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INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Charles E. Carpenter (hereafter “Carpenter”) seeks a Writ of Habeas Corpus
from this Honorable Court in its original jurisdiction, pursuant to South Carolina Constitution
Article TV, Section 5, establishing Carpenter’s immediate release from the South Carolina
Department of Corrections. Because Carpenter has exhausted the regular course of Post Conviction
Relief (PCR) claims and appeals in his case, a writ of habeas corpus is this Court’s original

jurisdiction is appropriate.

JURISDICTION
Habeas corpus relief is available in this Court’s original jurisdiction under the South
Carolina Constitution. S.C. Const. art. I, § 18 & art. V, § 5; see also S.C. Code § 14-3-310 (1976).
“Notwithstanding the exhaustion of appellate review, including all direct appeals and PCR, habeas
corpus relief remains available to prisoners in South Carolina.” Moore v. Stirling, 436 S.C. 207,
218, 871 S.E.2d 423, 429 (2022) (quoting Williams v. Ozmint, 380 S.C. 473,477, 671 S.E.2d 600,

602 (2008)).

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A. Plea Agreement and Initial Sentencing

Carpenter was arrested on or about November 27, 1989, and charged with trafficking in
marijuana (Count 1: 90-GS-47-5001) and trafficking in cocaine (Count 2: 90-GS-47-5002)
whereafter he was later sentenced to confinement for a period of twenty-five (25) years for
trafficking in cocaine and an additional twenty-five (25) years for trafficking in marijuana. On
April 7, 1990, Carpenter signed a plea agreement with the State. Exhibit A. The Honorable
Edward W. Cottingham accepted Carpenter’s plea agreement on April 7, 1990, but deferred

sentencing until June 4, 1990. Therein Carpenter agreed to plead guilty to one (1) count of





trafficking in marijuana and one (1) count of trafficking in cocaine. In exchange for his plea, the
State agreed to recommend that Carpenter’s sentences be served concurrently on the condition that

Carpenter provided information to the State and cooperated in investigations.

Prior to entry of the plea, the prosecutor stated, “If I could also ask that the Defendant
understand that this is a mandatory term of imprisonment, that it is a mandatory minimum, the
sentence cannot be suspended, probation can’t be granted and it is a sentence that does not have
eligibility for parole until the passage of 25 years.” Carpenter’s counsel indicated Carpenter’s
understanding of that term as part of the plea. (April 7, 1990, Plea Tr. page 20, lines 1-7). Judge
Cottingham concluded the entry of the plea by stating that “I am going to abide by the plea

agreement. [Carpenter] is entitled to that, and I will do that.” (/d. at lines 14-15).

On June 4, 1990, Judge Cottingham sentenced Carpenter to the minimum twenty-five (25)
years on Count 2 (90-GS-47-5002), trafficking in cocaine to run concurrently with the federal
firearm violation sentence that Carpenter was currently serving. Exhibit B. During this hearing,
based on information provided by the State, Judge Cottingham determined that there was probable
cause to conduct a “full in-depth” evidentiary hearing at a later date on the question of whether
Carpenter had failed to comply with the conditions of the plea agreement. (June 4, 1990, Tr. p. 16,
lines 13-15). Judge Cottingham informed Carpenter that if he determined that Carpenter had in
fact complied with the conditions of the plea agreement, Judge Cottingham would honor the plea
agreement and impose a sentence on Count 1 (90-GS-47-5001), trafficking in marijuana, to run
concurrently with his sentence on Count 2. Judge Cottingham further informed Carpenter that if
he did not comply with the terms of his plea agreement, he would “change his sentence to speak

to his lack of cooperation.” (June 4, 1990, Tr. p. 10, line 24) (emphasis added). Carpenter’s counsel





objected to the bifurcation of sentencing. Counsel’s position was that the entire sentencing under

the plea agreement had to be done at the same time. ( June 4, 1990, Tr. p. 16, lines 20 -25).

B. Bifurcated Sentencing Hearing

On August 9, 1990, Judge Cottingham conducted a second hearing. Carpenter again
objected to the second hearing, renewing an earlier objection made in June, all of which was
acknowledged by the Court. (Aug. 9, 1990, Tr. p. 4, lines 18-24). The trial judge characterized the
proceedings which were occurring as a hearing on “contempt in disobedience of the plea
agreement.” (Id. at p. 144, lines 22-24). He also characterized the inquiry which was occurring
as a determination of whether Carpenter had “breached his agreement.” ( /d. at p. 144, lines 14 —

25).

Without a criminal charge pending against Carpenter, without advising Carpenter of his
rights to a jury trial or other constitutional protections, and notwithstanding the existence of his
plea already having been entered and accepted and a sentencing hearing already concluded, the
trial judge proceeded to take testimony from witnesses to determine whether Carpenter had

complied with his obligations under the plea agreement. /d.

Carpenter’s Counsel objected and correctly pointed out that there were no additional
charges brought against Carpenter, and the evidence to be presented had to do with matters which
occurred after the plea agreement had been entered and accepted, and therefore were not properly
up for consideration. Carpenter’s counsel astutely observed “There is a clean way for the State to
accomplish what they’re attempting to do. This is a muddy way, but I guess they’re entitled to

proceed whichever way they want to proceed.” (Aug. 9, 1990, Tr. p. 10, lines 9-13).





After hearing from witnesses, Judge Cottingham ultimately found that Carpenter failed to
cooperate and substantially comply with the terms of the plea agreement. As a result, Judge
Cottingham “enhanced” Carpenter’s sentence by sentencing Carpenter to 25 years on Count 1 to
run consecutively to the previously imposed 25-year sentence for Count 2. Exhibit C. Judge
Cottingham made no determination or statement as to the burden of proof or persuasion to which
he subjected the evidence he considered, or the weight of the evidence that he relied upon to declare

that Carpenter’s sentence should be “enhanced.” (Aug. Tr. p. 144, line 12).

C. Modification of Sentence

Upon his remand to the custody of SCDC in 1991, SCDC determined Carpenter’s sentence
to be a total of 50 years, and it recorded in Carpenter’s “Conviction Summary” that Carpenter’s
“max-out” or projected release date for 1990-GS-47-5001 was October 4, 2003, while his “max-
out” date on 1990-GS-47-5002 was November 23, 2016. Exhibit D. From 1991 until 2011,
Carpenter’s published max-out dates fluctuated from July 7, 2025, to July 4, 2019. Carpenter’s
max-out date calculations also included good-time and work credits, which SCDC allowed

Carpenter to earn and record towards his sentence.

Then, on June 24, 2011, Carpenter’s Offender Summary reflected the same sentence, but
the projected max-out date increased to April 7, 2040. Exhibit E. On September 12, 2011, after
learning that his sentence had been increased by 24 years, Carpenter contacted SCDC classification
officials and inquired into the matter. Carpenter received a written response on December 2, 2011
from an employee of SCDC that stated, “Your sentence was modified to show as 25 yr. mandatory

minimum day-for-day sentence on 6/24/11.”





Carpenter was not given formal notice of the change or advised of his right to a hearing on
the matter before SCDC removed his good time and work credits twenty-one (21) years after his
conviction. On December 21, 2012, an SCDC staff member acknowledged in a memorandum that
Carpenter’s sentence had been changed to reflect a max out date of April 7, 2040, due to an audit

of inmate sentences conducted in 2011. Exhibit F.

The 2011 audit was initiated as a result of an inmate, Carlos Gonzales, writing a letter to
the Supreme Court asserting that he was being illegally held because his sentence had expired.
Exhibit G. Upon receipt of Gonzales’ letter, SCDC began an internal audit of all “inmates with a
drug trafficking offense prior to 1/1/96 with an incarceration sentence of 25 years or more” who
were still in the custody of SCDC as of March 18, 2010. Exhibit H. Carpenter was among those
inmates. The audit revealed that the record system in the early 1990s was not programmed to
capture the 25 years day-for-day. As a result, SCDC unilaterally altered Carpenter’s and four (4)
other inmate’s mandatory minimum sentences in the record and sent an email communication to

Carpenter’s counsel stating that his sentence had been “updated” and “changed.” Exhibit I.

SCDC also unilaterally removed good time and work credits that Carpenter had previously
earned to his record. In Carpenter’s 1993 offender summary, SCDC recorded that Carpenter had
already earned 700 “GT days” and 102 “earned work credits” for a “total service time earned” of

“001072.” Exhibit J.

D. Challenges to Sentence, PCR Applications, and Appellate Litigation

Carpenter has repeatedly attempted to address the unilateral change in his sentence by
initiating internal grievances within SCDC, filing actions for post-conviction relief, filing a
petition of habeas corpus in Circuit Court, and litigating those matters in the state appellate courts,

to no avail, after each action resulted in denial or dismissal.





On September 8, 2013, Carpenter filed an SCDC “Inmate Grievance Form Step 1” that
alleged the SCDC improperly removed good time and work credits that were previously listed on
his record. Carpenter’s Step 1 Grievance was denied. Carpenter then filed an “Inmate Grievance
Form Step 2” reasserting the improper removal, although this grievance was also denied. The
denial letter informed Carpenter that he could appeal this decision to the Administrative Law
Court. After both of Carpenter’s grievances were denied, he filed an appeal to the Administrative
Law Court on February 7, 2020, seeking to order SCDC to restore his good-time and work credits
that were previously earned on his record. The Administrative Law Court granted a motion on July

27, 2020, to hold this matter “in abeyance until there is a final ruling from the Court of Appeals.”

On November 18, 2016, Carpenter filed an action in Richland County seeking a declaratory
judgment pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 15-53-10 and a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. SCDC
and the State moved to dismiss Carpenter’s actions arguing that his claims were not appropriate
for habeas corpus relief and should have been brought under the PCR Act. In April 2017, retired
Chief Justice Jean H. Toal, sitting as a circuit judge, denied these motions to dismiss, finding that
the circuit court had jurisdiction over habeas petitions and declaratory judgment claims. This
matter was eventually heard non-jury on the merits by Circuit Court Judge Robert Hood, on June

6, 2017.

Prior to his ruling, Judge Hood held an in-chambers conference with counsel for the parties
in which he advised that he intended to deny habeas corpus if Carpenter was “going to turn around
and sue the State and SCDC.” Judge Hood then proposed an agreement where Carpenter would
prepare and sign a broad release to both the State and SCDC in which Carpenter would agree not
to sue SCDC or the State after his release on habeas corpus and further agree to the release being

as broad as possible, including “doubtful and disputed” language. Carpenter agreed to Judge





Hood’s proposal and signed a release, that followed Judge Hood’s directive explicitly, on June 16,
2017. A copy of Carpenter’s signed release (in exchange for granting habeas corpus) was
transmitted that date via email to the counsel of SCDC, which is attached hereto as Exhibit K.
After going silent for a week, defense counsel carefully responded to the deal by stating, “The
department is unable to alter or amend Mr. Carpenter’s sentence as doing so would be in direct
contravention of the unambiguous sentencing sheets and the statutes under which he was

sentenced,” and “We will not be able to consent to Mr. Carpenter’s release.” Exhibit L.

After additional prodding from Carpenter’s counsel as to the issuance of an order, on July
12, 2017, Judge Hood requested proposed orders from SCDC, with no indication of what his
intended ruling might be. Hearing nothing for a month, Carpenter’s counsel reached out again to
Judge Hood on August 28, 2017. There was no response. Two weeks later, on September 14, 2017,
Carpenter’s counsel reached out again to Judge Hood and, again, there was no response. On
October 2, 2017, Judge Hood transmitted copies of two (2) orders that he signed on September 12,
2017, that ruled in favor of SCDC and the State, dismissing Carpenter’s habeas petition and
complaint. His rationale included “that these claims could be raised under a PCR application, they
are procedurally barred, as such, the only avenue through which Plaintiff can file a petition for

Writ of Habeas Corpus is in the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.”

Carpenter then filed an appeal with the Court of Appeals and, contemporaneous with the
appeal, a petition for original jurisdiction and a Writ of Habeas Corpus with the Supreme Court of
South Carolina. On June 12, 2018, the Supreme Court of South Carolina denied Carpenter’s
petition for original jurisdiction and Writ of Habeas Corpus. This court also denied Carpenter’s
motion to certify the appeal that was pending before the Court of Appeals. On appeal, Judge Hill’s

order construed Carpenter’s habeas corpus petition as an application for PCR and remanded to the





circuit court for an evaluation of his claim and a PCR hearing. See Gibson v. State, 329 S.C. 37,
495 S.E.2d 426. Judge Hill concluded that “[Carpenter] has not yet exhausted his PCR remedies
pursuant to Gibson and is procedurally barred from raising his claims in a petition for habeas

corpus in the circuit court until he has done so.”

On April 19, 2022, the matter in the Administrative Law Court was held in abeyance again
pending resolution of the circuit court’s ruling on the pending motion to amend in the PCR matter.

(Order Holding Matter in Abeyance, April 19, 2022).

On June 10, 2022, Judge Knie denied Carpenter’s motion to amend the complaint and
consolidate all claims and issues in the post-conviction relief matter. Her rationale was that the
claims in the Administrative Law Court Action were not properly pursued in a post-conviction

relief matter.

After the circuit court denied Carpenter’s PCR claims, the ALC matter was resumed. On
October 14, 2022, Judge Robert L. Reibold issued an order dismissing Carpenter’s claims in the
Administrative Law Court and affirmed SCDC’s removal of Carpenter’s good time and work
credits. (Final Order, Oct. 14, 2022). Judge Reibold’s rationale entailed: “The Court is not
convinced that the fact that a sentence must be served “day for day” precludes the accrual of good
time and/or work credits” but that “there is no state-created liberty or property interest at issue” so
the appeal should be summarily dismissed. (Final Order, Oct. 14, 2022). Carpenter appealed the
ALC’s decision to the Court of Appeals on November 11, 2022, and on March 19, 2025, the Court

of Appeals issued an Opinion affirming the ALC. (Op. No. 2025-UP-092).

