies, in 


19 this case, we didn't get to that particular consideration 


20 because the Court had expressed to the parties a concern 


21 about whether or not the SCRAM monitoring applied.  


22 And I believe that the State relied on 


23 Section 24-13-1520 in suggesting that the SCRAM monitoring 


24 is not an approved electronic monitoring device.  However, 


25 I think the record was uncontroverted that Mr. Bishop was 
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 1 required to be at home certain times of day in order for 


 2 that monitor to transmit not only information about his 


 3 location, because he could not make that transmission if 


 4 he was not at home, but also about, you know, his use of 


 5 alcohol.  


 6 I think the record was also uncontroverted that 


 7 Shane, in fact, was a model user of that device, that 


 8 between the time that it was placed on him and the day 


 9 that it was removed because of his stroke, that there were 


10 no violations during that period of time.  In fact, unlike 


11 many of my other clients, Shane did not ask for, you know, 


12 opportunities to have it amended so that he could travel 


13 or attend other family gatherings.  In fact, there was a 


14 conversation after the guilty plea in September of '23 


15 about whether or not we should seek amendment so he can go 


16 to a family gathering, and we ultimately chose not to do 


17 that because he wanted to continue to comply with what he 


18 considered to be the strict terms of, you know, that home 


19 detention.  


20 So I think the way that things progressed at 


21 sentencing, the Court was under the impression that credit 


22 cannot be awarded for time on the SCRAM monitoring.  And 


23 we disagree with that.  We believe that it does qualify 


24 under the statute.  


25 We would also suggest that there would be no reason 
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 1 for the Court not to exercise that discretion once we get 


 2 to -- once we get past that first inquiry because 


 3 Mr. Bishop was such a model person.  


 4 I've got to tell you, he's got a lot of supporters 


 5 here today.  And I'd like them to raise their hands.  And 


 6 I just can't help but want to share the frustration some 


 7 of them expressed to me in the hallway earlier this 


 8 morning when we had other people coming through the Court 


 9 today who were on the monitor, home detention, and were 


10 allowed back on that after finding contempt, did some time 


11 in jail.  And while I certainly respect the Court's 


12 discretion in doing that in the individual circumstances 


13 of those cases that justify doing that, I've got to tell 


14 you, some of what this family has witnessed in court is 


15 they perceived this as, you know, sort of a -- you know, 


16 there's certainly a changed case.  There has been no 


17 reward or no recognition for him having done the right 


18 thing and having complied with the requirements that were 


19 placed on him by the Court for such a period of time.  And 


20 they're having a hard time, you know, understanding those 


21 mixed messages.


22 The second error that we wanted to call to the 


23 Court's attention has to do with subparagraph -- or 


24 Subsection B in the memorandum with regard to State vs.  


25 Simpson.  The case was not named by name during the 
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 1 hearing, but there was a question about whether or not -- 


 2 you know, in certain situations whether home detention 


 3 could be applied to mandatory minimums.  And I looked at 


 4 Simpson afterwards.  That's the only case that I could 


 5 find that I thought that the Court was inquiring about.  


 6 Of course, Shane was originally charged with an 


 7 offense that carried a mandatory minimum, but his plea was 


 8 to reckless homicide which does not require mandatory 


 9 minimum nor is there anything else under the home 


10 detention statute that excludes reckless homicide for 


11 being an offense for which credit can be given for home 


12 detention.  


13 So as we set forth in the conclusion of our 


14 statement, our request, we would ask the Court to 


15 reconsider the ruling that home detention is not available 


16 for SCRAM monitoring and then to apply that credit.  


17 Alternatively, we would ask the Court to instead of 


18 imposing a sentence of active incarceration, impose a 


19 sentence where Shane can be monitored under the home 


20 detention program which he has proven more than capable 


21 being able to comply with.  


22 As the Court's aware, earlier this year Shane had a 


23 stroke.  He was in the hospital for a period of weeks.  


24 I'm not privy to all of what's going on, but it's my 


25 understanding that Shane is being held in a portion of the 
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 1 Department of Corrections where he can receive increased 


 2 medical care.  


