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April 24, 2026

Charles M. Mitchell, 00189424
Allendale Correctional Institution
P. O. Box 1151, Hwy 47

Fairfax SC 29827

Re: Charles Mitchell, #189424 v. SCDPPPS
Appellate Case No. 2026-000521

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

The Court received your record on appeal and appellant's final brief. Pursuant to
Rules 210 and 211 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules these filings are
premature. Enclosed is a copy of the Court's April 23, 2026 order requiring the
notice of appeal filing fee be paid within twenty days of the date of the order.
Accordingly, your filings are being returned to you with no further action.

Very truly yours,
CLERK

cc:  Matthew C. Buchanan, Esquire


Catherine Harrison


The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Charles Mitchell, #189424, Appellant,
V.

South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and
Pardon Services, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2026-000521

ORDER

Appellant filed a notice of appeal from an order issued by the administrative law
court dismissing his appeal from a denial of parole. Appellant also filed a motion
to proceed in forma pauperis. Appellant has not met his burden of establishing he
has a statutory or constitutional right to proceed in forma pauperis. See Ex parte
Martin, 321 S.C. 533, 471 S.E.2d 134 (1995); James v. S.C. Dep't of Probation,
Parole, and Pardon Servs., 377 S.C. 564, 660 S.E.2d 288 (Ct. App. 2008) (holding
the denial of an inmate's parole request absent a permanent denial of parole
eligibility does not implicate a state-created liberty interest). Accordingly,
Appellant's motion is denied.

Appellant has twenty days from the date of this order to pay the $250 filing fee.
Failure to provide the filing fee will result in the dismissal of this appeal.
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[EGAL MALL

QUESTION PRESENTED

DID THE S.C. ADMINISTRATIVE LAwW COURT IN ERROR
DISMISSED A TIMELY FILE CLAIM OF NEWLY DISCOVERED

EVIDENCE IN VIOLATION OF JUVENILE OFFENDER 5TH AND
8TH AND 14TH AMEND TO THE U.S. CONST; WHERE
PRISONER WAS INSTRUCTED BY PAROLE AUTHORITIES
TO NOTIFY THE BOARD IF HIS FILE CONTAIN ANY
INADEQUACIES ON OCTORER-10- 2018 WHERE THIS
INVESTIGATION WAS CONFIRMED ON JANUARY-13-2025
THAT DETERMINE PRISONER PAROLE FILE WAS PRIOR
INCORRECT CONFIRMED THAT PAROLE AUTHORITLIES WAS
USING THE WRONG IDENTIFIED CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL
RECORD SINCE PRISONER INITIAL PAROLE HEARING THAT
HAS CURRENTLY CAUSED JUVENILE OFFENDER 70 HAVE NOT
RECEIVED NO REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNTIES 70O
OBTAIN RELEASE DO TO UNAWARE PRIOR INCORRECT RECORD
WHERE PRIOR NEGLIGENCE CAUSED PRISONER TO NOT
RECEIVE AFEOADED REHEARINGS PRIOR BEFORE oOCT- 23-2024
WHERE INJURY EFFECTIVELY CAUSED PRISONER LIFE
SETENCE WITH THE POSSIBILITY TO NOW EFFECTIVELY
RESEMBLE LIFE WITHOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF PAROLE

THAT COMES INDIRECT CONFLICT WITH STATE V. MITCHELL
2021 606679



" LEGAL MAIL

CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL £ 00189424 15 A 1991
JUVENILE OFFENDER OF HOMICIDE ¢ 16-3-10) S.C CoODE

OF LAWS. JUVENILE ON AuGUST-4- 1992 WAS SENTENCED
T0O NATURAL LIFE BY THE HONORABLE R. HENRY MCKELLAR
SEE DOCUMENT _A. . DOING THIS TERM OF 1992.cees....
“ONE> WHO PLEA GUILTY TO HOMICIDE UNDER GS.C. .
CODE OF LAWS TITLE 16 ARTICLE 1. HOMICIDE (musT) BE
PUNISHED IMPRISONMENT FOR LIFE AND IS NOT ELIGIBLE FOR
PAROLE UNTIL THE SERVICE OF TWENTY YEARS. NO PERSON
SENTENCED UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THIS SURSECTION

MAY RECEIVE ANY WORK- RELEASE., EARN WORK CREDITS.
GOOD - TIME CREDITS OR ANY OTHER CREDIT THAT WOULD
REDUCE THE MANDATORY IMPRISONMENT REQUIRED BY THIS
SUBSECTION.

SEE 26 S5.C. JUR. PROBATION, PAROLE AND PARDON (11)

YA PAROLE 11. DEFINITION, NATURE. AND PURPOSE OF PARDLE
<« STATES....... LIKE PROBATION, THE ESSENCE OF PAROLE.
IS A GRANT OF CONDITIONAL FREEDOM. [ UNLIKE I
PROBATION, PAROLE 1S A FORM Of EARLY RELEASE FROM
PRISON., BEFORE THE COMPLETION OF SENTENCE BASED ON TRE
PRISONERS AGREEMENT TO ABIDE BY CERTAIN CONDITIONS DURING
THE BALANCE OF HL1S SENTENCE.

IN THE CASE OF JUVENILE OFFENDER THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT
OF APPEALS STATED THAT CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELLI 00189424
WAS NOT ONE OF THE CLASS OF OFFENDERS WHO WAS NOT
ENTITLE TO RESENTENCING BECAUSE HE WAS NOT SENTENCE

To LIFE WITHOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF PAROLE....... SEE
STATE V. MITCHELL 2021 6066794,

SEE MAJOR VS. S.C. DEPT OFf PROBATION AND PAROLE AND
PARDON SERVS 384 S.C. 457. 465 S.E 2D 795, 799 (2009
[A]l SENTENCING COURT IS NOT AUTHORIZED TO
DETERMINE PAROLE ELIGIBILITY. SEE ADAMS V. SOUTH
CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION., PAROLE AND PARDON
SERVICES 2016 WL 6092509, SEE ATWELL V. STATE

197 50. 3d 1040 AT [4] CONSTITUTIONAL LAaw:
PARDON AND PAROLE  STATE....... THE TUDILCIARY HAS
NO INPUT AS TO THE OPERATION OF THE PAROLE SYSTEM.




LEGAL MAIL
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER STATE AT THLIS POINT THE SouTH.
CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES HAS NOT INFORMED JuvENILE
OFFENDER BY LEGAL MAIL DOCUMENT THAT [ HE'S] NONPAROLE

ELIGIBLE. SEE  DOCUMENT _A. , TUVENILE SENTENCE COURT
TRIAL GUILTY PLEA TRANSCRIPT CLEARLY REVEAL THAT THE

SENTENCING COURT L[ ORALLY PRONOUNCED 1 THMAT JUVENILE
OFFENDER BE COMMITTED To THE DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION
FOR THE TERM OF HIS NATURAL LIFE.  SEE . U.S. V. DEMARTINO
112 F 3D 75....... STATE TIT 1S THE ORAL SENTENCE WHICH
CONSTITUTES THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT AND WHICH IS

AUTHORITY FOR EXECUTION,
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER STATE JusT AS IN MAJoR 384
S c. 457. 465 S.E 795, 799 IF THE SENTENCING COURT I35

NOT AUTHORIZED 70O DETERMINE PAROLE ELIGIBILITY AND
TUVENILE WAS [ORALLY SENTENCE 1 T0 NATURAL LIFE TN
THE ODEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION UNDER STATUTE CODE 16-'3-20
(A) THAT DO NOT AUTHORIZE ANY FORM OF EARLY RELEASE......
.... THAT WoOuLD REDUCE THE “MANDATORY' IMPRISONMENT
WHERE THE S.C. JUR (26) (v) PAROLE DEFINITION CLEARLY
STATE [ PAROLE ]l TS A FORM OF FEARLY RELEASE FROM
PRISON BEFORE THE COMPLETION OF SETENCEseeeecoace o6 o «
. TO INCLUDE JUVENILE OFFENDER WAS CLAIM BY THE SOUTH
CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS To [ nNoT 1 BE ONE OF THE
CLASS OF OFFENDERS OF AIKEN VS. BYARS, 410, 534 765 Sf,
2D 572 (2014) NOT ENTITLE TO RESENTENCING RECAUSE HE
WAS CLAIM TO HAVE LIFE WITH PAROLE ELIGIBLE, COMPELS

THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS WwWITH RESPECTFUL COMPETENT TO
REVIEW JUVENILE OFFENDER UNIQUE CIRCUMSTANCES

WHERE HE SUCCESSFULLY DEMONSTRATE HIS LIFE SENTENCE WITH
THE POSSIBILITY OF PAROLE EFFECTIVELY RESEMBLE LIFE

WITHOUT PAROLE UNDER THE SouTH CAROLINA PAROLE BOARD
AUTHORITY.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES
MICHAEL MITCHELL = 00189424 BEGIN BY PRESENTING HIS
UNIQUE INDIVIDUAL CASE BEFORE OUR SOuTH CAROLIMA COURT
OF APPEALS THAT INORDER TO BE ENTITLE T0 RELIEF HE FIRST
MUST MAKE A SUCCESSFUL THRESHOLD SHOWING THAT HE AS A
INDIVIDUAL EFFECTIVELY RECEIVED A SENTENCE OF LIFE WITHOUT
PAROLE A [ SENTENCE ] THAT FAILED TO AFFORD HIM A
MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO OBTAIN RELEASE.

3.



EGAL MAIL | |

SEE.ceos0s MILTON JAY JR. V. THE STATE OF FLORIDA
252 50. 3D 326 AT L[ 21 SENTENCING AMD PUNISHMENT
BELOW:

JUVENTLE OFFENDERS STATE TIN ORDER To RAISE AN
8TH AMENDMENT CHALLENGE FOR CRUEL AND UNUSUAL
PUNISHMENT IN THE CASE OfF A JUVENILE OFFENDER SENTENCED

WITH LIFE IMPRISONMENT. JUVENILE MuST EITHER HAVE
BEEN SENTENCED WITHOUT THE POSSIBILITY OF PAROLE OR
JUVENILE'S LIFE SENTENCE WITH THE POSSIRILITY OF PAROLE
MUST EFFECTIVELY RESEMBLE A LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE
SENTENCE. US. CONST. AMEND.

SEE VENNISEE V. STATE, 42 FLA L WEEKLY D2170
235 S50.3p 947 ( FLA. 3D DcA OcT~11.- 2017 )-
SEE ROOKS M STATE, 224 S0.3D 272 ( FLA. 3D DCA 201D

PRISOMER CONFIRM IN THESE ABOVE CASES JUST AS IN
STATE VS. MITCHELL 2021 60bb794 [ EaAcH ] INDIVIDUAL
WAS NOT ENTITLED TO RELIEF BECAUSE THEY WERE CLAIM
TO NOT HAVE BEEN SENTENCE TO.- LIFE .WITHOuUT PAROLE
HOWEVERucooooo A OBVEOUS [ DIFFERENCE 1, MILTON TJAY
JR. AND VENNISEE AND ROOKS WERE AFFORED A
REALISTIC . MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO RELEASE AS
THE CONSTITUTION REQUIRE UNDER GRAHAM. 560 U.S. 48.
75 (Z2010) UNLIKE CONVICTED JuvENILE OFFENDER
CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL & 00189424 UNIGUE .
INDIVIDUAL CASE -BEFORE OUR SOUTH CAROLINA COURT
OF APPEALS.,..... HE WAS NOT ‘AFFORDED NO MEANINGFUL
OPPORTUNITY TO RELEASE. ...

PRISONER BEFORE OUR SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS CASE
IS NOT BASED ON AN EXPECTANCY OF RF_LF.ASE. NOR Do HE
EXPECT PAROLE BOARD NOR PAROLE AUTHORITIES To A
FAVORABLE ENTITLEMENT TO RELEASE. IN GRAHAM V. FLORIDA
560 U.S. 48, 75 (2010) HOLPING [AJ STATE IS NOT
REQUIRED T0 GUARANTEE EVENTUAL FREEDOM HOWEVER  THE
CONSTITUTION DO EXPECT PAROLE AUTHORITIES IO
RESPECTFULLY PROVIDE A REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY
To OBTAIN RELEASE BASED ON DEMONSTRATED MATURITY
REHABTLITATION, PRISONER CONFIRM BASED ON HIS
INDIVIDUAL CASE HISTORY HE WwWAS COMPLETELY DENIED NO
REALISTIC MEANINGFuL OPPORTUNILTY TO. RELEASE.

4.




“LEGAL MAIL

JUVENILE OFFENDER TRIAL GuIiILTY PLEA TRANSCRIPT CLEARLY
REVEAL THAT SENTENCING COURT JUuDGE ORALLY PRONOUNCED
THAT HE BE COMMITTED To THE DEPARTMENT oOF CORRECTION

FOR THE TERM OF HIS MNMATURE LTIFE. JUVENILE OFFENDER BELIRE
NATURAL CLEARLY MEANS JUST AS IT IS PLAINLY PRONOUNCED
WITROUT RELEASE NON PAROLE GRANT SENTENCE AND THAT
THE ORAL SENTENCE CONSTITUTES THE JUDGMENT OF THE COURT
SENTENCE AND THE WARITTEN COMMITMENT ORDER IS MERE
EVIDENCE OF SucH AUTHORITY.-

SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM NATURAL LIFE
SENTENCE WAS NOT PROCEDURALLY BAR UNDER 16-3- 20 (A)
( SUPP 1991) BECAUSE THIS STATUTE IS A LIFE OR DEATH
PENALTY STATUTE PUNISHMENT. SEE STATE M. TORRENCE 305
S.C. 45, SEF_24-721-640 CIRCUMSTANCES WARRANTING .  PAROIE
HOWEVER....... ACCORDING TO MILLER VvS. ALABAMA 132 S.CT. AT
2464 THIS TYPE OF SENTENCE WAS ‘CATEGORICAL BAN WHEN
THE SENTENCING COURT DID NOT TOOK INTO ACCOUNT How
“CHIDREN ARE CONSTITUTIONALLY DIFFERENT FROM ADULTS FOR
PURPOSE OF SENTENCING,

SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM WHILE
STATUTE 16- 3 - 20 CA) (SuPP 1991) ADDRESSED PAROLE
ELIGIRBILITY THIS SURSECTION PROVISTON. RESTRICTED ALL-

FORMS OF ANY TYPE OF SENTENCE REDUCEMENT FROM HIS

SENTENCE ., JUVENILE OFFENDER STATE AFTER THE SERVICE
OF TWENTY YEARS T0O BECOME ELIGIBLE HIS RELEASE IS5

STILL BEING RESTRICTED BECAUSE ACCORDING 10 14-3-20
(A) [ suPP 1997]....... NOTHING CAN REDUCE THIS STATUTE
MANDATORY TMPRISONMENT NOT EVEN WORK- RELEASE,

EARN WORK CREDITS, PROGRAM __CREDITS TO INCLUDE
PAROLE, SEE S.C. JUR (26) (v) PAROLE DEFINITION RELOW

PAROLE 11 (v.). STATES [ PAROLE] TS5 A
FORM_OF EARLY RELEASE FROM PRISON
BEFORE THE COMPLETION OF SENTENCE.

SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM ALL FORMS OF EARLY RELEASE
FROM HIS SENTENCE WAS RESTRICTED REFORE 20 YEARS OF
ELIGIBLE AND AFTER.

5,



" LEGAL MAIL

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM THE SENTENCIMG
COURT DID NOT AUTHORIZED PAROLE ELIGIBILITY BEFORE |
SENTENCING AND THAT THE SENTENCING COURT SENTENCE
TUVENILE TO NATURAL LIFE ON AUGUST - 4- 1992
SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE REVEAL BEFORE SENTEMCING ON
AuGUST -4 - 1992 STATUTE 16 -3- 20(A) WAS ALREADY

A RESTRICTED STATUTE OF PAROLE ELTGIBILTIIY AND ANY
FORMS OF EARLY SENTENCE REDUCTION OF HIS SEMTENCE
PUNTISHMENT

SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM (BEFORE) TUVENTLE COMPLETED
20 YEARS OF SEAVICE TO APPLY FOR CONSIDERATION FOR
PAROLE EARLY RELEASE (““PAROLE GRANTT) WAS AGATLN
PRIOR RESTRICTED TN (1995 AMEND OF 16-3-20(A) As

A _NO PAROLE OFFENSE. o

SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM PAROLE FLIGIRTLITY
BEFORE. 1995 AMEND. WAS STILL CONSIDER A PRIVILEGE
FORM OF EARLY -RELEASE FROM HIS NATURAL LIFE MANDATORY
LIMPRISONMET PUNISHMENT UNDER 16- 3 - 2O(A) THAT WAS
RESTRICTED INCLUDING WORK=- RELEASE , GOOD TIME CREDTTS

:PROGRAM CREDITS WHICH NO PERSON UNDER THIS PROVISION
MAY NOT RECEIVE,

CONVICTED TJUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM L[ 1F] PAROLE AUTHORIITIES

CLAIM THAT PAROLE IS A FORM OF EARLY RELEASE FROM

THE REMAINDER OF A PRISONER SENTENCE AND TJUVENILE
WAS SENTENCE TO NATURAL LIFE....... UNDER STAUTE

16~ 3~ 20(A) ( SuPP 1991) THAT RESTRICTED ALL FORMS OF
SENTENCE REDUCEMENT SUCH AS PAROLE, WORK RELEASE,
EARN WORK CREDITS, PROGRAM CREDITS. 0BVIOUS RELEASE
2. WILL NOT BE POSSIBLE BECAUSE  THESE ARE ALL
FORMS oOF EARLY RELEASE T0. INCLUDE A JUVENILE
OFFENDER DEMONSTRATED MATURTITY AND REHABILITATION
THAT _THE CONSTITUTION REGUIRES PAROLE SYSTEMS To
OFFER °° SOME™ MEANTINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO OBTAIN

RLEASE SEE GRAHAM V. FLORIDA. 560 U.S. 48, 75 (2010)
SEE MONT GOMERY V. LOUISTANA 136 S. CT. AT 7 3 b.

G.




. HISTORY

ON OCTOBER - 10- 2018, PRISONER AND COUNSEL MRS LAURA W YOUNG
OF BLUME., FRANKLIN AND YounsG, LLC OF COLUMBIA ., SOUTH CAROLINA
RESPECTFULLY NOTIFIED THE BOARD DOING A RECORDED VIDEO
CONFERENCE PAROLE HEARING THAT A INTRODUCTION 8Y PAROLE
BOARD OF CRIMINAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE RECORD WAS NOT PRISONER
RECORD BEFORE ROARD AND THAT RECORD couLD BE PRISONER FATHER
RECORD. :

PRTSONER AND COUNSEL WAS WITHOUT PAROLE FILE REVIEW BEFORE THE
CouRT RULING OF [ KELSEY VM SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT oOF
PROBATION. PAROLE. AND PARDON SERvVICES 441 s.¢. 373, 893 Se2D

588 2023 wi 5598698, SEE RLACKWELL V. SOUTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF PRORBRATION, PAROLE, AND PARDON SERVICES 2024 wi
2956900, CONVICTED TJUVENILE OFFENDER DID NOT APPEAL HIS
OCTORER - 10- 2018 PAROLE DENIAL DO TO BEFORE KELSEY AND
OBRVIOUSLY AFTER KELSEY PRISONERS DID NOT WAVE TO FILE APPEAL
WITH THE S.C. ADMINISTRATIVE LAwW COuRT [ INORDER] TO
NOTLFY THE BOARD THAT PRISONER THINK HIS OR HER FILE CONTAIN
SOME ERROR OR OTHER INAccurACY. [ AccoRDING 1 TO FORM 1212
SEE DOCUMENT _B . ADVISE PRISONERS TO NOTIFY THE BOARD OF

. THE SPECIFIC ERRDR OR INACCURACY WHERE THE B0ARD WILL
INVESTIGATE THE INQULRY AND NOTIFY THE INMATE OF THE ACTION.
. COMPELLING EVIDENCE REVEAL FORM 1212 DID NOT STATE HOW LONG
A INVESTIGATION wILL TAKE TO BECOME FINALIZE WHEN REPORTED
ON OCTOBER- 10- 72018, EVIDENCE REVEAL BY REASONABRLE 10GIcC

[ oNcE] THE INVESTI GATION BECAME FINALIZE ONE WOUuLD ASSUME
10 BE NOTIFIED ACCORDING TO FORM 1212.

