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STATEMENT OF ISSVE oN PETITION FoR A WRLT of CERTToRART

—

The Court of Appeals erred /n ‘holding thet the A mipis+ | Y%

Law Court did hot ¥/ofote Seation Q"I*‘?l.?" Ho when i+ qf-ﬁ‘,’rn::fj' -E),,e
South Carolina Depar+ment of Corvections) (SCDe’s) Fingl dec/sign
and foynd +hat Petitioner hod received fime served Cred,

wry + II l'
Sentehees ) when Petidioner had proved with +he Record on Aape his

*hat Sede,” opplied Pettionerrs Hme seryed credit only 4 Pe+i¢7’::éré
possession of o, Weapoh during the Commission of o Violen L chme
¢ Fireorms Provision) Sentence and Sehc did net qp_/y Pehtioners
fime seried credi+ 4o Petitioners woluntar mqnglf;\ujk+er and
assoult and battery of o high ond aggravated naturg (ABHAA)
Sentence.s- - .
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STATEMENT oF THE CASE

The Court of Appeals denled /j_fpellan+§ ”Pe-}—f-}—p'on for Rekeqr:nﬂw
on May 21, 20826. Appellant received the Court of Appeais! deniol of
s rpetifion Feor Rehearing o May AT 2026 from +he Seuth Coroling
Depattment of Correchons— A/fendale ¢T, mailroom, On Tune 1) 402 6, Petibioner
Submitted o #Metionfor stay and Toll "dve +o the fact he was’ seheddled +o
veceive immediate “hanel SVRTY on his right hand. On Tune 15, 2026, Petitioner
received an 7order” dated June 9, 2096, granting Petitioners’ request for on
eXtension +o Serve and fife h/'s Petition for Writ of Certiorors for —Hur-}'y days
until Tuly 22)3036.0n June 29, 026, Petitioner Filed his Petition For Wit
.0f Cerdiorari, on July 7, 2036, Pet'tioner received a ClerK of Cour#, Jetfer; daded
Tuly 1), 2026 jinforming Petitioner that +he Covrt had received PetiHomers
- Tpetition ‘Fobr Writ of “Certorar and his case had been assigned on appellate
case number:

The Respondent, Filed 15 “Return 4o Petition For Wit of Certoran !

on July 29, :{?%fé“.;eh"fio;'ler received Respondent’s “Retvirn -/Z#g-h‘hbn 'f"!;r u'/r.‘+ ,

of Certiorari on Avgust 3, 2086, (see! Petitioners “South carolina Deportmendt

of Corrects ~Receipt of Legal Gorrespondence Yerication! £form,) Pyrsy oant 7o

{é\ule fo’/j{ ) SGA.I-CR$_ Rlules;1 P'FRCer;hbgqrif‘r;’hf/ze' c?ﬂ* ZF A;:‘peqlsy (97 Reply,; Petrdloner
as ays fofile his Rep rief, This makes Avgus ‘

deadline )élq-ke +o fle his Rf;};ﬁl Br:’e-{-‘,l J 13) 2026, his "Covrt

Now, Petitioner submits 'his Aeply Brief.




STANDARD OF REVIEW

" Art+icle §, Section 5 of 7he South Carolin c'n,c.t—.-l»u.h
and Se.c-l—);n lcl,! 3~ ,)?lo ow‘:|+11 Soyth Calolina code rovrde,) on

rovide) frh
Suprem 1 Cour+t th” haye power o Issve writs or"Or &Y‘_r g-F
pid

V. C rovysse' W stote v Pricg 44l S»C. a3, ‘/3 495 S €. ad

633 /QGB AE l v) a3 e ,Sgupr'etv'\e. Courdy OF any ‘t’Wo 1('9\ Juaf-/-,ce;

+hereof, 41’ m rb‘ |.5cre+mnj on mofion of ony part e

Cq_ig cnI or\ ? own M—I?hmﬂ'lcljgg-% :.F g/ '{;e 5@3{"23 g(&Ja?&%ﬂ%WA a
|Y\ (A e, (¢ q ’ o c

o Furﬁ-er R3;€'°nﬂq( ScAcR/ emphosizes the Jd / ¢

:scre:hon

ouvth or.-l:’_y e Caur-l— o reV;eW 6ecu'zon.f oF t+he Cau!(}f-—/
appeals,s. o\+m Certorary Wil| be rqy\+ed only When

+ efre are J’pecmf omel :mpov“%-m—k re.OsSonS ,.suc as p)slnn +here

are ove| quesfions aF/mw a dissent /n t+he "decision of the Covry

of a eods‘—fl]e decmon & Cour+ O'F appeals /s /n Conflict
ww‘APP Prw\" decision of Ef'he Su reme Coglfr-f;‘] Subs'f“amhql . _
onSh-{-u-hm\ql issues are .rec—{-lYH‘mVolVeJ or. o federal ques#-mn .
s ,ncluded)and +he dec:as;on of Yhe Cour—f— ot appegls conflidts
with o decision of the United Sfates Supreme Cour+.#4 south Covpling,
Department of Social Services V. Benjomin, 430 Sic. A35, 326, 84y —
& 4d 373 (020)
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; ARG UMENT