 3 There were some issues about when he was taken into 


 4 custody about having to have his medication changed to 


 5 comply with procedures with the jail, which we understand, 


 6 but then he was also led to believe that there would be a 


 7 period where he maintained in the jail while they 


 8 monitored the change in the medicine.  That did not 


 9 happen.  He's been in the Department of Corrections.  And 


10 I think he's, you know, been undergoing a lot of stress.  


11 And I don't know about complications, but certainly 


12 because of his unique medical situation has been somewhat 


13 of a stressful transition.  


14 So that would be our position, Your Honor.  


15 We appreciate, again, all the efforts that everybody 


16 made for us to be able to hear it today given the unusual 


17 weather conditions.  And I would be happy to answer any 


18 questions that you might have.


19 THE COURT:  Okay.  No questions at this time.


20 MR. GROSE:  Thank you, Your Honor.


21 THE COURT:  Anything else, Mr. Grose?  


22 MR. GROSE:  Not at this time.


23 THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Smith?  


24 MR. SMITH:  Your Honor, the State is just asking Your 


25 Honor to deny their motion and impose the sentence that 
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 1 you imposed back on June 25th.  


 2 Your Honor, I would just note, you know, obviously, 


 3 he's gone over the procedural history.  This is not a case 


 4 that was -- I don't think any judgment was rushed to.  It 


 5 was almost a year between when the plea was entered and 


 6 sentencing.  


 7 And as far as the sentencing hearing, it was probably 


 8 up there in my career in terms of information shared and 


 9 people that spoke on behalf of both sides.  And I know 


10 Your Honor made the difficult decision like you have to do 


11 on a daily basis.  And we think it was a fair and 


12 appropriate decision.


13 Your Honor, 24-13-1520, I know we referred to this 


14 back when we did the sentencing hearing, but it does talk 


15 about that the device is primarily intended to record and 


16 transmit information as to the defendant's presence or 


17 non-presence in the home.  I think, although there are 


18 requirements about downloading the data, that data is not 


19 about where they are.  That is about the consumption of 


20 alcohol or not.  So we believe that Your Honor did make 


21 the correct decision in interpreting that as not being 


22 credit that can be given for time served and it was not an 


23 error of law.  


24 And, you know, alternatively, even still, it would 


25 still be in Your Honor's discretion to have not given that 


R. 190







State v. Jason Shane Bishop, 8/8/24 13


 1 credit even if the SCRAM monitor is eligible.  So we don't 


 2 think there's anything new that's been presented other 


 3 than the same arguments that were presented at the 


 4 sentencing hearing.  


 5 I do have just something to read from the victim's 


 6 wife.  She couldn't be here.  The daughter that addressed 


 7 you, Marybeth, has had to have some spinal surgery and is 


 8 in the hospital now, and she's taking care of her.  She 


 9 just wanted Your Honor to know that my husband was killed 


10 by Mr. Bishop with him speeding and driving drunk.  And me 


11 and the family have been upset because it took six years 


12 for Mr. Bishop to actually get to the sentencing.  And 


13 it's been a very emotional roller coaster for her and that 


14 she is sick with multiple sclerosis and her husband was 


15 the only support of her as she deals with that and 


16 seizures.  And now that she does not have that, she 


17 doesn't have the support.  And she said that she prayed 


18 that you would see it in your heart to keep Mr. Bishop 


19 accountable for his actions.  Thank you, sincerely Helen 


20 Oberdire.  


21 That would be our presentation, Your Honor.


22 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  


23 Anything else, Mr. Grose?  


24 MR. GROSE:  I think in just brief reply to that, I 


25 would, you know, respectfully disagree with the statement 
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 1 that my colleague made about the machine not being 


 2 primarily for, you know, recording somebody's location.  I 


 3 mean, he had to be there at certain times every day for it 


 4 to be recorded.  And attached to the sentencing memorandum 


 5 is a copy of the agreement that he entered into which was 


 6 definitely an agreement to be on home detention.  And as a 


 7 penal statute, I think that our law in this state requires 


 8 that it be construed in Mr. Bishop's favor and against the 


 9 State.


10 I would also add just to the comment about the Court 


11 exercising, having the ability -- once you get past the 


12 determination whether or not the statute allows for 


13 credit, the -- whether the Court exercises the discretion 


14 in giving that or not giving that credit I think is a 


15 matter that our appellate courts have not spoken on to a 


16 great length yet.  And I think that, you know, the example 


17 that you had in front of you earlier today where you had 


18 an individual who was supposed to be on home detention and 


19 was out buying marijuana vapes and getting high would 


20 present a situation at sentencing where the Court might 


21 have to take into account for that particular individual 


22 whether or not they had complied with the home detention 


23 program in a substantial manner to be able to be awarded 


24 all or part of the credit.  