On April 21, 2023, Judge Coble on remand found that the hearing on March 28, 2023, was
a PCR hearing and that Carpenter had exhausted all PCR remedies because the circuit court granted

SCDC’s motion to dismiss and denied Carpenter’s claims for post-conviction relief. Judge Coble
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concluded that Carpenter “may choose to attempt to have his habeas petition heard in the Supreme

Court.” (Order Denying PCR, April 21, 2023).

Carpenter’s other remedies are “inadequate or unavailable,” due to exhausting his

successive PCR remedies, thus warranting this Court’s intervention.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Allegations in a habeas petition “are to be treated as true.” Gibson v. State, 329 S.C. 37,
40,495 S.E.2d 426, 427 (1998). Habeas relief is appropriate when other potential avenues of relief
have been exhausted and the petitioner demonstrates (1) a constitutional violation, and (2) “the
denial of fundamental fairness which, in the setting, is shocking to universal sense of justice.”
Moore, 436 S.C. at 218, 871 S.E.2d at 429 (quoting Butler v. State, 302 S.C. 466, 468, 397 S.E.2d
87, 88 (1990)). The Court’s original jurisdiction gives it the “ability to provide relief to those who
have, for whatever reason, been utterly failed by our criminal justice system.” State v. Torrence,

305 S.C. 45, 69, 406 S.E.2d 315, 328 (1991) (Gregory, C.J., Chandler and Toal, JJ., concurring).

REASONS RELIEF SHOULD BE GRANTED

1. The Trial Court lacked jurisdiction to impose a consecutive twenty-five-year
sentence during the hearing on August 9, 1990.

The trial court’s jurisdiction to sentence Carpenter ended when the trial court accepted
Carpenter's plea and sentenced him on June 4, 1990; therefore, Judge Cottingham lacked

jurisdiction to impose the consecutive twenty-five-year sentence during the second hearing on

August 9, 1990.

In South Carolina, the law is well-settled that a trial judge cannot impose or modify a

criminal sentence after the term of court has adjourned because the judge loses jurisdiction when





the term of court ends.! In the context of criminal procedure, the South Carolina Supreme Court
defines “term of court” as a specific period during which a court is in session and has jurisdiction
to act on matters before it.> Sentences imposed during such a term cannot be amended after the
term’s adjournment unless certain circumstances exist, > specifically, timely post-trial motions * or

motions for a new trial based on after-discovered evidence under Rule 29, S.C.R.Crim.P. °

Judge Cottingham’s general authority to accept the guilty plea and then sentence Carpenter
arose by virtue of an order of Chief Justice George Gregory, dated November 15, 1989, which
vested Judge Cottingham with authority to “dispose of all matters... arising from State Grand Jury
Investigation No. 89-005.” Exhibit M. Accordingly, Carpenter does not dispute that Judge
Cottingham possessed the requisite jurisdiction to conduct the April 7, 1990 plea hearing and the
June 4, 1990 sentencing hearing. Carpenter merely contends that the sentencing judge lost that
jurisdiction or authority to alter or “enhance” Carpenter’s previously imposed sentence when he

failed to retain jurisdiction past the expiration of the term of court sine die in which Carpenter’s

'S.C.R.Crim.P. Rule 29; State v. Smith, 276 S.C. 494, 497, 280 S.E.2d 200, 201 (1981); State v. Moulds, 264 S.C.
404, 407, 215 S.E.2d 445, 447 (1975); State v. Best, 257 S.C. 361, 368, 186 S.E.2d 272, 275 (1972) (“When a trial
judge adjourns his court sine die, he loses jurisdiction of a case finally determined during that term, except under
special circumstances, as where either by consent or acquiescence of counsel for both sides, or postponing
determination of motions duly entered during the sitting of the court, or in some cases where supplemental orders
germane to and carrying out the order duly made, and not inconsistent therewith, may be passed.”).

2 State ex rel. McLeod v. County Court of Richland County, 261 S.C. 478, 484-85, 200 S.E.2d 843, 845-46 (1973)
(voiding amendments to sentences made by a trial judge after the term of court had ended); State v. Campbell, 373-
74,376 S.C. 212, 215-16, 656 S.E.2d 371 (2008); Tant v. S.C. Dep t of Corr., 408 S.C. 334, 343-44, 759 S.E.2d 398,
402 (2014).

*ld.

4 Per Rule 29, SCRCEP, a post-trial motion must be filed within 10 days after the imposition of the sentence. If such a
motion is timely filed, the court retains jurisdiction to hear and decide the motion even after the term of court has
ended. However, if the motion is not filed within the 10-day period, the court loses jurisdiction to entertain it. See
State v. Campbell, 376 S.C. 212, 215-16, 656 S.E.2d 371, 373-74 (2008); State v. Slocumb, 412 S.C. 88, 92-93, 770
S.E.2d 436, 438-39 (2015); State v. Warren, 392 S.C. 235, 238-40, 708 S.E.2d 234, 235-37 (2011).

3 Per Rule 29, SCRCP, this exception allows the court to consider a motion for a new trial if it is based on evidence
discovered after the trial. Such motions are not subject to the 10-day limitation and can be filed beyond the expiration
of the term of court State v. Campbell, 656 376 S.C. 212, 215-16, S.E.2d 371, 373-74 (2008); State v. Slocumb, 412
S.C. 88, 92-93, 770 S.E.2d 436, 438-39 (2015).
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sentence was fully, finally, and properly imposed by Judge Cottingham. Importantly and
consequently, Carpenter thus takes issue with the improper re-sentencing after the loss of

jurisdiction/authority to do so, i.e. after the concurrent sentences were imposed initially.

Prior to enhancing Mr. Carpenter’s sentence, Judge Cottingham briefly addressed the
questionable authority of the Court in the second hearing when he stated “ordinarily during the
week of general sessions court, our Supreme Court has said that the term ends on Friday, and the
judge cannot, thereafter, change the sentence later. I don’t know what the Supreme Court will say
in connection with this.” (Aug. 9, 1990, Tr. p. 141, line 22 — p. 142, line 1). Nonetheless, Judge
Cottingham proceeded to improperly change or enhance Carpenter’s sentence to run consecutively
instead of concurrently, effectively increasing Carpenter’s sentence from twenty-five (25) years to

fifty (50) years total.

A. Judge Cottingham’s appointment over cases arising from the State Grand Jury did not
provide him with jurisdiction in perpetuity over Carpenter’s case.

The state grand jury (SGJ) was born from legislation enacted in 1987, which went into
effect in February 1989, when Article I, Section 11 and Article V Section 22 of the South Carolina
Constitution were amended to accommodate the establishment of the SGJ. 1987 Act No. 150.
Thus, the SGJ process was in its infancy at the time Carpenter’s pleas were taken in 1990, and

procedures in place at that time remain in some respects unclear.

The South Carolina Supreme Court has had to issue a series of Administrative Orders to
create procedure for the handling of cases which arise from indictments of the SGJ. See 2000-12-
07-01, which states, inter alia, that “it has been necessary for the Supreme Court... to set out
through administrative orders certain duties and responsibilities” governing the SGJ.

Administrative Order 2000-1207-01 spelled out a procedure for assigning judges to hear cases

11





following the return of indictments by the SGJ. Nevertheless, no published orders appear prior to
the 2000 order, so the actual procedure that was in place a decade before is unknown. The
procedure generally, however, is irrelevant. What is relevant is the jurisdiction or authority of the

sentencing judge at the time of purported sentencing.

The Chief Justice’s authority to assign circuit judges for individual terms of court has
remained unchanged at least since the last amendment to Article V, Section 4 of the South Carolina
Constitution via 1985 Act 9. Article V, Section vests the Chief Justice with exclusive authority to
“set the terms of court and... assign any judge” to preside over that term. Therefore, the “term of
court” analysis set forth in State v. Campbell and its progeny, discussed infra., is the applicable
and controlling law in this case, notwithstanding any subsequent orders that may have been issued
regarding statewide grand jury proceedings and/or any statutory amendments, including S.C. Code
Ann. § 14-7-1630(B). That statute relates only to the establishment and operating of the SGJ and
identifying the duties of the presiding judge of the statewide grand jury, it does not speak to the

individual terms of court assigned by the Chief Justice.

Thus, nothing in the statutes regarding the SGJ or otherwise supersedes the constitutional
authority of the South Carolina Supreme Court to assign judges as necessary to carry on the
business of the courts of general sessions. S.C. Const. art. V, 4. Nor could the statutes attempt to
usurp the authority of the Supreme Court and the Chief Justice to assign judges under its exclusive
right to do so. A statute which attempted to do so would violate the separation of powers doctrine.
State v. Langford, 400 S.C. 421,735 S.E.2d 471 (2012) (invalidating the statutory procedure which
purported to vest in circuit solicitors with authority to control the docket in general sessions court,

as violative of the separation of powers doctrine).
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Accordingly, the 1989 order appointing Judge Cottingham to “dispose” of certain cases
arising out of a particular grand jury did not create or provide for any continuing jurisdiction in
perpetuity. It merely made certain that Carpenter’s matter would be brought before Judge
Cottingham and that judge only, but still within the framework of whatever term of court during
which Judge Cottingham received it. It appears that there is no order from the Supreme Court
setting a term of court during August 1990. This was confirmed by the State Grand Jury on August
10, 2023, following Carpenter’s FOIA request for the same. Exhibit N. If the jurisdiction of Judge
Cottingham continued in perpetuity, the case itself would continue, and thus could never be
“disposed” of permanently by Judge Cottingham. That would be inconsistent with the long-
standing default rule that a trial judge loses jurisdiction over a particular criminal matter when the
term of court during which it was concluded adjourns sine die. State v. Campbell, 376 S.C. 212,

656 S.E.2d 371 (2008).

B. Carpenter was fully sentenced on June 4, 1990, such that the subsequent change to his
sentence in August 1990 was void for lack of authority on the part of the sentencing

judge.

“Judgment in a criminal case is not final until sentence is imposed.” State v. Robinson, 287
S.C. 173,174,337 S.E.2d 204 (1985). Carpenter’s plea was entered on April 7, 1990, but because
Judge Cottingham did not impose any sentence at that time, he thus naturally retained jurisdiction
to impose sentences at a later date. State v. Campbell, 376 S.C. 212, 656 S.E.2d 371 (2008).
Carpenter contends, as is supported by the facts set forth in extensive detail in the Statement of
Facts supra, that he was fully and finally sentenced on June 4, 1990. To wit, the Court said “Now,
I tell you that this Court will abide by this plea agreement. I tell you that upon the record.” (April
7, 1990, Plea Tr. page 10, lines 19 — 20) and “I am going to abide by the plea agreement.

[Carpenter] is entitled to that, and I will do that.” (/d. at p. 20, lines 14-15) before executing at
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least the sentencing sheet for Case 90GS475002 that day, thereby effectuating a resolution of the

two charges that were being disposed of jointly.

In other words, having tied the two matters together via the plea agreement that was
pointedly and purposefully accepted in April, the matters remained inseparable at time of
sentencing, and absent vacation of the entirety of the plea agreement, and resolution of -5002 in

June was resolution as to them both concurrently.

The August hearing transcript contains statements as to why Judge Cottingham was
attempting to then sentence Carpenter to 25 years consecutive on Indictment No. 90GS47-05001,
which confirm that he had already sentenced Carpenter to concurrent sentences in accordance with
the plea agreement previously. He determined that he would leave “the first part” of the sentence
intact but that he was “enhancing” the sentence on the second indictment. (Aug. Tr. P. 141, lines
2 —25). No sentencing sheet on 97GS4705001 from the June 4, 1990 proceeding has been found.
But the trial judge’s statements on August 9, 1990 make clear that he thought he was enhancing a
sentence that had already been imposed on June 4, 1990 when the sentence on 97GS47-5002 was
completed. He was clear in his intent on both dates, but equally lacking in continuing authority

on the latter, just as he seemed to be aware and acknowledged:

As you well know, ordinarily during a week of general sessions court our Supreme
Court has said that the term ends on Friday and the judge cannot, thereafter, change
the sentence later. I don’t know what our Supreme Court will say in connection
with this.

(Aug. 9, 1990, Tr. p. 141, line 21 —p. 142, line 1).

It is well settled that a trial judge loses authority to change a sentence in a criminal matter
after the term of court adjourns sine die. State v. Campbell, 376 S.C. 212, 656 S.E.2d 371 (2008)

(“It 1s a long-standing rule of law that a trial judge is without jurisdiction to consider a criminal
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matter once the term of court during which judgment® was entered expires.”). Each week of court
is a separate term. State v. Mixon, 275 S.C. 575, 274 S.E.2d 406 (1981), cited with approval in

Campbell.

State v. Campbell is startlingly similar to this case. The defendant Campbell was sentenced
pursuant to a plea agreement. /Id. at 372. After a trial in a related matter, at which Campbell
allegedly did not comply with the plea agreement’s requirement to cooperate, the State made a
motion to vacate Campbell’s plea agreement and sentence. The sentencing judge scheduled a
hearing, vacated the earlier sentence, and re-sentenced Campbell to life in prison. The Supreme
Court’ vacated the life sentence, determining that the trial judge lacked the authority to reconvene

the proceeding and change Campbell’s sentence. Id. at 374.

The ruling in Campbell, confirming that the trial judge’s subject jurisdiction is lost at the
end of the term has recently been reaffirmed. 7ant v. State, 408 S.C. 334, 759 S.E.2d 398 (2014),
citing to Campbell. In Campbell, the Supreme Court said that the trial judge’s authority in a
particular criminal matter ends at the end of a term of court, but that the lack of authority was not
an issue related to subject matter jurisdiction. The Supreme Court’s reliance for that declaration
was State v. Gentry, 363 S.C. 93, 610 S.E.2d 594 (2005). However, the Gentry decision construed
subject matter jurisdiction issues with respect to a defective indictment and overruled prior
decisions that had held that a defective indictment deprived the trial court of subject matter

jurisdiction. The discussion regarding subject matter jurisdiction in Campbell was not necessary

¢ Judgement was not entered on April 7, 1990, because while the plea was accepted, no sentence was imposed.
Judgment was entered on June 4, 1990. The South Carolina Supreme Court has recognized that the “typical procedure”
is the defendant pleads guilty pursuant to a plea agreement and then sentencing is held in abeyance until after the
defendant has cooperated at the co-defendant’s trial.” State v. Campbell, at 373-374.

