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(The following proc'eedings were
held on September 1, 2010.)

THE COURT: Whos_e motion?

You have one -- yours is to disf'ﬁiss, correct?

MR. ABLIN: That's correct, Yéur Honor. My name
is Ben Ablin, A-B-L-I-N.

vTHE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. ABLIN: Department of Probation, Parol and
Pardon Services on behalf of Mr. Glover for the department.

The motion to dismiss is essentially based on the
fact that Mr. Best is challenging a parole revocation
proceeding and that a parole revocation can't be challenged
in circuit court. First of all, there's a statue 21 24 680
that says that the board is the sole judge of whether parole
sthld be revoked and there's no appeal that arise from
that.

The second reason being that under PCR statue that
if a person is claiming that their parole was untawfully
revoked, say the board didn't follow due process or
something Iike that, then the proper remedy is through post
conviction relief - is specific grounds. And | woul'd like
to hand lup copies of this case, Your Honor.

THE 'CO_URT: - Go ahead, that's fine.

You undérstand that, Mr. Best? You understand

what he's saying?




- 10

11
12

14

15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24

25 -

MR. BEST: VYes, sir, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Have you filed a PCR, Mr. Best?

MR. BEST: No, sir, because we went a writ of

. mandamus.

THE COURT: That's, that's, fine. That's fine.
Has the statute time run on you yet? “
MR: BEST: No, sir.
" THE COURT: Has it beentoli? You got to file a
PCR within a year now.
| MR. ABLIN: | believe the statue may have been run
at --
THE COURT: Okay. I don'tknow. I'm just asking.
MR.BEST: Yes, sir. Atthis pointit would havé
ran but --
THE COURT: You filed something late --
MR. BEST: |can'tfile because there's no record
of the revocation hearing; therefore, | have nothing to even
appeal on because they can't even produce the record.
THE COURT: Were you on a probation revocation?
MR. BEST: | was on parole.
THE COURT:  Oh, | see. |

MR. BEST: And they revoked my parole with, you

© know --

THE COURT_: And there's no --

MR. BEST: Prematurely. ‘And now there's no”r_ec_drrg -
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of evé.n the revocation. So'l can't even --
| THE COURT: Yoﬁ --

MR. BEST: I'm -

THE COURT: You can go back ahd reconstruct the
record, | guess, at some point.

MR. ABLIN: Well, Your Honor, there, there, would
be a tape recording of the:hearing.

THE COURT:  Should be.

MR. BEST: Well, I've got a letter from --

THE COURT: The court reporter?

MR. BEST: The technicians for the parole board
stating that they cannot reproduce it and they refund the
money.

THE COURT: No, no. Not the parole board -- well
go ahead. | won't try to guess. Tﬁatfs your position?

MR. ABLIN: Right. I'm not aware of any but | do
believe that's a PCR issue --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. ABLIN:  One way or the other.

THE COURT: | was going towards the PCR issue
and -- but go ahead. |

MR. BEST: Thank you. There is a -- just one
second, Your Honor. There's a letier here that | received
form --

_ THE COURT: Mr -- Where are_ you from, Aynor?ﬁ :
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MR. BEST: Yes, sir.

_ THE COURT: You know where Landriff's Exxon is?

MR. BEST: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Go alhead.

MR. BEST: I'm, as a matter of fact, waiting on
Mr. Johnson, Mr. Johnson, to come. He might have some
pertinent information he could possibly give me to
enlighting you on this matter. But they -- Mr. Hucks --
Hicks | don't know actually his correét name until | put my
fingers on the memo but he is the technician for the parole
board.

THE COURT: Yes, sir.

MR. BEST: Who handled this and he could not
produce the record for that and he specifically said that
they -- that transcript was unable to be retrieved. Now,
that being the case, we've already violated my process of
due process of even appealing the matter that's State versus
Laason. Whenever you can't even reproduce a record or even
reconstruct one and he said there's, there's, no way that
they can reconstruct one at this point. So, | have nothing
there to even show that | even can appeal what decision that
they've made or even try to base their decision on for the
premature revocation.

’ Now, the revocation itself started from my-writ of

mahdamusrbegan in it began in Horry County. | filed it in
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. Horry County in 2000, matter of fact, this is the date here,

May, May, of 2009 and we eventually had to refile it here in

Richland County because it was dismissed saying that it we

was in the wrong -- we was in the wrong court. So we hadto

file it in Richland County. It was filed here and dated
February, February, first of 2010 and we've since been here.
[ filed a writ of mandamus. After that, | filed a

declaratory judgment -- | filed a writ of mandamus. | filed

a declaratory judgment. And one of the things that has
happehed here so far, Your Honor, is that my proceed of due
process has been violated and that's clear because whenever
you are on parole you have a vested liberty interest at

stake, to take that away from the person, if you have to go
through the proper procedures that they have setup within
their own guidelines and procedures which théy ignored and
did not foliow, which means, | have my liberty interest at

stake that could not be challenged not even by the court,

~ not by the courts at this point because they have no record

to even reflect back on to even look at, at, this matter --
at this point.

But one of the things that Mr. Ablin is trying to
say that it should be dismiss because it's a PCR hearing --
action which means that | shouldn't have to go that way
whenever I'm asking for a declaratory judgment on directed‘.

verdict on the action of what they've done to_show that my
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procedure of due process was violated, not what -- not which
court | should be in at this point. It should be -- we're
looking at my 14th Amendment Procedure of Due Process being

violated here.

THE COURT: | thought the procedure sometime you

can't go through door A B so you've got to go through C.

MR. BEST: Right. |

THE COURT: Idon't know.

MR. BEST: And you right, Your Honor. What has
happened they have not provided me with the adequate» recérd
of the court. They have not provided this court with an
appeal or anything to show a record that, that, even at --
on July 18th, 2007 was when the initial hearing was
supposedly taking place. Well, the agent that was suppose
to have been there was notv even on the premises that day and
he called me and told me that we was not going to have a
they started filing frivolous, frivolous, warrants against
me. Because the initial warrant itself was disﬁissed and
that was what the violation was technicélly it‘ steemed from.
Wéll, they dismissed the initial warrant and since then, the
parole portion should have, | mean, | should have just been
reinstated at {hat point because‘anyth‘ing that they tried to |
compile after that was all -- they would all be bohsidered

as fruitily -- poisonous fruit at this point because they
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have --\they steemed from the initial charge.

THE COURT: Uh-huh.

MR. BEST: Which meané that anything that happened
beyond that point was tainted, if the initial charge - |

THE COURT: Well, what Mr. Ablin is saying is
you're making a good argument but you're making it to the
wrong person at the wrong place at the wrong time; that's
his position right, is that fair enough?

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

THE COURT: Allright. But go ahead. Go ahead.
At least you have a record of making these arguments to me
here today because we got a court reporter who won't loose
this.

You think you can keep up with this, Crystal?

CRYSTAL HOLMES: | can keep up with it.

THE COURT: Al right.

MR. BEST: So, one of the things | was hoping that
we can show here today in this court that my violation, the
revocation was illegal and it was not done through their own
proper procedure and channels and guidelines that they have
setup. |

Now, there is a record to show exactly their

procedures. Now, they had modifications that they couid

. havé used and even just dealing with me on this issue

knowing that the initial charge wasn't even adjudicat_eq
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before a court of law. But instead tvhey chose the most
extreme measures to take against me by violating me and
putting me back in the depértment pf corrections disrupting
my entire life with my five year old son at the time and my
fiancé and my grandkids. My work and everything was .
automatically disrupted from that point on.

Now, here we are three years down the road and
I'm, i'm, still trying to regain my freedom to get back to
my children and my grandkids and my job and, you know, as |

said as | was trying to point out earlier is that | have

~everything in place to return back to society as a

productive citizen and do the things that | was doing prior
to this revocation that -- you know, in my -- what --
THE COURT: What was the basis of your revocation?
MR. BEST: Sir?
THE COURT: What was the basis of your revocation?
MR. BEST: They said they were all technical
violations. They were, | didn't report to a meeting.
THE COURT: Uh-huh.
MR. BEST: Said | didn't give a change of address.
THE COURT: Allright. The usual.
MR. BEST: Right.
THE COURT: In other words.
MR. BEST: Right. They were all technical

violations.
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THE COURT: But you didn't abscond or anything
like that?

MR. BEST: No, sir. And, and, there's -- here now _

“is my employer at that time and pribr to Mr. Jvohnson, he, is

here >n:ow who, you know; would also attest to the fact that |
never absconded. They were all technical violations. They
khew my whereabouts. My job was always in place. | changed
THE COURT: How much time was revoked?
MR. ABLIN:  Your Honor, he served a life sentence
so parole was either revoked or not, not the amount of time.
THE COURT: Okay, all right.
Go ahead.
MR. BEST: Sc in light of that, Your Honor one of

the things that we were looking at was the fact that -- and

this is the letter from Mr. Roosevelt Hicks regarding the

transcripts of the 2007 hearing. And as | have moving on
through explaining about the way how it all of it came about
and the meeting that they were saying | supposedly missed
the agent géve me a card stating the date and time for which

| was suppose to be at that hearing which was the same

~ hearing that he didn't show up to and called me in by cell.

phone. | wish | had the cell phone records to show, you

' know‘,v he made contact with me to let me know that the
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in at the facility that day as a. mattér of record to even
show tAHat he was going to be there himself. So, he never-
even was on the premises that day. So, and then he went
back the very next day and issued a warrant which these are
all things in light of what the sentencing reform committee
has come up with says that these are technical violations
which means that in light of the way that things are done
non in a way that they shouid have always been done with the .
parole board their modification guidelines that they have
setup. They could have sanctioned me, they could have given
me a citation, they could have given me a verbal warning.
They had many options available at their exposure to do with
me at this point but yet they used the most extreme, Your
Honor. And | fell that was very harsh and inﬁpartial on me
by taking me back away from my family in a situation like
this when i've been doing the best that | can; working and
providing and paying my fees andAeverything in time.