25 I don't think that the General Assembly has enacted 
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 1 the statute where courts can -- while they have 


 2 discretion, they have to exercise that discretion in 


 3 determining whether or not an individual who entered into 


 4 that home detention program with the government has 


 5 complied with it in a manner in which to be awarded that 


 6 credit.  And I think that it would be the intent of our 


 7 legislature and I think it would ultimately be the 


 8 decision of our appellate courts that when that compliance 


 9 has been illustrated, that it would be abuse of discretion 


10 not to award that credit, whereas in situations where 


11 somebody has not respected the agreement that they entered 


12 into, that there would be much more deference to a court 


13 in choosing how to exercise that discretion when viewed in 


14 the particular facts of those cases.  


15 And as I've said earlier, and I said I think we had 


16 evidence at the sentencing hearing, Mr. Bishop was the 


17 model of somebody on this type of home detention program 


18 with this type of monitor.  And the Court did not have any 


19 evidence in front of the Court of any violations that 


20 Mr. Bishop had between 2018 and the time that it was 


21 removed for medical reasons.  And, of course, we're not 


22 asking for credit from the time that it was removed for 


23 medical reasons, just up to that point.  


24 So that would be our position, Your Honor.  


25 THE COURT:  Anything else, Mr. Smith?  
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 1 MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.


 2 THE COURT:  Okay.  And so I will just make a couple 


 3 of comments that have not, I guess, yet been placed on the 


 4 record today.  And an appellate court will only get 


 5 certain transcripts, so I think it's very important to 


 6 make the record clear.  


 7 Mr. Jason Shane Bishop was originally charged with 


 8 felony DUI with a potential sentence of one year up to 


 9 25 years.  And then, based upon the decision of the 


10 charging agency, that charge was reduced to reckless 


11 homicide, okay, with a potential penalty of zero to ten 


12 years.  Further, I did give credit or some discretion to 


13 Mr. Bishop for having been on SCRAM for 2,186 days.  It's 


14 on the second page of the sentencing sheet.  I could have 


15 sentenced him to ten years.  Instead, he received a 


16 sentence of seven years.


17 Now, I have never given credit day for day for SCRAM 


18 since I've been on the bench.  And the only credit that I 


19 give is HD GPS.  Not HD, but HD GPS.  And that is 


20 according to a statute that was put in place by our 


21 legislature.  I don't make the law.  I enforce it by my 


22 decisions.


23 Now, I will review everything again.  I do understand 


24 everyone's position.  And I guess the pivotal issue, this 


25 case is old enough that the SCRAM monitoring was monitored 
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 1 by Spartanburg County.  We don't even do that anymore out 


 2 of county, much less out of state, for all kinds of 


 3 reasons.  But because this was a 2018 case, he was allowed 


 4 to be monitored outside of Spartanburg County -- outside 


 5 of the county by Spartanburg County and outside of the 


 6 state.  And because our program is so rigorous, I knew 


 7 that if there was any problem with the SCRAM, that we 


 8 would have been notified about it immediately.  And I 


 9 don't think that anyone has tried ever in arguments to me 


10 to say that Mr. Bishop did not comply which is why I noted 


11 on the sentencing sheet that he had been on SCRAM for 


12 2,186 days.  


13 Again, I know this is very difficult and very 


14 emotional for all involved:  the victim's family members, 


15 the defendant, and the defendant's family members.  And I 


16 certainly do understand that folks that don't normally 


17 have access and interaction with the detention system, the 


18 South Carolina Department of Corrections and even hearings 


19 in the courthouse, it takes a little bit of time to 


20 understand all of this.  


21 And today in this courthouse, the majority of the 


22 hearings that we have had, of course, are bond hearings.  


23 And the motions that have been before the Court today were 


24 motions regarding bond, not incarceration, not after 


25 sentence being found guilty and then being incarcerated.  
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 1 This is pretrial.  These are pretrial motions.  So I say 


 2 that just so that it's very clear that the statements that 


 3 Mr. Gross has made regarding other hearings that I have 


 4 held this morning, that any appellate court understands 


 5 that we are having General Sessions motions, bond motions 


 6 today. 