The Ceurd of Appeals erved /n AclJ-‘nS that the Administropive Law covrd did
Not Vielote Seédion. 24-t3<Ho when '+ qfﬁ'rmecl +Hhe Soufh Covolina Department .:4-' Corrections!
(scpers) Finof decision o,hJ;va\J thet Pefitioner had received +Hwme served crediton qil

his Sewhences;/when Petitioner Aed proved with "/'AL Record on Appeq| thet Seve applied
PetiFiovers Fime Served eredit lohly /3 PC'FH"G,YIQVT possession of o weapon J“V'Ihj +he
Copmisision of & vislent crime. Chrearms | ffovlk:vy sentence and Scpe dif net appl
Pettioners +me sefved cred it £ Pt ioners Velintary Manslavghter and osen, s

and Aq-}v-fer)/ of o Ayk ond qjjrox\/a.‘f'é& natyre 6818/{44”)55”’/'&“('-35-

Cetibioner Svbmits bus Reply Brief pursvant 4+ Aule. 243y SCACR) Rules of
Cerbiorari To The Courd ef “ppeals; €g) Reply) 4o reply o Respondents “Retyrn 4,
Petition for Wit of cCertioror™ (Reﬁ;rhi Respondents Retorn shovld net be accephed
ond reviewed b'\/ This Covet For -Fhe ﬁ;/lonj- feosony ! ,

Respondent’s Redurn £oils 4o present arguments 5 Petitioners Mayestyons Presented
(Buestions) vn his Pedrtion For Wh of Certiorar, (Pedition) PYIsvant 45 Rule A2, seace )
Roles of Cerdlorav) To The Courdf of APPGO\]S/ (‘F)Rehry, % f(‘,‘h'-han ‘whred -Sf'm"es/ Crfel
veturn shall include orgument on each questionss . Rule 242 (F)ysEACR. “rhe cles of
Coyrf must be Followed in o c /vl case,and - is Fhe. bedter practice +o fallow Fhem iy o
Criminal casel stabs v Stevens; 116 5,2.g10, 101 5.€, 906 (1921 Respondent Failed 5 present
o¥guinends fo Petifioner® Question which stotes: ! Did the Court of Appeqls erc in Awldc\ng
thot the AJM;A.S'»"Vq-HVe Low Cevirf did net vielate section 4=13=Ys when /4 of€lvrined +he
South Caroline Deportmepd oF corveadiens ' ¢ scpels) Fnal decisisn ond fovnd that Petitianer
had received hme served credié on all his sentences,when Petitoner hod proved With e,
Record on Appeal #hat SedC applied Petitjoners #ime ferved credit on/y fs Petitiones % Fossession
of a Weapon during the Commission of o Vislend crime (Arearms Prevision) Tentence ang
Sede Jid not apply Petitioners hme served credit to Petitioners Voluntar Y, Movstayopber
ond Assqult and Bodtery of a Hish and Aggravated Modurg CABHAN) santences'P ) (seed
Peh'Honers petitiont p.) Respondents Foilure 4 present orguments for Potifloners Bvestion
Should be deemed and rvied by ths Court as ReSpendent canceJ:‘n\y Hhod- Petiflsners
o@:,vmen-\'s fer his Pﬂh'f-l.an olfe Cerrech. Cseer, Fe,»h'-hon_ef‘.’f "f’e“h.'/'l;iﬂ". PPy ‘["IS) . .

Respondents peturn Fails + Present arsuments For Pethioners argvment in his Petifion
thot the decision of Fe covrf of oppeals 15 1 confhit with prior decisions of the Supreme
courts Csee: Petihoners “Petition’) pp, 3=12) *The dedisions of the Supreme Court Shaf| bing
the covrt of fppeals os precedents, séefe v f/’lg'/la‘g_f} Yre s.¢. 18"///‘]‘{/ 785 5.6, ad "f’-fgj
453 (2016)“Z+ (s incumbent upon Hhe Courf of Appeals 1o apply #he Supreme Courtk
precedentN.Zd < Respendent§ Folire s present arguments »For-fh.‘slo( umeirt Shovld be B
deemed and rvled by #s court as Respondent ccnceJ;rg thot PetirFisher’ orgument o Co¥rect

Respendents Retorn falls +o present 'o.‘gvmen{—&. for Petitioner$ argument in 3 {’e:f,‘-h'an that -
+the Cour of Appeals! decision 49 not ryle and order thot scde Sheyld qpply Petitioners 1,066
days +ime served credit +o each of his Sentences and correct Petifioners maXoyt date
wveolves J:'reoHy svbstantial constidyional fssves,(see} Pofitionesrs MPetition ’!ffvl:(‘l?)