CONVICTED JUVENTILE OFFENDER CONFIRM HE HAD NO CONSTITUTIONAL
RIGHT To DEMAND A SPECIFIC TIME FRAME TO FINALTIZE THE
INVESTI GATION REPOARTED ON OCTOBER- 10- 2018, SEE BARKER V.
WINGO 92 S.CT._ 2182 AT [ 6 1 (RIMINAL LAW LENGTH OF DELAY

THERE IS HNO CONSTITUTIONAL RA SIS
FOR GQUANTIFYING INTO A SPECIFIED
NUMBER OF DAYS OR MONTHS THE SPEEDY
TRIAL RIGHT U.S.C.A. CONST AMEND &.

EVIDENCE CONFIRM L[onNcCE] THE BOARD BECAME NOTIFIED OF THE SPECIFIC
ERROR ON OCTOBER - 10 - 2018 REHEARING WAS MANDATORY WHETHER
PRISONER WoOuiD HAVE APPEALED SEE [KELSsEY] orR [AFTER] THE
INVESTIGATION BECAME FINALIZED THAT DETERMTINE A TDENTTFTED
ERROR WHETHER IT TOOK DAYS MONTHS OR YEARS To RECOME
FINALIZE. PRISONER CONFIRM HE NEVER WAIVED HIS RIGHT TO
REHEARING NOR APPEAL, SEE BAKER 92 S.CT 2182 AT L&)

y/




ESTOPPEL NATURE AND ELEMENTS OF wAIveR. L[ wAIVER] TS
AN INTENTIONAL RELINGUISHMENT OR ABANDOMENT OF A KNOwWN
RIcHT OR PRIVILLEGE. SuBSTANTIAL EVIDENCF REVEAL PAROLE
AUTHORITIES WAIVED CONVICTED JuVENILE OFFENDER
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT To REHEARING OF THE OCTORBER-10- 72018
IN VIOLATION OF DUE PROCESS WHERE PAROLE GRANT Coul.D HAVE
BEEN POSSIBLE TIF NOT PAROLE AUTHORITIES WATVER of ERROR
SEE DOCUMENT c .

_ON OCTORER- 23~ ?_024. COMVICTED JUVENTLE OFFENDER WAS_ OFFER
FOR THE FIRST TIME T0O REVIEW HIS PAROLE FILE AFTER THE
SOUTH CAROLINA COURT RULING OF KELSEY 441 ScC. 373 Is
WHERE PRISONER DISCOVERED REPORTED CRIMINAL DOMESTIC
VIOLENCE HAD WENT UNCORRECTED. L 1IN ] ADDITION PRISOMNER
DISCOVERED TNACCURATE PRETJUDICE RECORDS RANGING
FRoM 1977 To 1988 THAT WERE NOT_ CONVICTED JUVENILE
OFFENDER CRIMINAL RECORD HISTORY. ON OCTORER - 23-2024
PRISONER WAS DENIED PAROLE WHERE oN NOVEMBER - 18- 2024
PRILSONER CONTACTED BELOW:!
) 1. MR. TODI D GALLMAN (ACTING DIRECTOR)
OF THE S0UTH CAROLINA; DEPT OF PROBATION
PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES.

2. MRS VALERIE SUBER (ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR)
OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT ofF PROBATION
LPAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES.

SEE DOCUMENT_D PAGES ( 1-9)., CONVICTED JUVENTILE REQUEST
FOR PAROLE RECONSILIDERATION IN VIOLATION OF CONVICTED

JUVENILE OFFENDER EIGHT AMENDMENT To THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION AND IN VIOLATION OF AIKEN V. BYARS. 410 S.C 534
765 S.E. 2D 572 (2014), SuBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE REVEAL o N
PAGE (5) oF 1-%uuuun.. PAROLE AUTHORITIES WERE PRIOR MADE

. AWARE TN SPECIFIC ERROR THAT CRIMINAL DOMESTAIC VIOLENCE
RECORD REPORTED ON OCTOBER - 10 - 2018 BY PRLSONER AND COUNSEL

THAT RECOARD DID NOT BELONG TO CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFEN DER.
PRISONER ADVLSED S5.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES ON PAGE (7))

- OF._DOCuMENT_D ., THAT ALL PAROLE BOARD HEARTNGS L[MusT)]
ALL BE REHEARD WHICH WAS NOT A HARMLESS ERROR DO T0
COMPELLING EVIDENCE PAROLE AUTHORLTIES WERE USTING .
PRETJUDICE FALSIFIED RECORDS TO RETECT CONVICTED JUVENILE
QOFFENDER A REALISTIC MEANING FUL OPPORTUNTTY To ORTAIN
RELEASE [ STNCE] PRISONFR FIRST INITIAL PAROLE HEARING
WHERE CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER REQUEST To REMDY TuE
DUE PROCESS VIOLATION TO GRANT PARO! Fuviawoo WHERE

8.




THERE WERE PRIOR POSSIRBILITIES TO A MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITIES
To OBTAIN RELEASE BEFORE OCTORER- 23 - 2024 IF NoT FoR
PAROLE AUTHORITIES PRIODR INCORRECT RECORD THE OQUTCOME

Coul.D HAVE BEEN DIFFERENT SEE DRUMGOLD V. CALLAHAN 707
F.3d 28.

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE REVEAL THE “EXTREMELY;;
UNEXPLAINED UNREASONABLE LONG DELAY IT TOOK THE SOUTH
CARCLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES To REMOVE THEIR PRIOR
TINADEQUATE, INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION OF FALSE CRIMINAL RECORD
FOUND BY PRISONER IN: HIS PAROLE FILE SEE DOCUMENT_P- _ PAGBE
(5) 1- 9 THAT WERE PREPARED AT INTITIAL PAROLE HEARING OF
(2012 ), THAT WAS FINALLY DECIDED To BE REMOVED B8Y

S.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES ON TANUARY- 13 - Z2025; NO DOUBT

EFFECTIVELY PREJUDICE AND INTURY CONVICTE D JuUVENILE OFFENDER
CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL 001894724,

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM HE HAS FouND A

JLDENTIFIED ERROR THAT IS A SUCCESSFUL CHALLENGE OF CRUEL
AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT IN THE CASE OF A JUVENTLE OFFENDER
SENTENCE 70 LIFE wWITH PAROLE ELIGIRILITY WHERE SOUTH
CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES PRIOR RECORD ERROR HAS ACTIVELY
PRE JUDICE PRISONER THAT REQUIRE ATTENTION AND A RESPECTRUL
REMDY OF THE WRONG WHERE THE EFATLLURE To0 AFFORD A
CORRECTIVE REMDY woOULD CONSTITUTE DEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY

WITHOUT DUE PROCESS.c..... WHERE AFTER THE REMOVAL OF
THE CONFIRMED INADEQUATE INFORMATION THAT HAD CONTRIVED
TO EFFECTIVELY HELP CAUSED PRISONER To NOT BE AFFORDED

NO PRIOR REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITLES TO OBTAIN
RELEASE. BEFORE TJANUARY - 13- 2025 SEE DOCUMENT _D.
PAGE (5) 1-9 WHERE THE AFFORDED PAROLE REHEARING HELD
ON.ceooooo MARCH- 26 - 2025 NOT ONLY DENIED PAROLE
OBvIOuS S.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES USED THE “EXACT> SAME
REASONS T0 RETECT JUVENILE OFFENDER PAROLE GRANT REHEARING THAT

WERE EXACT SAME REASONS PALSONER PARGLE GRANT WAS BEING
DENIED WHEN PARoLE FILE RECORD CONTATINED FALSE CRIMINAL

RECORDS SINCE PRISONER INITTAL PAROLE HEARTNG REPORTED

ON HIS “REQUEST FOR PAROLE RECONSIDERATION SEE DoCUMENT _D.

PAGES (3) (4) 1-9....... SEE DOCUMENT _F. MARCH - 26 - 2025
NOTICE OF RETJECTION.
Q.




PRISONER CONFIRM THE PRIOR USABE OF FALSE CRIMINAL RECORDS
FOUND TN CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL # 00 189424 PAROLE FILE

ON OCTOBER- 23- 2024 WERE MISIDENTIFICATION OF RECORDS
WHICH WAS INVESTIGATED TO BE JuVENILE OFFENDER FATHER
CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORDS :LDENT_lFlF_D IN ERROR AS CONVICTED
JUVENILE OFFENDER CRIMIMAL HISTORY SEE DOCUMENT _G

[ SLED cATcH ) CITIZENS ACCESS TO CRIMINAL HISTORIES.

PRISONER ~CONFIRM WHEN SOUTH CAROLINA PAROLE AuTHORITIES
INITIALLY PREPARED THE WRONG RECORDS.- SINGE: ~(201i2) IN ERROR

WITHOUT PROPER IDENTIFICATION of RECORDS HISTORY FOR
EXAMPLE SEE  SLED" CATCH PAGE ( 5 ) HIGHLIGTH DoCumENT _G
AND PAGE (8 ) INFORMATION SuBMITTED INDICATES PRISONER
FATHFR TS A CONVICTED FFLONY OF viotEncE [AnD] THE
MISIDENTIFICATION _CRIMINAL HISTORY FounD TN JuvENILE :
OFFENDER PAROLE FILE TDENTIFIED TN FRROR FEFFECTIVELY wWRONGRULY
CLASSIFIED CHARLES MICHAEL MITC.HELL-‘F’FOO1894—Z4 CONVICTED
JUVENTLE OFFENDER AS A PRIOR VIOLENT. OFFENDER CRIMINAL

IHAT THE PRIOR PAROLE BOARD MEMBERS IN ERRORZFROM INTTIAL
HEARING T0 OCTOBER- 23 - 2024 CLASSTFIED PRISONER AS ONE

NOT AUTHORIZED FOR PAROLE GRANT. SEE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH
CAROLINA 1976 ANNOTATED 24-21-640 CONFIRMED ON  TANUARY -13-

2025, CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM THE CONFIRMED
MISIDENTIFICATION OF RECORDS THAT WAS FOUND BY PRISONER
ON OCTOBER- 23 - 2024 SEE DOCUMENT _ D PAGE (5) 1 AND 2
WERE BOTH REMOVED ON JANUARY - 13- 2025 HowEVER...... THE

UNREASONABLE LONG DELAY ““SEE MATTER OF WELFARL OF Z. 6. B.
443 N.w.2d 867 CRIMINAL LAW THE BALANCING TEST
EFFECTIVELY 'PREJUDICE AND INJURY JUvENTIE OFFENDER FROM
£2012) To THE PRESENT DO TO NO REALISTIC MEANINGEUL _
OPPORTUNITY TO OBTAIN RE:LEASE..WAS AFFORDED BECAUSE
THE PRIOR RECORD WAS CONFIRMED INCORRECT.

JUVENILE OFFENDER STATE THE PRIOR INCORRECT RECORD FROM -
INITIAL HEARING OF (2012 ).ciee.ce THAT WAS FINALLY REMOVED

ON JANUARY - 13 - 2025 LEFT THE PRI SONER JUVENTLE OFFENDER
WITH NO REHEARINGS FRoM {(2012) TO (2022) WHICH WAS

OBVIOUS NOT THL FAULT ERROR OF PRISONER -ANDINOT KNOW N>
TO. JPRIOR. COURTS (1. a8 INELUDE THE ..S.C. COURT OF APPEALS.

I O




DUE PROCESS VIOLATION OVERLOOK BY PAROLE AUTHORITIES
BELOW:

IF...... . CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER TCHARLES MTCHAE L
MITCHELL £ 00189424 REQUEST FOA PAROLE RECONSIDERATION

DOCUMENT _D. , PAGE (5 ) 1-9 SPECIFICALLY IDENTIFIED
FALSE CRIMINAL RECORDS IN HIS PAROLE FILE RECORD BELOW;

1. CRIMINAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE DATED 6/ 5 / 1992
WAS NOT HIS CRIMINAL RECORD LHISTORYS "W wry

2. FOUND ADDITIONAL CRIMINAL RECOARDS RANGING FROM
1977 T0 1988 wAS NoT HIS CRIMINAL RECORD HISTORY \WHERE
IN RESPONSE To HIS [ FOUND IDENTIFIED ERROR CORESPONDENCE LETTER)
RECEIVED IN AGENCY OFFICE ON 11- 25-2024 ACCORDING TO
DOCUMENT _E__, DATED TJANUARY- 13- 2025 ““WHERE S.C. PAROLE
AUTHORITIES DID NoT [ REFUTE] NOR CHALLENAGE NOR DISAGREE
CRIMINAL FALSE RECOADS FOUND THAT - PRISONER CONFIRM EFFECTED
WRONGFUL DECISION MAKING BY PAROLE AUTHORITIES SINCE
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER INITIAL HEARING oF - (2012).
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM ACCORDING CODE OF LAWS
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 1976 ANNOTATED 24-21- 640 CIRCUMSTANCES
WARRANTING PAROLE,; PAROLE AUTHORITIES USAGE- " OF CONFIRMED
EALSE RECORDS BY COMMON SENSE UNDER STATUTE EFFECTIVELY MADE

CONVICTED JuvENTLE OFFENDER [ UNAUTHORIZED] TINELIGTIBLE EoR
PAROLE GRANT WHICH READS AS FOolLLOow BEILOwW:

1
THE BOARD MUST NOT GRANT PAROLE NOR IS PAROCLE AUTHORIZED

To [ANY] PRISONER SERVING A SENTENCE FOR A SECOUND OoR

SUBSE QUENT . CONVICTION, FOLLOWING A SEPARATE SENTENCING _
FOR A PRIOR CONVICTION, FoR VIOLENT CRIMES AS DEFINED TN
SECTION 16-1 -60. PROVIDED THAT WHERE MORE THAN ONE
INELUDED OfFFENSE SHALL BE COMMITTED WITHIN A ONE - DAY
PERIOD TO ONE CONTINUOUS COURSE OF CONDUCT SucH MULTIPLE

OFFENSES MUST BE TREATED FOR PURPOSES OF THIS SECTION AS ONE
OFFEN SE. N

11,



SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE REVEAL. ONCE CONVICTED
JUVENILE OFFENDER CORRECTLY PIN POINTED THE TIDENTIFTED FALSE

CRIMINAL RECORDS ofF (1.} CRIMINAL DOMESTIC VIOLENCE DATED
06-05- 1992 AND FOUND ADDITIONAL CRIMINAL RECORDS RANGING

FRom 1977 7o, 1988 L[aArtl....... [ SPECIFICALLY] ADDRESSED
TN PRISONER “‘ DOCUMENT REQUEST FOR. PAROLE RECONSIDERATION
SEE DOCUMENT P PAgEs (5) anp (7 ) 1-9..... Cerenrr e TT

IS OBVYLOUS OBSERVABLE S.C. PAROLE AUTHORLITIES DID NOT
LReFuTE] nom [ orsaeRec Y wor [ cHALLENGE] STILL NoT YET of
THIS DAY SEE DOCUMENT _E. . PRISONER CONFIRM DESPITE PAROLE.
AUTHORITIES “‘ GRANTED® PRISONER A REMEARING FOR THE 10-23-2024
PAROLE DENTIAL. AND REMOVED THE FALSE CRIMINAL RECORDS A
FACT sTxil [ OBSERVABLE 1 AMD ACTIVE APPEALABLE , -TUAT PAROLE
AUTHORITIES NEVER ADVISED THE S.C. ADMINISTRATIVE AW COURT
RATHER AGENCY PRIOR KNEW THEY PERPARED FALSE CRIMINAL RECORDS
[OR] AGENCY DISCOVERED FALSE CRIMINAL RECORDS AFTER PRISONER
REQUEST FOR PAROLE RECONSTDERATION DATED [1- 18- 2024,

EVIDENCE REVEAL 6N DOCUMENT —E:  FanuaRY- 13- 2025 17 1s
UNCLEAR [ RATHER] PAROLE AUTHORITIES WERE [ UNAWARE] THEIR
AGENCY - PREPARED INCORRECT RECORDS, AND GRANTING PARGLE
REHEARING FoR 10-23- 2024 waoLD NoT [ CoNSTITUTE 1 MooT
CLAIM BECAUSE a0 s a a s o HAVING ACTUAL KNow LE DGE oF uUSTING
FALSE RECORDS SINCE PRISONER FIRST INITIAL PAROLE .
HEARING [ VERSE ] BEING UNAWARE OF USING FALSE RECORDS SINCE
PRISONER FIRST INITIAL PAROLE WEARING IS OBVIOUS [ Twao]
DIFFERENT THING6S WITH_ TwO DIFFERENT RESULTS BY REVIEWING
THE FACTS._ BELOW:

¢ IF SOuTH CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES
CLAIM "ISSUE LS MOOT AND MATTER SHOULD BE DISMISSED>
BEFORE THE S.C. COURT of APPEALS [ MooT ]l CLATM wWOULD COME
IN DIRECT CONFLICT OF CONTROVERSIAL WITH THE S.C. COURT
OF APPEALS ‘“DEcIsTON ofF STATE V. MITCHELL 2021 60667 94,
IN STATE VS. MITCHELL “ COURT CLAIM™ CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL
T 00189424 CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER WAS NOT ONE OF THE
CLASS oF OFFENDERS ENTITLED To RESENTENCING BECAUSE HE WAS
SENTENCE 7To LIFE WITH THE POSSIBILITY oFfF PAROLE vi. v i e m - .
L SPECIFICALLY ] ADDRESSING . GRAMAM V. FLORIDA, 560 U.S. AT 7§

12.



[ “wWording” J....... A STATE IS NOT REQUIRED TO GUARANTEE
EVENTUAL FREEDOM BUT MusST PROVIDE “° SoME MEANINGFUL
OPPORTUNITY TO OBTAIN RELEASE B8ASED ON DEMOMSTRALD
MATURITY AND REWABILLTATION SEE..... MONTGOMERY V. LOULSANA
577 u.5. 190 212 (2016).

CONVICTED TJUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL

T 00189424 “COMFIRM}) MOOT CLAIM OR MOTION TO DISMISS
BEFORE THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS WOULD DRAW
FULL ATTENTION To THE ““ HOLDING ~ IN GRAHAM V. FLORIDA
IN VIOLATION OF S5.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES ADMITTED

““ PREPARATION OF FALSE RECOADS > SINCE CONVICTED TUVENTLE
OFFENDER FIRST INITIAL PAROLE HEARING wWoOuLD ““ABSOLUTELY™

NOT SATLISFY FAIR  ‘° FUNDAMENTAL DUE PROCESS REGUIREMENT
TO A MEANINGFuL OPPORTUNITY ToOo OBTAIN RELEASE.

PRISONER CONFIRM  THE USAGE OF THE FALSE RECORDS. PRIOR
CoNvicTIons [ BEFORE] REMOVING oN  JapuaRy - 13- 2025
ToToALLY ELIMANATED ALL PRIOR AVALIABLE POSSTBLE
OPPORTUNITIES TO OBTAIN RELEASE TO DEMONSTRATE MATURITY

GROWTH AND REHABILITATION FROM 2012 To 2026, COMPELLING
EVIDENCE wOULD REVEAL THE PREPARED FALSE CRIMINAL

RECORDS _BY PAROLE AUTHORITIES O0BVIOUS CREATED A “NEGATIVE™
CHARACTER OF A ““ TRREDEEMABLE™ (ONVICTED JUVENILE
OFFENDER THE [ RARE] ToToAL OPPOSITE oF ONE WHOS NoT FIT

10 RETURN 70 "“SOCTETY, THE FALSE PRTOR CRIMINAL RECORDS USAGE
FROM Z01Z TO 2024 CONFIRMED OF JANUARY - 13 - 2028 “INDICATE®
ONE wWHO LACK'S MATURITY GROWTH AND LACK OF REHABRILLTATION
SEE A PERFECT EXAMPLE OF CASES BELOW:

' VENNISEE v.  STATE 42 FLA L wetkLY [ p2170]. 235 _so.
947 C(FLA. 3d DCA  oOcT- 11- 2017)..... .. ““HOLDING®” THAT A

DEFENDANT IS“ NOT ENTITLED TO RELIEF UNDER MILLER WHERE

HE CAN NoT “MAKE™ A THRESHOLD SHOWING THAT THEY EFFECTIVELY
RECEIVED A SENTENCE OF LTIFE WITHOUT PAROLE [ oR ] &

SENTENCE THAT FAILED TO AFEORD THEM A MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY
To OBTAIN RELEASE. 13



IN [ veNNISEE V. STATE ‘235 50.3d] CouRT CASE  “‘DEFENDANT
SENTENCED AS A JUVENILE To LIFE TN PRISON_WITH THE
PossIBILITY OF PAROLE WAS NOT ENTLILE To RELIEF WHERE
HE HAD BEEN RELEASED ON PAROLE AND -HIS PAROLE WwWAS
REVOKED....... ““BECAUSE™ HE COMMITTED A NEW OFFENSE AS A
ADULT. SEE ROGERS v. STATE. 223 S50.3D 281 ( ELA. 4TH Dca 2017)
THE FORTH DISTRICT HELD.eowvo.. ““WHAT [ GRAHAM VS. FLORIDA]
REQUIRE AND WHAT 5.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES ““ OVERLOOKED® TN
IN ROGERS vs. STATE THAT HE HAD AN OPPOATUNITY FOR RELEASE
WHERE INFACT RELEASED TwICE ON PAROLE..ID AT 282, SLL
CURRIE v. STATE 219 S0.3d 960 [ rLA 1ST DcA 2017).