7 Campbell’s appeal was filed with the Court of Appeals, and the Supreme Court certified the case for its own
consideration pursuant to Rule 204(b), SCACR. Id.
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to the Supreme Court’s decision as to sentencing after adjournment sine die (because Campbell’s
matter was a direct appeal) and is therefore dicta. Carpenter asserts that, if a trial judge loses
authority to act in particular criminal matter after adjournment sine die, the trial judge lacks

jurisdiction over that particular matter. As confirmed by the Supreme Court in 7ant, lack of

“authority” over a particular criminal matter equates to subject matter jurisdiction in that particular

matter.

Carpenter was, in fact, sentenced to 25 years in prison on June 4, 1990 on Count One of
Case No. 990-GS-47-5001. (Sentence sheet). It is not known whether the sentencing sheet was
executed before, during or after, the in-court proceedings on that date. It is also not known whether
a sentencing sheet for the second charge, 90GS475001 was executed on that date, but Judge
Cottingham’s authority to impose or affect Carpenter’s sentence concluded at the adjournment sine

die of the term of General Sessions court which began June 4, 1990.

Additionally, there is nothing in the record indicating that the State filed a motion seeking
to alter or amend Carpenter’s sentence within ten (10) days of his sentencing hearing on June 4,
1990. Only upon a timely post-trial or, in this instance, post-sentencing motion could the court

have retained jurisdiction beyond the term of court for the week of June 4, 1990.

II. SCDC violated Carpenter’s right to due process when it unilaterally modified and
increased Carpenter’s sentence in 2011.

“Under both our state and federal due process clauses, no person shall be deprived of life,
liberty, or property without due process of law.” Tant v. SC Dep t of Corr., 408 S.C. 334, 340, 759
S.E.2d 398, 401 (2014) citing U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1; S.C. Const. art. I, § 3. “The
fundamental requirements of due process include notice, an opportunity to be heard in a

meaningful way, and judicial review.” Id. The “length of an inmate’s incarceration implicates a
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constitutional liberty interest” which requires compliance with due process requirements. /d.
(citing Greenholtz v. Inmates of Neb. Penal & Corre. Complex, 442 U.S. 1, 18,99 S. Ct. 2100, 60
L.Ed. 668 (1979) (“Liberty from bodily restraint always has been recognized as the core of the
liberty protected by the Due Process Clause from arbitrary government action.”)). As result, the
Tant court held that whenever SCDC “alters an inmate’s sentence in its records, it must give the
inmate formal notice of the change and advise him of his right to file a grievance and obtain a

hearing.” Id. 408 S.C. at 342, 759 S.E.2d 401.

Carpenter was not given formal notice of the change or advised of his right to a hearing on
the matter before SCDC increased his sentence and removed his good time and work credits
twenty-one (21) years after his conviction. Carpenter did not have a hearing at the time his sentence

was allegedly “modified.” It was only after

SCDC cannot remove earned credits from an inmate’s record once they have been earned.
Furtickv. S.C. Dep t of Corr., 374 SC. 334, 549 S.E.2d 35 (2007). “The statutory right to sentence-
related credits is a protected ‘liberty’ interest under the Fourteenth Amendment, entitling an inmate
to minimal due process to ensure the state created right was not arbitrarily abrogated.” Id. 649
S.E.2d 37. In Furtick, the South Carolina Supreme Court quoted from Superintendent, Mass. Corr.
Inst. v. Hill, 472 U.S. 445,454, 105 S. Ct. 2768, 86 L.Ed.2d 356 (1985) to state “[w]here a prisoner
has a liberty interest in good time credits, the loss of such credits threatens his prospective freedom
from confinement by extending the length of imprisonment. Thus, the inmate has a strong liberty

interest in assuring the loss of good-time credits is not imposed arbitrarily.”

I11. SCDC violated Carpenter’s Right to Equal Protection Through Its Intentionally
Disparate Treatment of Carpenter as Compared to Others Similarly Situated.
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The Equal Protection Clause states, “No State shall . . . deny to any person within its
jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1. “To succeed on an
equal protection claim, a plaintiff must first demonstrate that he has been treated differently from
others with whom he is similarly situated and that the unequal treatment was the result of

intentional or purposeful discrimination.” King v. Rubenstein, 825 F.3d 206, 220 (4th Cir. 2016).

Bobby G. Horne (hereafter “Horne”) was arrested in connection with the same course of
events as was Carpenter and also pleaded guilty to a violation of S.C. Code Ann. Section 44-53-
370(e). Exhibit O. Horne’s plea was to trafficking in cocaine and was included as part of
Indictment No. 90-GS-47-5002, the indictment in which Carpenter pleaded guilty to trafficking in
cocaine. Horne was also sentenced to a mandatory minimum sentence of 25 years under S.C. Code
Ann. Section 44-53-370(e). Exhibit P. His sentence for trafficking in cocaine was therefore

identical to Carpenter’s, cementing his status as “similarly situated” to that of Carpenter.

At the time Carpenter and Horne were indicted, the language at the end of S.C. Code Ann.

Section 44-53-37(e) read as follows:

Any person convicted and sentenced under this subsection to a mandatory
minimum term of imprisonment of twenty-five years or a mandatory term of
twenty-five years or more is not eligible for parole, extended work release, as
provided for in Section 24-13-610, or supervised furlough, as provided for in
Section 24-13-710. Notwithstanding Section 44-53-420, any person convicted of
conspiracy pursuant to Section 44-53-370(e) must be sentenced as provided herein
with a full sentence or punishment and not one-half of the sentence or punishment
prescribed for the offense.

§ 44-53-370(e) (Supp. 1988) (Emphasis added).

Horne was given sentence credits for good time served, pursuant to S.C. Code Section 24-
13-210, earned work credits pursuant to S.C. Code Section 24-13-230, was eligible for parole, and

was eligible for work release and release and supervised furlough. As a result, Horne was released
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from active custody to supervised furlough on August 30, 2001, and his sentence ended completely
on March 1, 2002. Exhibit Q. On information and belief, other inmates who have been in the
custody of SCDC with 25-year sentences for trafficking in cocaine in violation of Section 44-53-
370(e) have been granted work credits, good time credits, other administrative credits, have been

released on supervised furlough or some combination thereof.

Carpenter was initially allowed to earn the same credits that Horne earned and was
originally made eligible for work release. At some point, after Carpenter’s earned credits were
stripped from him, and his eligibility for work release was also extinguished, all unilateral acts by
SCDC. Carpenter and Horne were treated differently by SCDC in terms of work credits earned,
parole eligibility, work release, and supervised furlough, even though their sentences on indictment

90-GS-47-5002 were identical.

SCDC changed Carpenter’s sentence in its records, apparently at the same time that it
engaged in such changes to the records of many other individuals. Even assuming such changes
were proper, they occasioned an opportunity to treat every such affected inmate in the same
manner, yet have failed. Horne remains released, without any apparent desire or attempt on the
part of the State to seek the claimed lawful fulfillment of his full sentence. In the words of SCDC’s
counsel at trial, “Mr. Horne got out. He got lucky.” (Tr. p. 70, line 23). Further, counsel stated “I
think if the Department had the resources to have gone out and bring people back in or legally do

that, maybe they would have.” (Tr. p. 71, line 6-8).

It is respectfully submitted that the acknowledgement that others in the exact same position
as Carpenter merely “got lucky” and will not be subject to the allocation of nearly unlimited
resources of the State to apprehend them, despite leaving confinement “early” by supposed clerical

or calculation error or otherwise, constitutes “intentional or purposeful discrimination” by the State
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against Carpenter. Carpenter is not advocating for the broad release of numerous inmates, but
instead, that “all” inmates sentenced under the same indictment (No. 90-GS-47-5002), for the same
offense, be treated equally.
CONCLUSION

Wherefore, having fully set forth the grounds for relief sought, Carpenter seeks a Writ from
the Court establishing Carpenter’s immediate release from the South Carolina Department of
Corrections and reflecting his sentence as having been fully served via order of this Court, or, in
the alternative, a Writ from the Court setting aside the proceedings and resulting sentence from the
August 9, 1990 hearing and remanding the matter to the circuit court for Carpenter’s resentencing
on indictment 90-GS-47-5002, and for such other relief as the court deems just and proper. Because
he is being held in violation of his constitutional rights, Carpenter prays for an expedited hearing

on the legal issues presented immediately following the filing and service of responsive pleadings.

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Haley Hubbard

Desa Ballard (S.C. Bar No. 498)

Harvey M. Watson III (S.C. Bar No. 74053)
Haley Hubbard (S.C. Bar No. 103195)

BALLARD & WATSON
226 State Street

West Columbia, SC 29169
Telephone 803.796.9299
Facsimile 803.796.1066
desab@desaballard.com
harvey@desaballard.com
haley@desaballard.com
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF A Tsle  n
) GENERAL SESSIONS FOR "/ &, %
COUNTY OF CHESTERFIELD ) THE FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT® Gry B4 %
&%
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) CASE NO. 90GsS4705001 U
90GS4705002 r

V.
PLEA AGREEMENT

go 7

AGREEMENT made this Q#h day of April, 1990, between and among

CHARLES EUGENE CARPENTER
a/k/a "FIREBALL"

e L S
%

the State of South Carolina, as represented by Assistant Attorney
General Sean Kittrell; the Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter
a/k/a "Fireball", and his attorney, Lionel Lofton, Esquire.
IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual promises made herein, the
parties hereto agree as follows:
1. The Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball",
agrees to plead guilty to %ﬁﬁﬁ counts of violating section 44-53-
370(e), 1976 Code of Laws of South Carolina, as amended, (e.qg.
trafficking in marijuana and trafficking in cocaine). Sentencing
will be done pursuant to Section 44-53-370(e)(2)(e) with regard to
Count One of Indictment 90GS4705002, Segtiont-44-532=3704)(2)td)
o~ rithregard—to-Count—Two-of_that-same-Indietheft; Section 44-53-
J¢/\f370(e)(l)(d) with regard to Count One of Indictment 90GS4705001;
@ aﬁd-;&aeﬂgnum:ﬁafB”-W’(ieﬂ—H‘f(b*/Q-W&ftﬁHregﬁrﬂm.geunt%——wf—
T\ Indictnent 90683705000 The S Ll et b Al Gt e o serduce of

TG s sadin, b 4 25l AU DAtk oy L
) : 4$ﬁ;lDefendant Charles Eugene Carpentér a/k/a "Fireball",

/ agrees to fully and truthfully cooperate with the Office of the

Attorney General of South Carolina and local, state and federal law

enforcement agents in &PiwasP%?¥oﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬂ§“h2°f the importation,





possession, and distribution of controlled substances and related
unlawful activities. This cooperation is to include, but is not
limited to, truthful and complete debriefings of the Defendant's
knowledge concerning unlawful drug activities and related unlawful
activities. Also, the Defendant understands that he must fully
disclose and provide truthful information to the State including
any books, papers, or documents or any other items of evidentiary
value to the investigation. The Defendant must also testify fully
and truthfully before any grand juries and at any trials or other
proceedings if called upon to do so by the State, subject to
prosecution for perjury for not testifying truthfully. The
Defendant must be completely honest. The Defendant understands
that his obligation is absolute, whether it helps the prosecution,
or hurts the prosecution, and whether it helps or hurts other
individuals, either indicted or ‘unindicted. The failure of the
Defendant to be truthful or to tooperate at any. stage can cause the
State's obligations under this Agreement to become null and void.
Further, it is expressly agreed that if the State's cbligations
under this Agreement .become null and void due to the lack of
truthfulness or cooperation on ‘the part of the Defendant, the
Defendant under;tands tha;: (1) the Defendant will not be permitted
to withdraw his plea of guilty to the offenses described above; (2)
any and all additional charges known to the State may be filed in
the appropriate county; (3) the State may argue for a maximum
sentence for the offenses to which the Defendant has pled guilty;

(4) the State may use any and all information and testimony
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provided by the Defendant in the prosecution of the Defendant for
all charges; and (5) the State may advise the South Carolina
Department of Corrections of the Defendant's status as an un-
cooperative defendant and may accordingly recommend redesignation
of the Defendant to a higher custodial level.

3. The Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball",
understands and agrees that any and all assets or portions thereof
acquired or obtained as a result of illegal trafficking in drugs
shall be surrendered to the South Carolina Law Enforcement Division
(SLED), and/or other law enforcement related organizations in South
Carolina to be designated by the Attorney General, in portions to
be determined by the Attorney General. The assets so surrendered
will be disposed of according to South Carolina law. The assets
to be surrendered include, but are not limited to, cash, stocks,
bonds, certificates of deﬁosit, personal property, and real estate.
Further, the Defendant agrees to fully assist the Office of the
Attorney General and SLED in the recovery and return to SLED,
and/or other designated law enforcement related organizations in
South Carolina of any drug-related- assets or portions ~thereof,
either domestic or foreign, which have been acquired or obtained
either indirectly or directly through unlawful drug activities.
The Defendant must prevent the disbursement and immediately and
voluntarily surrender to the Office of the Attérney General, SLED,
and/or other designated law enforcement iela£ed organi&ations in
South Carolina all other domestic and foreign assets in which he

has any direct or indirect interest or control, if the assets are
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the proceeds of unlawful drug activities or are directly or
indirectly related to the unlawful drug activities. The Defendant
further agrees to immediately and voluntarily surrender to the
Office of the Attorney General, SLED, and/or other designated law
enforcement related organizations in South Carolina, in portions
to be determined by the Attorney General, all conveyances,
including but not limited to, aircraft, vehicles, or vessels, which
have been used or were intended for use, to transport, or in any
manner to facilitate the transportation, sale, receipt, possession,
or concealment of controlled substances.

4. The Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball",
further agrees to submit to polygraph examination(s) by any
qualified state polygraph examiner should he be requested to do so
regarding his knowledge of and involvement in drug-related
activities, other related unlawful activities, and any and all
assets and conveyances acquired and/or used by the Defendant or
others, whether drug-related or not. This pleéa agreement is
expressly contingent upon stccessful completion, to the State's
satisfaction, of the polygraph- examination(s).