 “Under beth ovr’ stake ond Federal dve process clavses; no person sholl be deprived of
I:fe,h'her-l'y or pfopeﬁ-y wWithout due precess of fow. V! Tawmt . S.C. Dep'# of Corr:yHo§ S.C.
334,340,759 s5.€.24 398,40l 2014) *The Stotutory right o sentence- reloted
crediks (s a pryfected Iiberty interest under +he Foorteenth Amendment ent'tling an
inmate ‘f’q‘ minimal dve process ¥ ensvrg +he qui'e*CrQG‘i'ecj rlt ht Was not quHro\rﬂy
abveqofed. Al-Shabazz » Stode, 338 5.C. 35Y, 369~ 70, 575,67 742,750 (2000) “There
can be no douvb++he fength of an inmode'S /hearcerotion ;mp/imﬂ‘,s a constituhonal Ilbﬁr‘l’v
fnkres-f-.“ﬁh-}- Vi S.¢. Dept of Corn) o8 sic. 334,34, 759 s.£2d 398) Yol (o1Y) 77 pen ]

A




Statutes wiil be strictly Construed oganst H;'e' Stote S-f-o:l-e)r, Elwell )L]o 3 SCe 606, |
61,743 5. .2d 802,806 (ol 3) Respandent’s Fajlvre +o present arguments For +his ’ ;
afaum@n-l' Sheuld be Jeemeal and ﬁl/ﬁ’J I:y this court oS Responden-l— Concedl‘hg +]’°d- Pﬂ'ﬁ‘i’wn@,r}
argvment is correct: . . s C
Aespandents Return Ffeauls fo present argumen‘l‘sl forr Pehtioners o\fsem‘en* in his
?e{':-l'n'ah Fhat the AJMinn’{h*g‘f‘iV& Low* Ceurt ruled in i+5 order +hot He Peditiener wos A
be 3't\fen his leb6 doys Jol hme served credit; pur.::;e.n+’-t-c statute QY4-13-40,40 be calesloted
ahd applied fo petifionert s’en'feﬂces !”Y 5¢<pe, Petitroners Seh‘fehdnjq.Sk(.c‘kf are ypambiguous
and according +e petitioners sentencing Sheets l!e“h/as e.v\+iﬂa4 46 +ime Seryed on all 'l\'l_s
Sentences and Statute a4-13-Ho "'eﬁ'\":"es‘ thet Petitioner Yeckive his +me sg.r\/e.d credit all
apelied +o all his sentences because neither of Fhe +wo 5+a+trf’ory ,e{cep%ym of Statute
4-13-4o applieS % PefiFoners ease,ScPe hever appealed fhe Admm‘.ﬂ"/‘Yal"’lVe' Loaw Courss
vuling oh #hese points, The Court of Appeals never” overturned the Administradive Law Couvrts
vuling on these poa'n'l'sjféus/ maKing all these pomnts the Iav/‘of The Case, (see! Petbion ert
mPekition" pplo=11) “An uriappealcd ruling ) right or Wihng,i's +he low of Hhe. case.!
AH.Coast Byilders 3 Cortrachors,L.L.C. V. Le.wfsj 348 s.c, 3;23,3.29) 730 5.€.2d
282,285 (3012) "An unappealed rviing is 4he Jaw of +he case'and requires
offirmance N Transp. Zns. Co. V. S.C. Second Ihj: Fun;/j 389 s.c. 422, 431, 6995.£2d
or +h's argurment Should be deemed

681,691 (2010) Respondents Failure o present arguments for

and ruied by this courf a5 Respondent Canceding *hat Petihoner’ argument is correct,
Thus) +he Respondentt fuilvre % present “orguments for Pefitioners aferesald

arguments and fujlure % comply with Rule 243 ¢£§)SCACR, procedurally barred Respondent

frem presenting ony future orguments agains ¥he Pehitioners eforisaid ar vmentfs

+hrovgh ony additional sustaining grounds.Thus)as of v hijthis covrt should deem

and rUie thot Agﬁcndgn-r hos conceded +o +hese arquments because Respondent

had abandoned them in their Return. “Allegations made sn complaint Hhat ore not

denied n answey are d(eemed odmyt+ed ™ FfJeH-Fy Trus+ .? Mor-;-jﬁe_ Co. V. '!quIIS,

158 s.¢. Yoo,155 5,E.G2A3 (19 30))see Torner v, Sooth €aroling Dept of Health

and Ervirsnmental Con+«ral,.§‘7'7$.c-5‘lo/§'-/7, COT-S. & 2d 18, (2] C2008) (7F

respondent fails 4 respond +o an iSsve i hrs brief, +he appellate Court ma

treat the failure h respond as a confession that the appellonts pesition {s correct)