THE COURT: Allright. Thank you, Mr. Best.

Mr. Ablin, in response.

MR. ABLIN:  Without getting into all of the
details. |

THE COURT: Yeah.

MR. ABLIN: Al of the argument that are being
made here today are things that could have, should have and

would have been appropriate to pre'senAt to the pa_role‘ board
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heard about there's not -- there's wasn't -- there's not a
tape available this isn't before you the part where
Mr. Hicks -- | can't really speak to why it wasn't --

THE COURT: | understand.

MR. ABLIN:  Able to be duplicated but again, all
of this goes to the fact the challenge to the process as far
as his prole being revoked all of that --

THE COURT: This is not the proper venue.

MR. ABLIN: Exactly.

THE COURT: Allright.

MR. ABLIN: It's not the proper venue.

THE COURT: That's all right. Anything further?
What | got to, | just got to take a -- take everything under
advisement, look at your arguments -- listen to the
arguments, the position of the department and I'll render a
decision; that's my job.

But | met your daughter before | met you. She's

here to support you. She's your daughter? That's what she

said.

MR. BEST: Yes, she's my daughter and my -- and
-wife.

THE COURT: You're lucky in that respect. So
“thank you both for your presentation. ['ll let you know my

decision in due course. -

13
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MR. ABLIN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

END OF PROCEEDINGS

14
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COUNTY OF RICHLAND )~
CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER
- I, Crystal Holmes, hereby certify that I reported

the preceding case entitled Hartford Best V. Samuel Glover,

et al, Case No. 2010-CP-40-00704, at the Richland County

Courthouse, September 1, 2011.

I FURTHER CERTIFY that the foregoing pages 1
through 15 constitute a true, accurate and full transcript
of said hearing.

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not employed by any of

. the parties hereto and I have no financial interest in the

outcome of said case.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have heretofore set my hand

and seal at Richland County on this 5th day of December,

Crystéﬁ Holmes, Court Reporter
and Notary Public for the
State of South Carolina my
Commission Expires:

' April 21 2014

2011.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )  INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
) Fifth Judicial Circuit
COUNTY OF RICHLAND ) 2010-CP-40-704
Hartford R. Best, #105214, )
)
Petitioner, )
) ORDER OF DISMISSAL
V. ) WITH PREJUDICE
)
Samuel B. Glover, Director of the South )
Carolina Department of Probation, )
Parole and Pardon Board, )
)
Defendant. )
)

This matter comes before this Court by way of Petitioner’s “Petition for Writ of
Mandamus and Summons Complaint,” dated August 7, 2009, filed February 1,2010, and
initially received via mail by the Defendant, Samuel B. Glover, Director of the South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services (the Department), on February 10, 2010.
Petitioner subsequently submitted a “Motion for Declaratory Judgment and Petition for Default
Judgment” dated May 14, 2010. On May 24, 2010, Defendant, by his attorney, the Department’s
Assistant Chief Legal Counsel, J. Benjamin Aplin, submitted a “Return and Motion to Dismiss
Petition for Writ of Mandamus. Petitioner then submitted a “Memorandum in Opposition to
Respondent’s Return and Motion to Dismiss Petitioner’s Writ of Mandamus” dated June 29,
2010; a “Plaintiff’s Brief in Opposition to Respondent’s Return and Motion to Dismiss Petition
for Writ of Mandamus” dated July 19, 2010; and a “Motion to Amend” dated August 3, 2010,
seeking to specifically add the Parole Board as a Respondent to the Action. On August 12, 2010,
the Defendant filed a “Return to Motion to Amend.”

On August 12, 2010, a motion hearing was convened before the Honorable James R.
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Barber, 11, at the Richland County Courthouse. Petitioner was present and appeared pro se, and
Mr. Aplin appeared on behalf of the Defendant. Judge Barber granted Petitioner’s motion to
amend with consent of defense counsel but declined to address the substantive motions until a
later date. On August 16, 2010, Judge Barber issued a written Order to this effect.

On September 1, 2010, a motion hearing was convened before this Court at the Richland
County Courthouse. Petitioner was present and appeared pro se, and Mr. Aplin appeared on
behaif of the Defendant. At the hearing, the parties argued their respective positions in regard to
the Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss. After carefuIIy considering arguments from both parties,
this Court hereby denies Petitioner’s motion for declaratory judgment and petition for default,
and finds that this entire matter must be dismissed with prejudice for the reasons set forth below.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

In his Petition, Petitioner is asking this Court to issue a writ of mandamus directing the
South Carolina Board of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services (Parole Board) to reinstate him
on parole. He conténds he was not afforded minimal due process rights in regard to his
September 12, 2007, parole revocation hearing because he was not first given a “preliminary
hearing” to determine whether there was probable cause that he had committed a parole
violation. Petitioner further contends that since he was never ultimately convicted of a weapon
charge, his revocation, which was based in part .upon a an allegation that he had possession of a
firearm, should be reversed. For these reasons, he argues that this Court should issue a writ of
mandamus compelling the Parole Board to reinstate him on parole. The Defendant has moved to
dismiss the Petition on several grounds.

This Court finds that the Plaintiffs Petition for Writ of Mandamus should be dismissed
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for the following reasons: Pursuant to Rules 12(b)(1), 12(b)(2), and 12(b)(6), SCRCP, for lack of
subject matter jurisdiction, lack of jurisdiction over the person, and failure to state facts sufficient
to constitute a cause of action or to support the relief requested.

LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

This Court finds that it lacks jurisdiction over the subject matter. Rule 12(b)(1), SCRCP.
Petitioner fails to make “a short and plain statement of the grounds including facts and statutes
upon which the court’s jurisdiction depends,” Rule 8(a), SCRCP; therefore, his Petition fails to
establish this Court jurisdiction. Indeed, the South Carolina Code provides that the Parole Board
“shall be the sole judge as to whether or not a parole has been violated and no appeal therefrom
shall be allowed . . ..” S.C. Code Ann. § 24-21-680 (2007). Furthermore, to the extent
Petitioner contends his parole was unlawfully revoked, his exclusive remedy is through the
Uniform Post-Conviction Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-20 (2003). Thus, this Court
finds that outside of the context of an Application for post-conviction relief, the Court of
Common Pleas lacks jurisdiction to address alleged deficiencies regarding parole revocation
proceedings. Therefore, this Court concludes that it must dismiss this action for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction.

LACK OF PERSONAL JURISDICTION

This Court further finds lack of personal jurisdiction. Rule 12(b)(2), SCRCP. Petitioner
has named the Director of the Department and attempted to serve him as the Defendant;
however, he asks this Court to issue a writ of mandamus to the Parole Board. Petitioner argues
that the Director exercises dominion and control over the Parole Board, and therefore was

properly served as the Defendant in this action. This Court disagrees. The Parole Board is an
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independent body composed of seven members appointed by the Governor and is not governed
or controlled by the Director. S.C. Code Ann. § 24-21-10. Thus, this Court finds that Petitioner
has failed to demonstrated this Court’s jurisdiction over the proper person. Therefore, this Court
dismisses this action based on lack of personal jurisdiction. This Court notes that while Judge
Barber granted Petitioner’s motion to amend to add the Parole Board as a Respondent in this
action, Petitioner failed to submit any amended pleadings specifically naming the Parole Board.

FAILURE TO STATE A CAUSE OF ACTION OR
TO SUPPORT THE REQUESTED RELIEF

This Court further finds that Petitioner’s Petition is dismissed pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6),
SCRCP, or alternatively grants summary judgment pursuant to Rule 56, SCRCP, due to
Petitioner’s failure to state facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action or to support the

requested relief. Mandamus is the highest judicial writ known to law. Wilben v. Long, 262 S.C.

430, 205 S.E.2d 174 (1974). A writ of mandamus can only be issued where there is a specific
legal right to be enforced or a positive duty to be performed. State v. Fuller, 18 S.C. 246 (1882).
To warrant the grant of a writ of mandamus requiring the performance of some act the petitioner

must show the coexistence of four (4) elements:

1. A duty of the respondent to perform the act;
2. the ministerial nature of the act;
3. the petitioner's specific legal right for which the discharge of the

duty is necessary, and;
4, the lack of any other legal remedy.