5. The Attorneys for the State agree not to prosecute the
Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball', for other
offenses committed prior to the date of this Agreement in the State
of South Carolina which are of the same or similar character as
those cited herein, or for other offenses committed prior to the
date of this Agreement in the State of South Carolina, which are

based on the same act or transaction or constitute a part of a
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common scheme or plan as those cited herein. The Attorneys for the
State also agree not to indict Sharon Coleman, Vernon Carpenter and
Roger Carpenter for any offenses which have been uncovered as a
result of the investigation of this case.

6. The-parfiesihergto ynderstand-thatany, request by-the—
Defendant,~Chartes-Bugene-Carpentexr ayk/a Y Eireball*, —for a par-
tieularqgeakqgga,shglixnptqbelbipdimgzuggnpthe,Caurﬁwmand;tﬁgbhthaﬁ_h
Défepdant has™ ho-rightto—withdraw-his ‘pleal-regardless of the

D septerice” ihpcsed by -the-Court. -

7. The Attorneys for the State agree to recommend that any
. ﬂ{;f sentences of incarceration the Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter
if a/k/a "Fireball", receives as a result of these pleas shall be
concurrent terms of incafcerétion, with the-munderstanding by «the-
partieshereteLthat this recommendatriqns is, aotr binding: upon. . the
@ount, and that the Defendant has no fight to withdraw his plea,
ragamdlaﬁsbgfuthHSénten$E4me@Qﬁﬁ4b¥ﬂﬁthEﬂME&, with~the further
understanding that should the Defendant fail to fulflll the terms

of this agreement, then the State may recommend that any sentence
e
v mf

be run consecutive, each Counht to the other.

8. The Attorneys for the State reserve the right to speak to
the Court at the time of sentencing and reserve the right to
recommend a sentence of incarceration.

9. The Attorneys for the Government agree to recommend to
any United States Attozpey or other State or local pfbsecutor'that\

the Defendant, Cﬂarleg Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball", not be

TN p : : . . 3
prosecuted for any similar ‘crimes occurring in the District of
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South Carolina or any other District or this or other states prior
to the date of this Agreement, so long as the Defendant, Charles
Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball", continues to cooperate with any
law enforcement agency interested in the information he possesses.

10. The Attorneys for the State reserve the right to
summarize all evidence which would have been presented at trial to
establish a factual basis for the plea.

11. The Attorneys for the State agree to advise any Court or
other authority of the extent and value of the Defendant's
cooperation if called upon to do so by the Defendant.

12. The Defendant, Charles Eugene Carpenter a/k/a "Fireball",
understands that the State's obligations under this Plea Agreement

are expressly contingent upon the Defendant's abiding by state and

X, @ federal laws~s

13, The parties hereby agree that this Plea Agreement

-

-

_\{ CL,xFuperSEdes all prior promises, representations and statements of

excepT AS o The materns placed onthe recond v op4n Cour

\ the parties; that this Agreement may be modified only in writing
::5 signed by all parties;A and that any and all other promises, ,@wLGfZ/ﬁ
N

representations and statements, whether made prior to or after this

AgreTe\t, are null and void.

DATE V" °

"Fireball"
Defendant

Habeas Petigion Exhibits 007





Exhibit B

Habeas Petition Exhibits 008





RS

ATV AT Ag —-(SJE;TENCE

orrense (Ovipivaey Tou F5 e iing
h Cotame § Y- 53 31d(¢

]

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIN ) of

R\ ! CovatostCase numeen 72 _asys Y 705007
COUNTY OF CHESTERFIEL )
THE DEFENDANT _dg/ fes & Lyens, CCZ-{,DM fer ‘ 1S COMMITTED TQ THE STATE
OR GOUNTY DEPARTMENT OF GORRECTIONS FORA TERM OF _ 9
MENTHIVEARS (NGO TO PAY A FINE OF 3200, O0Y); PROVIDED UPON THE SERVICE
OF MONTHS/YEARS ANDIOR PAYMENT OF FINE OF &  PLUS

PAYIWAIVE COSTS AND ASSESSMENTS AS APPLICABLE®, THE éALANCE

I& SUSPENDED WITH PROBATION FOR .. MONTHS/YEARS. \
RESTITUTION  YES/NO For Physlcal Injury $
For Properly damage §
ta bs pald : B

ta the Clark of Court for

{tc be paid to viclim'a compénsation fund If aubrogsted)
otHER conomions,_(éa ceurrent wf Szafence now Ser r10y Frong

Fedrad Covrt 1n A.C.

paTE June Y, 1990

. PRESIDING JUDGE
COSTE AMND ABS ESSMENTS: ' \ % E & <\) < iJ Né\\(\‘i\i\

4 1@
U B .

,J,.\ ‘v‘ 3 3 ! e

N Qb

L Dt?u ‘1 GLERK OF COURT, , §.C.
FELED \,v‘w State Gread Jury
LegXT N

JU 41990 TTEST

usA G 0TAR,  Habeas Petition Exhibits 0
GLERR, CTATE GitAHD JURY.
Ozrn:.nt Firm FOIA Charles Carpenter 181783 & Bobby Hor

4/24/2015 GC71






Exhibit C

Habeas Petition Exhibits 010





SENTENCE Count / \“ﬂ{

AsEELOE C’m-fﬁf/a(d"“'a'( ekng i.
Marihuoan e - -E‘r";’ ]

STATE OF S8OUTH CAROLINA,~ ) Y 1% d 5
: @ ) case Numeen __T0_as.ye o/ 705001 .
COUNTY OF CHESTERFIELD 3 |

1
THE DEFENDANT _@ALEI_M['D an Ly IS COMMITTED TO THE STATE

OR COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS FOR A TERM OF __‘g"_si___

MEWFHE/YEARS ANDIOR TO PAY A FINE OF 830000 pROVIDED UPON THE SERVICE !

-

oF MONTHB/YEARS ANDIOR PAYMENT OF FINEOF 8 ___; PLUS

PAYAWAIVE COSTS AND ASSESSMENTS AS APPLICABLE®, THE BALANGCE

18 SUSPENDED WITH PRQBATION FOR MONTHS/YEARS,

RESTITUTION  YES/NO : For Rsical Injury &

For Proparty démaga $

to be paid

ta the Clerk of Court for

{to be-paid to victim's compensalion fund it subrogatsd)

OTHER CONDITIONS.

DATE: !%3@1‘- %1990

@l St >

.7 PRESIDING JUDGE
GOSTS AND ASSESSMENTS: : e. {35 <\)“'TJ N 6\

L
e LT
40N y 50 ek e
o =l ——

T ki3 Faf #CLERK OF COURT,

. $.C.
Slate Grand Tury

FILED © o

AUG 93990 Habeas Petition Exhibits 011 l l Co ot
Ozmint FEMA @Ibmgxhes Carpenter 181783 & Bobby Horne 1 Tw f

4/2043B6 #&Q






Exhibit D

Habeas Petition Exhibits 012





L'} . . T
CHTI{OOD SCDC OFFENDER Mif MAGEMEHT SYSTEM ' 0641272
COMMITHENT APFLICATION 5
5CBC £ 181788 CONVICTION SUMMARY % HOGGS
LARFLNTER, CHARLES EUGENE CURR LOC- ALLEMNDAL
OFFENDR TYFE ADULT-ETRAIGHT OFFENDER CATEGURY. VIOLERT
INCARC SENT SENT SENT CONY
A4 COivV ICTION DIFENSE YRS MO DYS. DATE START FROJ COMEP STAT CaT

_o¥ S00002 TRAFFICKING IN MARIJ Q25 00 000 03/09/%90 03/709/76¢ 11/723/2016 ALTIV V
Y SO000T TPAFFICKING IN COCAT 025 Q0 G000 04/04/70 D6/04/%0 10/04/72003 ACTIV WV

“AGF - 20001
(BKE A SELECTION AND FRESS (ENTER)... ik i o

FFi1-QUIT EFja—MAIN MENU FF7-EACKEWARD FYo-FoRrwaRrD

——a

A Habeas Petition Exhibits 013
B \

o
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I

{EF550D SOUTH CARDLINA DEFARTHENT OF CORRECTIONS
IPORT 1 OFFENDER SUMMARY JUL 06 2011
WMATE NO: 181783 NAME: CARFENTER,CHARLES EUGENE

€96 2 3026 3636 36 2 26 X 26 2 N e Je 3o 263 X N e PERSONAL/IDENTIFICATION DATA FEIEIEHIEIE M HIEH NI N NR

ACE-=—~—=—=="—= ‘WHITE FRI NUMKER-————===—= : 281758M1

b :MALE BIRTH DATE---—==—=- :05/26/53
IIGHT-————===:3 FT & 1IN RELIGIDN=--===~-—-——:BAFTIST

SIGHT === ~:164 U.S.CITIZEN=---—--~-~:CITIZEN ~ NATIVE BORN
fE COLDR—----:KROWN MARITAL STATUS-----:SINGLE

IR COLOR~~--:BROWN MEDICAL STATUS--~--- :NONE ON FILE

(IN TONE—-----:FAIR SDCIAL SECURITY 3--:2448B5770

DY BUILD—-~--:MEDIUM AIMS GRF ASSIGNMENT:ALPHA I

ARKS/SCARS~~--:NONE ON FILE

1636 36 6 76 9 96 36 36 36 76 K 269636 26 36 36 DATA CURRENT AS OF: 04/24/11% 36 696 16 96 36 36 2 96 36 96 3¢ % 36 6 36 6 K I 16 X 2 96

TOTAL SENTENCE--~--: 30 YRS 0 MOS @ DYS
JRR STATUS---:INCARCERATED CURR SENT SERVING--: 50 YRS O MODS O DYS
JRR INST.———-~:EVANS CURR SENT START~--—:04/07/90 '
JRR CUST LVL-:MI2 EWC JOE LEVEL~-=--=-- : 07015
JRR ASSIGN.--:BUILDING DETAIL BLDG CURRENT LOCK——==—=-—- : 2A0283A
SCAPE/ATTEMFT :SEE ESCAFE HISTORY SCDC ADMIT DTE-—--— :{1/713/94

.D/ZUNT-DETAIN:YES, SEE REFORT 2 PROJ EWC-MAX~-OQUT---:04/07/2040
ICTIM/WITNESS:NONE ON FILE

RIOR CONV OVER 90 DYS---: 4 PROJ EWC PAR--ELIG--:00/00/0000

RIDR CONV 90 DYS DR LESS: 2 LAEOR CREW/WORK FPGM:99/99/9999

B 06 2626 3636 3 26 3 26 3 36 2 36 26 06 26 26 3 % 2 % COMMITMENT INFORMATION T 3E 2 2626 2636 30 L3I I I IEIEH I

EQ* INCARC SENT VIOL CONS SUSPF COMM

TATUS CURRENT OFFENSE SENTENCE CHAR CNTS TYPE IND IND YRS CNTY
YRS MO DYS

00002 TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA 25 0 0 C 1 ST TIM V Y CHESTERF

C NO FROERATIDN

00001 TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 2% 0 o} c i ST TIM V N CHESTERF

G ND PROBATION

Habeas Petition Exhibits 015
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SDUTH CARDLINA DEFARTHENT DOF CORRECTIONS

EFORT 1 CONTINUED OFFENDER SUHMARY

NMATE NO: 181783 NAME: CARFENTER,CHARLES EUGENE

32636 3 3036 3036300636 30 30 K 2 X CONSECUTIVE STRUCTURE 36 36 36 36 36 3 2 96 36 36 30 06 36 34 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 26 36 34
ONVICTION CONSECUTIVE T0:

NUMBER NUMBER

00002 IS CONS TO - 500001

00061

* COMMITHMENT TEXT x%

ENTENCE START DATE ON OFFENSE #1 CHANGED 70 05/08/92, CRED11 FOR JAIL TIME
HESTERFIELD €O. RR 06/19/92///RECORD AUDITED §2-04-94, ENTERED OFFENSE DATES ON
COMMITMENTS, ENTERED STAERILITY COED, 4AND ENTERED SEVERAL CONVICTION AND COMMITH
NT TO PRIORS....MCELROY///////57 DAYS JAIL CREDIT GIVEN TO #{ WHICH IS THE DATE
UF CONVICTIDN.JHANNA 03/22/02/////7///MODIFIED RESIDENT STARILITY CODE TO CON-
ORM WITH OP-21.04 CHANGE IN CRITERIA..1/13/10..J.PRENNAN/// PER C. ROLACK,
ODIFIED JURIS DATE ON OFFENSE #2(CDNSECUTIVE SENTENCE)...TO REFLECT 57 DAYS
TC...6/23/1%...KFOGLE.../////ENTERED STATUTE AND CORRECTED CHARACTER CODE ON
FFENSE %'S 4-2. INMATE'S SENTENCE CORRECTED TO SHOW 25YRS MANDATORY MINIMUM
AY-FOR-DAY SENTENCE PER STATUTE; S. WILLIS 04/24/14.......

Habeas Petition Exhibits 016
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b re——— LY I U O CLAOILIDACA L EWVLY YL l'n.nm [RUNLE WV VIR
o INMATE CORRESPONDENCE
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE: Charles Carpenter, SCDC # 181783

INSTITUTION:  Evans Correctional Institution

FROM: Jannita C. Gaston, Division Director

' Classification and Women’s Facilities
SUBJECT: Response to Inmate Correspondence
DATE: December 21, 2012

In an effort to ensure that we have used the correct sentencing guidelines that were in place at the time
of your crime, the [nmate Records Office contacted the Office of General Counsel, to review the statutes that
you were sentenced under in 1990. Per that office, the following is the language of those sections as it stood on
April 7, 1990

Section 44-53-370(e)(2){e): (d) ten thousand pounds or rhore,fa term of imprisonment of not less than
twenty-five ycars nor more than thirty years with a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment of twenty-five
years, no part of which may be suspended nor probation granted, and a fine of two hundred thousand dollars.

' Forthe purpose of these guidelines, mandatory minimums must be served day-for-day without any
credit towards the sentence. .