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER BEFORE OuR SouTH CAROLINA
PAROLE AUTHORITIES CONFIRM [ UNLIKE ] VENNISEE. ROGERS,
AND CURRIE V. STATE  ABOVE ....... “ THEY” WERE AFFORDED
A REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO RELEASE HOWEVER
IN THE CASE ofF S.(. CONVICTED TUVENILE OFFENDER
CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL # 00189424 FRom RIS SnITIAL
PAROLE HEARING OF 2012 TO 3-26-2025 PAROLE REHEARING
NO REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO OBTAIN RELEASE
WAS AFFORDED ““D0 To THE PREPERATION OF FALSE RECORDS
BEGINNING AT INITIAL HEARING 2012 “EFFECTIVELY> MADE
PRISONER [ UNAUTHORIZED] FOR PAROLE GRANT UNDER 24-21- 640
UNTIL  JANUARY - 13- 2025 WHEN PAROLE AUTHORITIES “CLATM®
THEY REALIZE PRISONER PAROLE FILE PRIOR RECORD WAS TNCORRECT
1S WHAT VIOLATE CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL 00189424 EIGHTH
AND FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT TO THE U.S. CONST, TuAT CAN NOT
AND wILL NoT “ SATISEY DUE PROCESS” L mooT] cLAIM BY
PAROLE AUTHORITIES....... TUST BECAUSE” PAROLE AUTHORITIES
REMOVED THE IDENTIFIED FALSE CRIMNAL RECORDS AND GRANTED
PRISONER (1) REMEARING WHERE EVEN REHEARING HELD ON
3-26- 2025 STILL RESULTED IN A CLEAR DEMONSTRATION
FUNCTIONALLY EQUIVALENT TO “LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE.

SEE MILTON JAY TR APPELLANT 25 S50. 3D 326
COURT OF APPEAL OF FLORIDA AT L2 1.
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SUFFICIENT SUBSTANTIAL REASONS TO RESPECTFULLY
REQUEST FOR GRACE OF CONDITIOMAL RELEASE:

CONVICTED TJUVENILE OFFENDER EIGHTH l:\MENDMF_ND OF CRUEL AND
UNUSUAL PUNTISHMENT ““COME INTO PLAY'S THAT ONCE SOUTH CAROLINA

PAROLE AUTHORITIES CONFIRMED ON JANUARY - 13- 2025 THAT PAROLE
AUTHORITIES PRIGR RECORD WERE INCORARECT«...co. LT IS TO BE -
CLEARLY UNDERSTOOD PRISONER “REQUEST FOR PAROLE ~ RECONSIDERATION
wWAS To C(OMPEL SOUTH CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES TO SToP
USING FALSE RECOARDS To REPEATIVELY REJECT CONVICTED
JUVENILE OFFENDER A REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY To OBTAIN
RELEASE OBviousLY IT IS To BE CLEARLY NOTICE oONM THE FACE OF
PRZISONER REQUEST FOR PAROLE RECONSIDERATION SEE DOCUMENT
D.  pacE (1) FOR CONFIRMATION.

IN THE CASE OF CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES MICHALL
MITCHELL ¥ 00 189424 ....... PRISONER [ HAD TO RERUEST 1 FoR

A REHEARING., BECAUSE PAROLE AUTHORITIES REPEATEDLY REFUSE 70
REMOVE. PREJUDICE FALSE RECORDS FROM PRISONER PAROLE FILE RECORD
THAT HAD CAUSED ‘*MULTIPLE” WRONGFUL DECISION MAKING SINCE
PRISONER JINITIAL PAROLE HEARING OF HIS ONLY AFFORDED [MECHANISMJ
TO OBRTAIN RELEASE WAS BY GRACE OF PAROLE GRANT BY * PROVIDING”
SUBSTANTIAL PROOF OF FOUND FALSE CARIMINAL HISTORY LOCATED IN
PRISONER PAROLE FILE RECORD SEE DOCUMENT_D:  PAGES (5) AND(7)
1-9.

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONMFTRM THE REMOVAL O©OF THE FALSE
RECORD AND THE NEW HEARING SCHEDULE ON MARCH - 26 - 20725
OBvIOUSLY DID NoT CURE VIOLATION OF THE 87" AnD (4™ AMENDMEN D
To THE U.S. CONST: DO TO THE REHEARING WAS MANDATORY  REGARDLESS
WITHOUT HAVING BEING FORCE TO REQUEST FoR IT.ccease SEE  KELSEY

V. S0UTH CAROLINA DEPT OF PROBATION. PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES
441 5. 373. EVIDENCE REVEAL JIF PRISONER " WOULD NOT HAVE
REQUESTED FOR REHEARING SEE DOCUMENT _ D- PAGES 1-9

SO0UTH CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES WoOULD NOT _HAVE REMOVED
THE FALSE RECORD AND NO REHEARTNG WoULD NOT HAUE BEE N
AFFORDED.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM THE [RESCHEDULE] REHEARING

HELD ON MARCH - 26 - 2025 THAT STILL RESULTED IN A EFFECTIVE
PAROLE DENIAL IS CHALLENGE. UNDER THE 8™ AMENDMENT LEAVING
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER ONLY OPTION IS TO RESPECTFULLY
REQUEST FOR CONDITIONAL RELEASE.

18,
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CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM TIF FORM i}
1212 SEE DOCUMENT_Be_ ““CRITERTIA™ FOR PAROLE CONSIDERATION
CONFIRM 5. C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES PREPARE RECOARDS
FOR THE PAROLE BOARD AND IT COMES PART OF THE
INMATE PAROLE FILE....... WHERE OBvIouUuS FRomM A REVIEW
OF DOCUMENT_Es  ON JANUARY - 13 - 2025 PAROLE
AUTHORITIES DETEAMINE THEIR (ownN) AGENCY
PREPARED INCORRECT PRIOR RECORDS IDENTIFIED BY
PRISONER L[ 0Bvious ] MANDATE REODPENING OF JUVENILE
OFFENDER INITIAL PAROLE HEARING To ATTEMP ToO
RESOLVE THE 8TH AND 14TH AMENDMENT OF U.S5. CONST
VIOLATION 00 TO THE JANUARY -13- 2025 ADMITTED
LETTER IS CONSIDER “°NEW INFORMATION® THAT wWOULD

REVEAL To “° COMPETENT COURT > SEE THE HMONORABLE

CHIP HUGGINS 2010 WL 4982611 5.C. cODE 24-21-13
(AY(2) (B). THAT BY LOGIC ““PAROLE BOARD® Do MOT
PREPARE THE RECORD BECAUSE ACCORDING To FORM 1212
THE RECORD IS PREPARED THROUGH INVESTIGATION
CONDUCTED FOR THE PAROLE BOARD [ WHO 1 IS RELYING

ON INITIAL INVESTIGATION INFORMATION TRANSFERRED
JO0 THEIR DEPARTMENT T0O RELY ON AND WHICH COMES
PART OF THE INMATE PAROLE FILE. EVIDENCE REVEAL _
BY LOGIC THE PAROLE BOARD CoulD NOT HAVE KNOWRN .
AT JINITIAL PAROLE HEARING THAT PAROLE AUTHORITIES
PREPARED [ PREJUDICE 1 FALSE CRIMINAL RECOADS,
SEE CARL TJ. MONROE V. THIGPEN 932 F.2Dp 1437 AT L 2],
PARDON AND PAROLE ““EVIDENCE AND MATTERS CONSIDERED
CONFIRMasvsas. ‘“WHILE PAROLE STATUTE CONFERRED
NO LIBERTY INTEREST IN_ PAROLE IT DID NOT GRANT

BOARD DISCRETION TO ARELY UPON  ADMITTEDLY FALKE
INFORMATION TIN_ DETEAMING WHETHER To GRANT PAROLE
CONST. AMEND 14. SEE STRADER V. TRoY, 571 FE2D
1263, 1266 (4TH CIR 1978 ). SEE TOWNES V. TJARVIS

577 F.3d 543 AT [11 FOR CONTROVERSY To BE MOOT
IT MUST LACK AT LEAST ONE OF THREE REQUIRED ELEMENTS

OF ARTICLE T STANDING: (1) INTURY 1IN FACT, (2).
CAUSATION, OR (3) REDRESSABILITY CONST ART.3 Z2,CL 1.

l 6.
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CONVICTE D FIRST TIME JUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES
MICHAEL MITCHELL 4t 00 189424 (CONFIRM JUST _AS
THE PAROLE BOARD THAT HE coulLD NOT HAVE KNowN
AT THE BEGINNING OF HIS INTITIAL PAROLE !
HEARING THAT THE PAROLE BOARD WERE RELYINGDG
ON FALSE RECORDS SiNCE (2012)....... ESPECIALY
WHEN PRIOR FTLES WERE CONSIDER BY STATUTE -
CONFIDENTIAL AND PRIVILEGE SFEF DOCUMENT B« .,

PRI SONER CONFIRM THESE FILES WERE CONFIDENTTAL
FROM HIS FIRST PAROLE HEARING OF 2012 To 2024

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIRM WHEN
S.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES FINALLY NOTIFIED CONVICTED .
JUVENILE OFFENDER ON JTANUARY- 13- 2025 Is A
RESPECTFUL ““ REDRESSABILITY CLAIM...au s BECAUSE
ODBVIOUS JUVENILE OFFENDER WAS ‘CLEARLY® TINJTURY.
ACCORDING TO UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION UNDER

GRAHAM V. FLORIDA 560 AT 75, [ CHARLES MICHAEL
MITCHELL #=# 00 189424 (CONYICTED JUVENILE

OFFENDER “"RFALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY
To ORTAIN RELEASE BASED ON DEMONSTRATED
MATURITY AND REHABILITATIONwosos oo WAS SUPPOSE
TO START AT HIS INITIAL HEARING OF 20172

HIS REALISTIC MEANINGFUL RELEASE tecsoao WAS
NOT SuUPPOSE T0O START ATFTER: PAROLE AUTHORITIES
DECTED TO REMOVE THE FALSE CRIMINAL RECORD ON

JANUARY - 13- 2025 IT7 1S A CLEAR BTH LAMENDMENT

VIOLATION . .eao .. OF CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT.
CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CLAIM THE UNREASONBLE
DELAY 70 AFFORD JUVENILE OFFENDER HIS REALILSTIC
MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY To OBTAIN RELEASE BEFORE
JANUARY - 13 - 2025 -VIOLATES THE PLEA  STATUTL
6F 16-3 - 20(A) (suPP 1991) IF SOUTH CAROLINA
COLURT OF APPEALS CLAIM PRISONER WAS SENTENCE
TO PAROLE ELTGIBILITY.

17



. (14 i
SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIRM WHEN
S« C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES BOARD BECAME ACTUCALLY
AWARE ON OCTOBER- 10- 2018....... THAT PRISONER

THINK HIS FILE CONTAINED JINADEQUACY INFORMATION
PRLSONERS DONT HAVE TO APPEAL T0 ADMINISTRATIVE
LAwW COURT [ INORDER 1 To NOTIFY THE BOARD BEFORE
KELSEY V. SouTH CAROLINA DEPT OF PROBATION.
PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES 441 S.C. 373 EVIDENCE
CONFIRM OF DOCUMENT_B. CRITERIA FOR PAROLE
CONSTDERATION "“PRISONERS™ HAD T0 WAIT ON__PAROLE, .
AUTHQR.‘[TLES TO NOTIFY THE INMATE OF THE ACTION
TAKEN OBVIOUS AFTER THE INVESTIGATION WHERE
FoRm (1212) CAN NOT LIE. FOR PROOE PRI SONER
FILE HIS SECOND REQUEST FOR REHFARING ON
NOVEMBER- A8 - 2024 PBREFORE HE FILED HIS APPEAL
JO THE OSOUTH CAROLINA AOMINISTRATIVE. LAW COURT
ON BEC/- 9 - 2024, HIS REQUEST FoR PAROLE
RECONSIDERATION SEE DOCUMENT_D ., SEE DOCUMENT
E JANUARY - 13 - 2025 LETTER IN RESPONSE
‘PAROLE AUTHORITIES CONFIRM THEY RECEIVED MY
CORRESPONDENCE LETTER IN THEIR OFFICE ON 11-25-24
PROVE THAT JUVENILE OFFENDER ON OCT-10- 2018
DID NOT HAVE To FILE AN APPEAL TO THE SOUTH
CAROLINA ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT BEFORE
LKELSEY V. SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT OF PROB, PAROLE

AND PARDON SERVICES IN ORDER To NOTIFY THE
BOARD THAT HE THINK HIS FILE CONTAIN SOME

ERROR OR INADEQUACY.

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELL ING EVIPDENCE CONFIRM

S.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES INTENTIONLY WAIVED
CONVICTED JUVENTILE OFFENDER OCTOBER-28- 2018
REQUEST FoR REHEARING OF OCTOBRER- 10- 2018

HIS FIRST OFFICIAL REGQUEST FOR A REALISTIC
MEANTINGFUL OPPORTUNITY To OBTAIN BASED ON DEMONSTRATED
MATURITY AND REHABILIATION REQUIRF UNDER GRAHAM V.
FLORIDA 560 AT 75 AND DENIED AGAIN ON MARCH - 2b - 2025.
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CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM BEFCRE OUR S.C.
COURT OF APPEALS ACCORDING To “NAPUE V. ILLINOIS
360 U.S. AT 269, 79 S.¢T. 1173 T10....... ESTABLISH
A NAPUE VIOLATION., A -DEFENDANT [ MusT 1 SHOW
THAT THE STATE KNOWINGLY SoL ICITED FALSE
TESTIMONY OR KNOWINGLY ALLOWED IT To GO

UNCORRECTED WHEN IT APPEARED, AND IFVTHF_ DEFENDANT
MAKES THAT SHOWING, A NEwW TRIAL 1S WARRANTED

<5 LONG AS THE FALSE TESTINONY - MAY HAVE > HAD
AN EFFECT ON THE OQUTCOME OF THE TRIAL, ““1d AT
27?72, 79 S.cT 1173 - THAT Is IF IT 1IN ANY
REASONABLE LIKELIHOOD [ COURT HAVE AFFECTED THE
TJUDGMENT OF THE JURY OR TN CONVICTED JUVENILE
OFFELMDER CASE THE PAROLE BOARD AND PAROLE
AUTHORITIES DECISTON_ MAKING.

CONVICTED TUVENILE OFFENDER L N0 DOUBT 1 HAS
SUCCESSFULY DEMONSTRATE TO OUR S.C. COURT OF
APPEAL'S AND OUR S.C. PAROLE AuUTHORITIES A

““ SUCCE S SFUL®™ NAPUE VS ILLINOLS VIOLATION BY
COMPELLING EVIDENCE AND MILLER V. ALABAMA, 132

5. CT. 2455 (2012), SEE AIKEN V. BYARS, 410 S-C. 534
544 (2014) SEE GRAHAM V. FLORIDA, 560 U.S 48,75
(2010), SEE MONTGOMERY V. LOUISIANA., 136 S T AT
736....... WHERE THIS COURT OGAVE EXAMPLES GF SPECIFIC
EVIDENCE THAT wWoutD PRBE REIEVANT TO PAROLE
CONSIDERATIONS FOR MONTGO MERY To REMEDY THE MILLER
VIOLATION BY CONSIDERING THEM FOR PAROLE, RATHER
THAN RESENTENCING THEM., MARYLAND RESTORATIVE
JustiIc INITIATIVE V HOGAWN NO- CVELH- 16-1021, 2017
WL 467731 (D. md. FED. 3, 2017) SEE MILTON JAY TR.
V. THE STATE OF FLORIDA 252 S0 3D 3Z0b.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM HIS 5TH AND
8TH AND 14TH AMENDMENT To THE U.S5 CONST, ARE
BEING VIOLATED THAT WHEN CONVICTED IJUVENILE
OFFENDER WAS FINALLY "( NOTIFIED) ON TANUARY- 13- 25
SEE DOCUMENT _EB+ _, THAT HIS PRIOR RECORD WAS
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(4

. INCORRECT, ‘COMPELLING EVIDENCE RF_VEAL» CONVICTED
JUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES MITCHELL 00189424
CWAS NOT ONLY ‘““ENTITLE™ To THE DCTOBER - 23- 7202
REHEARING; PRISONER WAS ACTUALLY ENTITLE T0 ALL
WRONGFUL PAROLE DENIALS THAT WERE EFFECTED BY THE
USAGE OF THE FALSE RECOAD TESTIMONY BEFORE (2024)
- CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CLAIM BY COMPELLING
_ EVIDENCE To oufR S.C. COURT OF APPEALS, PAROLE
AUTHORITIES OBVIOUS UNEXPLAINED UNREASONABLE
LONG DELAY T0 REMOVE THE FALSE RECORDS ENTER
AT JUVENILE OFFENDER INITIAL HEARING IN SERIOUS
ERROR AND THE UNREASONABLE LONG DELAY TO NOTILFY
PRISONER TN A TIMELY FASHION ‘‘WHEN AL S0 BOUGHT
TO THE SC PAROLE AUTHORITIES FulLL ATTENTION ON
OCTOBER- 10- 2018 LIVE PAROLE CONFERENCE HEARING
NO DOUBT MELP CAUSE....... JUVENILE OFFENDER LIFE
WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF PARGLE UNDER 5S¢ PAROLE
AUTHORITY T0 EFFECTIVELY ““RESEMBLE> | 1FE

WITHOUT PAROLE. SEE MILTON TAY IR. THE STATE OF
FLORIDA 252 So. 3d /326,

CONVICTED JUVENILE ODFFENDER CONFIRM. BEFORE OUR S.C.
COURT OF APPEALS THAT WHEN PRISONER AND COUNSEL
REPORTED ON OCTOBER- 10- 2018 THAT HIS FILE CONTATINED
FALSE RECORDS DOING HIS LIVE RECORDED PAROLE
HEARING, AND BY OF PRISONER REQGUEST FOR PAROLE
REHEARING DATED DCTOBER- 28 - 2018 SEE DOCUMENT

C. SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE CONFIRM NONREFUTE PAROLE
AUTHORITIES WERE NOTIFIED PRIOR MADE AWARE.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM ON OCTOBER-23
- 2024 HE DISCOVERED THAT HIS PRIOR REPORT NOTIFY
TO THE PAROLE BOARD AND PAROLE AUTHORITIES REPORT OF
FALSE RECORDS WENT UNCORRECTED FROM 2018 WHIRL HE

ALSO FOUND FALSE RECORDS IN HIS PAROLE FILE FROM 1977
TO 1988 ALL REPORTED IN HIS REGBUEST FOR PAROLE

20.