Redmond v. Lexington Co. Sch. Dist., 314 S.C. 431, 445 S.E.2d 441 (1994).
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This Court finds that Defendant has neither the authority nor the duty to perform the
specific act Petitioner is asking this Court to direct. Indeed, as explained above, the Director of
the Department does not control the Parole Board. In any event, this Court finds that Petitioner
has failed to present any facts to support any conclusion other than that the Board acted in full
compliance with all duties established in the relevant statutes and the due process clauses of the
South Carolina and United States Constitutions. This Court further submits Petitioner has failed
to show a specific legal right for which the discharge of any duty is necessary. He was charged
with multiple parole violations in four separate arrest warrants, including a charge of failing to
appear at a scheduled preliminary hearing, the very hearing which he now complains about not
having had. On September 12, 2007, Petitioner ultimately appeared before the Parole Board for a
violation hearing at which he was afforded due process. Finally, this Court finds Petitioner has
failed to demonstrate the lack of any other legal remed};. As noted above, Petitioner could
challenge his pérole revocation by pursuing post-conviction relief. Since Petitioner fails to show
the co-existence of the four elements listed above, this Court finds that Petitioner is not entitled

to a writ of mandamus. Redmond, supra.

THEREFORE, for all of the reasons stated above, this Court concludes that Plaintiff’s

Petition for Writ of Mandamus must be summarily dismissed with prejudice.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this day of , 2010.

L. Casey Manning
Presiding Judge, Fifth Judicial Circuit
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State of South Tarolina
Dffice of the Solicitar
Hitteenth JJuricial Circuit

Francis A. Humphrics, Jir. Robert B. Bryan
Deputy Solicitor Deputy Solicitor
REPLYTO X REPLY TO U
PO. BOX 1276 P.O. BOX 168§
CONWAY, SC 29528 GEORGETOWN, SC 29442
843-915-5460 843-545-3169. -
FAX: 843-915-6461 ' FAX: 843-545-3268
J. GREGORY HEMBREE

Sulicitor

March 4, 2009

Ralph J. Wilson, Jr.
Attorney at Law

1411 First Avenue
Conway, South Carolina 29526

RE: State vs. Hartford Best
Warrant 1632910 - Sale or Delivery of Pistol, Stolen Pistol

Dear Mr. Wilson:

This is to advise that the above-referenced charge against your client has
been dismissed by this office.

1If you have any questions regarding this case, please do not hesitate to
contact our office at (843) 915-8607. ‘

Since;rely,

Chief Deputy Solicitor

cc: Officer Greg Eliason, HCPD

The mission of the Fifteenth Circuit Solicitor’s Office is to uphold the
public’s trust in the pursuit of justice and-enforcement of the law.



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF HORRY.

_ INTHE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS = - __
ORDER FOR THE DESTRUCTION OF ARREST RECORDS™ -

The State of South Carolina Race: B -~ Sex: M Age: 49 = =2 2
B | £ 2%
Vs. DOB: 3/9/1961 SSN: ot @ 2 Z
. =\ \ -~
- Hartford:Renard Best -~ SiD:-Bexq |\ - = FBIEAgE: /} LD% o
O '.‘_:_

Charges were disposed of in the court indicat ed'BéKiw

[ IMagistrate [ ]Municipal [ X ] General Sgsﬁonga o

?%e apphcable section

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

Defendant )

AKA )
)
IT APPEARS that the defendant is entitled to have aII records relating to this offense expunged and destroyed according to

of the South Carolina Code of Laws indicated below:
Warrant/GS No.: 1632910 " Date of Arrest: 3/14/2007 Place of Arrest: Horry County

Arrest Charge: Sale or delivery of pistol to, and possession .by, certain persons unlawful; stolen pistol

, § 17-140. The charge was dismissed, nol prossed o the defendant was found not guilty on 03/ 05/ 2009

{7 §17-22-150(a). The charge was dismissed on by the Soiicitor because the defendant successiuiiy compieied ihe Pre-Triai inferveniion Program.
(P11 Director must atfest fo eligibility of expungement).

by the Solicitor because the defendant successfully completed the Pre-Trial intervention Program.

[] §17-22-530(A). The charge was dismissed on
(PTI Director must atfest to eligibility of expungement).

[:] § 34-11-90(e}. The defendant was convicted of a first offense misdemeanor under the Fraudulent Check Law on and no additional criminal conviction as
defined by § 34-11-90 {e) has taken place within one year from date of conviction.

{1 §44-53450(b). The defendantwas charged with first offense simple possession of manjuana or hashish on , received a conditional discharge and has
successfully complied with the terms as set forth by the court. |

] §22-5910. The defendant was conviclad of a first offenss for a crime canrying a penally of not mora than 30 days on , that offense did not involve the
exceptions enumerated in § 22-5-910, and no additional criminal conviction as defined by § 22-5-910 has taken place within three years from date of conviction, or five years

] from the date of conviction for criminal domestic violence, (Surnmsry Court Judge must atfest to efigibility.) -

[]  §22-5-920. The defendant was convicted of a first offense as a youthful offender on , that offense did not involve the exceptions enumerated in § 22-6-920,

and no additional criminal conviction, as defined by § 22-5-820 has taken place during a five-year period following completion of his sentence including probation and parole as a

youthful offender.

[C]  §56-5-750(F). The defendantwas convicted of a misdemeanor first offense failure to stop motor vehicle on
place for three years after completion of the sentence.

, and no additional criminal conviction has taken

SLED verifies the offense listed above is eligible for expungement: [Oyes [ No SLED Date

IT IS ORDERED that all records relating to stich amest and subsequent discharge pursuant to the above-referenced section be dismissed, expunged and immediately destroyed
and that no evidence of such records pertaining to such charge shall be retained by any municipal, county or state agency except nonpublic information retained on each persen accepted for
Pre-Trial Intervention pursuant to § 17-22-130, nonpublic information retained by SC Law Enforcement Division (SLED) pursuant to § 34-11-80(e), nonpublic information retained by the
Department of Narcotic and Dangerous Drugs under SLED pursuant to § 44-53-450, nonpublic information retained by SLED pursuant to § 22-5-910 and § 22-5-920, and nonpublic mformahon

refained by SLED and Department of Public Safety pursuant fo § 56-5-750 (F)).
Signed this Zday of /// A 2010

Solj ines to Copsent Determined Ineligible for Expungement

A |~ v

udicial it Solicitor

| attest that defendant was accepted into jhe PTI program based on Solficitor’s

Determination that the facts of the offense6upported that acceptance and that - Z
Defendant is efigible for expungement under Code § 17-22-150 (a) (successful &7~ 715th Judicial Circuit Court Judge”

Completion of PTI) or Code §22-5-910 (summary court conviction) or : B. Hyman, Jr
___ §44-53-450(b) (conditional dischargs). e ng;:&dm?j?mge

’ 15th Judicial Circuit

Hartford R. Best
[Defendant/ Attorney for Defendant (Circle One)

(For SLED intemal use only)

Director Pre ~Trial Intervention / Summary Court Judge  (circle one)
Expunged by SLED by: Daie

SCCA/223A (11/2009)

EXH100744.




Form 16.1- Arrest warrant
Form Approved by

SC Attorney General
Section 17-13-160
March 15, 1978
Parole
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ARREST WARRANT
COUNTY OF Horry Indictment Number 81-GS-26-97
Warrant Number W-26-07-130

© State |dentification No. (SID) 00303911
TO ANY LAW EN FORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF Conway, AND ANY CONSTABLE 0 FTHIS
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT:
It appearing from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to believe that Hartford R. Best, did on the
2007____ violate the criminal laws of the State of Scuth Carolina as set forth below:

15 dayof March:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

Offender violated conditions 4 and 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the State of South Carolina Parole Board on April 21 ,2000, and subsequent
orders issued by Hearing Officer Jerry Rivers on March 8, 2006 and by The South Carolina Parole Board on June 28, 2008. All violations stated in
the affidavit are considered willful'and are contrary to the release and continuation agreements previously referenced.

Now, therefore, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring Hartford R. Best before me fo hwnth to be dealt with according

to law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its exe tlon or as soon thergafter as is practicable. Done at

Conway, S. C. this
15__ day of March . , 2007

Mark Hérris (L.S)
Signature of Probation and Parole Agent )

County of Horry A
- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA AFFIDAVIT

Personally appeared before me, one Mark Harris, who, first being duly sworn, deposes and says that Hartford R. Best did within this County and State on
the _15 day of March , __2007___, violate the criminal laws of the State of South Caralina in the following particulars:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

Offender violated conditions 4 and 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the State of South Carolina Parole Board on April 21 ,2000, and subsequent
orders issued by Hearing Officer Jerry Rivers on March 8, 2006 and by The South Carolina Parole Board on June 28, 20086. All violations stated in

the affidavit are considered willful and are contrary to the release and continuation agreements previously referenced.