Attached you will find a portion of your transcript where the Selicitor, Mr. Kittrell, asked if the
“defendant”, meaning you, understood that the sentence was a mandatory term of imprisonment, that itis a
mandatory minimum and it had no eligibility until the passage of 25 years. Your attomey, Mr. Lofion, stated
that you understoed the ramifications of the sentencing. Also, your sentences would have been concurrent had
you cooperated fully with investigators prior to sentencing. Due to lack of cooperation, the judge ran your
sentences consecutive to each other meaning that you had a total of 50 years that had to be served day-for-day.

An audit was conducted in 2011 of active SCDC inmates with Drug Trafficking offenses of 25 years or
more by Ms. Willis, Inmate Records Office to ensure programming was correct for the sentences. [ advise you
to go fo the law library at your institution to conduct your own research into your sentences and the law that was
in place at that time, ' o

I trust this has addressed your concerns.

|/ Jannita C. Gaston

JCG:dgg -
Attachment

cc; Inmate Record
Institutional File
File

Ballard FOIA w/ Release for Charleg E. Carpenter 181783 Nov. 3, 2016 Suppl. 3692
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RECEIVE])
FER © 5 2w

' DIRECTOR
The Supreme Court of South) Carvolina

DANIEL E. SHEARQUSE POST OFFICE BOX 11330
CLERK OF COURT COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 28211

TELEPHONE: (803) 734.1080
BRENDA F. SHEALY FAX: (B03j734-1499

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK
February 3, 2010

TECEIVE])

Jonathan Edward Ozmint, Esquire

S.C. Dept. of Corrections FEB 1 N 2010
P.O. Box 21787 —
‘ TIZION OF CLASSIFICATION
Columbia, SC 29221 .,n‘nﬁﬁ;:.},gm% GECORDS _

Re: Carlos Gonzales
Dear Mr. Ozmint:

Enclosed is correspondence received from Mr. Gonzales. Since he is asking
questions about how the Department of Corrections has computed his maxout date,
we are forwarding his letter to your office for any assistance you may be able to
give him,

Very truly yours,
CLERK
/bs
Enclosure

CC: Mr. Carlos Gonzales #217075

Habeas Petition Exhibits 020





il

Hen. JCAN TCAL
P.G. EQOX 13330
COLUMBIA &.C. 2€€36

I have been incarcerated in S.C.D.C. for 16 years (since 1994). My original

sentence was 30 years in Sumter and 25 years in Horrb,County this sentences

was running concurrent, by the 5.C.D.C.

After being incarcerated for 16 years, I was to max—out my sentence on
February lst 2010, twenty five days (25) before my max-out, S.C.D.C. informed

me that my sentence had been changed to 25 years Mandatory. Why was there such

?

a wait (7). How come 1 was not informed before my max-cut time
I haven't been informed by any classification worker or anyone associated
with $.C.D.C. that changes had occured to my record. S.C.D.C. has no authority

to change what a Judge rendered without his censent. The Department of
Corrections has not authority or Jurisdiction to change the ruled of the
Judge.

My main concern is why did they wait until I was ready to max-cut before
before notifying me of this changes. This is a highly unconstitutional.

I ask diligently for your help and assistance regarding this matter.

T beg you te help me with this huge dilemma; (1) Why did S.C.D.C. ccreeal ci
hide for 15 years and & month this infcrration 7, (Z) why di¢ s.C.D.C. wait Z5
days before my max-out to change my sentence ?; (3) Why dian't §.C.D.C supply
to Court's the proper infermation at the hearing's 7.

ls my understanding that this is a "cruel and unusual punishment" that

Violate Due- Frocess Ly the Constitution of United State, because if I was
inforned in 1S¢5 , could have challenged this problen: on the Court that it's
pertaining tc .

I weuld lilke for Vou tc ke ny aaviscr, and pray for ycur eapert hnowledge

in this natter.

Respectfully ycur

Carlos Gonzalez 217075

Cpples Groozn)o

Habeas Petition Exhibits 021





cEB 01 2010
o G sUpREME OO

DATE 1-21-2010

PLEASE FIND ENCLOSED ATTACHED COPIES

QF S.C.D.C. OFFENDER MANAGEMENT

SYSTEM "RELEASE DATE SCREEN"

CARLOS GONZALEZ #21707§
(_éﬁéézs é—-g@@d/@ V702

RIDGELAND CORR. INST.

P.O.BOX 2035 S.A. 65

RIDGELAND S.C. 29536
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LISTING OF IMMATES WITH A DRUG TRAFFICKIN
WITH "N INCARCERATIVE SENT
FOR POPULATTON

scoe 4 NAME INSTITUTION
85488 AKBAR, BASIL WALI LEE
v §28120 BECKHAH, HERvsvfbtnfﬂ‘ =A5 LANCASTER Cp
131128 DENNIS, LARRY DDNELLi”{hpZ WATKINS
138726  JACKSOM, ROBERT 11 TURBEVILLE
141871 LEE, GLENN RUSSELL{?f]l ‘“gg LEE '
164599  GOOD, DANNY WILLIAM! '~ ; {BROAD RIvER
168324, THRIFT, GEORGE RIcHarol) ! . I'heoap Rrver
172728 STOKES, Jornny Y~ [ ALLENDALE
179548 MCDANTEL, JAMES MARKlq;E\ MGCORMICK
1BOB2E  BENNETT, THOMASON RIDGELAND
181783 CARPENTER, CHARLES EUGENE EVANS
/181968 mcooweLL, GEORGE ALLENDALE
v/ 184752 HALL, EOMARD LEE WATEREE RIVER
V187284 GaUSE, REN AmEL MARLBORD CO OF
193419 GALMAN, RONNIE Lie KERSHAW
¥ 208563 wARRIS, STEFEN E, WATEREE RIVER
212864 LURIBE. MARISOL GRAMAM . RAE
215045 PRIOLEAU, MARIQ RIDGELAND
i;§1?oav DOVE, BOBBY UAMES TURBEVILLE
+ " 247075 - -GONZALE S~ CARLOS - - RIDGELAND
228711 FRANKLIN, WILLIAM o, MAMNING
235010  ROEBUCK, MELVIN MACDOUGALL CORR
‘fzaasss- ADAMS,  ALFRED KIRKL AND
TOTAL: 23
“wumwmw

MAXOUT

G2/20/ 10
Qa/10/10

10/18/ 10
08/03/3Y

05/19/10
04721710
01/08/19
02/24/11
05/20/16
05/05/11
12/21/713
08/16/11
12/22/17
08/01/12
12/18/13
05/30/11

01/02/11

01/18/20
11/02/10
08/21/10
12724438

NEXT
PAROLE

05/20/11

QT/08/10

QB/25/985
01/26/10

D1/11/489
01726, 114
oa/19/ 10

0B/2B/7t
02,24/ 19
Q715791

01/07/41

11/02/ 10
BB/21 19

4

PARDLE
0t/25/54
Q7 720/09
0128410
01/11/18
01/26/11
07/20/08
QB/02/05

08/17/00
Qa708/01

10/%2/00

11/02/10
oa/21/ 10

OFFENSE
DATE

06/2z1/8%
12/21/95
07/10/85
07/15/86

03/23/89

04727780
01/26/91
08/19/974
4/07/80
05/12/9%
03726791
05/31/94
04/26/85
11/01/858
12/31/93
10/21/93
12/31/93
04/26/89
05/30/9%
08/13/88
10/26/94

5 OFFENSE PRIOR TO. 1/1/08
ENCE OF 25 YEARS QR MORE
ON 3/18/10

INITIAL

SENT STRT
DATE OFFENSE

06/21/85 TRAFFICKING
11/30/86 TRAFFICKING
07/1G/85 TRAFFICKYNG
01/23/87 TRAFFICKING
0G/14/87 TRAFFICKING

IN COCAINE
IN MARIJUANA
IN ILL DRUGS
IN COCAINE
IN COCAINE

02/05/30 TRAF COCAINE( 10-2BG, 15T

10/25/84 TRAFFICKING
04!3#/90 TRAFFICKING
01/26/91 TRAFFICKING
06/19/91 YTRAFFICKING
08/07/90 TRAFFICRING
03/25/96 TRAFFICKING
03/26/21 TRAFPFICKING
03/15/95 TRAFFICKING
Q&/28/06 TRAFFICKING
11/01/9% TRAFFICKING
08/20/94 TRAFFICKING
10/21/83 TRAFFICKING
11/04/84 TRARFLICKING
03/19/94 TRAFFICKING
05/30/95 TRAFFICKING
05/21/96 TRAFFICKING
0B/13/97 TRAFFICKING

IN COCAINE

IN COCAINE

IN COCAINE

IN COCAINE

IN COCAINE

IN CRACK coca
IN CRACK coca
IN CRACK t0ca
IN CRACK .coca
IN CRACK COCA
IN MARLJUANA
IN COCAINE

IN MARIJUANA
IN COCAINE

IN COCAINE

IN MARIJUANA
IMN CRACK coca

Habeas Petition Exhibits 024
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00065498

NAME: ARBAR, BASTL WALI

sociaL securiTY NuMEER: (G DATE OF BIRTH: 09/07/48
LOCATION: LEE STATUS: Iﬁcucmmm
ADMISSION DATE: 09/09/71 _ RELEASE DATE:

TOTAL SENTENCE: 999 YRS 0O MOS § DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
01725794 09/0%/15

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIQUS OFFENSE: = MURDER BEFORE 1977, JUNE

CONVICTIONS) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT;

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
MURDER BEFORE 1977, JUNE 02/16/71 62/17/71 999 90 §gg
TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA 06/21/85 06/21785 10 06  ©
" TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 06/21/85 06121785 25 o 0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 01/23/85 0i/23/85 15 o0 0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 01/23/85 01/23/85 15 0 0
MARIJUANA PDSSESS 017/23/85 05/03/85 5 0 0
ESCAPE 04/01/76 04101776 0 0 o

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _08/03/15

i + Based Active Sentencefs)
Habeas Petition Exhibits 025 on Achive e
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00126120

NAME: BECKHAM, HERVEY

sociaL securtty NumBer: [N DATE OF BIRTH: 04/12/47
LOCATION: yNK STATUS: RELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: (3/11/97 RELEASE DATE: 03431/10

TOTAL SENTENCE: 30 vYaRs O MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
08/30/10

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: ) TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
CGCAINE DISTRIBUTION 04/18/84 10/23/84 36 o 0
TRAFFICKING IN MARTJUANA 12/31/95 11/30/96 255 0 0
CRIMINAL CONSPIRACY 04/18784 10/23/84 5 o 90

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _08/03/13

Habeas Petition Exhibits 026t Based on Active Seotence(s
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00131128

NAME: DENNIS, LARRY DONELL

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: [ DATE OF BIRTH: 04/18/52
LOCATION: unk STATUS: RELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: 10/16/01 RELEASE DATE:  03/31/12

TOTAL SENTENCE: 25 YRS © MOS O DYS

' PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
ga/i0/10

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: =~ TRAFFICKING IN ILL DRUGS

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START BATE YRS MOS DYS
TRAFFICRING IN TLL DRUGS 06/09/00 10/12/01 10 0 0
TRAFFICKING IN ILL DRUGS 07/10/85 07/10/85 5. 0 0

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15

Habeas Petition Exhibits 027 B2sed o5 Active Sentencels)
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SOUTH CARQLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIO\IS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00138725

NAME: JACKSON, ROBERT

social SeCURITY NUMBER: [N DATE OF BIRTH: 07/17/41
LOCATION: FLORENCE CO STATUS: PARt;JLE
ADMISSION DATE: 10/20/08 o RELEASE DATE:  07/01/10

TOTAL SENTENCE: 5 YRE O MOS O DYS

- PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
10/16/10 07/20/09 O6/16/11

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:

MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = HEROIN POSS INT/DISTR

. CONVICT ION() IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

: OFFENSE SENTERCE INCARC TIME
OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
HEROIN POSS INT/DISTR 12/25/07 10/16/08 4 0 B0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 07/15/86 01/23/87 25 a0 @

INFORMATION 1S CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15

ti
Habeas Petition Exhibits 028 Based on Active Sentencels)
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00141971

NAME: LEE, GLENN RUSSELL
SOCIAL -SECURITY NUMEER: I DATE OF BIRTH: 04/23/49
LOCATION: yyk STATUS: RELEASE

ADMISSION DATE: 1:1/03/09 RELEASE DATE: 11/28/12

TOTAL SENTENCE: 0 YRS (O MOS O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
08/10/09 o 08/25/95

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE:

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
CRIM SEX COND W/MINOR{1ST 11/12/07 087/10/0% 3 0 0
LEWD ACT/CHILD UNDER 16 11/12/07 08/10/09 15 0 0
TRAFFECKING IN COCAINE 09/15/87 06/14/87 25 0 O
CHILD NEGLECT 11/12/07 08/10/9% 16 o0 o0

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _08/03/15

+ Based Active Sent (s)
Habeas Petition Exhibits 029 0. AENNE DERIEACE
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 03164599

NAME: GOOD, DANNY WILLIAM

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: I DATE OF BIRTH: 11/24/59
LOCATION: UNION CO - STATUS: PROBATION
ADMISSION DATE: 07/22/13 " RELEASE DATE: 11/01/13,

TOTAL SENTENCE: G YRS 6 MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
11/02/13 . 09/17/05

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:

MOST SERIQOUS OFFENSE: PETIT LARCENY

CONVICTION(S} IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

QOFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
GRAND LARCENY 01/15/09 11/06/09 I 0o ¢
PETIT LARCENY 06/28/08 07/18/13 0 6 0
FRAUD INSUFF FUNDS CHECK 10/16/02 10/30/02 0 O 420
OBTAIN GDODS FALSE PRETEN 01/15/09 11/06/09 0 0 30
RECEIVE STOLEN PROPERTY 01/15/09 11/06/09 0 o0 30
COCATINE DISTRIBUTION 03/23/89 02/05/90 25 0 @
TRAF COCAINE(10-236G, 15T} 031/23/89 02/05/90 25 0 O
MARIJUANA POSSESS 03/23/89 02/05/90 1 0 0
MARIJUANA PRODUCING 03/23/89 02/05/90 10 0 0O
DRIVING UNDER SUSFENSION 10/16/02 10/30/02 C 0 99

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15

Habeas Petition Exhibits 030 Based on Active Sentence(s)
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00166324

NAME: - Trmlfi, GEORGE RICHARD

sociAL SECURITY NUMBER: BB ~  DATE OF BIRTH: 07/16/49
LOCATION: UNK STATUS: KELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: 10/21/04 ‘ RELEASE DATE: 03/31/12

TOTAL SENTENCE: 7 YRS (O MOS 0O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATZE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
04/21/10 .