RECONSIDERATION SEE DOCUMENT _D-_PAGES (1-9 ) SUBSTANTIAL
COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIRM WwWHEN PAROLE AUTHORI TIES
CONFLZRMED OnN JANUARY - 13- 2025 THAT CHARLES MICHAEL
MITCHELLH 001869424....... IDENTIFIED AN ERROR THAT
DETERMINE PAROLE AUTHORITIES PRIOR RECORD WAS INCORRECT
NOT (ONLY) MANDATED REHEARING FOR 'THE OCTOBER-23- 2024

IT ALSO CONFIRMED WHEN PRISONER WAS ““FINALLY™ NOTLFIED

FROM HIS OCTOBER - 10- 2018 REPORT OF FALSE RECORD THAT
PRISONER THINK WAS IN HIS FILE AS ““INSTRUCT BY FORM
(1212) To INVESTIGATE AND NOTIFY PRISONER of THE

ACTION TAKEN.

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIARM THE FEXTREMLY
LONG OBVIOUS —UNEXPLAINED  DELAY To REMOVE THE FALSE
PRE JUDICE RECORDS BOUGHT To PAROLE AUTHORITIES AT TENTION
ON OCTOBER- 10- 2018 BY PRISONER COUNSEL AND PRISONER

BY wAY OF LIVE RECORDED PAROLE YIDEO CONFERENCE CLEARLY
PREJUDICE JUVENILE OFFENDER FROM PRIOR RECEIVING ANY
REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITIES To PRIOR RELEASE
BASED ON DEMONSTRATED MATURITY AND REHABILITATION THAT
THE CONSTITUTION REQUIRES PAROLE SYSTEMS 10 OFFER.

PRLSONER STATE WHEN HE FINALLY BECAME “NOTTEY JANUARY -13 -
2025 THAT HIS PRIOR RECORD WAS INCORRECT DID NOT
PROCEDURALLY BAR THE REHEARING FOR OCTOBER- 10- 2018, 00
TO PRISONER NOTLFY REPORT WAS CONFIRMED THAT HIS PAROLE
PRIOR FILE WAS INCORRECT WHEN IT WAS BOUGHT T0O THE
PAROLE AUTHORITLES ATTENTION AND IF THE PAROLE :
AUTHORITIES WERE MANDATED To [ RESCHEDULE ] THE OCTOBER-
£3- 2024 FOR_REHEARING SEE DOCUMENT _E. . 0BVIOUS THE
QOCTOBER-10- 2018 PAROLE DENIAL WAS MANDATED AS WELL
SEE _DOCUMENT _€. , OCTOBER-28- 2018 REQUEST FOR PAROLE
REHEARING. PRILSONER STATE THE FAILURE TDO AFFORD PRISONELR
HIS CONSTITUTION RIGHT TO OCTOBER-10- 2018 REHEARING
?‘L;TCERRREHE INVESTLIGATION DETERMINE PAROLE PRIOR RECORD WAS
0 CT ON JANUARY- 13- 2025 _
UNDER NMEWLY DISCOVERED Ev;r_DENcV;?LgT@Es.NcATP.UEI;Jesi.L.L.fN?MlniN

PAROLE AUTHORITIES ALLOWED FALSE RECORD REPORTED TO GO

UNCORRECTED TO BE EFFECTIVELY USED TO REJECT TUVENILE

OFFENDER ANY REA
OEIENDER LLSTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITIES T6 OBTATH
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CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CLAIM HE HAD (19 YEAR
FROM TANUARY- 13-2025 To JANUARY-13-202b TO APPEAL

FROM DATE OF DISCOVERED EVIDENCE SEE (17- 27-45);
PRISONER TIMELY FILE NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE APPEAL

ON NOVEMBER ~ 20 - 2025 SEE DOCUMENT _K- |

SUBSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIRM THE MARCH
" 26 - 2025, REHEARING (ONLY) AccouNT FOR THE OCTOBER-
23-2024, PAROLE DENIAL SEE DOCUMENT_E- wWHIcH CONFIRM
HOwW LONMG THE REPORTED FALSE RECORD INVESTIGATION WENT
UNCORRECTED BEFORE PRISONER WAS NOTIFIED oN JANUARY-
13- 2025 AS REQUIRE BY Foam (1212) SEE DOCUMENT _B: .

. M

NOTE: FORM 1212 “CRITERIA FOR PAROLE CONSIDEAATION’

DID NOT--STATE. HOW LONG AN INVESTIGATION SHALL
TAKE ONCE THE BOARD BECOME NOTIFY.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM “TJusT BECAUSE
PAROLE AUTHORITIES DECIDED 1IN ERROR To NOTIFY PRISONER
on_( TANuARY- 13- 2025 ) FRom A ( OCTOBER- 10- 2018 ) REPORT
OF FALSE RECORD OF MISIDENTIFICATION OF RECORD THAT WAS
CONFIRMED 70 BE PRIOR INCORRECT RECORD.ves... DO NOT
PROCEDURALLY BAR TUVENILE OFFENDER CHALLENGE OF 8TH AND
14TH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITU TLON W HEN
INVESTTGATION BECAME FINALLZED WHERE PRISONER CHALLENGE
CLATM ON NOVEMBER -~ 25- 2025 SEE DOCUMENT_K- ., TN
VIOLATION OF NAPUE V. TLLINOIS “THAT PAROLE AUTHORTTIES
KNOWINGLY AVLLOWED FALSE RECORDS TO GO UNCORRECTED
WHEN IT APPEARED To THEIR ATTENTION ON OCTOBER-10-2018
SEE DOCUMENT _C. = AND ALLOWED THE USAGE OF THE FALSE

RECORD TO CONTINUE To BE USED BY THE PAROLE BOARD
AS_MEANS To HELP REJECT JUuVENILE OQFFENDER PRIOR

AVAILABLE OPPORTUNITIES WHERE PAROLE GRANT RELEASE

CouLD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE IF NOT FOR_THE USAGE OF CoNFIRM
PRIOR INCORRECT RECORD TJUVENILE LIFE WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF

PAROLE WOULD NOT EFFECTIVELY RESEMBLE LIFE WITHOUT THE

POSSTBILITY OF PAROLE SEE MILTON JAY JR V. THE STATE OF FLORLDA
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CONCLUSION:

| CONVICTED JUuVENILE OFFENDER DONLY OPTION IS5

:A RESPECTFUL REQUEST FOR CONDITIONAL RELEASE FROM
.|HE SOUTH CAROLINA PAROLE AUTHORITIES GRACE AN.D
MERCY TO RESOLVE THE CLEAR B8TH AND 14TH AMEND

VIOLATION TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION,.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CONFIRM WITHIWN HISi'
BRIEF HE DID NOT (BEFORE) JANUARY- 13- 2025 |
RECEIVED ENO ) REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITIES
T0 RKELEASE DO TO IT WAS CLEARLY CONFIRMED HIS
PRIOR RECORD WAS INCORRECT. SUBSTANTIAL
COMPELLING EVIDENCE CONFIAM L[ REHEARINGI HELD:
ON MARCH - 2b- 2025 ALSO RESULTED IN PAROLE
DENIALsoaennes WHERE PAROLE GRANT COULD HAVE !
BEEN POSSTBLE BEFORE MARCH- 26- 2025 IF NoOT .
FOR PRICR INCORRECT RECORD BEFORE JANUARY-13- |
2025 \WHERE PAROLE AUTHORITIES ADMITTED ERROR !
SEE DOCUMENT _E . QUBRSTANTIAL COMPELLING EVIDENCE
CONFIRM PAROLE AUTHORLTIES NO DOuSBST INJIURY
JUVENILE OFFENDER THAT HAS EFFECTLVELY LEAD CONVICTED
JUVENILE OFFENDER LIFE WITH THE POSSIBILITY OF '
PAROLE TO EFFECTIVELY RESEMBLE LIFE WITHOUT PAROLE

SEE....... MILTON TAY JR. VY. THE STATE OF FLORTIDA
252 So. 3D 326. |

CONVICTED JUVENTILE OFFENDER HERFE WITHIN THIS BRIEF:
HUMBLY RAEQUEST FOR CONDITIONAL RELEASE ToO
DEMONSTRATE MATURITY AND REHABILITATION BY DUR

S.C. PAROLE AUTHORITIES GRACE AND MERCY.

CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFEENDER STATE IF GRACE AND MERCY
DF CONDITIONAL RELEASE STILL 1S NOT POSSIBLE, '
JUVENILE OFFENDER RESPECTFULLY ASK THIS S.C. COURT
OF APPEALS :eesss, WHAT REMDY » TS5 DUE \WwWHEN NO

PRIOR REALISTIC MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITIES To OBTAIN
RELI;_AS-\E TO DEMONSTRATE MATURLITY AND REHARTILITATION
WA AFFORDED DO To THE PRIOR RECORD BEFORE
JANUARY - 13- 2025 wAS CONFIRM INCORRECT, WHERE
EVEN AFTER THE REMOVAL OF THE FALSE RECORD
REHEARING STTLL RESULTED IN RETECTION WHERE

23.




IF NOT FOR THE PRIOR INCORRECT RECORD BEFORE
JANUARY- 13- 2025... THERE WAS A PoSSIBILITY
PAROLE GRANT (COuULD HAVE BEEN AFFORDED ESPECTIALLY
wWHEN THE S0UTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS
CLAIM CONVICTED JUVENILE OFFENDER CHARLES
MICHAEL MITCHELL # 00189424 UNDER STATE V.
MITCHELYL 2021 6066794 wWAS NOT ENTILITLE To
RESENTENCING BECAUSE HE

WAS SENTENCE To
LIFE WwWITH PAROLE. SEE ATWELL v STATE 197 So.
3D 1040, SEE MILTON JAY JR V. THE STATE OF FLORIDA
252 S0 3D

326 AT L21. '
. g/wzs /-’/cdu/ ‘el [

CHARLES MICHAEL MITCHELL
H 00189424

ALLENDALE CI. I.N.S.T

P.O. BOX 1151. HWY 47
FAIRFAX S.C. 29827

e @ Jda
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LE{,QML MAIL IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
couRT oF APPEALS

IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAR

COUNTY OF CASE No. 2026-000521

CHARLES MITCHELL # 00189424
APPELLATE

US.

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT oF PROBATION
PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES

RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

s e - w—— —dtn o - i - -

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE ON THIS DAY _ 22 “6F MARCH

2026 SERVED RECORD ON APPEAL AND BRIEF OF APPELLANT
ALONG WITH ATTACH DOCUMENTS LETTERS A-L ON THE BELOW

SAID PERSONS BY PLACING A cOPY RECORD ON APPEAL AND A
CoPY OF APPELLANT PBRIEF AND COPY OF ATTACH DOCUMENTS
LEITERS A-XI TOPDEPUTY DIRECTOR oF 1EGBAL SERVUYIFES
DEPARTMENT oF PROBA TION, PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES
POST BOX 207 COLUMBIA SOUTH CARGLINA 29202

® THE HOMORABLE RELPH k. ANDERSEN T cHits ADMIN ISTRATIVE
LAw JUDGE . ADMINISTRATIVE LAW CouRT EDGAR A BRownN
BUIDING 1205 PENDLETON STREET. SUITE 224 Aund

"THE ORIGINAL BRIEF oF APPELLANT AND RECORD ON APPEAL
BND CCERTIFICATE: DF SERVICE TO SouUTH CARBLINA  CouRt
OF APPEALS JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINS CLERK OF COoURT PosT

REPLCE - BOX 13629 COLUMBIA:, SOUTH CABOLIANA 192 11
BY DEPOSITING THE SAME IN THE UNITED STATES ALLENDALE

CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION MAIL ROOM . POSTAGE PALD

SWORN Tp AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME THIS /377
DAY oOF _Apn| 2p2(o- .

sy (O Rour_ (L-SY ¢ ANGELA D.ROWE |
,‘ NOTARY PaBL t Not?;y Public - State of South Carolina
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES /d;}[pm,p A1 2030 : 22"1”1558?53
CC® To: MRS ALLISoN K. ELDER ( TIME SERVED) Wé
222 RUTHERFORD ST @/ r A/
BREENVILLE, $.C. 29409 TARLE S RN

To: JoN OZMINT (THE OZMINT FIRM Let)

P.o. BOX 6814 cCoLumBIA, S.c. 29260
NeTE, z.m8T Mpil Boen  vips <) gise "" W"ZL
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IN THE STATE OF SOUTH CHROLINJ\
COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL
RALPH K. ANDERSON.II
CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JuDCE

CHARLES MITCHELL = 00189424 APPELLANT

\IS.

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPT OF PROBATION. PAROLE AND
PARDON SERVICES RE SPONDENT

RECORD ON APPEAL

CHARLES MITCHELL #00189424
APPELLANT

CHARLES M. MITCHELLH#D0I89424
ALLENDALE CORRECTIONAL
INSTITUTION

P.O. BOX 1151, HWY 47
FAIRFAX SC 29827
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A
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS FOR THE TERM OF YOUR NATURAL LIFE.
MR. HARPOOTLIAN: THANK YOU, YOUR HOMNOR.

(WHEREUPON, THE GUILTY PLEA PROCEEDINGS WERE CONCIUDED)

dJocuMENT
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FOIM LASER BOND A PENGADANDY 1-800 621-6989

10

11

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

THURSDAY, AUGUST 6, 1992

MR. STONE: CHARLES MICHAEL MTTCHEIL. MAY I APPROACH?

MR. DELGADO: YES, YOUR HONCR.
(WHEREUFON, A BENCH CONFERENCE WAS HAD)

+«THE COURT: IS THE SOLICTTOR READY TO PROCEED?

MR. s&ma'mpywkm‘

THE OOURT: ALL RIGHT. THIS IS A BIATR HEARTNG ON THE
“DEFENDANT, &mzsmmm,mmssmmw

|.
]

TUESTAY MORNING? . %

MR. JOHNSON: YES, ;FUR HONOR. AND —

MR. JOHNSON: AND IT’S A BIATR HEARING TO DETERMINE THE
mmmoﬁqmz_xsm&mmmmmmm.

THE COURT: TO STAND TRTAL AND/OR TO PLEAD GUILTY.

. JOHNSON: YES, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: IET THE RECORD REFIECT THAT HE HAS ALREADY
PIED GUILTY TO THE CRIME OF MURDER. 1IN AN ABUNDANCE OF
CAUTTON, WE’RE HOIDING THIS HEARING TO MAKE THIS

DETERMINATION ON THE RECORD. ALL RIGHT, MR. JOHNSON.

20

MR. JOHNSCN: THANK YOU, JUDGE. IF IT PLEASE THE COURT.

AT THIS TIME THE STATE WOULD CALL DR. DONAID W. MORGAN.

CR. DONAID W. MORGAN, BEING FIRST

DULY SWORN, TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

THE CIERK: PIFASE BE SEATED. STATE YOUR NAME FOR THE

1
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South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services A

5C Board of Probation, Parie and Pardon Sennces
P O Box 50666
Columtia, SC 29250

Criteria For Parole Consideration
inmate Name I : ! SCDC #

Criteria For Parole Consideration
The South Carolina parole law creates no right to be released on parole. Parole in South Carolina is strictly a matter of privileg Uth Carolina
Board of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services has absolute discretion to grant or deny parole As such, the publication of these parole criteria in no way
creates an expectancy of release, nor does it bind the Parole Board in any way to a favorable parole decision or establish any presumptions of entitiement to
parole
In deciding whether or not to grant parole, the Parole Board considers, among other things, the inmate's record before incarceration as well as during
incarceration. The record itself is prepared through investigations conducted for the Parole Board, and it becomes a part of the inmate’s parole file These files
are maintained by the Department of Propation, Parole and Pardon Services and are, by the statute, privileged and confidential The confidentiality of the
paroie file is far reaching inmates themselves have no right to inspect the contents of their files If the inmate thinks his/her file is somehow incomplete or
contains some error or other inaccuracy, he/she must notify the Board of the specific error of inaccuracy The Board will investigate the inquiry and notify the
inmate of the action taken
Inmates do, however, enjoy certain rights in the parole process The inmate has the right to appear at his parole hearing. If the inmate fails to appear. the
Board may decide his/her case in absence. The inmate has the right to be represented by an attorney, however, he/she has no right to have an attorney
appointed if he/she cannot afford one At the hearing, the inmate has the right to present witnesses and evidence on his/her own behalf, but an inmate does
not have a right to confront witnesses

In deciding whether or not an inmate should be granted parole, the Board or Panel of the Board exercises its absolute discretion to the limits allowed by state
and federal law The discretion of the Board or panel aims at protecting the best interest of both society and the inmate being considered for parole In its
concern for the protection of society's and the inmate’s best interests the Board or Panel deliberates upon the “reasonable probability” that an inmate will not
again violate the law, if parole is granted. When deliberating upon the reasonable probability that an inmate will not again violate the law, the Board or Panel
weighs the factors listed pelow The Board or Panel, in its absolute discretion, also considers any other factors not listed below which it considers relevant in a
particular case

1 The risk the inmate poses to the community,
2 The nature and seriousness of the inmate's offense, the circumstances surrounding the offense, and the inmate's attitude toward it;
3 The inmate’s prior criminal records and his/her adjustment under any previous programs of supervision,

4 The inmate's attitude toward his/her family, the victim, and authority in general,

S The inmate's adjustment while in confinement, including his/her progress in counseling, therapy, and other similar programs designed to encourage the
inmate to improve himselffherself;

6 The inmate's employment history, including his/her job training and skills and his/her stability in the work place,

7 The inmate's physical, mental and emotional heaith;

8 The inmate’s understanding of the cause of his/her past criminal conduct

9 The inmate’s efforts to solve his/her problems, such as seeking treatment for substance abuse, enrolling in academic and vocational education courses,

and in general using whatever resources the Department of Corrections has made available to inmates to help with their problems,

10 The adequacy of the inmate's overall parofe plan This includes inmates living arrangements, where he/she will live and who he will live with, the
character of those with whom the inmate plans to associate in both hisfher working hours and his/her off-work hours, the inmate's plans for gainful
employment;

11 The willingness of the community into which the inmate will be released to receive the inmate;

12. The willingness of the inmate’s family to allow him/her to return to the family circle,

13 The attitudes of the sentencing judge, the solicitor, and local law enforcement officers respecting the inmate's parole.
14 The feelings of the victim's family, and any witnesses to the crime about the release of the inmate;

15 Other factors considered relevant in a particular case by the Board J ocu ME ~

Reservation of Discretionary Power of the Parole Board

These criteria in no way limit the absolute discretion of the Parole Board or Panel to make parole decisions on a case-by-case basis and to grant or deny parole
as it determines to be in the best interest of society and the inmate under review

in some cases, the Board may decide that an inmate should be granted parole if the inmate comgletes one or more stated conditions. When this is the case
the Board may grant a parole that becomes effective when the inmate completes one or more stated conditions. Should the inmate disobey any rule or
regulation of the South Carolina Department of Corrections before satisfying the stated conditions to make his parole effective the Board may rescind the
inmate's parole and treat the case as though parole had been rejected. In other cases, the Board may feel it needs more time to form its decision In such
cases, the Board may simply take the parole consideration under advisement and reschedule it at a later date Similarly the Board may postpone a parole
hearing in order to dispose of detainers or pending charges

If the Board rejects an inmate for parole, the inmate will be given written notice of rejection stating the reasons for rejection Decisions of the Board have no
precedential effect whatever and in no way limit the Board's absolute discretion at later parole hearings.

Afer rejection for parole, the procedure of scheduling of rehearing is as follows

1 An individual serving time for a violent offense defined in §16-1-60 of the South Carolina Code of Laws 1976 will be reheard for parole two years
following the date of parole rejections. Applicable legal exceptions may aliow for a one year hearing

2 An individual serving time for a nonviolent offense defined in §16-1-70 of the Sauth Caralina Code of L aws 1976 will be reheard for parcle one year
following the date of parole rejections

| certify that the above material has been explained to me, and | have received a copy.