 7 Okay.  And so thank you all very, very much.  I will 


 8 issue an order in writing.  I will do that as soon as 


 9 possible.  I know this is very important to everyone.


10 MR. GROSE:  In response to your remarks, can I just 


11 ask one thing?  


12 THE COURT:  Yes, sir.


13 MR. GROSE:  Since you're taking this under 


14 advisement, I would request that Your Honor review State 


15 vs. Boggs, B-O-G-G-S, which is 388 SC 314, 696 S.E.2d 597 


16 from the Court of Appeals in 2010.


17 THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.  


18 Anything else, Mr. Smith?  


19 MR. SMITH:  No, Your Honor.  Thank you.  


20 THE COURT:  All right.  Okay.  That will conclude the 


21 hearing.  


22 (WHEREUPON, proceedings concluded at 11:52 AM.)


23


24


25


R. 196







19


 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER


 2


 3 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )


 4 COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )


 5


 6


 7 I, CHERYL A. SMITH, Official Court Reporter for the 


 8 Thirteenth Judicial Circuit of the State of South 


 9 Carolina, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, 


10 accurate and complete Transcript of Record of the 


11 proceedings had and evidence introduced in the trial of 


12 the captioned case, relative to appeal, in the Court of 


13 General Sessions for Greenville County, South Carolina, on 


14 the 8th day of August, 2024.  


15 I do further certify that I am neither of kin, 


16 counsel, nor interest to any party hereto.  


17


18 October 21, 2024


19


20


21 ___________________________


22 Cheryl A. Smith, CVR-M


23  Court Reporter


24


25


R. 197











R. 199







THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY 
Court of General Sessions 


Grace Gilchrist Knie, Circuit Court Judge 
________________________ 


 
Case No. 2018-GS-42-02973 
________________________ 


 
The State, ................................................................................... Respondent, 


 
v. 
 


 Jason Shane Bishop,...................................................................... Appellant. 
____________________ 


 
Notice of Appeal 


____________________ 
 
 Jason Shane Bishop appeals his sentence. The Honorable Grace Gilchrist Knie 
imposed the sentence on June 25, 2024. This appeal is taken from the order of Judge Knie, 
dated August 30, 2024, denying Mr. Bishop’s motion to reconsider the sentence.  
 
 This appeal follows a guilty plea. Pursuant to Rule 203(d)(1)(B)(iv), SCACR, Mr. 
Bishop explains that he will raise the following three issues on appeal: 
 


1. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believe the court lacked discretion 
to award credit for time served on home detention with SCRAM 
monitoring, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-40? 
 


2. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believed the court’s sentence could 
not include home incarceration because this offense involved a 
mandatory minimum sentence, when the offense Mr. Bishop was 
convicted of did not involve a mandatory minimum sentence?  


 
3. Did the sentencing court improperly consider the initial charge when 


deciding to deny credit for time served and deny home incarceration? 
 


Sentencing errors are reviewable on appeal. See, e.g.  State v. Brown, 426 S.C. 63, 
824 S.E.2d 476 (Ct. App. 2019) (defendant was entitled to credit for time served for the 
period of time he was civilly committed after he was found incompetent to stand trial and 
was deemed to have a genuine mental illness); State v. Boggs, 388 S.C. 314, 696 S.E.2d 
597 (Ct. App. 2010) (plea judge’s denial of jail creditfor time defendant served in pretrial 
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detention based upon state’s decision to drop charge against defendant from armed robbery 
to strong arm robbery was an error at law). See also State v. Hawes, 411 S.C. 188, 191, 767 
S.E.2d 707, 708 (2015) (“A failure to exercise discretion amounts to an abuse of 
that discretion.”) (citing Samples v. Mitchell, 329 S.C. 105, 495 S.E.2d 213 (Ct. App.1997). 
The first two issues were raised to the sentencing court during the sentencing hearing and 
during the motion to reconsider the sentence. The third issue was raised during the hearing 
on the motion to reconsider the sentence, citing Boggs, when the sentencing judge disclosed 
reliance on the initial charge.  