The affiant states that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit the crime(s) set forth, and that such probable

cause is based on the following facts:

#4) Offender failed to refrain from possessing a firearm, as evidenced by an affidavit for arrest issued and served on
this offender, on March 14, 2007, by Officer Greg Eliason, of the Horry County Police Department, said affidavit stating
offender was in possession of a handgun on March 14, 2007. Offender is a convicted felon and is therefore prohibited
by Federal Law and by the Parole condition previously listed from possessing any firearm, or ammunifion, suitable for
firearm use. #10) Offender failed to follow the advise or instructions of the agent, as-€videnced by the previously stated

violation. /
Sworn to and Subscribed before me /YN\
this /5 day of =7 ,QO(’)? . Mark Harris

Affiant

Address:

@&m& Q. ZUJW (L.S.) o

Signature of Notary Public

ky{h? 27, &0/5

My Commission Expires




RETURN STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA INFORMATION ON DEFENDANT
' COUNTY OF Name Hartford R. Best

Horry ) Address 1405 Saint John Rd

Cialivants Ferry, SC

THE STATE : Phone  358-3501

Constable or Law Enforcement Officer

against Sex Male Race Black Height 508"

Weight 195 Birth date 3-9-61
Hartford R: Best i i
wy of this Arrest Warrant was delivered by me to the Social Security Number 248-33-3269

ing defendant: . ARREST WARRANT ' INFORMATION ON WITNESSES

Name

‘ N W-26-07-130
lr\( el LR e o
, \}l \A" . Offense: Violation of Parole Phone

Offense Section: .24'21 -680 Name

Address

Date: 3-15-07 Phone

!g day of Xl N (;b(f] : ‘ : :
Officer and Agency: SC Department of Probation, Name

Parole and Pardon Services Address
\qc CK‘M’Y\CK 03%}
nt cear

Phone
Constable or Law Enforceme

Mark Harris
' Name

Address

‘arrant is certified for service in [County of warrant

ispositio Phone
ition] County. The accused is to be arrested and brought DISpO tion

ne to dealt with according to law. PRELIMINARY HEARING held by

; , Magistrat
(L.S.) e

Sentence on
Signature of Judge .

with

Attorney for the Defendant.
Co-Defendants Decision

BAIL

Date Set

iz

Magistrate

Amount

Surety

remplate) [Revision A Revision Date 11/06/98) ) Page 3 of 3



Form 16.1- Arrest Warrant
Form Approved by

SC Attomey General
Section 17-13-160

: ' - Parole
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ARREST WARRANT

Indictment Number 1981-GS-26-97

Warrant Number W-26-07- [C:}
State Identification No. (SID) 303911

COUNTY OF Horry

" TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF Conway, AND ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT:
It appearing from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to beli'eve that Hartford R. Best, did on the _4

__2007____violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carollna as set forth below:

day of April ,

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

_Offender violated condition 10, pursuant to his release agreement dated 4- 20-2000, issued by thie South Carolina Parole Board, Indictment
'B81-GS-26-97. The violation stated in this affidavit is considered willful and is contrary to the release agreement previously referenced. .

Now, therefore, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring Hartford R. Best before me forthwith tg be dealt with according
r as soon thereafter ag'is practicable. Done at

to law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution

Conway, S. C. this '
4 dayof ____ April , 2007

Mark is (L.S.)
Signature of Probation and Parole Agent

County of Horry
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA " AFFIDAVIT

Personally appeared before me, one Mark Harris, who, first being duly sworn, deposes and says that Hartford R. Best did within this County and State on
the _4 day of April ,__2007 __, violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carolina in the following particulars:

Y DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

Offender violated condition 10, pursuant to his release agreement dated 4-20-2000, issued by the South Carolina Parole Board, Indictment
81-GS-26-97. The violation stated m this affidavit is considered willful and is contrary to the release agreement preV|ous|y referenced.

The affiant states that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit the crime(s) set forth, and that such probable

cause is based on the following facts:

#10- Offender failed to follow the advice and instructions of the agent, g’n that_ he faile 0 appear heduled ‘
administrative hearing , on 4-4-07, at 9:00 am, despite being notified, in writing and by phQne, o sald date and time.

SWOM and Subscribed before me : Mﬂ/ —
; , ,2047 , Mark-H

this 4¥8_day of Q/M/

QMM , Address:
W (L.S.) ,

Signature @ Notary Public

asg 27, 200
| My Cormission Expires

(Form Continues on Back)

Affiant




RETURN

Constable or Law Enforcement Officer

A copy of this Arrest Warrant was delivered by me to the
following defendant:

Uactdo d Ruskt

on the //cfyof/ﬂ/ 207T .

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF

Horry
THE STATE |
~ against

Hartford R. Best

ARREST WARRANT
T weeor- [ 3

Offense: Violation of Parole

Offense Section: 24-21-680

‘Date:  4-4-07

Officer and Agency: SC Department of Probation,

w/&/’ %&/__Eamle and Pardon Services

Constable or Law Enfo@ent Officer

This Warrant is certified for service in [County of warrant
Certification] County. The accused is to be arrested 'and brought
before me to dealt with according to law.

(LS)

Signaturé‘ of Judge

‘orm 16.1 (Template) {Revision A Revision Date 11/06/98]

Mark Harris

Disposition

Sentence

Co-Defendants

Page 2 of 2

Name
Address

Phone
Sex
Weight

INFORMATION ON DEFENDANT
Hartford R. Best

1405 St. Johns Rd

Galivants Ferry, SC

843-385-3087

Male Race Black Height 5'08"

195 Birth date * 3-9-61

Social Security Number 248-33-3269

INFORMATION ON WITNESSES

Name
Address
Phone

Name
Address
Phone

Name
Address
Phone

Name
Address
Phone

PRELIMINARY HEARING held by

Magistrat
e

on

with’

Decision

Date Set
Magistrate
Amount
Surety

Attorney for the Defendant.

BAIL

X4
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- Form 16:1- Arrest Warrant
Form Approved by

SC Attorey General

Section 17-13- 160

March 15 1978

o . ' ) Parole

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - ARREST WARRANT
COUNTY OF Horry Indictment Nu.mber 81-GS-26-97
) A " Warrant Number _ W-26-07-

" State Identification No. (SID} 00303911 -
TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF Conway, AND ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS

* MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT:
It appearmg from the attached affi davnt that there a

he' erimina | taws of the State of South Carolina as sei forth helow:

e reasonable grounds to believe that Hartford 3. Best, did on thes_"‘ day of June , 2007 _ violate

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

By willfully vmlatmg conditions 1,2,5, and 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the States of South Carolina Parole Board on April 21, 2000, and
subsequent orders issued by Heanng Officer Jerry Rivers on March 8, 2006 and by the South Carolina Parole Board on.June 28, 20086. All
violations states in the affidavit-are considered willful and contrary to the release and continuation agreements previously referenced.

Conway, S. C.this 6® day of June , 2007
(L.S)

ngnature ¢#Prabation and Parole Agent

Countyof Horry
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA A AFFIDAVIT

Personally appeared before me, one Cynthia F. Jones, who, first being duly sworn, deposes and says that Hartford R. Best did within this County and State.
, violate the criminal laws of the State of South Carolina in the following particulars: ’ :

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

'By wiilfully— violating cendit'iohs 1;2,5, and 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the States.of South Carolina Parole Board on
April 21, 2000, and subsequent orders issued by Hearing Officer Jerry Rivers on March 8, 2006 and by the South
Carolina Parole Board on June 28, 2006. All violations states in the affidavit are considered wiliful and contrary to the

release and continuation agreements previously referenced

The affi ant states that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit the cnme(s) set forth, and that such probable

on the 6® day of _June _, 2007

cause is based on the following facts: - . y

1-Offender failed to report as instfucted. He missed reporting on June 5, 2007.
2-Offender has failed to inform his Agent of his residence plan. On May 15, 2007 offender was told to reporton June 5,

2007 and provide Agent with his current address and he falled to do so. Offenders whereabouts at this time are

unknown
5-Offender has failed to notify Agent of his unemployment status. A call was made on June 5, 2007 to offenders last

known employer Alcon, Inc. at which time-Agent was told offender has not been seen in 2 weeks.
10-Offender has failed to follow the advice and-instructions of his Agent, evident by all stated violations.

All stated violations are considered willful and contrary to the release and contlnuatlon agreements previously - _
referenced. : J
Sworn to and Subscxibed before me . /MH L/%
this & 2 dayof _Lu~e L ) 2007 e
' Affiant 7/
(
Address: 1201 3 Ave., PO Box 1736
(L S ) Conway, SC 29526
e | 843-381-0373

ignature of Notary Public
/ %a Z

My Commission Expires v -




RETURN - . STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA INFORMATION ON DEFENDANT

COUNTY OF Name . Hartford R. Best
Horry Addressv __unknown
Constable or Law Enforcement Officer - ‘ THE S.T ATE . Phone 843-358-3501
.. agamst ~ -Sex. M _ Race B Height 508 _
) Hartord AL B Weight 195 Birth date 3-9-61
0 . t - . -
7 of this Arrest Warrant was delivered by me to the * : e , 'Soptal Security Number ‘ 248-33-3269
ng defendant: . s e e e e e - : INF()RMAT'ON ON v i
'ARREST WARRANT Y e VWITNESSES
_ W20 : "Address . .
A Offense: Violation of Parole o Phone L
A r Lo d Dest Offense Section: 24-21-680 : “Name ' : N
‘ e ' Address
-Date: * June 6, 2007 Phone
,’_72 day of Tune . 2007/ e el ; o
- Officer and Agency: SC Department of Probation, = Name
/ M :ﬂﬂj N Parole and Pardon Services - Address

Phone

foréement Office . o .
Constable or Law EnforCemen icer | Cynthia F. Jones |
. : : . ( ' Name

. - Address
wrant is certified for service in [County of warrant . siti U
jon} County. The accused is to be arrested and brought D'Spo‘ ition ' . Phone

e to dealt with according to law. o ~PREL|M|NARY HEARING held by

- Magistrat : _ : L
(L.S.) e S .
. : Sentence | -
Signature of Judge . ‘ . on , - o '
' with ' i

Attorney for the Defendant.