Inmate's Signature . v of : / Date Witness : Date
i i 4 i/ T | y 4
1 1 J 1 L+ ST Pre '/ . :

Chrem 1917 Davieinn & March 18 20072 (Stark) Distribution White Copy - Parole Services, Pink Copy - Inmate

*



b documenT £

10-28-2018

To: MR HENRY ELdRAGE. cHAZMAN

STATE OF SooTH CARoLIiNA DEPARTMENT OF
PRoBATion, PAROLE. ANd PARdAoN SERVICE

322V DIVINE STREET., Su'TE Lob PosT BEEE
80X Sobbb ColumBiA. SovTH CARoOLINA 29250

DLAR MR, HENRY ELdRidGE. CHARMAN
RE. REQUEST |

Od wue 2200-FME . . Counsel For: Baile EV\GiBLE STaTE

INMATE CHARLES MitcHE || 3 0018924 ., Ms LAurA Youno
DF THE BLUME FRANKLiN- BEST And Youme LiLcC, 900
ElMwood AVENUE . SUITE 200 ColumaiA SouTH CARaLinA
2920l BOI765-104 Fax B03-765-(143 ., Dip Forkwnard You

A CoPY OF A REQUESTEd SPECAL PAROLE HEARING ONM

OM BENALF OF SAwd STATE I NmaATE ABovE, HowEVER AlD
RESPONSE CAME BAK FROM THis ABGENCY., Aud BELAVSE of THis
A ERROR TooK PLACE. ScE ontgomer 1SiAhA, 136

S.CT. 718, 726 (2016) MIillER v. ALABAMA. 132 S5.CT 2485,

’ v
» ! ' : WWalaFaVad . 1590 ) il . )

i L2011) And AVKEN V. BYARS, UI0 Soutd CAROLINA
SUPREME COURT 534 - 74 E.2d 57 014 ).

-

-

DN THE _10-10-2018 , A PAROLE HEARING

LIEBRER CORRECTioNAL INSTITuTiON FoR

THE ABovE STATE
INMATE ., HowEVER NO REAUVESTE SPECI AL HEARING WwlAS
[ 5 N DM

ﬁgﬂSQN Mol YET MADE Kuowg,....av THIS AGENCY!
(SEE)_2-10-2018 , :

ATTACH CoPY AS documm‘ch To REQUEST
REHEARING (SEE) CovaT of :
: DER. ConcluSionN BY DEA E -
BENTAMIN, ‘ g

CHieF AdminisTea 3 Ve ~ s ;
C—OK‘CL.Ub;DNl ,l : PAY(:/E_ j’;doer’__t; F”"T“ ;UE\IC|Q\ C.sQCL:u"}"

WAS HELD AT THE




ZT wias DETERMiNC THAT CHARLES M. Mitchidl
FRRoLE LRANT BE RETECTED FoR THE FoRTH
‘Timz FDR EL’IG}BLE ﬁEVl'Eh/.o.. 4 2 4 4 s & s 8

Vo7& LounT: fafaniMpvs To R TeeT

“THis marTER LomEs o Yook ATTENT ON

(1.

dve To SEERvAL CLodsTirv4ion Ri6wTS MAY

HAVE BEeN wviolaTed TiaT NEEL A

RESPECTFvl ATTENTION TwaT CAM BE A’esdusc/
vPod Review Becow: ™~ -

CHARLES M. MHcHEN 00189924  Record  Files
wihs o0B8visust Y MirEd And Aomiived witd
His FATvER RéCoRd FIES CHARLES M. MNCHES

WHo BoTd HavE THE SAME TDENTLAL FiksT,
MiDoLE AND LAST NAME...And vSED AGAinsT

Him AT His. PARoLE HEARING Wiicd HEIP
DETERMINE RATuHER To GRANT PFARILE oR
RETECT Live BY "Vioeo Cod FEREwcE oN
LO=10-20(8, (Gooté: BY NeAD CHAIR oF
BoARD s voe . MR MitcHEN  WINAT HApPEN Tl
THE  DOMESTIC NIolEmLE  CASE. TS
RECORAING  Took PlacE  Live N dwe

PRESENCE OF ATTORNEY AND FamilLY.

MR MitcHEN # 00189424 ble  ATIEMP D
CorRECT THE HEAd CHnif  BOARD of THE
OBVIOUS  TMCORRECT FIIE T riFoRmaFod
wWHicd _THE _HEAd cHmik. B onkd  Réspoaded
QuoTE. .. T Could noT TEH. (MEANING THE
DiFFERENCE  oF Presond.)

CON‘-.-ra



[J'!é:[g&x onN FilE.

Aiagles M. MitcHEll, SENIDR  HAs SERVAL

DOMESTIC VIDLENCE OFFENSES AND NuMERbUS
CRimiINAL CONVICHiOWS RECORDS OFFENSES RND
POOR COMMUNITY ADIJIUSTMENTS AnNd T

Ano ovT Iyl RECORDS CONVICHIONS To
ThcludinG  MisSDEMcAMORSs-And Wis NaRcotic ofFEnsess

CLEARLY TwnE 10-10-2018, PARDLE HEARWGE MHEID
wns WoT A DEMONSTRATED . TITaudividuvAal. FAIR
BuE. PROCESS PAROLE HEARIMG . BECAUSE TwuweskE
Two ConpinEd FilES RNEIP DETERMINE A

ON A movs To RETECT PARDLE GRANT......-
Fof TMER TNERE IS No TEILINE WHAT OTHER
SERVbUS ERRLRS ARE  CONDINEd witdind
CHARLES M. MitcMEN 4 00 18943Y FilE REecorD
FROM- Mis FiRST PARDLE ENUGIBLE HNEARING
To Mg CORRENT PAROLE RETJEHIoN.

THE 102 13-2018, Rr!: ivTicE oF RE TEc 770l
Lindinss oF AT . CRIMiNAL__Recotp x atdicates
Pook _Lommunity Ad TvSTmeEnT THar HElP  Tp
DETERMINE  PARDLE RETECTION T35 6F 03 TS
ERKOK THRT MR M.--/‘CHEI/ REQVEST To~

Revi s Ed—ANd—-CokREHE], sce 8eLow:

Me. Mitcuerl # 189924. Dp NoT HAVE A CRIMINAL
RECokD TN THE "SvmTER CouNTY PiNEwoobD
RcS.nEucE PLAN AREA Form (333 DATED
5-23-2018, Londvetep BY PagolE EXAMINEE
Ms BRowN., AT THE LitBER Corkictiount T M.S.7T:
Sectiod (A) oF ABOVE Foe.

COMN....»



«PROOF or SERVICE
\

= Chaten Breuetl ca 00189¢3Y  eeT FY THAT L

HAvE  <ERVEd ThE witdin RE. REQUEST REHEARING
pATEn $0-28-2018 oy vue BELow SATD PERSON S

ONE (1) CoPY OF THE SAME AT THE LIEBER CORR LI.N.ST
Mail Room (united sTaTes MAiL. ) PosTree PRE Prid dddress 2
To EAcH  SAid PERSDN  RELow:

To: MR NENRY ELARdGE. cdairman
STATE OF SoUTH  CAROL;NA DEPARTMENT OF
PROBATION, PARGLE And PARDON SERVICE

2221 BEVINE STREET, SUITE GLoo PasT OFFicE
BoX 3SoLie Colum B1A, SouTy CARoLINA A9250

To. MR TEARY @ Adéer . pireTor
STATE oF SouTH CARDLINA  DEPARTMENT OF
PRo BATID N, PAROLE And PARDoON SeEQVicE
A2l pevine STREET, SUITE oo PosT OFFicE
BoX Sobés Colom BiA., SeuTd CARoLiNA 24350




Tol M. wad, & GAUMAN / AcTiwe D.RECToOR

DEPARTMENT oF PRABAT.DA. PAROLE AnNd PARDON
SERvICLES 293 GREYSToNE BOCLEVARD Posr

OFFICE ppx 207 CoOivMB.A. SeuTH CAROLINA
19262

TO: MRs. VALER:ic SuBER

DEPART MENT OF PRCBAT oA, PAROLE ANd PARDOWN

SERVILES 293 GREYSToONE BOULEVARD pPosr

OFFICE Box 207 CoitMBIA., SouTH CAROLINA
19202

DhvE: 1i-§i5-202%

SUBJECT:

REQUEST TO REHEAR AND DETERMINE A
POSSIRLE GRANT OF PARCLE
T0 AESDLUTE THE CONTIN
PRETEC TieN RIGHTS of 1992 SIuveniLE convicTED
STATE INMATE CHARLES MITCHE LL 00189424
WHEN THE SCPPPS KkEEP REPEATIVELY CoONT.NUE® To
COMBINE A NON RELATED LRIMINAL RECCRDS OF NON
ANoTHER RELATED CR/MiNAL RECCADS OF ANOTHER
INMATE OR PERSON PERSONAL PRIVATE ELLES I‘MTO
INTe CHARLES M'.TLHEH:O:::HOOJ.B?HZH PAROLE FAE,
PREPARINE PRIOR BEFORE SENAING NoTCE OF HEARING
BATE. And WHEN PARCLE BCARD IS DETERMNG T N
VOTiNE RATHER IUVENILE CONVICTED STATE INMATE
CHARLES MItCHELI 3£ 00189424 SHOULd BE GRANTEJ
RELEASE THAT RESULTS I N A RETECT FOR RELEASE.

JOCUMENT

Te FoRMALLY ATTEMP
UE VIODLATED EQUAL

1.



HiSTORY:

INMATE CHARLES MiTCHE N XIT 00189424 ;5 A FIRST T.ME
CONVLTEd FTUVENILE OFFENAER oF ADULT STRAIGHT TME
SENTENCE SEVERING A LIFE WitH PAROLE ELi6 BLE
SENTENCE, CONVICTEd U

VENILE CFFENDER HAS NO
CovRT PENAING CNARGERS STATE NeR

FEDERAL.- ¢ HARLES
MAcHE N IE PLEAEd GUILTY To HOMICIDE of STEVEN
WAYNE HAMMOND oN AVEUST- 3292 Wik AT THE
RICHLANA COUNTY CouRT, TNMATE MITCHE | TE 0018947
WAS 17 YRS QBD \IuEN TH!S BEFEMCE QL

URED Aud
THE STATE OFFER A PLEA Tb 20 TO LiFE WiTH

PAROLE Eli6.BLE SENTENCE..

NO FAMILY CouRT WAS oOFFER
CNLY ADU

LT COURT PRoCESS As COURT FELS REVEAL-
THOSE CHIIDREN THEN AWD cHUDREN

New WHE WERE UNDER THE AGE ¢F 18 YeARS oid

ARE CONSIiDER CHIIDREN CONVICTED OFFENdERS UNdER

THE SoUTH CAROLINA STRTE LAW /sse AiKEN V. BYARS

H10 5.C. 534. 544 (2014) FOR THOSE THAT HAVE L.FE
wW+H PAROLE ELiG.BLE SENTE

NCES IT Now FallS To
THE PAROLE BOARD To CONSIDER His YouTH ANd its
ATTENDANT CiRCUMSTANCES To AFFerRp A TRUE
MEANiNGFUL DEMONSTRATION OF MATUR.TY AND
REHABLTATION To BE GRANTED PAROLE BY THE PAROLE
BOARD.

RECEIVED

DEC 11 %%

Carotina

nices




PAROLE HiSTORY:

l. 5TATE ZINMATE CHARLES MHCHEN T 00186894YZY, FRST
APPEARED RBEFORE THE ScuTH CAROLINA PARCLE RGARD

TN MABRCH oF 2012. MITCHE! 300189424 WAS GWEN

A NoeTiCE oF RETECTIeN ON MARCH - 158~ 2042, THE
FindinNe OF FACLT:

fo HATURE AND SERIOUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFEMSE
2. THNAICATION oF VIalENCE N TH'S OR PREVIOUS OFFENSE
3. USE oF DEAdLY WEAPON LN TH:3 OR PREV.ecUS OFFENSE

2. TNMATE CHARLES MiTewell 3 001894924, Second APPRANCE
BEFDRE THE SouTH CRROLINA PARCLE BCARD WAS 1IN APRIL

20t4. MVTCHE [1#F001BG42% WAS GIWWVEN A NOTWE oF
RESECTIiON ON A_Pﬁ“"i?’ 2014 THE FindinG of FACT;

¢ NATURE AnNd SERIOUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFENSE

7., TNdicaATiON OF VioLENCE TN THiS CR PREYV.DUS OFFENSE
3. USE ofF bDEAdLY wWeAPON TN THIS DR PREVICUS OFEFENSE

3 TNMATE CHAALES MITCHEN I 00LBI4ZY, THIRD APPRANCE
REFORE THE SovTe CAROLINA PARoLE BOARD wnAS LN
TunmE 201b. MTCHE|I 3 001BIH 24 WAS GiveN A NoTICE
oF REFECT:oN od SUNE - 23~ 2010 THE EindiNGe CF
FALT !

I« NATURE AND SERIBUSNESS eF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. T.RNAICATION oF ViolLEnNcE IN THIS OR PREViICUS OFFENSE
3. USE ©F DEAdLY WEAPoN IN THiS oR PAEVICUS OFFENSE

H, INMATE CHARLES MYTCNE Il T 00189424, ForRTH
APPRANCE BEFORE THE SouTH CARCLINA PARCLE DHCARD
WAS IN OCTc BER- 2018, MTCHELN 3 0018942
WAS GiwwEN A NeTICE oF RETECT.ON ON (LCTeBER-
12-2018. THE Findine cF FACT!

I. MATURE AND SERIOUSNESS OF CURRENT ©FFENSE

2. TANdicATION oF VioLENCE IN THiS OR PREVIOUS

4. USE OF DEAdLY wWEeEAPoN LN THi:S oOR PREYICUS

Y, ca;MiNaL RECORd ZNAichATES PooR CoMMUNITY
AdFvs TMENT

£, VoTE CoUNT: UNANIMDUS TO RE_J'EL'P‘ECENED

DEC 11 2024

South Carolina '
3 ) Parclos, Pardons amd Ruloags Senvitus




5o

7.

LNMATE CNARLES Mi+cuau#00.18<?¢124, FiFrTH APPRANCE
BRE FORE. THE St TH CARDLINA PARCLE BpARD wins LN
OCToBER Z0ZO. MIiTLHEL WAS GWEN A Ne'TWCE OF RESECHON

ON OCToBRER -28-2020. TuE F‘:‘:Jcﬂﬂé OF FacT?

. NATURE. ANd SERiausNESS oF CURRENT OFFENSE
Z. USE OF DEAdLY WEAPoN “IN THis OR  PREVIOUS OFFENSE
3. VOTE CounT ! UNANIMeUs To RETECT

TIANMATE CHARLES MITCHELl 3 00 1B 2, SiXxTH APPEANCE

BEFORE  THE Soo TH LAROLINA PARGLE BoARD wAs IN
Oc TOBER 2Z0Z2Z., MIiTCHEN WAS GNEN 1 NeTicE ©F
REXECTION ON OCTOBER - Z27- Zo2 2. THE Eindinds oF

FACT:
L NAToAE And SERioUsNESS oF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. IAJA:'CHT:OAI oF ViolENCE TN THIS o PREVIOUS OFFENSE
3. USE oF DEAALY WeAfaN N TH)s OR PREVDOUS OFFENSE
Hy ¢ RIMINAL RECoRD INDICATE Pook CoMMuNiTY ADTusSTvEMT
S, INSTITiONAL RECOAD .5 UN FAVIRA BIE

bo VOTE COUNT: UNANIMDUS -To RETECT

INMATE CHARLES MiTrwc)) 4t 002189424, SevenTH
APPRANCE BEFIRE THE SouTu CARDLINA PAROLE BoARD
WRS ON OcTeesr - 23~ 2024. MiTCHEN$r 001894 24
wWhs GWEN A NoTws of RETECTIioN oW GCTOBER -2.4-
Z0Z4, LEGAL Mmil DELIVERED O DCTOBER — 29~ 202.4
AT THE KERSHAW Mai) Room.
THE FiNDIiNG OF FALT

L Ol NatuRe And SeRicusness of CCRRENT OFFENSE

2. VOTE CoOuUNT: UNANMOUS To REFECT

RECEIVED

NEC 11 2024

South Carclina
Parolea, Pardons and Relanse Senicos




DiISCREPANCIES

Accordine Tp EQRM TBD O:STRibUTION: PPRS AND INMATE *
—NMATE CHARLES MiTCHELL# 00189424 DI0 AGREED To REGUEST.
A REVIEW H!S PARCLE FilE. MANY DISCREPANCIES WERE FOUND THAT
WAS NOT NCRMAL. THiS WAS THE FiAST TiME THAT THE SCPPPS HAS
OFFER CHARLES MiITCHENIT 00189424 To REVIEW HiS PARCLE FiLE

WiTHeLE T MiTCHEILIT 00189424 ASKING AROUT iT. THiS FORM

TBD WAS NEVER OFFER TC Him DoiNG HiS PRIDR PAROLE HEARING.
MRNY ARE CONCERNEd As To RAT

; HER THESE DISCREPANCIES ARE
INTEN TIONAL THAT Now ops

EN A DOOR TO BRING To0 YOUR OFF,CE
OEPARTMENT ATTENTION BECAUSE THE SCPPPS WERE AlREAAY
AWARE PRIGR BEFORE. THE 10-23-2024.

PARCLE. HEARING .

DiSCREPANCIES

1. CRIMINAL CCURT RECORDS: 06 -05-1992
AT THE MAGISTRATE COURT of CRIMINAL CFFENDER OF Domes e

VIOLENCE. BELONE TO ANCTNER PERSON WHO HAS THE NAME oF
CHARLES Mi TCHEILL

CHARLES Mi TCHELL 4+ 00189424 _ LT ND.CMEM
r 22-GS-402260. cCockRT orf GENERAL SESSIONS.

A CliMisial couat RECCRDS. LAaimMiNAL CouRT
RECORDS OF A ARITUAL CRIMINAL SA'WD PERSCN CHARLES MitcHELL
RANE'\NG FROM 1977 To 1988 ON THE PARCLE FiLE CF
CHARLES MITCHEINI I @OIL8PH2H HiS NoT CHARLES MITCHE I

T DOIBPH2ZM RECCRD FiLE.- CHARLES MITLHELL I 00189424
WAS BoRN I N OCTORER-17-1974 SgnN: 247-39-79)0.