 
Respectfully Submitted,  


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
 


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
S.C. Bar Number 66063 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 
(864) 538-4405 (fax) 
Email:  charles@groselawfirm.com 


 
      Attorney for Johnathon Batchelor 
September 6, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina  
 
Other Counsel of Record: 
 
Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
County Courthouse Third Floor 
180 Magnolia Street 
Spartanburg, SC 29306  
ssmith@spartanburgcounty.org 
(864) 596-2575  
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Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
County Courthouse Third Floor 
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By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
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September 6, 2024 


 
 
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 11629 
Columbia, SC 29211 
 
 Re: State of South Carolina v. Jason Shane Bishop 


Lower Court Case No. 2018-GS-42-02973 
 
Dear Ms. Kitchings: 
  
 Enclosed please find Mr. Bishop’s notice of appeal, including an explanation of 
grounds for appealing his sentence following a guilty plea.  
 
 Also enclosed are copies of the sentencing sheet, motion to reconsider the sentence, 
and order denying the motion to reconsider the sentence.  
 
 Please not that I will continue to represent Mr. Bishop on appeal.  


 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please let me know if you have any 


questions or require additional information.   
 


With kindest regards, I am 
 
     Yours very truly, 


 
s/E. Charles Grose, Jr.  


     E. Charles Grose, Jr.  
 
 
 
 
cc: Mr. Jason Shane Bishop (via US Mail) 


Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire (via Email) 
Clerk of Court, Spartanburg County (via US Mail) 


 
  
 


 


The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street, Greenwood, South Carolina 29646 


 
E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
Phone:  864-538-4466  Fax:  864-538-4405 
E-mail:  charles@groselawfirm.com 
Web:  GroseLawFirm.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG  
 
State of South Carolina 


 
 


vs. 
 
 
Jason Shane Bishop 


 
___________________________________ 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSION 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


 
Case No.  


2018-A42-102-01057 
2018-GS-42-02973 


 
 


Motion for Appeal Bond 


 
Pursuant to Rule 246(a), SCACR, and S.C. Code Ann. § 18-1-90, Shane Bishop moves this 


Court for an order setting a reasonable appeal bond in order to allow Mr. Bishop an opportunity to 


appeal this issue raised in his motion to reconsider his sentence.  This motion is based on the 


following grounds.   


“Bail may be allowed to the defendant in all cases in which the appeal is from the trial, 


conviction, or sentence for a criminal offense. However, bail is not allowed when the defendant 


has been sentenced to death, life imprisonment, or imprisonment for more than ten years.” S.C. 


Code Ann. § 18-1-90. Because the sentence is less than ten years, this Court has jurisdiction to set 


bond pursuant to Rule 246(a), SCACR. The factors to be considered in admitting a person to bail 


pending appeal include the probability of reversal, the nature of the crime, the possibility of escape, 


and the character and circumstances of the appellant.” In re Michael H., 360 S.C. 540, 553, 602 


S.E.2d 729, 736 (2004) (citing Nichols v. Patterson, 202 S.C. 352, 25 S.E.2d 155 (1943)). As 


discussed below, these factors militate in favor of granting Mr. Bishop an appeal bond. 


First, there is a strong probability of reversal. Pursuant to Rule 203(d)(1)(B)(iv), SCACR, 


Mr. Bishop’s notice of appeal explained he will raise the following three issues on appeal: 
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1. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believe the court lacked discretion to award 
credit for time served on home detention with SCRAM monitoring, pursuant to 
S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-40? 
 


2. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believed the court’s sentence could not 
include home incarceration because this offense involved a mandatory 
minimum sentence, when the offense Mr. Bishop was convicted of did not 
involve a mandatory minimum sentence?  


 
3. Did the sentencing court improperly consider the initial charge when deciding 


to deny credit for time served and deny home incarceration? 
 
Sentencing errors are reviewable on appeal. See, e.g.  State v. Brown, 426 S.C. 63, 824 S.E.2d 476 


(Ct. App. 2019) (defendant was entitled to credit for time served for the period of time he was 


civilly committed after he was found incompetent to stand trial and was deemed to have a genuine 


mental illness); State v. Boggs, 388 S.C. 314, 696 S.E.2d 597 (Ct. App. 2010) (plea judge’s denial 


of jail credit for time defendant served in pretrial detention based upon state’s decision to drop 


charge against defendant from armed robbery to strong arm robbery was an error at law). See also 


State v. Hawes, 411 S.C. 188, 191, 767 S.E.2d 707, 708 (2015) (“A failure to exercise discretion 


amounts to an abuse of that discretion.”) (citing Samples v. Mitchell, 329 S.C. 105, 495 S.E.2d 213 


(Ct. App.1997). 