‘Co-Defendants , Decision

smplate) (Revision A Revision Date 11/06/98] 'Page 3of 3




i,

i

Form 16.1- Arrest Warrant

Form Approved by .

SC Attorney General :

Section 17-13-160

March 15, 1978 ~
Parole

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | ~ ARREST WARRANT

COUNTY OF HORRY -
Indictment Number 81-GS-26-00097

- W-26-07-1031
Warrant Numbef )

State Identification No. (SID) 00303911

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE MUN!C!"ALIW OF CONWAY, AND ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS
MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT:

it appearmq from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to believe that HARIFORD R BEST, 4id on the 19 day orLly 2007 wolate the criminal

. jaws of the State of South Caioiina as set fortn oeiow:

_DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

By willfully violating conditions 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the State of South Carolina Parole Board on April 21, 2000, and subsequent by Hearlng Officer Jerry
Rivers and by the South Carolina Parole Board on June 28, 2006. All violations: stated in the affidavit are considered willful and contrary to the release and
continuation agreements previously referenced.

.

Now, therefore, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said deféndant and bring HARTFORD R BEST before me forthwith to be dealt with according tolaw.
A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, ofas soon thereafter as is practicable. Done at CONWAY, S.C. this 19

day of July, 2007.

County of HORRY
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA AFFIDAVIT

Personally appeared before me, one Cynthia F. Jones, who, first being duly swom, deposes and says that HARTFORD R BEST dld within this County and State on the
19 day of July,, 2007, violate the criminal-laws of the State of South Carolina in the following pamculars

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:

By willfully violating conditions 10 of his Parole, as ordered by the State of South Carolina Parole Board on April 21, 2000, and subsequent by Hearing Officer Jerry
Rivers and by the South Carolina Parole Board on June 28, 2006. All violations stated in the affidavit are considered willful and contrary to the release and
continuation agreements previously referenced. '

The affiant states that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above did commit the cnme(s) set forth, and that such probable
cause is based on the following facts:

10-0Offender has failed to follow the advice and instructions of his Agent, by failing to appear for a scheduled
Parole Board Hearing on 7-18-07 at 9:00am. Offender was advised to be at Lee Correctional Facility on 7-18-07

at 9am and signed form 36 and was given a copy. )
All violations stated in the affidavit are considered willful and contrary to the release and continuation

agreements previously referenced.

Sworn toand Subscnbed before me
v Afflant

P

/ Address: r.0.80x 1741

g L.S. CONWAY, SC 29528
:f// LS HORRY
' Si gnaturé of Notary Pubhc USA

/297 /J (843)3810373

My Commission Expires




RETURN STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
, COUNTY OF

HORRY

THE STATE
Constable or Law Enforcement Officer

against

A copy of this Arrest Warrant was delivered by me to the

HARTFORD R BEST

following defendant:

ARREST WARRANT

o W-d6-01- 03]
' 7 Zgy Offense: Violation of Conditions of Parole Supervision
L4

Offense Section: 2 -2l 6 50

Date: 7/19/2007

onthe ﬁ-day of %):_7’ . A007

Officer and Agency: SC Department of Probation,
Z [ . Parole and Pardon Services

Constable or Law Enforcement/éﬁ" cer

Cynthia F. Jones

This Warrant is certified for service in {County of warrant Di ition
Certification] County. The accused is to be arrested and brought spositi

before me to dealt with according to law.

(L.S)

Sentence
Signature of Judge

Co-Defendants

16.1 {Template) (Revision A Revision Date 11/06/98) Page 2of 3

INFORMATION ON DEFENDANT
Name HARTFORD R BEST

Address 507 Sandhit Bay
LORIS, ST 20560

Phone  (843) 385-3087

Sex ‘Male Race Black Height 508

Weight 193 Birth date 3/9/1961
Social Security Number 248-33-3269

INFORMATION ON WITNESSES
Name

Address

Phone

Name

Address

Phone

Name

Address

Phone

Name

Address

Phone

PRELIMINARY HEARING held by

Magistrate

on

with

Attorney for the Defendant.
Decision

BAIL
Date Set

Magistrate

Amount

Surety

9 °bed

Le
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N ‘ H()RRY CouNTY DETENTION AW “ono0s% 4D
JaiL OR CONFINEMENT RECORD AGENCY ID: $C 026023C
Piurrir E. THUMPS()N, SHERIFF page 20
Name: ¥\ = r\'f\: ord _\33 e Address: \SACS S, Tewn R4,
G

wlvvaAds '\:Lrh\(' S, 25y
t: Wt \Q S Hair:r Y\ & Eyes: ®rDd

R
oA PR BT
; LR

| __ DriversLic.# __ ©® oW\ 304y S,

Race: (I W 3B Sex: U F QM

Sacial Security # £

Occupation(s): C—Nu\\%qr S rice Oz Ay (DYiver) Phone#: 259 D" 3 0\

Officer; N> & & ~ Arresting Agency: _ N o w - Cowu n%x(L
, J—

Bond: C;))} OpL- U % P?/é @ ;C& LZY /()7(;")(:' o
Date of Arrest: _ >/ vS\/en Time:_ Pl 'ﬁAM D&&k Judge: . 2

.. . 7 Y Y S ,), £ :
Offense: 0 \,U 'f,(’;,? [)‘(\‘Q !g‘i\t o C\/"C-\\\]\C.( @2/ s 7_21/‘&/ }} /[/L&:)Z{,;ZZ%’?V

- \ N .\‘MY;:\’_, S
Offense: —_ (\\\1‘!& A & ]rl/\ CC) — v, \
o y B N Apriaga '
Date of Release: (/5 /_Lf”__/__‘y? Authority for Rclc'&sé‘. X —/ M : ,UQOO KTime:
. L .
Next of Kin: "} o1 C‘,,‘ wiin {7\ _Ad eﬁs:w / / M Phone:
. = . Vallne
Attorney: X TV S W s O o e SR »_J%_FT O T AN [ ’

Remarks:

Tr ,».71'_2.'\‘-!"




_ (ﬂ -7 ./Si/ | gé HORRY C;;NTY DETENTION /‘/) /0 qA 7& V/ /473

22 JAIL OR CONFINEMENT RECORD
QS  PHILLIP E. THOMPSON, SHERIFF
Qé& 2;2 | Address: /C/OS \_%Mj ' '
l" i % S /57 Wt.: / (/‘ Z—/ Hair: A Eyes: ﬁ

Drivers Lic. #: U O g OL/ ?Oé/ /

Phone #:

GENCY ID: SC 026023C

S~ Arresting Agency:
P
ag Qoo SL«N;‘\\/

te of Arrest: / // / D/W7 \\DAM DPM Judge:
* E
fens@]j LL"SQ > ?{/—\) C\(‘Q\L N \Q\\er\ \,

—————

fense: —_

te of Release: / /é) /[ ﬁAuthontv for Release: Time;
xt of% Q@"ﬂg@ @c’ﬂa‘*ﬁ/ Address: ' Phone:

orney:

narks:

62"
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227 ¢ 354 :z’ z HORRY COUNTY DETENTION
G ,,1‘:; 7;6’32,:{_ 2433 JAIL OR CONFINEMENT RECORD AGENCY ID: SC 026023C

£329%- 294° PHILLIR E. THOMPSON, SHERIFF )405 Cbm* \I)hﬂ?d

?emrd ,_‘PKS-}' Address: gﬂl] {21“&5 &((L// / jé—

e D_VL,Qf ht: 508 wi: (95 Hair: YD Eyes: B30
| __________ Drivers Lic. #: 50/ 000 20 K04 1
upanon(s)’amk Es%&c_ A . Phone #: Sl 3= 25§ ~ (0903
e Hrinko Arrestmg agency:_ NP0

L O75000 L /3 R oo &s | t

LS/ O A%
rest: Tlme' & DAMM Judge: -
@r o ro

‘nse: 1ol 0’( Ae/”ﬁd/{ﬂféda'/a‘ @ yp. ¢ Eflt(ffdg-/z’ - |
f.,sez@/mo. ek 550 -2 X Fets Tt esse<tsm-1% w 2

: of Release: ﬁ/é /0 2 / D 2 Authority for Release: "‘/05’); j&—b C— Time: 07@5’

i of Kin: @ucc b@/de//é' Address: Phone: BfF’LZE& 3
DI ¢ o So¢-zoog

P

R R
| - | - | \ Co({
_____ } | . \/U(/

113
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ey P ] 7T ?)\\)( 7(/((?)
HORRY COUNTY DETENTION

JaiL oR CONFINEMENT RECORD
PHILLIP E. THOMPSON, SHERIFF

/__..,_-.__ -

AGENCY ID: SC 026023C

/.)