CHARLES MIiTCHELL 3t 00189424 Amnp ForMER
ATTORNEY LAUREN w. Youne OF THE ToHN o BLeME
ELIZABETH FRANKLiN- BEST LAURA W Youn6, 900 ELMWoosd
AVENUE . SUiTE 200 CoLUMBIA/ SeuTH CAROLINA 29201

B03- 765-1044. WHLE AT A ACTIVE PARCLE HEARING oW
THE CONFERENCE RECORDED LIVE THE SCPPPS Db
QUESTION X M(TCHEil32 00189424 WHE TN THE PRESENSE
6F MY FoRMER LAWYER LAUREN YOUNG. oF A (CRIMINAL
AcT of DoMESTic VIOLENCE on MY PAROLREGETPED
AS IF T MITCHELL Y HAD CoMM.i TTED THESE VIOLENT

ACTS. BECAUSE OBvioUuS IT.'S_ oN aHAngs 'ﬁéc'r?*f‘?g'ga"
1T 001894 ZY PAROLE BROARD FiLE RECORD. _

South Caroling
Paroles, Pardong and Redonse Services
g,



IN RESPONSE T MTELHEL
THE, SCPPPS wWAS REFER _
CHARLES MITCHELL. EveEnN LAUREN YouNG HAD ADVISED
THE SCPPPS THaT CiLENT CHARLES MITCHELL 3T 00489424
DCES NOoT HAVE A DOMEes TiC VIOLENCE CRIMiNAL RECCRD
AND THAT FUE RECORD CcuLD THAT ofF H.s FATHER.
SEE/EFFEcﬂ
(225)

FAVORABLE I NFCR MA T,
PRISCNER oF SvABSTAN

L& 00189424 Agsumed THAT
INEG To MY FATHER

VE L1082k -74- 202) 28 CF R

ON OR  ZWFeRmMhTio8 ScPPor Tiue
TiAL SiANFeANiE oR O THER
EXTEADINACY And Cop Pl ne ‘NFOR pantion . A
C'.cMMi:.s‘:aMEkl 0k DiecTok May RECPEN s CasE ﬂﬂ'a/
ORDER A SPEcinL RECONSI\DERR T704 WEAENE 0N
THE NEXT Avalng & DOCKET. o0k MepiFr 7ve
PREV jous D s7 TueE Seo i Cakolive. siaTE Law
AlSo Hos THis Kisutr of FAVORNBLE T nFok wirs 7504

OF SuBsiay T8l  STCunin Aule o CTiEe Ex TRADNALY ;
And Com PEline L NFOR MAT; 0N,

THE EFRRokS

OF TuE Nis
AiNnTed oer THs

CREFANCIES  We X MMen:
IVE

TedlEY # 00 15993 Y
W Jouvnt

ATELY

Video Conreremer. .. . FRo m

THE DBIiGAT,
EY DisAécee

- e — :
ON 7o TINVEST 1Ga7v
MENT HoT —

C. 38, s&£
WET oF Aptesls. 4

TwE KEQ

RECEIVED
OEC 11 2024

South Carllna Sticud B«

Peroles, Pardons and Roloaso SanrAﬂJ LiCCie
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S5 THEY SWrond QEAL. OpsaLy
EACH PRiSoNER WKy e BE 5 WL
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THE Rk
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Wile 14

. NEE  jor L1 Me 13 TFany
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f / i ) : o 5 'g,"-'Sf 75
Convicted TuvenilE STATE ZNmaTE Chipeles HACHENF 159424, Rogweae =
REOFEN His PAROLE RETECHI0A HEAL i oW 1 e g b
sap;;:ps ABUSED THEIR ABSOIvTE D.!SCRETION. Whin

L - hacag - \NAL
Te USE ANOTHER Shid PERSON NAMED CHARLES MitcHELL PtFSt'-h_uE_ll
CRIMINAL FIES THAT 1S NoT THE SAME Tadivdoal CHARLES M;J -
y ‘ B - -
#051894?_‘43 THESE ARE INFACT (Two) DiFFERENT PED PLE
DIFFERENT ( AGes) And(SSN), (
HAS HAD (7) Seven PAROLE Boar

amvf'.c;HiJ JuvENLE STATE INMATE
B0ARD HEARING MUST BE All

D HEARNG. AN All (7) ParsLE
REHEARD WHLH 5 NeT A HAKMLESS
ERRCR  ACCcrDING To STHTE AND FEDERAL LAWS. ITs new 2024
ITS STl NoT ESTABISH WHICH CHARLES Mide KE || Fues BiLow®
T6 CHARLES Mo nEILH 0015992 4 LN His PARDLE Fije . WM CH |
CALSEd THE DiscREPANC) TC TAKE LACE Tn FAING T3 PKDPERL—Y.
Condec T p PROPER INveeT,GaT.TN ANd  PROVER  CoRREC T THE FILES
wWHICH Was INFACT MADE AWARE PR ok BCFOKE TRE PARCLE BLACD
TEARS AGe BY MdAcHE 1900189424 AND FoRMEL ATToRNcY LAUREN

W YounG AS MENT.CN. ... i LEAd 1o A UNFAVCRARE Vore CoulT
AT All PARGLE BoArD NERRINE. /SEE TANMaTE Mk NEIL 3 00189y 2.4
AlL(7) PARoLE Roaeh RESECTICN FiNDiNG oF FACT:/ NATURE

ND SERicusNEss oF CURRENT CFFENSE INdUATIIN oF %iple e
EN TS o PrEvicis OFFENSE; USE of Benp v WEAPEN TN THis
CL PREvipo s OFFENSE, Ciwtinne RECord LIRANATES  Pocy CoMMuNTY -
Ab3USTMEN T ; LNST LY VERABLE; Wi
RESUItED Ty A UNANIMeoCs T
Counvicded Ficet

CNAL RECCRDS I UNFA
VOTE CLunT: RESECT For A
TIME Tuvenie OFFENdER nder

MALE Wiy HAS s¢

18 10s cid BL Ak

eved 82 Yos pies SeME MeRE Mp

CLEMR SERim:, 8™ AMend Men T Viela¥ion, P
Plivices CR CRACE.,

QAse By Chse

NTHS: Tidis s A
ARCLE TS Said Te BE A
Uowevee 7 ongs Cnse is wor

; " A TN v.‘ji,azfz_ed- :
Ke CHlagisg LU N FE 00 187590 St Tua+Fion

MENMENT  yvipls T70X BECAUSe 5d, S PECSON
1> 8¢ HEacd snd Tookis 8Y 45/ lre Tu vidog/
: £iles 0L CrsesS. .. ?ﬁ?“?c?pp:s“ yz
TAIs ON form (1272

Y CIERelY. sthre
) RESEEVAT 5 e

IARLE BoAkd. .
NoT Hpyr .

ONREY Lhi/er
SCPpps DaES

SuRem ¢ Covk T
ON KREQuReS ARoiE S 7EMS 0]
S EAniNEE OrFDETLuE ¥ > o087,y el
oN %mm;%rg MATvr;

. R Basel)
5.y Anel RE/MA

8 /;’"Q 770/‘/,
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IF THE SCPPPS pPuiicY CREATeS E@vAaL DUE  PRocESS
CN FORM 1212 TnaT THE PARCLE BOARD PHNEL T MeKE
PARCLE DEcC.iSiONS ON A CASE BY CASE RAS'S THEN =—uMaTE
CHIBLE S MTCHEN 9% 00189424 SHeuL d NoeT HAVE Te KEEP
TELLINE THE SCPPPS Tt REMovE THE FIiLE ¢F ANcTHER
DIFFERENT T WMATE OR SAD PERSCN NAMED ¢ HARLES
MITCHELL Ricorbs CéT OF Wiz PARCLE FILE THAT Has
CACSED AL L (7) PAROLE WEARING TO BE RESECTED BaASED
CN (2) CHARLES MiTeHELL FIES COMBNED N oNE wluile
TRREN CHARLES MUCHELL 4 00189424 op FeR  PARGLE
HEARING  Have e 1L CVER ComMe THE SCopps MHAGR ERRCS
wi HE CAN NcT, Dpo To THE Screps FAAlER Tp CORRELT.
THESE ERRCRS v}oLﬂTE JUYENIE CenvietED CFFENDER
CHARLES MitcHELL B™ AMmEnn R&HTS ofF TuE uiiren
STATES  CousT'TUTioN ANo LEAVES &M Wimdl oy  Tvee
of RELEASE Axs OFFER Nuv TYPE ofF MERANIREFULL CPPoR TeNTY
T DEMoNsSTRATED MATURITY AnD REHABII AT\ on é.azn HAM,
el U3 AT 75 / SEV  KELSEY o SouTH CARCLINA ‘DEPT
CF PRTBAT ON. PARCLE ANd PARDON SERVICES , Y4l 5.C. 373
SEE  FRANELIN v, SHelds UNITED STATES CceRT of
APPEALS yTw gLY NED 784,

INMATE AHARLES Ml'TcHELL_#OOIB?‘-!‘_’_Q
A CONvVicTED JUVENILE OFFENDER REQUEST A RECPEN
oF HiS CASE Feg A RESPECTFUL PARCLE CRANT o DEMODAISTRNE
MATURITY Anp REHABILLTH Tien To RECOMENd THAT parcy e

BE CRANTEL.

RECEIVED

DEC 11 2024

., South Carolina
Parales, Pardons and Reloase Senvices




STATE oF SouTH CARULINA e
KEREHAW | LAMCisTer VER FicATicA

CoewTyY
LWCORN

T C/zoué_i? 7 /C‘ézfg’// .. BEINC oLy
Nebooin §000

LAFCN Y CATH. o'd Feiwnep “SUB3 e T
RENERR /b DETERMINE A Pess.BLE GRANT ¢F FAReLE
PECSLaS Avorisy Rdow BY £ iat

To THE Aicw SHI

Te THE RECsSHAW CLAREC T/NAL ENSTI ToTich Mith) fiom

98 GatdMINE Hw Y RERSHAW. 5C Z9ULc 7. Ani THAT THISE
1 - 9

AHNECATILNS SET FCRTH ARE TRUE Friddis
(J}lcw’éc’f’ "z '}6/’/("(/

SwWLAN T ;_}‘gd D BSCRiBED 8EFLnyE ME THIS
onY ¢S __\% 0 Q\JQm‘oCr &GQJ-(_ .

-M%\ w (.{_.S.)

Ne FALY L Bt
mY L’oMMis:s,-cN’ E::’F’f“"t:: “\Q‘;‘Qﬂ'\ QBJ&QB\

. 720 M Ted . GallMAN /ihﬁm‘c O NEL T A
PEPALTMENT oF  FRUGA TN, PFARNLLE ANo
FARDLN SERVILES . 2243 LREY- Tone BeooLvarDd
PeOT SFYicE Bux 267 ConiUME R,
DucTh CHRLL N A D9tz

— T MRS, VALLR(E SOREN _
SN rﬁ;}p PEFARTMENT CF PREBATICN. TARLLE AND
S 'féi;'-,j%ﬁ"‘«‘ FARDLN  SERVICES 233 CREYSTINS B cLEvARD
g é‘“?.,. ,,%?ni AT CFFICE Bexn 207 CCLUMB, A
E% “UsLic SieTH CARULINA 22972¢2
"'\Q\"'ﬁh’ \ A :

% Qeein3, LR RECEIVED
“0, SOUTH CN
DEC 11 2024

"“"mum“‘“
Soulh Carolina

Parcles, Pardons enrd Rulouse Sordees



State of South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

HENRY McMASTER

Governor

CHADWICK A. GAMBRELL
Acling Director

293 GREYSTONE BOULEVARD
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29210
Telephone: (803) 734-9220 / Facsimile: (803) 734-9440

’

MAILING ADDRESS: P.0. BOX 207
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29202
January 13, 2025
MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL (SCDC ID: 00189424)
Kershaw Correctional Institution
4848 Goldmine Highway
Kershaw, SC 29067

This letter is in response to your correspondence which was received in our office on
11/25/2024. We have received your correspondence as an official request for reconsideration of
the Board’s decision handed down on 10/23/2024, which denied parole. Your correspondence
identified an error in the Prior Record of the parole summary packet.

notification of this hearing date approximately 30 days prior to the new hearing,

Sincerely,

Valerie Suber
Associate Deputy Director of Paroles, Pardons and Release Services
SC Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

documenT

“Nation’s First Probation Agency accredited by the Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies (CALEA).”

/0



State of South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

HENRY McMASTER

Govemor

JAKE GADSDEN, JR.

Director

293 Greystone Boulevard
Post Office Box 207
Columbia, South Carolina 29202
Telephone: (803) 734-9220
Fax: (803) 734-9440
www.dppps.sc.gov

March 26, 2025

Mr. Charles Mitchell #00189424
Kershaw Correctional Institution
4848 Goidmine Hwy.

Kershaw, SC 29067

RE: NOTICE OF REJECTION

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

Itis my responsibility to inform you, on behalf of the South Carolina Parole Board, that the Board has reached a
decision regarding your parole hearing. The Board hereby makes the following CONCLUSION OF LAW:

After careful consideration of: (1) the characteristics of your current offense(s), prior offense(s), prior supervision
history, prison disciplinary record, and/or prior criminal record, as described in the findings of fact below; (2) the
factors published in Department Form 1212 (Criteria for Parole Consideration); (3) the factors outlined in Section
24-21-640 of the South Carolina Code of Laws, and (4) actuarial risk and needs assessment factors pursuant to
Section 24-21-10 (F) (1) of the South Carolina Code of Laws. The Parole Board had determined that your parole
must be denied.

You will be notified 30 days prior to your next scheduled parole consideration date.
FINDINGS OF FACT:
01 Nature And Serlousness Of Current Offense

02 Indication Of Violence In This Or Previous Offense
03 Use Of Deadly Weapon In This Or Previous Offense

Vate Count: Unanimous To Reject d o CU ” E“ '

Sincerely,

%ZHD .

Valerie Suber
Associate Deputy Director for Paroles, Pardons and Release Services

3/26/2025

//
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do¢cUMENT
- :

e JESTREOR

ion
DOB  (US55809 C. Law Enfom ment Divis
Gender Male

The record is based on a search using Last

Maiden Name Name, First Initial, Gender, and Date of Birth
, and SSN Only. Compare all identifying data

SSN (s given for record subject with screening subject.

: Fingerprint comparison is recommended as the
Transaction 1260112046 most reliable means to identify a record subject.

Date of Check December 06, 2017 at 00:11

RAP
o

I ET REQUEST
.Jvtl HLLEDU 00 BID=-SCODUSLELT " - FRI~* &tk tEs

CONTRIBUTING
ISPOSITIONS.
C

TIME, A NEW

C/MORE DATA

M T FY—M
»AJ.\, tﬂ-ﬁ SLA 4

-166 EYES-BRO HAIR-BLK BORN=-SC
1 2313119 HENRY-12 MMM 15
OI1l

ATR==0T/ Vi (2012

ADDITIONAL

NAME MARKS S0C SEC NUM

MITCHELL, CHARLES
MIXON, ’"HF*FL

MTEEET T
MITCHELL,

SC ABDOM
TAT L ARM

mam T

TAT LE ARM

[l

S MIKE

Lo I

M
MI RLES MICHEAL




Thamuseb
. 1

5C040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-72126

SC0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
CASE=95370
CIT-8C16~-11-320

CIT=8C16-11~-320

CTT-8E17-25-30

CIT=5C16-11-320

SC040055C
CASE-97521

R & E CENTER COLA

SC0440000 UNION CNTY SO
CASE-82684

WARR-A693155
€IT=-5C16-11-310

CIT-5C16-11-320
WARR-A693155

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-113300
SC040015G CENTRAL PPP

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
S5C0120000 CHESTER CNTY SO

04/04/1979

08/05/1982

04/02/1984

COURT CHARGE 01-HB & L 1
COUNTS

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;2Y TO
SERVE 1Y

CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-08/07/1974

ARREST CHARGE -HB & GL
OFFENSE DATE-04/03/1979

ARREST CHARGE -HB & GL
OFFENSE DATE-04/03/1979
ARREST INFO- BOND $2000 SURET

Y

COURT CHARGE 01-RECEIVING
STOLEN GOODS 3 CTS
COURT DISP-MULTIPLE CHARGE
ONE DISPOSITION; 10Y SUSP;
4Y CONFINE; CONCURRENT;
EACH

COURT CHARGE 02-HOUSEBREAKING
& GRAND LARCENY 2 CTS
COURT DISP-MULTIPLE CHARGE
ONE DISPOSITION
CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-09/27/1979

ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY
OFFENSE DATE-08/04/1982

COURT CHARGE O01-HOUSEBREAKING
& PETTY LARCENY
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;5Y SUSP;
30M CONFINE
COURT DATE-09/15/1982
CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-09/20/1982
CUSTODY STATUS-FURLOUGHED
START DATE-07/29/1983

ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY 3 CTS
OFFENSE DATE-04/02/1984
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

ARREST CHARGE -GRAND LARCENY
2CTS

COURT CGHARGE 01-BURGLARY 3
CcTSs

COURYT DISP-CONVICTED; 7Y CONEI
NE; ON EACH CHG TO RUN
CONCURRENT
COURT DATE-05/17/1984



MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0120000 CHESTER CNTY SO
WARR-B001972

WARR-B001974

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-122648

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL

SC040015G CENTRAL PPP

MITCHELL, CHARLES
5C0400100 COLUMBIA PD
CASE-108745
WARR-B850052

WARR-B850052

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO

AQ4/02/1984

05/22/1984

06/14/1985

04/12/1987

01/02/199%0

COURT CHARGE 02-GRAND LARCENY
2 CTS
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;7Y CONFI
NE; ON EACH CHG TO RUN
CONCURRENT
COURT DATE-05/17/1984

ARREST CHARGE -HOUSEBREAKING
AND GRAND LARCENY
OFFENSE DATE-04/02/1984
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

ARREST CHARGE -HOUSEBREAKING
AND GRAND LARCENY

COURT CHARGE 01-HOUSEBREAKING

& GRAND LARCENY 2 CTS

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;7Y CONFI
NE; ON EACH CHG TO RUN
CONCURRENT
COURT DATE-05/17/1984

ARREST CHARGE -DATE OF ARREST
NOT DETERMINED
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
COURT CHARGE 01-HOUSEBREAKING
AND LARCENY 2 COUNTS
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;7Y CONFI
NE; EACH COUNT CONCURRENT
COURT CHARGE 02-HOUSEBREAKING
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;7Y CONFI
NE; CONCURRENT
CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-05/22/1984

ARREST CHARGE -DATE OF ARREST
NOT DETERMINED

COURT CHARGE 01-HOUSEBREAKING

& LARCENY

COURT DISP-CONVICTED

CUSTODY STATUS-PAROLED; PROVIS
IONAL
START DATE-06/14/1985

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE ASSAULT
OFFENSE DATE-04/12/1987
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-SIMPLE ASSAUL
T

COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
DISMISSED
COURT DATE-04/15/1987



WARR-C591702
WARR-C591703
WARR-C591701

SC040083J WAVERLY MAGISTRATE
DOC-90014680139
WARR-C591702

5C040083J WAVERLY MAGISTRATE
DOC-90014680137
WARR-C591703

DOC-92G54006079
WARR-C591701

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
SC0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-C754932

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0400000 RICHLAND CHNTY SO
WARR-C7926375

CIT-16-25-20 {A) ~-MISDEMEANOR
DOC-RB4
WARR-C796375

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
5C040010C¢ COLUMBIA PD
CASE-911790
WARR-D087199

WARR-D087199

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHEAL
SC0200000 FAIRFIELD CNTY SO

05/21/1890

02/21/1991

06/28/1991

08/02/1991

ARREST CHARGE —~CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE POSSESS
ION COF MARIJUANA

ARREST CHARGE -POSSESSION OF
COCAINE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 30D
CONFINE; $237 FINE;CONFINE
MENT OR FINE
COURT DATE-01/30/1990

COURT CHARGE 02-SIMPLE POSSES
SION OF MARIJUANA

COURT DISP-CONVICTED; 30D
CONFINE; $237 FINE;CONFINE
MENT OR- FINE
COURT DATE-01/30/1990

COURT CHARGE 03-POSSESSION
COCAINE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;1Y CONFI
NE
COURT DATE-~12/04/1992

ARREST CHARGE -POSSESSICON
W/INTENT TO DISTRIBUTE
CRACK

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 1ST
QFFENSE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED; forfeite
d bond/ 5237 collected
COURT DATE-03/21/1991_ _ _

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE ASSAULT
OFFENSE DATE-06/28/1991
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-SIMPLE ASSAUL
T

COURT DISP-CONVICTED; $100
BOND FORFEITED
COURT DATE-07/01/1991

ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY FIRST



CIT-16-11-312 FELONY

PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-BURGLARY 2ND
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;S5Y
COURT DATE-11/12/1991

5C040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-181897

31/ 2671991

CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-11/26/1991
COURT CHARGE 01-BURGLARY 2ND
DEGREE NON-VIOLENT
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;SYRS

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
$C0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-C937657 @

SC040093J DENTSVILLE MAGISTRAT
DOC-92064660001
WARR-C937657

03/06/1992

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

COURT DISP~CONVICTED; 30D
CONCURRENT
COURT DATE-06/05/1992

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-181897

5C040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CIT-44-53-370 FELONY

12/04/1992

CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-12/04/1992

COURT CHARGE 01-POSSESSION
COCAINE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;1Y CONCU
RRENT

MITCHELL, CHARLES
sSc0280100 CAMDEN PD
CASE-9301407I
WARR-03248WK

WARR-03248WK

12/30/1993

ARREST CHARGE -DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
OFFENSE DATE-12/30/1993
COURT CHARGE 01-DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;$279 OR
15D
COURT DATE-01/19/199%4

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
5C0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-E156192

WARR-E156185

WARR-E156194

WARR-E156183

CIT-17-25-30 MISDEMEANOR
DOC-00GS40
WARR-E156183

08/01/1994

ARREST CHARGE -FAIL TO STOP
FOR BLUE LIGHT
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

ARREST CHARGE -OPERATING
UNINSURED VEHICLE, 2ND

ARREST CHARGE -DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION

ARREST CHARGE -UNLAWFUL USE
OF PLATE

COURT CHARGE 01-COURT CHARGE
NOT SUBMITTED




CIT-56-10-270(A) MISDEMEANOR
DOC~96GS4022206
WARR-E156185 -~

CIT-17-25-30 MISDEMEANOR
DOC-00G540
WARR-E156192

CIT-56-1-460 MISDEMEANOR
DOC~-96G54022203 _
WARR~E156154 -

CIT-56-5-750(B) (1) MISDEMEANOR
DOC-95G54022204
WARR-E156193

COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/1996

COURT CHARGE 02-0OPERATING
UNINSURED MOTOR VEHICLE -
3RD OR SUB

COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NCLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/19%6