 Second, reckless homicide is a non-violent crime.  


Third, Mr. Bishop poses no risk of escape. From the time he was released on bond until his 


stroke in 2024, Mr. Bishop spent six years on monitored house arrest without any violations. The 


Court has every reason to believe the Mr. Bishop will comply with any conditions of bond.  


Fourth, as evidenced by the number of people who wrote letters of support, spoke at Mr. 


Bishop’s guilty plea, and attended the hearing on the motion to reconsider the sentence, Mr. 


Bishop’s character supports released pending appeal. Additionally, Mr. Bishop will receive better 


medical care for his recent stroke if released on bond.  


R. 206







Page 3 of 4 
 


This Court should convene a hearing, consider the matter, and issue a reasonable appeal 


bond.  


IT IS SO MOVED. 


Respectfully Submitted,  


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr.  
 


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 
(864) 538-4405 (fax) 
Email:  charle@groselawfirm.com 


 
      Attorney for Jason Shane Bishop 
September 10, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG  
 
State of South Carolina 


 
 


vs. 
 
 
Jason Shane Bishop 


 
___________________________________ 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSION 
FOR THE SEVENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


 
Case No.  


2018-A42-102-01057 
2018-GS-42-02973 


 
 


 


 
I certify that I have served a copy of this pleading on the State of South Carolina, by 


emailing at copy to counsel, at counsel’s AIS email address, as reflected below: 
 
Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
County Courthouse Third Floor 
180 Magnolia Street 
Spartanburg, SC 29306  
ssmith@spartanburgcounty.org 


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
   


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 


September 10, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina 
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September 6, 2024 


 
 
The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings 
Clerk, South Carolina Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 11629 
Columbia, SC 29211 
 
 Re: State of South Carolina v. Jason Shane Bishop 


Lower Court Case No. 2018-GS-42-02973 
 
Dear Ms. Kitchings: 
  
 Enclosed please find Mr. Bishop’s notice of appeal, including an explanation of 
grounds for appealing his sentence following a guilty plea.  
 
 Also enclosed are copies of the sentencing sheet, motion to reconsider the sentence, 
and order denying the motion to reconsider the sentence.  
 
 Please not that I will continue to represent Mr. Bishop on appeal.  


 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please let me know if you have any 


questions or require additional information.   
 


With kindest regards, I am 
 
     Yours very truly, 


 
s/E. Charles Grose, Jr.  


     E. Charles Grose, Jr.  
 
 
 
 
cc: Mr. Jason Shane Bishop (via US Mail) 


Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire (via Email) 
Clerk of Court, Spartanburg County (via US Mail) 


 
  
 


 


The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street, Greenwood, South Carolina 29646 


 
E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
Phone:  864-538-4466  Fax:  864-538-4405 
E-mail:  charles@groselawfirm.com 
Web:  GroseLawFirm.com 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY 
Court of General Sessions 


Grace Gilchrist Knie, Circuit Court Judge 
________________________ 


 
Case No. 2018-GS-42-02973 
________________________ 


 
The State, ................................................................................... Respondent, 


 
v. 
 


 Jason Shane Bishop,...................................................................... Appellant. 
____________________ 


 
Notice of Appeal 


____________________ 
 
 Jason Shane Bishop appeals his sentence. The Honorable Grace Gilchrist Knie 
imposed the sentence on June 25, 2024. This appeal is taken from the order of Judge Knie, 
dated August 30, 2024, denying Mr. Bishop’s motion to reconsider the sentence.  
 
 This appeal follows a guilty plea. Pursuant to Rule 203(d)(1)(B)(iv), SCACR, Mr. 
Bishop explains that he will raise the following three issues on appeal: 
 


1. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believe the court lacked discretion 
to award credit for time served on home detention with SCRAM 
monitoring, pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-40? 
 


2. Did the sentencing court mistakenly believed the court’s sentence could 
not include home incarceration because this offense involved a 
mandatory minimum sentence, when the offense Mr. Bishop was 
convicted of did not involve a mandatory minimum sentence?  


 
3. Did the sentencing court improperly consider the initial charge when 


deciding to deny credit for time served and deny home incarceration? 
 