Address: /005" G /o //c/ /[’//lr?‘m}é(
S g Wt.: /7( Hair: /f;/'—/( Eyes: _445_/_’0*
Drivers Lic. #: XS el S sE

: . Phone 4. _ CCEHif 5T
Officer: . Jewe S Arresting Agency: /g/ / ,/)_ \Y
Bond: M '{3 W .
Date of Arrest: € 11/“’7 Time: /(//(/ CIAM/:KPM Judge:
Offense: /// [ LSl ) v s ‘7/ (C. : i ﬂ / \

Offense:

Social Security #:

Occupation(s):( PRz

Daté of Release: ' /)’:’( / O( Authority for Release: > / : :
Next of Kin: . Z (/[('(1’ /‘2;///22(7/ Address: St /é,/ b@/! Phone: Sy727<.

Attorney:

i
Remarks: < ¢S e RN V=i S /L A\/ d /M-«J/_ : _(K‘é L/ (67
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et 47702 JAIL OR CONFINEMENT RECO AGENCYID: SC 026023€
P49 703

; PHiILLIP E. THOMPSON, SHERIFF 1y 0 S 3 + J'o h n —RJ |
Yenar d %e

Name sdaress: (ol Lvanta Eeb’fl OC 299
Race: JW @B Sex: Q F 12 R e 508 we: 190 mair: PIE pyes: 1210
Social Security #i] ?_'a Drivers Lic. #: S0/ 00304304/

Occupation(s): Dﬂ\ vey Phone #: j‘!?) - 504 - 2000

s

Officer:

Bond@ :
; nest Qg/k / Time: «9(?) DA‘VI/?M Judge: L{)H% -

t&iﬂo’o* parol ) |
DU hn UL XA R,

Offense'\_,»—/ yCLs UU/ '

M%Ly{ z 1/ Z 1077 Authority for Release P-—;"P Time:_’ﬁ&@( )
“Nest of / == Address: Z ( . A

f\‘ o’\// Ny

Attorney: ﬂ K

MFS#%%@@%}—
Remarks: 4 edM(Q g;( ({m("— /97 [ﬂ7 | 00 Wﬁx
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- -State of South Carohna
Department of Probatlon, Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

SAMUEL B. GLOVER

Director

MARK SANFORD

Governor

2221 DEVINE STREET, SUITE 600
POST OFFICE BOX 50666
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250
Telephone: (803) 734-9220

Facsimile: (803) 734-9440
www.dppps.sc.gov/

'Jahuary 15,2010

Ms. Joyce Donnelly
P.O.Box 1375
Conway, SC 29528

‘Dear Ms. Donnelly:
We are in receipt -of a money order in the amount of $35.00.

Please find enclosed the duphcate CD’s of the parole hearings held on September 10, 2008 for -
“Hartford Best #105214. _

Due to audio difficult, a tranécript of the parole hearing on Hartford Best #105214 for September
12, 2007, could not be duplicate. Sorry for any inconvenience.

A refund of $17.50 will be returned to you.

Sincerely,
Roosevelt Hicks

Program Assistant

enclosure.



State of South Carolina
Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

SAMUEL B. GLOVER

Director

MARK SANFORD

Governor

2221 DEVINE STREET, SUITE 600
POST OFFICE BOX 50666
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250
Telephone: (803) 734-9220
Facsimile: (803) 734-9440
www.dppps.sc.gov/

August 7, 2009
Mr: Hartford R. Best, #105214 '
Lieber Correctional Institution

P.O. Box 205, Stono B-63
Ridgeville; South Carolina 29472

RE: Two Year Hearing Cycle

Dear Mr. Best:

~ This correspondence is in response to your letter regarding your being allowed to appear before
‘the Parole Board on a bi-annual basis. It is your position that you should be allowed annual parole

hearings due to the policy that existed at the time you committed the crime.

According to our records you were convicted of a murder that was committed on October 15,
1980. You were release on parole in 2000, which was revoked in 2007. According to policy if you
are revoked on parole you are allowed a hearing one year after the revocation. Upon rejection
however, you will be placed in the identical situation you would have been if you were never granted

parole.

When you committed this offense no law existed that determined how long an inmate must wait

until they are allowed to appear before the board upon rejection. Under Department policy a person
serving a sentence of 30 years or greater must wait 24 months until they are allowed to appear before

the board upon denial of parole.

Due to the policy that existed at the time you committed this offense, you are not scheduled to
appear before the Parole Board until September 10, 2010. I hope that this has answered any inquiries
you may have regarding this matter. Good luck in all of your future endeavors, with kind regards

remain,



Sincerely,

o v

- To Evans, Jr.
. Legal Counsel
TE:te

4
/-
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THROUE: Dr. Iorraine T. Fowler, Dl‘ector, Division of Resource ani § T\
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Information Management %j g_,
Ms. Meesim lee, Chief, Offonder Management ard Fiscal Systems m

Branch
TO: Mr. larry Batson, General (ounsel, General Counsel’s Office
FROM: . Deanne Williams, Supervistr, Offender Management System

SURTECT: Change in TWC Accrual for iifers
DATE: January 15, 1992

Per your discussion with Dr. Fowler, John Ward, John Norris, and myself in
December regardng the Supreme Court’si recent decision on EMC for lifers, we in
the Offender Management System would like to confirm the followmg c.hanges.
With your final approval we will anlanent these changes ‘in February (as 4
L.,re'le‘u.:.L_y agreed upon) . :

1) Life without Murder: ‘7 eligible for BRC

2) Life with Murder/10 year Parole Eligibility -

1f offense committed before line 3, 1986:

'3) Life with Murder/20 year Parole Eligibility -

If offense committed before May 21; 1985: eligible for B

If offanse camnitted on or after May 21, 1985: not eligible for BWC
4) Life with Murder/30 year Parole Eiigibility -  mot eligible for B
Also as we discussed, ‘the "date offense committed" is not always entered

in the autcmated system because this information is not always kncwn.
In our programming we will use "dute offense committed" when available;
however, if this date has not been entered we will use the "sentence start
date". It was .d.lscussed that in cases of disagreement, the burden would faii -
on the immate and his counsel to prove the date the offense was committed.
Please sign below to acknowledge your agreement or agreement with changes.

- As always, thank you for your assistance.

A

]/ ,m‘J R N U O\JU"‘\M’L}I—/

Deanne Williams
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - )
COUNTYOFKERSHAW ) ¢
__ . ) AFFIDAVI&'S' 8
| ) FE < 5
PENRYBEARDDELANEY 105215 ) = T2,
| | AFFIANT ) oL w TE
e . N A gi :: ::_‘:
' . ANE ¥, WHO--

"PERSONALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, HENRY B. DEL
 BEING FIRST DULY'SWORN DEPOSE AND STATES;

1. THAT I AM THE AFFIANT IN THE FOREGOING AFFIDVIT AND

" THATIREAFFIRM MY EARLIER STATEMENT OF AUGUST 18, 1993,
" ATTACHED HERETO. | |

‘ 2 My name is Henry Beard Delaney, and I am wntmg you in reference to the -
case you are handling for Renard Best. After careful thought and
‘consideration [ feel right about making a.statement regarding the crime my

co-defendant and I are presently incarcerated for. Renard told me you needed

a communication from me before takmg an-affidavit. '
-Understand that at the time the crime was committed Renard was only 18

 y1s. old, he was also quite afraid of me. The facts are that when we entered

- the house no-one was at home. When Mr. Beaty entered I was the one who
controlled the situation, and Renard had no knowledge whatsoever of what
my actions would be. I sent him out of the house and Mr. Beaty was ahve and

well..
If an affidavit from me can help to bring Renard some relief then feel free

to send your investigator to See me.

SWORN and SUBCRIBED before me this
' 1998

_LLdayof(;'_Zz‘,kg_ :
.%AA,&/ ,.2 4oy

Y PUBLIC FOR SOUTH CARPLINA

My Commission Expires: giv Commission Expires April 4, 2000



.| PEED-GuILTY. ToiMReER-(CT, 1), | |
) ..; %annm«#Wlavnwm by: uw!:uun - tmt the wltmn ¢ defendant - X
amw ammass:r o " - RO,
’ ........... ................. Pe- confined: ; : Vupnn: the -

IN- THE COURT OF GEMERAL SESSIONS

. public’worky: of: Horry. County-far & term of' THE! . BRLANCE OF - YOUR: NATURA'L'.'L::IFE: or & ke

.. period:in:tie state- penitentiary;

STATE QF SOUTH CAROLINA,

Caunty of Harry
I, Biltle:G. Richardson, Clerk of the- Court of General Sessicns-for Hormy County, State aforesaid, do hereby certity that

the. faregoing is a true- copy of the sentence pronounqed' by the court in-the case. above entitled.