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIQUS OFFENSE: * TRAFFICKING IN CRACK CDCA

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
POSSESS STOLEN VEHICLE 06/15/02 05/11/04 7 06 0
POSSESS STOLEN VEHICLE 06/15/02 05/11/04 7 0 0O
VIOL VEH CHOP SHOP LAW 06/15/02 95/11/04 7 0 0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE . 10/25/84 7 ¢ 0
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCa 02/21/02 05/04/04 7 ¢ O
HANU/DIST CRACK-2ND OFF 06/15/02 05/11/04% 7 0 0
ILLEGAL DRUGS-POSSESS 06/15/02 05/11/04% i ¢ 0
ILLEGAL DRUGS-POSSESS 06/15/02 05/11/04 1 9 0
POSSESSION OF WEAPON 06/15/02 G5/11/04 1 0 0

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF 08/03/15

+ Baged Active Sentencels)
Habeas Petition Exhibits 031 on Active Semtence

Ballard FOIA w/ Release for Charles E. Carpenter 181783 Nov. 3, 2016 Suppl. 3631





SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00172728

NAME: STORES, JOHNNY

sociAL secURITY NuMbER: [INIEINININIII DATE OF BIRTH: 12/18/58
LOCATION: unk | STATUS: RELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: 09/27/04 _‘ RELEASE DATE: 04/26/14

TOTAL SENTENCE: 25 YRS ( MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
01/06/19

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE. DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
ARMED ROBBERY 09/21/03 09/23/03 138 0 0
ASSLT & BATT W/INTNT KiILL 09721703 09/23/03 18 9o 0
COCAINE DISTRIBUTION 04727790 04/30/90 13 o 9
COCAINE POSSESS B4/27/90 04/30/90 15 0 o
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 04/27/90 04/30/90 25 0 @

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15

Habeas Petition Exhibits 033 525 o1 Active Sentencels)
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY .

INMATE 00179548

NAME: MCDANIEL, JAMES MARK
s0CIAL SEcURITY NUMBER: [N DATE OF BIRTH: 11/14/53
LOCATION: HCCORMICK STATUS: INCARCERATED

ADMISSION DATE: 07/30/91 _ RELEASE DATE:

TOTAL SENTENCE: ©99 YRS O HOS O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
01726711 06719715

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: ~ HMURDER

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
MURDER a1/25/91 01/26/91 99% 99 999

TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 01/26/91 01/26/91 25 0 ©

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _ 08/03/15

Habeas Petition Exhibits 033'! Based on Active Sentencels)
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY |

INMATE 00180828

NAME: - BENNETT, THOMASON
soctAL SECURITY NUMBER: |G DATE OF BIRTH: 09/08/69
LOCATION: ung STATUS: RELEASE

ADMISSION DATE: 12/20/06 RELEASE DATE:  04/12/11

TOTAL SENTENCE: 30 YRS O MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
02724711 07/20/09 09722711

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
COCAINE POSS INT/DISTR 12/02/91 12/02/91 5 o 0
COCAINE POSS INT/DISTR . 06/19/91 5.0 ¢
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 06/19/91 06/19/91 25 0 0

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS QF _08/03/15
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00181783

NAME: CARPENTER, CHARLES EUGENE

sociaL security Numser: [N DATE OF BIRTH: 05/26/53
LOCATION: EVANS STATUS: INCARCERATED
ADMISSION DATE: 11/13/91 . RELEASE DATE:

TOTAL SENTENCE: 50 YRS 0 MOS O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:;

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PARGLE HEARING DATE
04/07/40

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:

MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TiME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA 04/07/90 06/13/90 35 0 O
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 04/07/%0 04/07/50 25 0 O

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _08/03/15
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT IONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00184752

NAME: HALL, EDWARD LEE

sociaL securrty Numser: [NGNG DATE OF BIRTH: 11/19/51
LOCATION: unK STATUS: RELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: 02/06/92 | RELEASE DATE:  04/01/14

TOTAL SENTENCE: 40 YRS 0 MOS 0O DYS

FROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT PATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
04726714 go/17/00 10716714

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: ~ TRAFFICRING IN CRACK €OCA

CONVICTION(S} IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARE TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
€OCAINE POSS INT/DISTR 03/26/91 03/26/91 15 0 0
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCA 03/26/91 03/26/91 25 0 0
CRACK DISTRIBUTION 01/29/92 03/26/91 15 0 0

INFORMATION 1S CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15

* Based ern Active Sentencels}
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SOUTH CARQLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00187864

NAME: GAUSE, REN ABEL

sociaL securiTy NUmBER: (NI DATE OF BIRTH: 02/25/73
LOCATION: Nk STA"{'IJS: RELEASE
_ADMISSION DATE: 06/08/05 RELEASE DATE: (09/01/11

TOTAL SENTENCE: 30 YRS 0 MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PARCLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
08/16/11 04/06/01 07/15/11

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: ~ TRAFFICKING 1N CRACK COCA

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
ASSL&BATTERY-HIGHRAGG NAT 08/09/93 08/07/96 & 9 0
COCAINE POSS INT/DISTR - 05/31/94 03/15/95 30 90 0
COCAINE POSS INT/DISTR 07/15/92 07/15/92 c 15 0
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCA 05/31/94 63/15/95 30 0 0
CARRY PROHIBITED WEAPON 07/15/92 67/15/92 1 0 @
FIREARM ON PREMIS-ALCOHOL 07/15/92 07/15/92 2 0 ¢
FAIL TO STOP FOR OFFICER 05/31/94 03/15/95 3 0 8

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF .. 08/D3/15

' . - s Based on Active Senzencefs)
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00193419

NAME: GALMAN, RONNIE LEE

sociaL securiTy Numaer: [N DATE OF BIRTH: 09/13/67
LOCATION: wWALDEN STATUS: INCARCERATED
ADMISSION DATE: 01/10/57 RELEASE DATE:

TOTAL SENTENCE: 28 YRS O MOS 0 DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
09/22/21

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCA

CONVICTION(S) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
COCAINE POSSESS . 03/02/93 0 6 ©
COCAINE POSSESS . 11/09/32 1 0 ©
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCa 09/28/96 °  09/28/9% 25 0 o
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCA 04/26/95 09/28/96 28 0 0
MARIJUANA POSSESS 04/26/95 09/28/96 5 0 0
HARIJUANA POSSESS 09/28/58 09/28/96 1 g 0
CARRY PROHIBITED WEAPON 04726795 09/28/96 i o ©
CARRY PROHIBITED WEAPON . 11/09/92 6 & 0
DRIVING INFLUENCE LIQUOR 12/17/95 . 09/28/96 i 0 0
DRIVING INFLUENCE LIQUOR . 04/27/95 g 0 i00
DRIVING INFLUENCE LIQUOR . 04/27/95 g 6 0
PREONM ANTORNES CERENT AS OF . 03/01/93 6 3 0
DRIVING UNDER SUSPENSION 12/17/95 09/28/96 0 6 0
DRIVING UNDER SUSPENSION 09/28/96 09/28/96 ¢ 6 O
DRIVING UNDER SUSPENSION . 04/27/95 0 6 ©
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECI‘ IONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

~ ‘INMATE 00208563

NAME: .  HARRIS, STEFEN E.

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: immmmuimans DATE OF BIRTH: 11/15/73
LOCATION: KERSHAW STATUS: INCARCERATED
ADMISSION DATE: 05/02/96 RELEASE DATE:

TOTAL SENTENCE: 130 YRS 0 MOS O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
11/01/20

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCA

CONVICTIONS) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
TRAFFICKING IN CRACK COCa 11/01/95 11/01/95 30 0 0
CARRY PROHIBITED WEAPON 04/267/96 11/03/95 1 0 0

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF _ 08/03/15

Habeas Petition Exhibits 039 Based on Active Sentenceis
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. SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
* INMATE RECORD SUMMARY '

INMATE 00215045

NAME: PRIOLEAU, MARIO

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: _ DATE OF BIRTH: 12/01/75
LOCATIQN: UNK | STATUS: RELEASE
ADMISSION DATE: 06/22/94 : RELEASE DATE: 07/01/11

TOTAL SENTENCE: 25 YRS O MOS 0O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
07/07/11 16/22700 01/19/13

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION;
MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: & TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE

CONVICTION(S} IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME

OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MOS DYS
ASSLEBATTERY-HIGHEAGG NAT 16/21/93 16/21/93 19 6 ¢
COCAINE POSSESS 05/04/93 10/21/93 5 0 0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 10/21/93 106/217/93 25 0 ¢
POINTING A FIREAHM 10/21/93 16721793 5 0 ¢

INFORMATION 1S CURRENT AS OF . 08/03/15
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SOUTH CARQLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORD SUMMARY

INMATE 00217675

NAME: = GONZALES, CARLOS -

sociaL securiTy NumBer: |G DATE OF BIRTH: 08/30/45
LOCATION: Evaxs STATUS: INCARCERATED
ADMISSION DATE: 11/07/94 . RELEASE DATE: .

TOTAL SENTENCE: 30 YRS 0 MGS O DYS

PROJECTED RELEASE DATES:;

MAXOUT DATE INITIAL PAROLE DATE NEXT PAROLE HEARING DATE
09/19/19

HAS A FELONY CONVICTION:

MOST SERIOUS OFFENSE: = TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE

'CONVICTION(G) IN CURRENT COMMITMENT:

OFFENSE SENTENCE INCARC TIME
OFFENSE DATE START DATE YRS MQOS DYS
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 06/27/89 01/18/95 253 0 0
TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE - 04/25/89 09715794 30 © ¢

INFORMATION IS CURRENT AS OF __08/03/15
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DRUG TRAFFICKING AUDIT RESULTS

65498 — Per Supreme Court Ruling, sentence is parolable. Letter from Ben Aplin, DPPPS dated
(01/30/2003 confirmed ruling.

126120 — Inmate died on 03/3 1/2010.

138725 — DPPPS deemed inmate parclable

141971 — DPPPS deémed inmate parclable

164599 — Felony E offense

166324 ~ Interstate Corrections Compact inmate, His sentence did not belong to South Carolina.
172728 -- Need to pull record. |
179548 ~ Incarcerated with a life sentence.

180828 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0370(e)(2)(b)1

181783 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

181966 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0375(C)(2)(a)

184752 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0375(C) — over 100 grams

187864 — DPPPS deemed inmate parolable — 28-100 grams crack cocaine

193419 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

208563 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum,

212864 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

215045 — Judge wrote on order that sentence was parole eligible.

217067 — Convicted of Trafficking Marijuana 10- [00Ibs — 1* — not a mandatory minimum
sentence.

217075 - Sentence updated to mandatory minimum prior to audit.
228711 - Judge wrote on order eligible for parole.

235910 - Not mandatory minimum per statute ~ 44-53-0370(e)(1)(b)
243669 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0370(e)(2}(c)
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DRUG TRAFFICKING AUDIT RESULTS

65498 — Per Supreme Court Ruling, sentence is parolable. Letter from Ben Aplin, DPPPS dated
01/30/2003 confirmed ruling.

126120 - Inmate died on 03/31/2010.

138725 — DPPPS deemed inmate parolable

141971 — DPPPS deemed inmate parolable

164599 — Felony E offense

166324 — Interstate Corrections Compact inmate. His sentence did not belong to South Carolina.
172728 - Need to pull record.

179548 — Incarcerated with a life sentence.

180828 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0370(e)(2)(b)1

181783 - Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

181966 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0375(C)(2)(a)

184752 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0375(C) — over 100 grams
187864 — DPPPS deemed inmate parolable — 28-100 grams crack cocaine

193419 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

208563 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

212864 — Sentence updated to mandatory minimum.

215045 — Judge wrote on order that sentence was parole eligible.

217067 — Convicted of Trafficking Marijuana 10-1001bs — 1* — not a mandatory minimum
sentence.

217075 - Sentence updated to mandatory minimum prior to audit.
228711 — Judge wrote on order eligible for parole.

235910 - Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0370(e)(1)(b)
243669 — Not mandatory minimum per statute — 44-53-0370(e)(2)(c)
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Jonathan Eckstrom (C054560)

From: Stephanie Willis (Willist <Willis.Stephanie@doc.sc.gov>

Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 2:18 PM

To: Dayne Haile {C027588)

Subject: FW: Charles Carpenter, SCDC # 181783 and FOIA Requested Information

Attachments: Drug Trafficking Audit Report; Audit Report Record Sumnmaries; Carlos Gonzalez, SCDC#
217075; Possible Day-for-Day Released Inmates; DRUG TRAFFICKING AUDIT
RESULTS.docx

Ok, see if you can open them now.

From: Stephanie Willis {WilliSt}

Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 11:31 AM

To: ‘jon@ozmint.com' <jon@azmint.com>

Subject: Charles Carpenter, SCDC # 181783 and FOIA Requested Information

Mzr. Czmint,

Attached is information requested by you based on your letter to this Agency dated June 24,

2015. Please review and let me know if there is anything that I may have omitted. The folder entitled
Drug Trafficking Audit Report is actually the report that was received that had inmates who were
serving sentences for 25 years for Drug Trafficking that were still actively incarcerated. Of the 23
inmates outlined on the list, [ initially changed four (4) of them to mandatory day-for-day

sentences. One of the inmates, Marisol Uribe, SCDC# 212864, had her sentence changed back per the
Office of General Counsel.