COURT CHARGE 03~COURT CHARGE
NOT SUBMITTED

COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/1996

COURT CHARGE 04-DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION, NOT FOR DUI-1
ST OFF
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NCOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/1996

COURT CHARGE 05-FAILURE STOP
FOR BLUE LIGHT, NO INJURY
1ST OFF

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;JAIL 3
YRS CONCURRENT SENTENCE
COURT DATE-12/16/1996

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
SCSHP0700 SC HIWAY DEPT DIST 7
WARR-5870279

WARR-5870279

09/04/1994

ARREST CHARGE
SUSPENSION
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
PALM PRINTS AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-DRIVING UNDER

SUSPENSION
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; SENTENCE
UNKNOWN

—-DRIVING UNDER

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
5C0400100 COLUMBIA FD
CASE~-911720

WARR-06260ZK

WARR-06261ZK

WARR-06262ZK

12/13/1994

ARREST CHARGE
STOP SIGN
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

—-DISREGARDING

ARREST CHARGE
SUSPENSION

—-DRIVING UNDER

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE POSSESS
ION OF MARIJUANA

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
5C0400100 COLUMEIA FD
CASE-811790
WARR-E396488

02/17/1985

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL SEXUA
L CONDUCT W/A MINOR



-4

PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
CIT-16-3-655(1) MISDEMEANOR
DOC-95G54001554 COURT CHARGE 01-CRIM SEX
WARR-E396488 CONDUCT W/MINOR-<1iYRS
OLD-1ST DEGREE
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/1996
5C040055C R & E CENTER COLA 01/25/1986 CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
CASE-231240 START DATE~01/25/1996
CIT-16-15-140 FELONY
COURT CHARGE 01-LEWD ACT
W/MINOR
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;10 YEARS
CIT-16-17-490 MISDEMEANOR
COURT CHARGE 02-CONTRIBUTING
TO DELINQUENCY OF A MINOR
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;3YRS CS5
MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHEAL 07/15/2010
SC0140000 CLARENDON CNTY S0
CASE-SD-0006680
ATN-140000010838
WARR-M084519
CIT-16-11-313-FELONY
ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY-3RD
DEGREE 1ST OFFENSE
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010
WARR-MOB84520
CIT-16-13-30(B) (1) -FELONY
ARREST CHARGE -GRAND LARCENY,
" VALUE >$1,000 BUT <55,000
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010
WARR~M0B84521
CIT-16-1-57-FELONY
ARREST CHARGE -PROPERTY OFFEN
SE, 3RD OR SUBSEQUENT
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010

@ - WARRANT OCCURS WITH MORE THAN ONE SID NUMBER

BASED ON SEARCH OF SCLED CJIS CCH FILE USING SID/SC00046907

THIS CRIMINAL HISTORY RECORD IS FOR SOUTH CAROLINA ARRESTS AND
CONVICTYIONS ONLY AND IS BASED ON THE INFORMATION PROVIDED. SINCE
CHANGES MAY QCCUR DAILY A NEW INQUIRY SHOULD BE MADE AND NO SUBSEQUENT
USE OF THIS RECORD IS ALLOWED.

3> **x NOTICE %% <<<

hkkdkkdhkhkkhkhddhkhdrhbhkkrhhhhrdhhhhhhhhdbhbdhthhdhhaohdrhdrhrhhkrrd bk rbhrrihhkk
* THE SUBJECT OF THIS RECORD IS A CONVICTED SEX OFFENDER. ADDITIONAL  *
* INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE SOUTH CAROLINA SEX OFFENDER *
* REGISTRY AT: > WWW.SLED.SC.GOV < *

Ak rh Ak hhkddkkhkohkdhrhkhhiokdkddhdd kb r bk kkrdrkarbd kb kahhrhhrddrkhkrhhhkhbhrr

INDIVIDUAL PROHIBITED FROM POSSESSING OR ACQUIRING HANDGUN IN
SOUTH CAROLINA

INFORMATION SUBMITTED TO SLED CCH PURSUANT TO 16-23-10 (C) AND 23-31-110



(C) OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS INDICATES THIS INDIVIDUAL HAS BEEN
CONVICTED OF A CRIME OF VIOLENCE AND IS NOT PERMITTED TO POSSESS OR
ACQUIRE A HANDGUN.

INDIVIDUAL PROHIBITED FROM POSSESSING OR ACQUIRING FIREARM OR AMMUNITION
PURSUANT TO FEDERAL GUN CONTROL ACT OF 1968

INFORMATION SUBMITTED TO SLED CCH INDICATES THIS INDIVIDUAL HAS BEEN
CONVICTED OF A FELONY ACCORDING TO THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS.
THEREFORE, THIS PERSON IS INELIGIBLE TO SHIP, TRANSPORT, OR RECEIVE ANY
FIREARM OR AMMUNITION AFFECTED BY INTERSTATE OR FOREIGN COMMERCE, AS
DEFINED BY THE GUN CONTROL ACT OF 1968 (18.USC 922(G)).

** § C CJIS END OF RECORD **
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BLUME FRANKLIN-BEST & YOUNG, LLC -

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 900 Elmwood Avenue, Suite 200

; COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
Joun H. BLUME PHONE: (803) 765-1044
ELIZABETH FRANKLIN-BEST : z Fax: (803) 765-1143
LAURA W. YOUNG 3

KEIR M. WEYBLE OF COUNSEL
DAvID I. BRUCK OF COUNSEL

September 10, 2018

Jerry B Adoer Director :

South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
2221 Devine Street, Suite 600

P.O. Box 50666

Columbia, SC 29250

Re: Charles Mitchell (SCDC# 0189424)
Dear Mr. Adger:

I am counsel for Charles Mitchell, who was 17 years old at the time he was sentenced to a term of
life imprisonment. Pursuant to the law in existence at the time of the offense (December 7, 1991), Mr.
Mitchell first became eligible for parole in 2011. Since his initial parole eligibility date, he has been
denied parole on three occasions. He is now 43 years old. As will be set forth in detail below, since Mr.
Mitchell was a juvenile (under the age of eighteen) at the time of the offense, and since he did not receive
the benefit of an individualized sentencing hearing as is now required by the Eighth Amendment to the
United States Constitution and the South Carolina Supreme Court’s decision in Aiken v. Byars, 410 S.C.

534, 544 (2014), it now falls to the parole board to consider his youth and its attendant circumstances and
provide a meaningful opportunity for release.

Recent decisions by Eoth the Supreme Court of the United States and the Supreme Court of South
Carolina have established that juveniles are different from adults for sentencing purposes. Following the
reasoning of these decis:ions.,1 individuals who committed crimes when they were juveniles should receive
special consideration during parole hearings and, absent strong evidence of irreparable corruption, are
entitled to a meaningful opportunity for release. I write to outline the recent United States Supreme Court
and South Carolina Supreme Court decisions and, in the spirit of these decisions, request a special hearing
for Mr. Mitchell.

In Miller v. Alabama, 132 S. Ct. 2455 (2012), the Supreme Court held that juveniles convicted of
a homicide offense could not be sentenced to life in prison without parole absent consideration of special
circumstances including “diminished culpability and heightened capacity for change.” Id. at 2469.
Miller’s analysis is based on previous Supreme Court holdings that certain punishments are
disproportionate when applied to juveniles, violating the Eighth Amendment. Roper v. Simmons, 543 U.S.
551 (2005), held that the Eighth Amendment bars capital punishment for juvenile offenders, and Graham
v. Florida, 560 U.S. 48, 75 (2010), held that the Eighth Amendment bars life without parole for juvenile
nonhomicide offenders. Under Graham, the Constitution requires parole systems to offer “some
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meaningful ;)pportuniry to obtain release based on demonstrated maturity and rehabilitation.” Graham,
560 U.S. at 75.

Miller also established that a lifetime in prison is “a disproportionate sentence for all but the
rarest of children, those whose crimes reflect irreparable corruption.” Montgomery v. Louisiana, 136 S.
Ct. 718, 726 (2016), as revised (Jan. 27, 2016) (describing Miller, internal quotations omitted). In Aiken
v. Byars, the Supreme Court of South Carolina outlined the factors that a court must consider before
sentencing juveniles, including:

(1) the chronological age of the offender and the hallmark features of youth, including
“immaturity, impetuosity, and failure to appreciate the risks and consequence”,

(2) the “family and home environment” that surrounded the offender;

(3) the circumstances of the homicide offense, including the extent of the offender’s
participation in the conduct and how familial and peer pressures may have affected him;
(4) the “incompetencies associated with youth—for example, [the offender’s] inability to
deal with police officers or prosecutors (including on a plea agreement) or [the
offender’s] incapacity to assist his own attorneys”; and

(5) the “possibility of rehabilitation.”

410 S.C. at 544 (quoting Miller, 132 S. Ct. at 2468). As noted above, Mr. Mitchell was a juvenile at the
time of the offense and he was sentenced before Miller and Aiken and thus did not receive the benefit of
the meaningful consideration of his youth at sentencing.

Most recently, in Montgomery v. Louisiana, the Supreme Court noted that for juveniles sentenced
to life without parole a state may remedy the Miller violation by considering them for parole, rather than
resentencing them. 136 S. Ct. at 736. The Court gave examples of specific evidence that would be
relevant to parole considerations for Montgomery, including that he organized a prison boxing team,
worked in a prison silkscreen department, and served as a role model to other inmates. Id.

Mr. Mitchell should also be given the opportunity to present evidence of maturity and
rehabilitation. It is incumbent on the South Carolina Board of Paroles and Pardons to allow these juvenile
offenders a meaningful opportunity for parole. This opportunity is not to remedy a Miller violation, but it
is necessary to align the Board with the Supreme Court’s decisions in cases with juvenile offenders.
These cases have consistently reflected an understanding that juveniles are different. They are less
blameworthy for their crimes and are more amenable to rehabilitation. The Board must ensure that
juveniles whose crimes reflected only transient immaturity—and who have since matured—will not be
forced to serve a disproportionate sentence in violation of the Eighth Amendment. If Mr. Mitchell is not
afforded a meaningful opportunity to demonstrate maturity and rehabilitation, his sentence becomes he
Tunctional equivalent of an unconstitutional sentence of life without parole. In Mr. Mitchell's case, the all
of his parole denials have been based on the nature of his original offense. Denying parole to a juvenile
offender on the basis of the one thing he cannot change is inconsistent with the current legal principles

“relevant to deciding whether a juvenile should be released back into society.

This is exactly what a federal district court ruled when it applied the rationale of Graham, Miller,
and Montgomery to a juvenile offender who had been sentenced to life with parole for a homicide offense,

but denied multiple times. Maryland Restorative Justice Initiative v. Hogan, No. CV ELH-16-1021, 2017
WL 467731 (D. Md. Feb. 3, 2017). There the court rejected the State’s motion to dismiss, holding that the
plaintiffs had presented a plausible claim that Maryland’s system of parole amounts to de facto life
without parole because it did not provide them with a realistic and meaningful opportunity for release in
violation of the Eighth Amendment. /d. at *27. In Maryland, while the parole board may recommend that
parole be granted, the governor has exclusive authority and absolute discretion to reject any application
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for parole for any reason or for no reason at all. /d. at *6. As a result, the court held, plaintiffs had
sufficiently alleged that “Maryland’s parole system operates as a system of executive clemency, in which
opportunities for release are ‘remote,’ rather than a true parole scheme in which opportunities for release
are ‘meaningful’ and ‘realistic,’ as required by Graham.” Id. at *27.

This case underlines that whether a juvenile is sentenced to “life without parole” or “life with
parole,” can become irrelevant. The real issues are those set forth by Graham: (1) whether he or she
actually has received the opportunity to obtain release based on demonstrated maturity and rehabilitation,
(2) whether this opportunity is “meaningful,” and (3) whether the parole system takes into account the
lesser culpability of juvenile offenders. Graham, 560 U.S. at 75.

In light of these recent developments in the constitutional law governing juvenile sentencing,
states are requiring their parole boards to follow newly implemented standards for individuals who are
now adults, but were juveniles at the time of the offense. Consistent with this growing national trend, we
request that the Board:

; R 2
1. Offer compensation for a person with expertise in adolescent brain development and behavior to
perform an evaluation of Mr. Mitchell, and require the Board to consider the written evaluation of
this expert.
2. Schedule the hearing at a different time from hearings for adult offenders and allow testimony
from mental health professionals and/or other witnesses.
3. Inaddition to the criteria applicable to all offenders already outlined by the Board, consider:

a. Age at the time of the offense, the hallmark features of youth, and the diminished
culpability of juveniles compared to that of adults;

b. The incompetencies associated with youth—for example, the offender’s inability to deal
with police officers or prosecutors (including on a plea agreement) or the offender’s
incapacity to assist his own attorneys;

c. Immaturity at the time of the offense, and any subsequent growth and increased maturity
of the juvenile offender during incarceration;

d. Home and community environment at the time of the offense;

e.  The circumstances of the offense, including the extent of the offender’s participation in
the conduct and how familial and peer pressures may have affected him;

f.  The offender’s intellectual capacity;

g.  Efforts made toward rehabilitation, including participation in available rehabilitative and
educational programs while in prison;

h.  Evidence of remorse; and

1. Any other mitigating factor or circumstance submitted by the offender.

4. [Require the Board to provide specific findings of fact in support of its decision.

Only if South Carolina requires special hearings for juvenile offenders and mandates the
consideration of the above factors in these hearings, will the State be in accord with the United States and

South Carolina Supreme Court decisions establishing different substantive and procedural rules for cases

— including parole hearings — involving juvenile offenders. We hope that your response reflects the
evolving case law and that of other states.

Very truly %o_ﬂrs,

N ...*"‘f'(‘

;aura Young
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Appendix

Massachusetts
See Diatchenko v. District Attorney for Suffolk Dist., | N.E.3d 270 (Mass. 2013); Commonwealth v.
Brown, 1 N.E.3d 259 (Mass. 2013)
1. Counsel is appointed to help with the initial application for parole for juvenile offenders
convicted of first- and second-degree murder.
2. The superior court is authorized to allow payment of expert fees for the initial parole hearing.
3. Juvenile offenders are entitled to judicial review of the parole board decision.
4. The parole hearing is held in person before all seven board members.

Connecticut
S.B. 796, Jan. Sess. (Conn. 2015)

1.. Counsel is appointed a year before the parole hearing for indigent juvenile offenders.

2. The board must apply special criteria in juvenile offender cases, including whether tiie offender
has demonstrated rehabilitation considering his age at the time the crime was committed, and
whether he has demonstrated remorse and increased maturity.

3. The board must use validated risk assessment and needs assessment tools and its risk-based
structured decision making and release criteria in making a determination.

4, The parole hearing is held in person rather than the typical videoconference.

5. The board may permit testimony from mental health professionals or other witnesses.

California
S.B. 260 (Cal. 2013)
1. Juvenile offenders are entitled to appointed counsel for parole hearings.
. Counsel may submit written materials before the hearing.
3. The parole board must give great weight to the diminished culpability of juveniles, the hallmark
features of youth, and the subsequent growth and maturity of the juvenile offender.
4. Ifthe board uses psychological evaluations and risk assessment tools to assess growth and
maturity, the board must employ a licensed psychologist to administer the evaluations.

Louisiana
La. Rev. Stat. Ann. 15:574.4
1. The board must meet in a three-member panel and must consider a written evaluation of the
juvenile offender compiled by a person with expertise in adolescent brain development and
behavior, as well as any other relevant evidence.
2. The panei must provide specific findiugs of fact in support of its decision.
3. Counsel may submit written materials before the hearing.

West Virginia
W. Va. Code §§ 61-11-23, 62-12-13b
1. The board must ensure 2 meaningful opportunity for the juvenile offender to obtain release.
2. The board must consider the diminished culpability of juveniles compared to that of adults, the
hallmark features of youth, and any subsequent growth and increased maturity of the juvenile
offender during incarceration.
3. The board must also consider:
A review of educational and court documents;
b. Participation in available rehabilitative and educational programs while in prison;
c. Age at the time of the offense;
d. Immaturity at the time of the offense;

p



Home and community envirenment at the time of the offense;
Efforts made toward rehabilitation;

Evidence of remorse; and

Any other factors or circumstances the board considers relevant.

B p

Nebraska
Legis. B. 44, 103 Leg,, 1st Sess. (Neb. 2013)
1. The board must consider:
a. The offender’s participation in available rehabilitative and educational programs while
incarcerated;
The offender’s age at the time of the offense;
The offender’s level of maturity;
The offender’s ability to appreciate the risks and consequences of his or her conduct;
The offender’s intellectual capacity;
The offender’s level of participation in the offense;
“The offender’s efforts toward rehabilitation; and
Any other mitigating factor or circumstance submitted by the offender.
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witnes:es are allowed to appear in
person with the board. But b,
agency allows only three witness.;
forthe; pplicant, by video only, an.
neither the applicant nor cowny: i
allowed 1o appear In person with
the bourd. For applicants, time is
always limited, and the board ron
tinely crts them off after ey fow
mimites Hearingsroutine

Iy tast e

fety by the

five minures, iacluding delibX
erations and voiin ¢

Recently, the ag ncy authoriged
the board to limit s consideration
to only 20 pages s bmitted by the
applicant. This is iu clear violation
of 8., Code Secton 24-21-640,
which provides that the board “shal]
consider the recor: of the inmate
before, during, an) «fter impris-
onment.” That docu't say part of
the record, and it d . -sn't allow (his
short cut,

Sadly, by one meq ure our parole
agency has been o ite success(ul:
It gets paid to do listle more than
rubber stamp denii Iz, Qur prison
system has prowvit that jig pro-
gramming wor iling national
records ft

that Correc-
tions Liepartment is v ates are bel-
ter prepared for o2l se than ever
before. Against thas ¢ kdrap, the
effecti the pust vear
i 1 niore than
ropped to Jess
carending in
‘ings, only six
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than 1t
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parole system is dysfunctional and unfair,

inmates left prison early on parnje;
the proverbial rubber stamp,

Recently, more than 20 national
corrections experts, :cpu.:.cminy,
more than 600 years of corrections
Ell'l(' f(_\rnil]liﬂﬂy correclions C.’;llL‘-
rience, signed a friend of the court
brief expressing dismay at the pro-
ceduresand outcomes of our board,

Lawmakers should abolish parole
or elsereform our parolesystemand
transter its worl to the Departiment
ol Carrections,

Ifit's the former, then the millions
of dollurs we are currently w sting
on our no-parole board and ’
should be directed 1o ous
to deal with the iney ..ol 1 Cu-
sequences. But the latter approach,
reform, would be better, Our state
would be safer with o pirrole agency
that believed in parole for reformed
offenders

isons

Jon Ozmint is an altomey, a
former corrections director anc
aformer prosecutor who has
helped 43 fifers earn parole and
reenter society successfuyllv.



Ozmints Parole Points

(“Post and Courier” Commentary Friday, September 15, 2023 — “SC’s parole system is doing
more harm than good.”)

1.

“A functional Parole system make us all safer. Human beings don’t function well without hope,
and the hope of parole incentivizes good behavior and reformation, reducing costs and making
prisons and society safer.”

“Qur parole apparatus has become so dysfunctional and unfair that it is doing more harm than
good.”

“False hope and systemic unfairness create levels of frustration danger and despair that can be
more dangerous than hopelessness”

“Qur parole agency has manipulated the system to insure that even objectively low-risk inmates
who have decades of perfect behavior and proven reformation have no chance of making
parole.”

“For example there is a law that allows our agency to protect the opinions of parole agents from
disclosure” it has corrupted th= law in order to tip the scales against applicants by creating a
secret case summary.”

“Instead of requesting the court transcripts at sentencing of parole defendants — an easy task —
the agency admittedly included unproven, unsworn hearsay and extraneous allegations that are
no-where to be found in the judicial record.”

“Instead of relying on indictments and the court record, it relies on decades’ old incident
reports, statements and other extra-judicial materials. This often inaccurate information is
provided to the parole board as the official factual summary on which the board must rely.

i hese summiaries can contradict judiciai and idw enfurceiient nndings in iivestigativis. it's iwu
surprise that the agency refuses to provide these summaries to appellate courts. It's a star
chamber, operating above the courts.” Or consider our parole agency has a written rule that
applicants must review their parole file and notify the board of errors. Yet it refuses to allow
applicants or their attorney to access to the parole record. Just let that sink in”.