GIVEN. under my hand and. the. 5¢al of ‘the said Ccurt st Conway, S. C., this . ']TH day ol

JANDARY x 0. 19:8!
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Hartford R #105214 Best
Lieber Correctional Institution
P O Box 205 }
Ridgeville, SC 29472

" Hartford R Best

40

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

- NOTICE OF ADR o E
. ' 2010CP4000704

Filing Date: 2/1/2010

8/30/2010 10:20 AM -
FILED-CLERK OF COURT
RICHLAND COUNTY, S. C.

JEANETTE W. McBRIDE

VS Samuel B Glover
South Carolina Dept of Prob Prole and Pardon Board

PLAINTIFF(S)

DEFENDANT(S)

Pursuant to the Standing -Order for Alternative Dispute Resolution, dated September 7, 2000 you are required to participate in

the following methods of Alternative Diépute Resolution (ADR): mediation or arbitration (binding.or non-binding) on or before 300
days from the date of filing of this action. The parties have a right to mutually agree upon the form of ADR and a nputral persop@) to

conduct that ADR process. In the event the parties are unable to agree upon the form of ADR, the court hereby designates mediation
as the default process of ADR. In the event the parties are unable to agree upon a mediator, th_e court hereby appoints

-Eugene Hamilton Matthews, P.O. Drawer 7788, , Columbia, SC 29202, Phone (803) 771-4400 x x

to serve as mediator. In the event the aforementioned mediator has a conflict of interest or is unable to serve, the alternate mediator is

J. Dennis Bolt, Bolt Law Firm, P.O. Box 137, Columbia, SC 29202, Phone (803) 256-7335 x x

The parties and/or their attorneys shall contact the court-appointed mediator directly regarding scheduling and payment of the court

mandated fee.

A Rule to Show Cause why sanctions should not be unposed may. be issued in all cases that fail to file a Proof of ADR or

Exemption form indicating evidence of participation in, or exemption from an ADR process within 300 days from the date of filing of

the action or 90-days from the date of this notice (November 28, 2010).

Date: August 30,2010

s/Jeanette W. McBride
Jeanette W. McBride, Clerk of Court
Fifth Judicial Circuit, Richland County-

**********************************************************************************************************#

NOTICE BY FAX OR MAIL

Notice of this Order was given by facsimile transmission or by first class mail if no fax# is. shown to the attorneys of record

on August 30, 2010.

Plaintiff Attorney(s):

Hartford R #105214 Best
Lieber Correctional Institution
P O Box 205 -
Ridgeville, SC 29472

Defendant Attorney(s):

John Benjamin Aplin

5.c. Dept. of Probation Parole
% Pardon

0. Box 50666 _
“olumbia, SC 29250




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

Probation/Parole Agent

Horry County Office
1201 3rd Avenue
Conway, SC 29526
P. 0. Box 1736
Conway, SC 29528

Telephone (843) 381-0373
Fax (843) 381-0383

41,
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OFFICIAL 10 YEAR DRIVER RECORD

Customer No.: 22274133

Name
Address - :.
City

County

: BEST, HARTFORD RENARD

507 SAND HILL BAY RD

. LORIS
: HORRY

DOB: 03/09/1961

State: SC

Sex: M

Driver License No.: 3048041

Zip: 295695116

Driver Training: N

Status - DL: NO SUSPENSION

CDL: NO DISQUALIFICATION

License Information

Point Summary

Accident Jurisdiction: SC  Accident Loc Ref:

Total Current Points: 0
Driver Credit: - 0
Adjusted Current Points: 0
ACC: REPORTABLE

Accident: 11/27/2006

Accident Case Number: 6146480

Contributed: N

SUSP: 042-Cancellation of Insurance

Type Class Function Issued Expirés
Current :
CDL B Duplicate 03/16/2007 03/09/2011"
Prior )
CDhL B Renewal 06/30/2006 03/09/2011
CDL B Reissue 06/30/2003 03/09/2008
- CDL B BP to DL 06/30/2003 03/09/2008
CBP B Returned 06/11/2003 12/11/2003
cBP B Original 06/11/2003 12/11/2003
DL D Returned 04/21/2000 * 03/09/2008
DL D Duplicate 03/31/2003 03/09/2005 -
DL D. Re-exam 04/21/2000 03/09/2005
Current
" Endorsements: P: Bus ('Passengers)'
Address Change - ’
Address: 1405 SAINT JOHN RD
City: GALIVANTS FERRY
Address Chan%e -
Address: R3BX21 .
City: - GALVANT FRY

First Issued Rest. Endor.

06/30/2003

06/30/2003
06/30/2003
06/30/2003
06/11/2003
06/11/2003
08/22/1978
08/22/1978
08/22/1978

State: SC

State: SC

N

2222222 2Z

Y

ZZZ<<<<<

Date Changed: 10/19/2007
Zip: 295447931
Date Changed: 04/21/2000

Zip: 295440000

Posted: 12/18/2006
FR-10 Audit Number: V-746223

SCHDPT

History: N

12713/2007-3:35:33 BPM

Page 1 -
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OFFICIAL 10 YEAR DRIVER RECORD

Customer No.: 22274133 Driver License No.: 3048041
Name: BEST, HARTFORD RENARD : _

Special Driving Privilege: NONE
Suspension Beg: 02/14/2006
Causal:  01/07/2006
Relnstatement Requiremen
ACD: D36 Withdrawal

SUSP: 097-
Suspension
Causal: / :
Ticket Paid: 12/17 :

1201772000,
mber:- 1

12/13/2007-3:35:33 PM Page 2
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} DRIVER'S /INFORMATIO!

‘Medical Exa'mination Report

FOR COMMERCIAL DRIVER FITNESS DETERMINATION

Driver completes this section

Driver's Name (Last, First, Middle) . 'Social Security No. Birthdate Age Sex |LJ New certification Date of Exam
Yy w0 R T Ll =t |lLlRecertification PO
B€5+. ’HC\F‘)"COJJ keﬁcu'\d lLZY' 3267 M/D/Y 96 OrF O Follow up 06 -2 ’
Address / J City, State, Zip Code Work Tel: £f8 ) 50%-) < o ¢ Driver License No. License Class IState of
1925 St John R e oG5 Y Home Tel: £77) - Oa UOc 1ssue
A e Gn\,. rf.f/v/_jé 24 4 fﬂ 350?096\} SC()O3O‘/?‘DV / @’B_ Obp S C
_ﬁ??o &%13 > Conway, SC29528 ‘ O other

PN :HEALTH HISTORY. !

. /T . . . - R " .
Driver completes this section, but medical examiner is encouraged to discuss with driver.

D EA/y iliness or injury in last 5 years?
[:] IZ Head/Brain injuries, disorders or illnesses

D [Z/Seizures, epilepsy
E}/(,disorders, loss of hearing or balance
Heart disease or heart attack; other cardiovascular condi

g/igh blood pressure (] medication
Mystular disease :

@ﬁujrﬁtness of breath

oooo ooo

B;Lmedication .
@E}; disorders or impaired vision (except corrective lenses)
Ea
. Eprmedication
D?rt surgery (valve replacement/bypass, angicplasty, pacemaker)

Yes No
R D m disease, emphysema, asthma, chronic bronchitis
J idney disease, dialysis
[:! %r disease
D igestive problems .
[ J-petes or elevated blodd sugar controlled by: =~~~
(] diet
[ pitls
insulin .
O %rvous or psychiatric disorders, e.g., severe depression
O Medication —_— '
D oss of, or altered consciousness

tion

Yes No
D @F/'ting, dizziness

O Sleep disorders, pauses in breathing while

Bﬁ&(p, daytime sleepiness, loud snoring
Str or paralysis

. Missing or impaired hand, arm, foot

_E?ﬁnger, toe
a"tyal- injury or disease

hronic low back pain

Dood 00

%r; frequent alcohol use

arcotic or habit forming drug use

medications) used regularly or recently.

For any YES answer, indicate onset date, diagnosis, treating physician’s name and address, and any current limitation. List all medications (including over-the-counter

| certify that the above information is
Certificate. .

Medical Examiners Comments on Health Histﬁry (The
including over-the-counter medications, while driving)

erstand that inaccurate, false or missing information may invalidate the examination and my Medical Examiner’s

L5 T

Date

medical examiner must review and discuss with the driver any “yes” answers and potential hazards of medications,

Nl

Page 1 of .



Name 7"/62 /‘7‘—/'0 rel Renz P&/ D)ej% Social Security‘No.QL/K- 33‘ 3—2 6. 9

TESTING (Medical Examiner completes Section 3 through 7)

VISION Standard At least 20/40 acuity (Snellen) in each eye with or wnthout correctlon At Ieast 70° peripheral in horizontal meridian measured in each eye.
L The use of corrective lenses should be noted on the Medical Examiner’s Certificate.

INSTRUCTIONS: When other than the Snellen chart is used, give test results in Snellen-comparable values. In recording distance vision, use 20 feet as normal. Report visual acuiry as a ratio with
20 as numerator and the smallest type read at 20 feet as denominator. If the applicant wears corrective lenses, these should be worn while visual acuity is being 1ested. If the driver habitually wears
contact lenses, or intends to do so while driving, sufficient evidence of good tolerance and adapiation to their use must be obvious. Monucular drivers are not qualified.

Numerical readings must be provided.