Inmate Carlos Gonzalez, SCDC# 217075, whom you may remember, was the inmate who caused the
initial audit to take place. The folder bearing his name has some information from Chris Florian,
previous attorney for SCDC, a letter from the SC Supreme Court, and a letter from Gonzalez with
your response. Your response tells exactly why his record was changed per the statute.

Once again, please let me know if there is anything else needed per your request.

Respectfully yours,

Stephanie Wiklis

osistant Divisiare Divector

Tnmate Recards Office

Seuth Carclina Depariment of Coviections
(803) 896-2814

“Watch vour thoughts, for they become words.
Watch your words, for they become actions.

Waich yous actions, for they become habits.

Watch vour habits, for they become character.
Watch your character, fbr it becomes your destiny. ™
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- SOUTH CAROLINA DEFARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
REPORT 1 OFFENDER SUMMARY

INMATE NO:981783 NAME : CARFENTER,, CHARLES EUGENE

2636 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 6 36 36 3¢ 3 36 6 36 36 36 2 3 FPERSONAL/IDENTIFICATION DATA 963626 3636 36 3 36 36 26 36 2 96 36 36 36 36 3¢ 36 36 26

RACE~—===—~———:WHITE FRI NUMBER-———————=:281758M1

SEX :MALE BIRTH DATE-~=——m—ee 105726753
HEIGHT--~————~ (S FT 6 IN RELIGION :BAFTIST-GENERAL
WEIGHT——=——m—e 170 U.S.CITIZEN-——=-==— :CITIZEN - NATIVE BORN
EYE COLOR-—--=- : BROWN MARITAL STATUS—~——- :SINGLE

HAIR COLOR—-—---:BROWN MEDICAL STATUS-----:NONE ON FILE

SKIN TONE-----:FAIR SOCIAL SECURITY %-—-:244885770

BODY BUILD----:MEDIUM DRIVER LIC & & ST-~:NOT ON FILE
MARKS/SCARS~--:NONE ON FILE AIMS GRF ASSIGNMENT:ALFHA I

HEXRARARREXNRKXHRRRAXXAX  DATA CURRENT AS OF: 05728/ I R332 33636 36 3 23 3636 36 6 96 36 3 56 3 3636 6. 3%

TOTAL SENTENCE-----: 50 YRS 0 MOS 0 DYS
CURR STATUS---:INCARCERATED CURR SENT SERVING--: S0 YRS 0 MOS 0 DYS.
" CURR INST.-~-=--:KCI CURR SENT START—---:06/04/90
CURR CUST LVL-: CL4 EWC JOB LEVEL-—~——=—- 102095
CURR ASSIGN.--:MAINTENANCE CURRENT LOCK--——~~-: BR200SSHE
ESCAFE/ATTEMPT : SEE ESCAPE HISTORY SCDC ADMIT DTE——---:11/13/91

HLD/WUNT-DETAIN:YES, SEE REFORT 2 PROJ EWC-MAX-OUT~--:07/07/2015
VICTIM/WITNESS:NONE ON FILE

FRIOR CONV OVER 90 DYS~--: @ FROJ EWC PAR-ELIG--:00/00/2000
PRIOR CONV 20 DYS OR LESS: 0 WORK RELEASE ELIG--:07/07/2013

396 36 3696 6 36 3 36 363636 36 36 3636 3 6 36 36 3 96 3¢ 36 2 % COMMITMENT INFORMATION 63636 3636 363696 3696 36 36 3636 36 36 26 96263 K 4 X 2K X

SEQ® INCARC SENT VIOL CONS SUSP COMM

STATUS CURRENT OFFENSE SENTENCE CHAR CNTS TYFE IND IND YRS CNTY
YRS MO DYS

500002 TRAFFICKING IN MARIJUANA 25 0o 0 F 1 ST TIM v Y CHESTE

AC NO PROBATION

500001 TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE 25 © o F 1 ST TIM V N CHESTE

AC NO PROBATION )
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

REFORT 1 CONTINUED OFFENDER SUMMARY
INMATE NOD:181783 NAME : CARPENTER,, CHARLES EUGENE
6360696 36 36 36 3696 36 263696 6 2696 96 36 36 96 3 % CONSECUTIVE STRUCTURE 36360626 36 36 36 36 36 096 3696 96 26 36 6 96 6 36 6 96 96 36 3 20 3¢
CONVICTION CONSECUTIVE TO:
NUMBER NUMBER
500002 IS CONS TO --) 500001
S00001

%% COMMITMENT TEXT »x

SENTENCE START DATE ON OFFENSE %1 CHANGED TO 05/08/92, CREDIT FOR JAIL TIME
CHESTERFIELD CO. RR 06/19/92

TRNI220D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 05/26/93

INMATE TRANSFER AND COUNT "~ ROUNDMI

SCDC = 181783 TRANSFER HISTORY

CARPENTER ,CHARLES EUGENE CURR LOC: KIRKLAND

OFFENDER STATUS: ADULT-STRAIGHT

CURR ASSNMT: 5000 CURR DORM: BR200SSR CURR CUST/SEC: CL4

MAINTENANCE
STATUS LOCATION CHG DATE CHG REASON

- INCARCERATED KIRKLAND 12721792 ADMINISTRATIVE

— INCARCERATED EVANS 07/11/92 ADMINISTRATIVE

— INCARCERATED ALLENDALE 12/04/99 ADMINISTRATIVE

—~ INCARCERATED BRR&EC 11714791 NEW ADMISSION

PAGE.) 0001

SELECT A RECORD AND FPRESS (ENTER)...
PF11-QUIT PF{10-MAIN MENU PF7~BACKWARD PF8-FORWARD
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05/26/93

vLdLIVYY SEENY UFFENDER MANALEMENT SYS
&J DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM ROUNDMI

SCpC ID: 181783 INMATE INFRACTION HISTORY
CARPENTER, CHARLES EUGENE CURR LOC: KIRKLAND
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT

INFRACTION INFRACTION HEARING ADM SUSF  NET GT

DESCRIPTION DATE DATE SEG TO LOST DISFOSITION

*¥%¥%¥END OF LIST**»
PAGE 0001

SELECT A RECORD AND PRESS (ENTER)...
PF11-QUIT PF{0-MAIN MENU PF7-BACKWARD PFB-FORWARD CLEAR-PREVIOUS SCREEN
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CMTI330D S'ﬁg OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTE 05/726/93
= RELEASE DATE SCREEN &3 ROUNDMI

SCDC ID: 00181783 LOC: KIRKLAND

CARPENTER, CHARLES EUGENE OFFENDER CATEGORY: VIOLENT

TOTAL SENTENCE ...: 050-00-000 CONSECUTIVE SENTENCE ..: Y

CURRENT SENTENCE .: 050-00-000 CURRENT SENT START DATE: 046/04/1990

FROJECTED COMFLETION DATES OFFENDER TYPE......: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
MAXOUT DATE ....: 07/07/2015 CURRENT EWC .: 2 F 5
FULL TIME ......: 03/12/2038 CURRENT EEC .: NOT CURRENTLY EARNING EEC
GOOD TIME ......: ©4/22/2020 REST CTR COMFLETION DATE: ©/ ©/ 0 0

INITIAL PAROLE DATE: 0/ 0/ 0 0 NEXT FPAROLE HEARING DATE: 0/ 0/ 0 0

WORK RELEASE ELIG DATE: 07/07/2013

TOTAL GT DAYS EARNED .......: 000700 SHORT TERM WK REL DATE: 04/07/2045
TOTAL EARNED WORK CREDITS ..: 000102 EFA DATE ...iiiiincana: 99/99/9990
TOTAL EDUCATION CREDITS ....: 000000 SFII cininianiincanane: 99/99/9999
TOTAL EXTRA EARNED CREDITS .: 000 SFII/EPA (.iciiiiinnnns: 99/99/9999
TOTAL SERVICE TIME EARNED ..: 001072 SF i niiiiiiniininnnsas: 99/99/9999
PFKEYS: 3:HISTORY OF DATE CHANGES
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Ve 1LY %%L;UFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSZTN 05/26/93
RECAUTION/DETAINER APPLICATIN ROUNDMI

SCDC # 181783 DETAINER SUMMARY .
CARPENTER, CHARLES EUGENE CURR LOC: KCI
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT VIC/WIT :

WARRANT DATE
DETAINER NUMBER ISSUED COUNTY OFFENSE ISSUING AGENCY
- NOTIFY P06S4705002 06/704/%60 COLUMBIA ATTNY GEN OFFI

*END OF LST#*

FAGE: 0001

FLEASE SELECT RECORD AND PRESS (ENTER)...
PF11-QUIT PF10-MAIN MENU CLEAR-PREVIOUS SCREEN PF7-BACKWARD
PF4-MODDETN PF8~FORWARD
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Ballard FOIA w/ Reléase for Charles Eugene Carpenter 181783 October 11, 2016

EDUI200D JC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSER 05/26/93
=7 EDUCATIONAL SERVICES & ROUNDMI
SCDCs) 181783 TEST HISTORY CURR LOC: KIRKLAND
CARPENTER ,CHARLES EUGENE DOB: 05/26/53 RACE: &
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT OFFENDER CATEGORY: VIOLENT
TEST DATE TYFE LEVEL READING MATH LANG ENROLLMENT INDICATOR
- 11718/9% WRAT 10.3 67.3 .
' PAGE) 0001
TEST SCORE HISTORY DISPLAYED...

PFKEY 3:ADD 4:M0D ENTER: INQ
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03/26/92

EDULIOOD 7yC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYS7
. EDUCATIONAL SERVICES s ROUNDMI
SCDC¥ ) 181783 ENROLLMENT SUMMARY CURR LOC: KIRKLAND
CARPENTER ,CHARLES EUGENE DOE: 05/26/53 RACE: ¥
OFFENDER TYFPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT OFFENDER CATEGORY: VIOLENT
PROGRAM NAME ENROLLED TERM DTE TERM REASON
FAGE> 0001

ENROLLMENT SUMMARY DISPLAYED...
PFKEY 3:ADD 4:MOD ENTER:INQ
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Beth Cogan

From: Harvey Watson

Sent: Friday, June 16, 2017 5:06 PM

To: Clay Mitchell; damonw@rplfirm.com
Cc: Desa Ballard; Beth Cogan

Subject: Carpenter

Attachments: General Release (executed).pdf

We prepared and had Mr. Carpenter sign a release of both the State and SCDC, as Judge Hood
instructed, as a condition of habeas corpus being granted. I am delivering that to you via the
attached copy, which includes an Exhibit A, a proposed order that would trigger the provisions of the
release.

The proposed order must be substantially similar to the Exhibit attached to this release, but I see no
reason it wouldn’t be, since it gets this matter concluded while protecting you both from collateral
attack/use of this order by other inmates, and without attributing any fault to your clients. If you
want a word or two changed in the order then we have some leeway to do so, but it is purposefully
bare bones, following the path Judge Hood laid out for everyone to reach the desired result as
narrowly as possible.

We are prepared to submit the proposed order to Judge Hood as soon as we get the go ahead from
you. Hopefully that approval from your end in principal has been in the works long enough by now
that we can turn something around on Monday.

Unfortunately, Desa is out dealing with a death in her family, but we can reach her on and off if
necessary. Look forward to hearing from you both soon to confirm and wrap this matter up ASAP.

Harvey M. Watson III
BALLARD & WATSON
P.O. Box 6338

West Columbia, SC 29171
P (803) 796-9299

F (803) 796-1066
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF RICHLAND IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Case No. 2016-CP—40-6916
Charles Eugene Carpenter

VS.
FULL GENERAL RELEASE

(not to be filed with the court)

South Carolina Department of
Corrections, and State of South
Carolina

)
)
)
)
)
)
Plaintiff ;
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant

This full general release is executed by Charles Eugene Carpenter (hereafter “Carpenter”),
in favor of Defendants South Carolina Department of Corrections (hereafter “SCDC”) and the

State of South Carolina (hereafter “the State™).

In consideration for Defendants not objecting, contesting, appealing or otherwise
attempting to invalidate the court’s issuance of an order in the above-captioned matter that is
substantially similar to the draft order attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A that
resolves the instant matter via determination that Carpenter has fully completed his lawful
sentences, Carpenter hereby releases and fully discharges SCDC, the State, and any and all of its
present or former agents, employees or officials, and any and all insurers (hereafter “the Released
Parties™) from any and all claims, whether known or unknown, which Carpenter had, has, or may
have in the future against the Released Parties, arising out of any matter from the beginning of
time until entry of an order substantially similar to Exhibit A, including but not limited to the

subject matter of the instant action or any matters that could have been raised in the instant action.

By his signature to this release, Carpenter intends to bind himself, his heirs, successors and
assigns, agents, attorneys and all others who may now or in the future assert any claim on
Carpenter’s behalf against the released parties.
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Carpenter understands and agrees that the Released Parties dispute the allegations of the
complaint and petition in the above-captioned matter and their agreement not to object, contest,
appeal or otherwise attempt to invalidate the Court’s issuance of an order substantially similar to
the exemplar attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A does not constitute an admission
of liability on the part of any Released Party, each of whom specifically denies the truthfulness of

the allegations and specifically denies any liability or wrongdoing of any kind.

WHEREFORE, Carpenter sets forth his hand and seal below. confirming that he intends to

be and is bound by the Release set forth herein.

s L Z i

Charles Eugene Ca\'ﬁnt%

Sworn to before me this

[ (fg day of June, 2017.

T ez

Notary Public for South Carolina
My commission expires: @ -17~4,
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EXHIBIT A

ORDER GRANTING HABEAS CORPUS

South Carolina Department of
Corrections, and State of South
Carolina

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
)
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)
) Case No. 2016-CP—40-6916
Charles Eugene Carpenter )
Plaintiff )
Vs. )
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant

Plaintiff Charles Eugene Carpenter (hereafter “Carpenter”) brought this declaratory
judgment action and petition for writ of habeas corpus asserting he was being detained after the
expiration of his sentence and should be immediately released from the custody of the South
Carolina Department of Corrections. A hearing was held in which the parties agreed the facts were
undisputed and each party put forth their respective legal arguments as to the merits. The matter
was under advisement by the Court until notification that the parties reached a resolution as to all

issues in the case.