It gets worse. To improve the parole process, in 2010 the Legislature required the agency to
start administering and objective risk assessment to each applicant. These assessments have
been validated nationally and improved over decades to accurately measure risk of re-offense.

They are intended to help officials make sound release decisions. This is not an agent’s opinion;



10.

11.

12,

i3.

14.

15.

16.

17

it's an objective assessment, paid for by tax payers and intended to help offenders reform,
reduce risk and make us all safer.”

“Shockingly, our parole agency responded to this legislative mandate by refusing to administer
the assessment before the hearing. When it does administer the assessment, it refuses to
disclc;se the risk assessment to offenders, attorneys or corrections officials. It is hard to fathom,
but our parole agency intentionally decreases public safety by prohibiting the use of this publicly
funded assessment to help inmates address weaknesses.”

Consistent with its practice of ignoring the objective assessment, the agency encourages board
members to reject evidence-based decision making, by ignoring objective, predictive criteria and
relying exclusively on oppuosition witnesses and the circumstance of the crime. As one court
recently noted, this approach “effectively denies eligibility for #arole”.”

“In hearing procedures, regardless of its rules, the agency allows and unlimited time to those
who oppose parole, and those who oppose parole, and those witness are allowed to appear in
person with the board. But the agency only allows only three witnesses for the applicant, by
video only, and neither the applicant no counsel is allowed to appear in person with the board.
For applicants, time is always limited, and the board rouiinely cuts them off after nnly a few
minutes. Hearing routinely last less than five minutes, including deliberations and voting”
Recently the agency authorized the board to limit its consideration to only twenty pages .
submitted by the applicant. This is a clear violation of S.C. Code section 24-21-640. Which
provides that the board “shall consider the record the record of the inmate before during, and
after imprisonment.”

“Sadly, by one measurement our parole agency has been quite successful; It gets paid to do little
more than rubber stamp denials” '

“Qur prison system has proven that its programming works, setting national records for low
recidivism.”

“Those leaving prison more than one year early — has dropped to less than 1%;0.04%. In the year
ending in April, out of 1.635 hearings, only six inmates left prison early on parole: the proverbial
rubber stamp.” .

“law makers should abolish parole or else reform our parole system and transfer its work to the
Department of Corrections.”

“QOur state would be safer with a parole agency that believed in parole for reformed affenders.”
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Jalmetto Unified School District
JHresents
@his Vocational Certificate

te I Wnoton that CHARLES MITCHELL

=

has satisfactorily

completed & 200 howur course of instricction in __ Vocational Plumbing T

and on tie recommendation of the Privcipal and Faculty the Fahnetto Mnified School

District atwards this certificate

(hitrenn at Ridgeville South arolina, this 22nd day of April 20 10
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“I am Your servant, Lord ... | will give You what | promised ...”

June 24 -26, 2011

CHARIES MITCHELL

has shared the EXODUS WEEKEND and STANDS READY to BEGIN
SUCCESSFUL PASSAGE to RE-ENTRY into FAMILY and SOCIETY.

In witness thereof, this certificate has been awarded by the HIS WAY Ministry.

Roy Price Willie: Camplbell

Roy Price, MOSES, EXODUS Vil Willie Campbell, President
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ertificate of Conpletinn
Clris is to certify that

Charles Mike Mitchell

has successtully complefed te

Work Smart

with Borchester County Adudt Education Warkeare Program

Qlyis 2¢th day of Grtober in Hre gear of 2011

Dorchester County
District IT
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Pieber Corvectional Eﬂnstttutmn,_;e; E:\)

Character ?LihinE HAnit &)

A Program of Hntegrity, Character, Dignitp, and Truth @

) ' A
Uhis certificate (s atoarded to @

Charles Mitchell &)

o being a Parcticipant in the pro-social programs below during the gygust-ﬁnhemher 2013 Guatter ‘ : @ .

Anger Management
Chavacter Recobery
Pre-GED

Pictim Huwpact @/A e T11.02-2013 ® '
Elmz; %la:ﬁ).;elll, Asgsaciate Warden Date _ k




Lieber Correctional Institution

Character Living Unit

A Program of Integrity, Character, Dignity & Truth
Hereby respectfully acknowledges:

Charles Mitchell

As a Participant of the below pro-social character development
programs during the May-July 2013 Quarter:

Spanish 1 PN
Character Recovery oL 70N
Substance abuse oF 0 4

| /j/dmes %;[hc@we[[, Associate Warden

this 14* day of July 2013
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Lieber Correctional Institution

EXODUS

Joseph McFadden, Warden
James Blackwell, Associate Warden
Chaplain James Cuttino

PILGRIMS

Eddie Alewine
Richard Allen
Min. Kathy Anderson
Anthony Atkins
Alphonso Bamberg
Hartford Best
Cole Black

Joey Brinson
Antoine Brown
Connell Brown
Edmonds Browi
Johnny Brown
Tom Bullock
Johnny Burton
Mark Caddell
Norma Callen
Willie Campbell
Scott Carr

Alvin Cavanaugh
Roderick Cherry
Antoine Chestnut

Octavious Collins
Anthony Cook
Silas Cooper
Arnold Culbreath
Shellie Damon
Quinton Daniels
Robert Doby
Jerome Durham
Anthony Enriquez
James Epps
Henry Felder
Roosevelt Ford
Wayne Gary
Ricky George
Arthur Graddick
Leonard Greene
Tito Harris

Kevin Herriott
James K. Hartman
Luther Jackson
Robert Jeridore

Randolph Johnson
Eric Jones
Jeffrey Kennedy
Virgil Legare
Loretta Leonard
Ear] Mack

Jack McGovern
Phillip Mcintire
Rodney MclLeod
Harry F. Miller Il
Lester Milier
Charles Mitchell
Robbie Mitchell
Harry Moore
Johnny Morgan
Charles Nickerson
Chauncy Orr
Belvin Page
Omar Patterson
Matthew Pickens
Roy Price

Paul Rhoads

Randolph Ringstad

KenneiRh Robinson
Richard Sampson
J. C. Simmons

-~ Keith Simpson
Michael Simpson
Arthur Smith
Dantler Smith
Eric Smith

“ Monty Smith

Corey Sparkman
Jeffrey Timpson
Otis Tyler

Elbert Wallace
Jeffrey Weston
Ralph Williams
Henry Williams
Travis Williams
Vaughn Williams
Gary Woodside

“t am Your servant, Lord... | will give You what | have promised...”

Psalms 116: 16, 18
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PALMETTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
PRESENTS
THIS VOCATIONAL AWARD

70
Charles Flitchell

IN RECOGNITION OF TglgoE SATISFACTORY
COMPLETION OF HOURS OF

Short ®rder Cools

ON-THE-JOB TRAINING

'y Hune
, Giyen on this day of

(/:-.;,-1‘1/

- : cr AN W
Division Dircclor/School Leader
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il Lieber Correctional Institution :
lq, » ’ . ' [lfl
: Character Living Unit o

(D3

» A Program of integrity, Character, Dignity & Truth
:3 Hereby respectfully acknowledges: E
b a4 N4 Af
- Charles Mitchell |
:j As a Participant of the below pro-social character development g
i program(s) during the September — November 2014 Quarter: q
; S CHg 1
I o 4!/0 " ’
B Victim I mpact | ks g e T '\'%\ U
f _ Z s A |
;. Narcotics Anonymous | ol BN {
; RN :

| | NI
=y LW ry :
l‘;‘ James R, Blackyell, Associate Warden this 30th day of November 2014

El_
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South Carolina

Department of
Corrections

DIVISION OF BEHAVIORAL/MENTAL HEALTH

&

SUBSTANCE ABUSE SERVICES

THIS CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

IS AWARDED TO

CHARLES MITCHILL 189424

[ O.

FOR PARTICIPATING IN

THE OZ PRINCIPLE

THIS  2i\D

DAY OF DECEMBER

, 2014

oAV /q[w)p (cav

INSTRUCTOR

LIEBER

[

INSTITUTION

(Updated: 10/14/2013)
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A Lieber Correctzonal Institution z;
Character Living Unit ¥
5 h

s A Program of Integrity, Character, Dignity & Truth o
1@3}, Hereby respectfully acknowledges: ?ﬁ
Py Charles Mitchell ;
‘j% s a Factlitator of the below pro-social character development §
ﬁ” program(s) during the January — April 2015 Quarter: w
‘Y ' &

A . e 2
:5‘? Victim Impact i
« % b4
5 s %’:
2 ' e L
% ]ames R, @&zc&;we[[ ﬁssoc:ate ‘Wardén this 6th Jay of April 2015 ff
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& Lieber Correctional Institution ?
Ty . . g

4, Character Living Unit

o | . _ e |

5 A Program of Integrity, Character, Dignity & Truth
E:, Hereby respectfully acknowledges:

5 - Charles Mitchell

&% As a Participant of the below pro-social character development

SCACRE BE5 M M B L BN, S0 383 0

gz program during the January — Aprif 2015 Quarter:

% *Afrikan Studies e

& *Military History IIT o

& *®erfect Program Attendance

o

é

Ty C WA/ A 4 ¥

o James®, Blackwell, Associate Warden this 6th day of April 2015 r}i
v

g , , "y | 5. A ' y
AP IRABER I WK Ion 0 I Pk Rt £
, 2 ) : )



The South Carolina Work Ready Credential

i P 0 8 13 ;.\..r, ) fpreses 5 o~ i % i g
h 8 Bl B B Boe B% VB e 5% i # ¥ Yi™

has been earned by

Charles Mitchell

for demonstrating mastery of academic and employability skills.

v
S S —

11/4/2025 ,Jy.,ﬁ//;f:: |

s
il

Date Henry McMaster, Governor

@@ Endorsed by the National Work Readiness Council / 3 e
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RECOVYERY EDUCATION

CERTIFICATE

OF COMPLETION

WE ARE PLEASED
TO BE ABLE TO AWARD THIS CERTIFICATE TO

Cloviles Mitchel!

UPON THE SUCCESSFUL COMPLETION OF PEER SUPPORT GROUPS: ROAD TO RECOVERY

e

Dl aevaeded “

CPSS

AUGUST 27,2025 ’“W
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Allendale Character Institution's Colleton Unit

presents this

Certificate of Achicvement
Gharles CMitchell

This Certificate Verifies the Successful Completion of
Islamic Studies

Awarded this 10th day of October, 2025

7 W (//M v/ 5%

Lieutenant Sammuel Drayro

5
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Allendale Character Institution's Colleton Unit

Certificate of Completion
Gharles CMitchell

This Certificate Recognizes Completion of Character Course

Influencer

Irrrerciye

|
1
i

| Awarded this 16th day of January, 2026

-
L ‘

;
|

o L
| L
C C
t Lieutenant Sammuel Drayt P. EHifon, Re-entry Specialist
- :
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ertificate of Completion
Gharles CMitchell

This Certicicate Recognizes the Completion of Character Course

21 Laws of Leadership
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Awarded this 16th day of January, 2026

| |

|
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- B F thn !wc -entry Specialist Licutenant Scmmuel Drayton
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13:28:59 Saturday, February 21, 2026

PRGI200D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 02/21/26

PROGRAM SERVICES
SCDC # 189424 DETAIL INQUIRY
MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTE
PROGRAM SERVICE ...: 533 PEER SUPPORT

ENROLL/START DATE .: 07/14/25
TERMINATION DATE ..: 08/27/25

TERMINATION STATUS : CMR COMPLETE-MET REQUIRE
CASEWORKER LST NME.: WALLACE R2R
PROG/SER LOCATION .: 0411 ALLENDALE
PROGRAM INDICATOR. .:
UPDATED BY:
CREATED BY: LOWDER

RESPONSE>

PFKEY CLEAR : SUMMARY PF8:NEXTREC

C066287

CURR LOC: ALLENDALE

DATE:
DATE: 02/21/26

| 8.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Administrative Law Court
Docket Number 25-ALJ-1 5-0032

APPEAL OF AGENCY DECISION
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

CHARLES MITCHELL, #1 89424, APPELLANT

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND
PARDON SERVICES,.......ooovoiciiiennrinioeeoeeossooooo RESPONDENT

RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL

Comes now, Matthew C. Buchanan, General Counsel for the South Carolina Department

of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services (the Department), on behalf of Respondent, and

~ 7 Trespectfully moves pursuant to Rule 61 of the South Carolina Administrative Law Court to dismiss
- the instant appeal due to failure to file the appeal in a timely fashion.
Appellant desires to appeal a final agency decision that was issued via a notice of a parole

denial dated March 26, 2025. Appellant’s Notice of Appeal is dated November 20, 2025, which is

far outside the thirty-day requirement in Rule 59, SCALC.



p]

Furthermore, the same issue Appellant raises has been litigated in his previous appeal
found in Docket No. 24-AL)-15-0045, and is therefore p}écluded in any subsequent action.
Richburg v. Baughman, 290 $.C, 431, 434, 351 S.E.2d 164, 166 (1986). “Under the doctrine of
collateral estoppel, once a final judgment on the merits has been reached in a prior claim, the
relitigation of those issues actually and necessarily litigated and determined in the first suit are
precluded as to the parties and their privies in any subsequent action based upon a different claim.”

(See attached order dated May 2, 2025),

Therefore, Respondent respectfuily requests that this matter be dismissed. S e ——

i)

Respectfully submitted,

-~ /
LS pram / .
l’/ i Ol 4 BN

Matthew C. Buchanan
General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Probation
Parole and Pardon Services

293 Greystone Boulevard

Columbia, South Carolina 29209

3

Columbia, South Carolina
January 8, 2026 Attorney for Respondent

o AT T
. s s ;
o e e ":‘»—::&xj",?‘vff\_m%—’f-: - - fo— . - !




i

m\m%%m%%@@iﬁ ’

‘g@j_ L E_‘_. >

Vel

g

N

A

e

e
3

4
=

-
=)
=

‘,'
Ay
LIRS

75

s

b 3 R
A ok e
Rl e 0 AT £
2 R S >
e
e 2

oy

Allendale Character Instititution dO CUMENT
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This Certificate rs P! esem‘ed for the Complenon of C’har acter Course

Mem‘or Resolutzon
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Awarded this 13th day ofMalch 2026

"\q
i

P. Ellison, Re-entry Specialist ' S. Drayton, Lieutenant
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dOCUMENT

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA L'
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Charles Mitchell, #189424, Docket No. 25-ALJ-15-0032-AP
Appellant,
ORDER OF DISMISSAL
RECEIVE]D
: e MAR 02 2026 '
SC Court of Appeals

This matter is before thg Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court) pursuant to an appeal

Y.

South Cafolina Department of Probation,
Parole and Pardon Services,

Respondent.

. S St e

filed by Charles Mitchell (Appellant), an inmate incarcerated with the South Carolin? Department
of Corrections. By letter dated March 26, 2025, the South Carolina Department of Probation.
Parole and Pardon Services (Department) notified Appellant that the South Carolina Parole Board
(Board) had denied him parole. On November 20, 2025, Appellant’s Notice of Appeal was filed
with the Court. Thereafter, on January 8, 2026, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss arguing
this appeal is untimely pursuant to Rule 59 of the Rules of Procedure for the Administrative Law
Court (SCALC Rules).

This Court’s limited jurisdiction to hear appeals from parole-denial decisions of the
Department is derived from the Supreme Court of South Carolina’s opinion in A/-Shabazz v. State,
338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000)." Pursuant to A/-Shabazz, an inmate seeking to appeal must
file and serve a notice of appeal upon specified parties within thirty days of written notice of the
Department's final decision. /d. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754: see also Rule 59. SCALCR (requiring
filing and service upon each party within thirty days of receipt of the Department decision).?

Appeal deadlines are jurisdictional in nature, and thus this Court has no authority to consider an

' See, eg, Furtickv. S.C. Dep't of Prob., Parole & Pardon Servs., 352 S.C. 594, 576 S.E.2d 146 (2003); James v.
S.C. Dep't of Prob., Parole, & Pardon Servs., 377 S.C. 564, 660 S.E.2d 288 (Ct. App. 2008).

See also S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-600(E) (Supp. 2025) (providing that ALC appellate review “must be in the same
manner as prescribed in Section 1-23-380 for judicial review of final agency decisions with the presiding
administrative law judge exercising the same authority as the court of appeals™); S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(1) (Supp.
2025) (“Proceedings for review are instituted by serving and filing notice of appeal as provided in the South Carolina
Appellate Court Rules within thirty days after the final decision of the agency or, if a rehearing is requested, within
thirty days after the decision is rendered.”)

FILED

01/23/202¢
$C Admin. Law Court



untimely appeal. Hill v. S.C. Dept of Health & Env? Control, 389.5.C. 1, 21, 698 S.E.2d 612,
623 (2010).

Here, Appellant received the Department’s final decision on April 11, 2025. Accordingly,
Appeliant was required to file Notice and Appeal upon the Department and this Court no later than
May 11, 2025. Nonetheless, Appellant did not file his Notice of Appeal to this Court until
November 20, 2025, months after the deadline. Since Appellant failed to meet the requirements
to file and serve the Notice of Appeal, the Court has no jurisdiction to hear this appeal. Aflen v.
S.C. Dep't of Corr, 439 S.C. 164, 886 S.E.2d 671 (2023) (ALC has jurisdiction over properly

perfected appeals).
- IT IS TTHEREFORE ORDERED: that this matter-is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
Ralph K. Anderson, {II
Chief Administrative Law Judge
January 23, 2026

Columbia, South Carolina

Page 2 of 3



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Stephanie Perez, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all parties to

this cause by depositing a copy hereof in the United States mail, postage paid, or by electronic

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

Iy

Stephanie Perez
Judicial Law Clerk

January 23, 2026
Columbia, South Carolina

Page 3 of 3



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

. ) Docket No.  -ALJ-15-_ -AP
)
Appellant, )
)
V. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
South Carolina Department of Probation, ) m
Parole and Pardon Services, ) ‘
)
Respondent.
p ) K .
Notice is hereby giventhat ____{HaelES MICHAEL MITCHELL appeals
the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services dated
and received-on _Hd- 11+ 2029 , a copy of which is attached. In accordance with Rule

59(B) of the Rules of Procedure for the South Carolina Administrative Law Court ({SCALC Rules)
please provide a brief factual basis for each expressly and specifically asserted constitutional

m a Yiolation:INEwLY DISCovERED EVIDENCE N uou\-r_mn DF NAPUE V. ILLINOXS. 79 S.cT LI73 of ONER 57
\JD BT AdD !‘l' AMELIDMENT T6 THE UMI‘I‘ED STATE t.cHST. HISTCAY: ON ‘lo-i0- 2018 PAROLE AuTHoRIT
N TR8 DUCEL (oM RECCRD PR 1500 HK BELONG Tt & NHERE FeRM

Lz CRITERIA an PARDL.E_ cnuszuERAT.'Lou INS’I‘RUC.T PRIS‘.:HER 'l‘o NoT_‘[FY THE BoARD VF_RIFYING THE BoARD
N U IHU:S’TIGATE AuMD LIOTJ‘.FY THE PRISOMER AFTER THE_;b}.!ESTIGAT.‘LoN, NoTE: FofM 1212 DID NoT STATE
:w LoNG THE Iuvm'r_'mn'r:.ou ul1|_L TAK SEE DeCiaMENT Lo ON tO- LB 2018 PR:.SouEﬂ REQUESTED FoRr
PRICA HNOTIFY

ICORD oF CRIMINAL Domssr_tc u_toLEMCE NEMT UNCORRECTED IN HJ.s FJ’.LE DATED é-s IEEZ, PRISONER
LS blLsco FRom _1%77 ToO J?BB AS CHARILES MLICHAEL

ITCHELL #0018992Y CRI.MI.HAL "‘HISTORY. ON IJ_LB_Z.Q?;S. PRISONER WRoTE HIS SECOND REGUEST To

AoLFE AUTHORITIES RESUESTING PARcLE ™ TION FCR.THE. WRoNG6FulL _ PAROLE  OENIED o

1~ 23 - Zo?.ﬂ AND, To OVER TURN ™ALL PRIOR - F’ARDLE ngzuss THAT WERE EFFELTED "AND PRETUDICE. BY
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