45

Applicant.can recognize and distinguish among traffic control

ACUTY | UNCORRECTED | CORRECTED | HORIZONTAL FIELD OF VISION 2521?, and devices showing standard red, green, and amber OYes Do
Right Eye | 20/ 0y 20/ Right Eye t %O ° Applicant meets visual acuity requirement only when wearing:

Left Eye 20/ o 20/ . Left Eye :(..,,-—@0 o {7 corrective Lenses

Both Eyes | 20/ QQ 20/ - o ° Monocular Vision: [J Yes [J No

Complete next line only if vision testing is done by an ophthalmologist or optometrist.

Date of Examination " Name of Ophthalmologist or Optometrist (print) Tel No. License No./State of issue Signature

INSTRUCTIONS:
3 frequencies tested and divide by 3.

To convert audiometric test resulta fmm ISO to ANSI, -14 dB from ISO for 500 Hz, -10.dB for 1,000 Hz, -8.5 dB for 2,000 Hz. To average, add the readings for

Numerical readings must be recorded.

Right Ear Left Ear
a) Record distance from individual at which | Right Ear Left dr b) If audiometer is used, record hearing loss:| 500 Hz | 1000 Hz| 2000 Hz 500 Hz EOOO Hz| 2000 Hz
forced whispered voice can first be heard. 5 Feet Feet in decibels. (acc. to ANSI 224.5-1951)
- Average: Average:

BBLOOD PRESSURE/PUL‘SERATE Numerical readings must be recorded. Medical Examiner should take at least two readings to confirm BR.

Blood Systolic Diastolic Reading Category | Expiration Date ' Recertification
Pressure =) ' . o . i
. = Lo ] 1 year if £ 140/90. Onc time certificate for 3 months
. - - age | |1 year if 141-159/91-99.
Driver qualified if <140/90. - 140-159/90-99 Stage year ' 9199
- 160-179/100-109 | Stage 2 One-time certificate for 3 months. 1 year from date of exam if < 140/90.
Pulse X Regular 6 months from date of exam if
Rate O trregutar > 180/110 Stage 3 < 140/90. 6 months if < 140/90.
IEecord Pulse Rate: /_ | _]

q '-ABOhATOR;Y ANDOTHERTEST FINDNGSl Numerical readings must be recorded.

Urinalysis is required. Protein, blood or sugar in the urine may be an mdlcatlon for further testing to SP.GR. | PROTEIN BLOOD | SuGAR
n, M : :
rule out any underlying medical problem. - URINE SPECIMEN | . OQ0 hevoﬂ'hVﬁv mflqh\’{ negdtiie

. Other Testing (Describe and record)

Page 2 of 3



46

[AT=IR BRI/ 2 N A i s 4

INC VI Ae S KD 4

-Height: I(in )

Weight:

Social Security No.
(Ib§ )

S P T o

The presence of a certain condition may not necessarily disqualify a driver, particularly if the condition is controlled adequately, is not likely to worsen or is readily amenable to treatment. Even if a

condition does not disqualify a driver, the medical examiner may consider deferring the driver temporarily. Also, the driver should be advised to take the necessary steps to correct the condition as soon as
possible particularly if the condition, if neglected, could result in more serious illness that might affect driving.

.Check YES if there are any abnormalities. Check NO if the body system is normal. Discuss any YES answers in detail in the space below, and indicate whether it would affect the driver's ability to operate a
commercial motor vehicle safely. Enter applicable item number before each comment. If organic disease is present, note that it has been compensated for.
See Instructions To The Medical Examiner for guudance :

BODY SYSTEM

CHECK FOR:

YES*,

NO

BODY SYSTEM

CHECK FOR:

1. General Appearance

2. Eyes

3. Ears

4. Mouth and Throat

5. Heart

6. Lungs and chest,
not including breast
examination.

Marked overweight, tremor, signs of alcoholism, problem
drinking, or drug abuse.

Pupiliary equality, reaction to light, accommodation,
ocular motility, ocutar muscle imbalance, extraocular
‘movement, nystagmus, exophthalmos, strabismus
uncorrected by corrective lenses, retinopathy, cataracts,
aphakia, glaucoma, macular degeneration.

Middle ear disease, occlusion of external canal,
perforated eardrums.

Irremediable deformities likely to interfere with breathlng
or swallowing.

Murmurs, extra sounds, enlarged heart, pacemaker.

Abnormal chest wall expansion, abnormal respiratory
rate, abnormal breath sounds including wheezes or
alveolar rales, impaired respiratory function, dyspnea,
cyanosis. Abnormal findings on physical exam may

require further testing such as pulmonary tests and/or xray
of chest.

P

A\

7. Abdomen and Viscera
8. Vascular system

9. Genito-urinary system

t10. Extremities - Limb
impaired. Driver may be
subject to-SPE certificate
- if otherwise qualified.

11. Spine, other
musculoskeletal

9 Neurological

' reflexes, ataxia.

Enlarged liver, enlarged spleen, masses, bruits, hernia,
signiﬁcant-abdominal wall muscle weakness.

Abnormal pulse and amplitude, carotld or arterial bruits,
varicose veins.

Hernias.’

Loss or impairment of leg, foot, toe, arm, hand, finger.
Perceptibie limp, deformities, atrophy, weakness, paralysis,
clubbing, edema, hypotonia. Insufficient grasp and
prehension in upper limb to maintain steering wheel grip.
Insufficient mobility and strength in lower hmb to operate
pedals properly. )

Previous surgery, deformities, limitation of motion, tendemess
Impaired equilibrium, coordination or speech pattern;

paresthesia, asymmetric deep tendon reflexes, sensory or
positional abnormalities, abnormal patellar and Babinski’s

* COMMENTS:

—7)

O

OWOE

q1/) [
(,@\c/cwz(/r //W Co—t

Note certification status here.. See Instructions to the Medical Examiner for guidance.

ﬁqvmets standards in 49 CFR 391.41; qualifies for 2 year certificate.

D Does not meet standards

' D Meets standards, but periodic evaluation required.

Due to

driver qualified only for: .

D 3 months
D 6 months

D Temporarily disqualified due to {condition or medication):

Return to medical examiner’s office for follow up on

If meets standards, complete a Medical Examiner's Certificate according to 49 CFR 391.43(h). (Driver must ??I#y N M{K”t BtALH ). (' 29582

D 1 year
(J other

3 Wearing corrective lenses |

O Wearing hearing aid

D Accompanied by a

waiver/exemption

{J skill Performance Evaluation (SPE) Certificate

(] Driving within an-exesagt intracity zong.
D Qualified by oper

Medical Examiner's Signature

Address

Medical Examiner's Name (print)

ACCES A

-4 =Ty

Telephone Number

3816 HWY17-SOUTH

T B

‘ ,E?Trﬂeé(blal vehicle.)
s

70,

Page 3 of *




MEDICA

CERTJF|{CATE

| cerniy that 1 have examined_« /
in accordance with the Fegeral Mowos iety REgUattNns 139 CFR 591.41-291.49) ana with knowledge
of the driving duiies, | find tnis person is Queliied: ang, if apphcable only when:

Jwesang corecineg fensas T drving wiliun 20 exermpi tore (49
3 weanng heanng aio . 1 oy aSxa P
X 3 A 1 Quaktac oy operaucn of 19 CFA 33164
this physical examination is true and complete. A complete exami-
yy indings completely and con ard:smnlemmvomce

1€

ndeaie (SPE)

'é'ﬂ%%z\»m An]

1 CHIRCPRACTOR

\ 2 F'rvsmn 11 Asvancec Pracuce
Assistand Nurse

MEDICAL E)$INEH S Lﬁs: OR CERTIFICA§J > "UING STATE

g - rvia s

7 {ORESS OF Dﬁwen

Zha /f (,.[F/r/ SC29579YY

prees

et



CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record of Appeal
contains all material proposed to be included by any of the part-

ies and not any other material.

May Tth ,2012

Hartfor R.Bes%,?fﬁ5§§4

P.O. /Box 205
Ridg&ville, SC 29472-0205

PRO SEE APPELANT




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Richland County
Court of Common Pleas

The Honorable L.Casey Ménning

Trial Court No.: 2010-CP-40-00704

Hartford R. Best,#105210

Appellant,

Samuel B.Glover,Former Director of the
South Carolina Department of Probation,Parole and Pardon Board
Respondent

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I,Bartford R.Best, Pro Se Appellant,certify that I have served the Respondent
with a copy of the Record of Appeal in the above referenced case has been
served upon J.Benjamin Aplin,legal counsel, at State of South Carolina Depart-
ment of Probation,Parole,and Pardon Services, P.O.Box 50666,Columbia,S.C.
29250.

e W W

Hart rd R. Best #105214




]/M% 77%/« ;10//1

E \ b \\ 7’ \“ gh\ﬁ ’H-g COP;C\qQ\S) Q’F
NClaS<& O .
4 o F Poseel n refernn
na | Br\\cp <+ P\@Cofd
He Fine

+o cese 2000 -CP- Yp.0070Y

/oy
ggzamw% %Wf | ﬁgﬂ\
| MAY 11 201, | |

<C Court o Appeals