This Court now issues a writ of habeas corpus to Carpenter, directing his unconditional
release from custody on 90GS475001 and 90GS475002 based upon his completion of his lawful
period of confinement and all other terms of his sentences. Defendants maintain their defenses
raised in this action, continue to dispute the claims asserted in this action, and expressly assert that
the issuance of this writ does not constitute an acknowledgement of any wrongdoing on their part

or that the claims raised by Carpenter in this action have merit.

Having reviewed the pleadings and after hearing argument from all parties, I conclude a
writ of habeas corpus releasing Carpenter from custody adequately and appropriately resolves all

issues raised in the action as a just and fair result under the circumstances. No findings of fact or
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law have been made. The relief granted here shall not operate as precedent in any other matter,
and this order may not be used collaterally in any other case by any person or entity not involved

in the above-captioned matter.

IT IS ORDERED THAT the South Carolina Department of Corrections shall mark
Carpenter’s sentences on 90GS475001 and 90GS475002 as served in full and discharged in all
respects. It is further ordered that Carpenter should be immediately released, unconditionally,
from the custody of the South Carolina Department of Corrections, no later than 48 hours from

service of a copy of this order upon counsel for the Department.
This matter is concluded.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

ROBERT E. HOOD
Circuit Court Judge, Fifth Judicial Circuit

June 2017

—-———,
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Desa Ballard

From: Damon Wlodarczyk <damonW@rplfirm.com>
Sent: Friday, June 23, 2017 1:37 PM

To: Harvey Watson; Clay Mitchell

Cc: Desa Ballard; Beth Cogan

Subject: RE: Carpenter v. SC DOC

All -

As to SCDC, the department is unable to alter or amend Mr. Carpenter’s sentence as doing so would be in direct
contravention of the unambiguous sentencing sheets and the statutes under which he was sentenced.

Thank you,

Damon C. Wlodarczyk

Attorney and Counselor at Law
Riley Pope & Laney, LLC

2838 Devine Street

Post Office Box 11412 (29211)
Columbia, South Carolina 29205
Office: 803-799-9993
Facsimile: 803-239-1414
E-mail: damonw@rplfirm.com
Web: www.rplfirm.com

Confidential and Privileged

Unless otherwise indicated or obvious from its nature, the information contained in this communication is attorney-client
privileged and confidential information/work product. If the reader of this communication is not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error or are not sure whether it is privileged, please immediately notify us by return email
and destroy any copies — electronic, paper or otherwise — which you may have of this communication.

From: Harvey Watson [mailto:harvey@desaballard.com]

Sent: Friday, June 23, 2017 1:30 PM

To: Damon Wlodarczyk <damonW@rplfirm.com>; Clay Mitchell <CMitchell@scag.gov>
Cc: Desa Ballard <desab@desaballard.com>; Beth Cogan <Beth@desaballard.com>
Subject: Carpenter v. SC DOC

Gentlemen:

Desa sent you an email on 6/13/17 relaying confirmation from Mr. Carpenter that he was agreeable to
the deal proposed by Judge Hood. She also requested input into any proposed order. Still have not
heard from you, even after last Friday, when we sent you a proposed order we prepared on our own
along with signed confirmation from Carpenter that he was ready to follow through on his end of the
proposed resolution of this matter.

Since you’ve been quiet, we’ve assumed you were both busy working out details with your clients
and would come back with some joint proposal soon. In the interim, we would appreciate a quick

status update from one or both of yod1203pPspHR Fxhibits ol .
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Look forward to hearing something from you as soon as possible. Thanks,

Harvey M. Watson III
BALLARD & WATSON
P.O. Box 6338

West Columbia, SC 29171
P (803) 796-9299

F (803) 796-1066
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Che Supreme @ourt of South Caraling

ORDER

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 4, Article
"V, South Carolina Constitution,

IT IS ORDERED that the Honorable Edward B.
Cottingham, be, and he hereby 1is, vested with concurrent
Jurisdiction in all circuits of the state to dispose of all
common pleas and general sessions matters( ipcluding trials
by Jjury, arising from State Grand Jury Investigation No.
89-005.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the matter of bail for
all defendants indicted by the State Grand Jury of South
Carolina arising from Investigation No. 89-005 shall be

heard by the presiding judge of the State Grand Jury.

November 15, 1989

Columbia, South Carolina

Habeas Petition Exhibits 064





Exhibit N

Habeas Petition Exhibits 065





Beth Cogan

From: Reggie Weston <reggieweston@scag.gov>
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2023 3:55 PM

To: Haley Hubbard

Subject: Freedom of Information Request

Good afternoon,

After an extensive search for all statewide Grand Jury orders setting terms and/or assigning judges for terms of court
during August 1990, it has been determined that no such orders could be found for that frame of time.

Best,

Reggie Weston

Deputy Clerk

State Grand Jury of South Carolina

Office 803.734.6133 | Fax 803.734.0513] Cell: 803.977.0526
P.O. Box 11508 | Columbia, SC 29211
reggieweston(@scag.gov
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF Cig RK B my . b
) GENERAL SESSIONS FOR = $ TA e Mg AL
COUNTY OF CHESTERFIELD ) THE FOURTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT QWAND;U
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) CASE NO. 90GS4705001
90GS4705002

V.
PLEA AGREEMENT
BOBBY GENE HORNE

B . L

AGREEMENT made this :Zgi_day of April, 1990, between and among
the State of South Carolina, as represented by Assistant Attorney
General Sean Kittrell; the Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, and his
attorney, George W. Hartzell, Esquire.

IN CONSIDERATION of the mutual promises made herein, the
parties hereto agree as follows:

1. The Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, agrees to plead guilty
to one count of violating section 44-53-370(e), 1976 Code of Laws
of South Carolina, as amended, (e.g. Conspiracy - trafficking in
cocaine), which carries a possible sentence of a term of
imprisonment of not less than twenty five years nor more than 30
year with a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment of twenty-five

yvears, no part of which may be suspended nor probation granted and

A A i i )

a fine of $200,000 dollars. ch 3

A
; . i~ 1 "' i
R ~..” /. . L o dl 24 V‘Ci' 0yt .
LA

:._-‘ RS

2. The Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne,”agrees to fulfy and mahﬂ’
truthfully cooperate with the Office of the Attorney General of . Lt 2}:&
South Carolina and local, state and federal law enforcement agents é@ﬂﬁé%
in their investigation of the importation, possession, and
distribution of controlled substances and related unlawful

activities. This cooperation is to include, but is not limited to,
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truthful and complete debriefings of the Defendant's knowledge
concerning unlawful drug activities and related unlawful ac-
tivities. Also, the Defendant understands that he must fully
disclose and provide truthful information to the State including
any books, papers, or documents or any other items of evidentiary
value to the investigation. The Defendant must also testify fully
and truthfully before any grand juries and at any trials or other
proceedings if called upon to do so by the State, subject to
prosecution for perjury for not testifying truthfully. The
Defendant must be completely honest. The Defendant understands
that his obligation is absolute, whether it helps the prosecution,
or hurts the prosecution, and whether it helps or hurts other
individuals, either indicted or unindicted. The failure of the
Defendant to be truthful or to cooperate at any stage can cause the
State's obligations under this Agreement to become null and void.
Further, it is expressly agreed that if the State's obligations
under this Agreement become null and void due to the 1lack of
truthfulness or cooperation on the part of the Defendant, the
Defendant understands that: (1) the Defendant will not be permitted
to withdraw his plea of guilty to the offenses described above; (2)
any and all additional charges known to the State may be filed in
the appropriate county; (3) the State may argue for a maximum
sentence for the offenses to which the Defendant has pled guilty;
(4) the State may use any and all information and testimony
provided by the Defendant in the prosecution of the Defendant for

all charges; and (5) the State may advise the South Carolina

2
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Department of Corrections of the Defendant's status as an un-
cooperative defendant and may accordingly recommend redesignation
of the Defendant to a higher custodial level.

3. The Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, understands and agrees
that any and all assets or portions thereof acquired or obtained
as a result of illegal trafficking in drugs shall be surrendered
to the South Carolina Law Enforcement Division (SLED), and/or other
law enforcement related organizations in South Carolina to be
designated by the Attorney General, in portions to be determined
by the Attorney General. The assets so surrendered will be
disposed of according to South Carolina law. The assets to be
surrendered include, but are not limited to, cash, stocks, bonds,
certificates of deposit, personal property, and real estate.
Further, the Defendant agrees to fully assist the Office of the
Attorney General and SLED in the recovery and return to SLED,
and/or other designated law enforcement related organizations in
South Carolina of any drug-related assets or portions thereof,
either domestic or foreign, which have been acquired or obtained
either indirectly or directly through unlawful drug activities.
The Defendant must prevent the disbursement and immediately and
voluntarily surrender to the Office of the Attorney General, SLED,
and/or other designated law enforcement related organizations in
South Carolina all other domestic and foreign assets in which he
has any direct or indirect interest or control, if the assets are
the proceeds of unlawful drug activities or are directly or
indirectly related to the unlawful drug activities. The Defendant

3
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further agrees to immediately and voluntarily surrender to the
Office of the Attorney General, SLED, and/or other designated law
enforcement related organizations in South Carolina, in portions
to be determined by the Attorney General, all conveyances,
including but not limited to, aircraft, vehicles, or vessels, which
have been used or were intended for use, to transport, or in any
manner to facilitate the transportation, sale, receipt, possession,
or concealment of controlled substances.

4. The Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, further agrees to submit
to polygraph examination(s) by any gqualified state polygraph
examiner should he be requested to do so regarding his knowledge
of and involvement 1in drug-related activities, other related
unlawful activities, and any and all assets and conveyances
acquired and/or used by the Defendant or others, whether drug-
related or not. This plea agreement is expressly contingent upon
successful completion, to the State's satisfaction, of the
polygraph examination(s).

Die The Attorneys for the State agree not to prosecute the
Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, for other offenses committed prior to
the date of this Agreement in the State of South Carolina which are
of the same or similar character as those cited herein, or for
other offenses committed prior to the date of this Agreement in the
State of South Carolina, which are based on the same act or
transaction or constitute a part of a common scheme or plan as

those cited herein.

4
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6. The Attorneys for the State agree to dismiss the
remaining counts in the Indictments against the Defendant at the
time of sentencing.

7. The Attorneys for the State reserve the right to speak
to the Court at the time of sentencing and reserve the right to
recommend a sentence of incarceration.

8. The Attorneys for the Government agree to recommend to
any United States Attorney or other State or local prosecutor that
the Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, not be prosecuted for any similar
crimes occurring in the District of South Carolina or any other
District or this or other states prior to the date of this
Agreement, so long as the Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, continues
to cooperate with any law enforcement agency interested in the
information he possesses.

9. The Attorneys for the State reserve the right to summarize
all evidence which would have been presented at trial to establish
a factual basis for the plea.

10. The Attorneys for the State agree to advise any Court or
other authority of the extent and value of the Defendant's
cooperation if called upon to do so by the Defendant.

11. The Defendant, Bobby Gene Horne, understands that the
State's obligations under this Plea Agreement are expressly
contingent upon the Defendant's abiding by state and federal laws
and complying with the terms and conditions of any bond executed
in this case.

12. The parties hereby agree that this Plea Agreement

5
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supersedes all prior promises, representations and statements of
the parties; that thisnggreement may be modified only in writing
signed by all partieég‘ and that any and all other promises,
representations and statements, whether made prior to or after this

Agreement, are null and void.

ApRic ?/??9 MJ%DJ%MM

DATE Bobby Gewe Horne
Defendant

ﬁ.&f?m Z, [ 99)

DATE '
Attorney for the Defendant
T. TRAVIS MEDLOCK
B Attornéy‘\General
PV g =1 PR T
58 By: it
DATE ) Sean. Klttreﬂ
Assistant Attorney General
State Grand Jury Section
L) Q‘x{"‘r-']{ as b watlys 3‘4! P i en :ﬂf‘"’ N 9

;‘”{bﬁ 2 i b
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA COUNTY OF ( Le gk R rl ﬁ[ O(

” caseno: FOESYIDSDO!
?Dd:km re Horne 90 ES d7 05002

t |k o b"!.rw.\"

L, ’%L"E"\ Gt—Ne %“t’ , do hereby
enter a plea of G‘A ,“"XO any or all count(s) _(__ (7D 6347 GEFe 1)

of the M Indictment in the above captioned

casc.

Comagunen o %ﬁ&& i €D R

EEE!G%&]T

FILED Cisid 7, /70

AR 71990

LISA €. DUNBAR-J
ERK, STATE GRAND m
GLERL ATTORN YFOR THE DEFENMIPANT

CLERY

loul 1, 177D
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SENTENCE covont |

OFFENSE CM&V—'&%
in Cocane Sqq‘53'3 (ﬁ)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) 47
I ) CASE NUMBER ____ 70 gsj&. 05002
COUNTY OF CHESTERFIELD )
THE DEFENDANT ﬁObb;/ Gene. MHorne IS COMMITTED TO THE STATE

OR COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS FOR A TERM OF _ﬁL

wvemsoa TO PAY A FINE OF $_#99, 000 ; PROVIDED UPON THE SERVICE

OF MONTHS/YEARS AND/OR PAYMENTOF FINEOF $____; PLUS
PAY/WAIVE COSTS AND ASSESSMENTS AS APPLICABLE®, THE BALANCE

IS SUSPENDED WITH PROBATIONFOR _____ MONTHSIYEARS.

RESTITUTION  YES/NO For Physical Injury $

For Property damage $

to be paid

to the Clerk of Court for

(to be paid to victim’s compensation fund if subrogated)

OTHER CONDITIONS._C7ed - JLI.M..(_ .C&rucql_ /A W_rér/e,/e/ Cdun,j/

pate: Audust 9, | T30

b\
2 ? ,/ -

PRESIDING JUDGE

COSTS AND ASSESSMENTS:

W/@m

Assi stand-to GLERK OF COURT,

Sttt Grand Jurig

ks wtal
S 91990

ARIGINAL FILED
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Exhibit Q
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