Sentencing errors are reviewable on appeal. See, e.g.  State v. Brown, 426 S.C. 63, 
824 S.E.2d 476 (Ct. App. 2019) (defendant was entitled to credit for time served for the 
period of time he was civilly committed after he was found incompetent to stand trial and 
was deemed to have a genuine mental illness); State v. Boggs, 388 S.C. 314, 696 S.E.2d 
597 (Ct. App. 2010) (plea judge’s denial of jail creditfor time defendant served in pretrial 
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detention based upon state’s decision to drop charge against defendant from armed robbery 
to strong arm robbery was an error at law). See also State v. Hawes, 411 S.C. 188, 191, 767 
S.E.2d 707, 708 (2015) (“A failure to exercise discretion amounts to an abuse of 
that discretion.”) (citing Samples v. Mitchell, 329 S.C. 105, 495 S.E.2d 213 (Ct. App.1997). 
The first two issues were raised to the sentencing court during the sentencing hearing and 
during the motion to reconsider the sentence. The third issue was raised during the hearing 
on the motion to reconsider the sentence, citing Boggs, when the sentencing judge disclosed 
reliance on the initial charge.  


 
Respectfully Submitted,  


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
 


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
S.C. Bar Number 66063 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 
(864) 538-4405 (fax) 
Email:  charles@groselawfirm.com 


 
      Attorney for Johnathon Batchelor 
September 6, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina  
 
Other Counsel of Record: 
 
Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
County Courthouse Third Floor 
180 Magnolia Street 
Spartanburg, SC 29306  
ssmith@spartanburgcounty.org 
(864) 596-2575  
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY 
Court of General Sessions 


Grace Gilchrist Knie, Circuit Court Judge 
________________________ 


 
Case No. 2018-GS-42-02973 
________________________ 


 
The State, ................................................................................... Respondent, 


 
v. 
 


 Jason Shane Bishop,...................................................................... Appellant. 
____________________ 


 
Certificate of Service 


____________________ 
 
 I certify that I served this pleading on the State of South Carolina, by email, using 
counsel’s primary email address listed in the Attorney Information System (AIS), as 
reflected below, on the date reflected below: 
 


Spenser Holloran Smith, Esquire  
County Courthouse Third Floor 
180 Magnolia Street 
Spartanburg, SC 29306  
ssmith@spartanburgcounty.org 


 
By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 


   
E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 


September 6, 2024 
Greenwood, South Carolina 
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY 
Court of General Sessions 


Grace Gilchrist Knie, Circuit Court Judge 
________________________ 


 
Appellate Case No. 2024-001476 


________________________ 
 


The State, ................................................................................... Respondent, 
 


v. 
 


 Jason Shane Bishop,...................................................................... Appellant. 
____________________ 


 
Rule 210, SCACR Certification 


____________________ 
 


 The Record on Appeal contains all material proposed to be included by any 


of the parties and not any other material.  


Respectfully Submitted,  


By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
 


E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
S.C. Bar Number 66063 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 
(864) 538-4405 (fax) 
Email:  charles@groselawfirm.com 


 
      Attorney for Shane Bishop 
July 21, 2025 
Greenwood, South Carolina  
 
 
 












THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 


________________________________ 
 


APPEAL FROM SPARTANBURG COUNTY 
Court of General Sessions 


Grace Gilchrist Knie, Circuit Court Judge 
________________________ 


 
Appellate Case No. 2024-001476 


________________________ 
 


The State, ................................................................................... Respondent, 
 


v. 
 


 Jason Shane Bishop,...................................................................... Appellant. 
____________________ 


 
Certificate of Service 


____________________ 
 
 I certify that I served the Record on Appeal on the State of South Carolina, by email, 
using counsel’s primary email address listed in the Attorney Information System (AIS), as 
reflected below, on the date reflected below: 
 


Brian Hollis Gibbs, Esquire  
S.C. Attorney General's Office  
PO Box 11549 
Columbia, SC 292111549  
Office: (803) 734-0515 
bgibbs@scag.gov 
 


 
By s/E. Charles Grose, Jr. 


   
E. Charles Grose, Jr. 
The Grose Law Firm, LLC 
305 Main Street 
Greenwood, SC 29646 
(864) 538-4466 


July 21, 2025 
Greenwood, South Carolina 
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