“’d respondent may abandon on additional Sus+aining 9round.. by Failing 5 raise

i+ in ji\:‘l”%p;g;‘l’(@a bn’s{i" Ilon, LLE Vi Town of Mk Plewm@.?BS S.C, ‘/06'/‘119\0) 526

$.&ad T7l6 000
ResPon}Jen-l"s Return fails 4o meef £S5 burden preve yt5 JSrgument thot +he

Coutt of Appeals properly affirmed the caleulabion of Petibinerd Sententes ond thedt

!’C'l'z"”:‘one,r.f Petition for o Writof Cerdlorori’ sheuld 'be denied. Re.fpon&n-h? afyumeﬁ-l‘

W i+E Return (s o’:'mpiy conclusor/ sfotements withovt Supporiin qu+hon'+y or

evidence, for (4% o vment, and vague. Respondent cites no auvthor'ty other "Fhan

+he Standard of reyicw for evidentiary decisions ond +he Sfondard For Strvcturin

the Weapon offense, (see! Respendents "Reh//rnﬂgpp.3*5),Respov\de.h+5 Return (s not

meaningfully developed becouse Respondents argvment i3 concluSery stotements

Without supporting avthority or evidence,and vague, As Such +hi's ‘coyrt shoylol ,

decline o addves? +he mers of ResSpondents argument;’dedm and rule Respgndents

argyments abandoned on appeal and net preseryed To¥ Hn's €ourts review)ond

m‘?e Petitioner ‘was entitled 4o receive his ho66 days jail fime credit applied

+o each of hfs sentences and Ais MmaYout dote correctedsSel First Sayf BonK Vi ;

Meleoy) 3149 5.¢. 361,363 ) 444 5.£.3d 513,514 (199Y) Cnoting Wheh o porty foils

to cite avthority of the argument /s simply a Conclusory Sfatement, #he perty

1S deemed 4o have abondeoned +he fssye on queql-)/,L]&ﬂ V¢ Jonesy 344 5.,

q8/53"5"l/ 543 s.€.2d 54,596 €200l) (Ao/Jtnj an rssve /s deemed obondoned

oh q?Peq\ i€ i+ qrgue.d in a.skor+, ConaIuSory 5+q+cmen—[— without Supporfﬁnj a\u-Hmn:,.y.)




r’We‘ find qr'gumg_rﬂ— /s So c,om:[usor'y that /+ has been QandoneJ.‘léfgh V.
Jones, 344 s.¢. 48,58, 543 s.&.2d 5y, 546 (2001)"Shor+, conclusory S¥atements
Made Without Supporting avtherity are de‘erne.d abandoned on appeal and
therefore hot preserved for our review." Glasscoek, Tnc., V. Y.5 Fid. & Guar Coy
998 =.¢.76,8).5575.6:2d (89, 691(200L))'5e¢ Brovwer ¥, Sistars oo gy
p_rov.'dence //o_SESy ‘Iaq 5:6-5"‘[}5;{0 h.’-lj JGQS,E;Q\ 200/ A03 n. § CRaiH) (hold;ns
an ’ssve uhpreserved For +he Coyrfs reiiew in port because the (SSU€ Wag
Conclvsory and vnsuppersed by avthority in the party’ brief.);  When o porty
provides ho legal authorit regarding a particylar argument, the argument s
abc«rdoned and :"365 %OUﬁéRuqﬁ [/} esz‘- do«ddl’.;_e.si éﬁh?arz?{)ﬁs off the tssbe) P, Imer
V. S 92‘:3' S €. S.E
‘ pe_;:’:zéan will o{ddZ{eSS Respfﬂden% c':,ohc]ujor] orqgument thot rs net o
Supported dy /eqal authority orevidence, Tn +he fetdry Respondent stedes Petfioner
AMassey V. Sovth Corv/ne of Cory7) 2021 WL 19972495 has 1o bearing and does
Not in any Wey Support Petitioner’s argument. (Se€’ Respondents UReturn! 2.6)
Respondents conclusor Y argumentwifhout suppording avthotity o evidence
that states feditioner is not entitled i receive bys tofl #ime Credit more +hon once,
hos ho metite Petitioner had orgued +hroughout s’ pefition that he whouid hové
feceived his 1,066 days rame Served credit Jo all his sentences because: stutyte
AY~13-4 mandates that Petitoner receives +me Served for all of his sentences,
None of +he Statodory exceptions applies 4o Petitioner, Petitioner hovin /
Consecvtive sentenceS /s net one of +he eXceptions +; *he mandafor
aMguage in Statuie 24 ~(3-~Yp Petifioners Sem‘encn:j sheets ope
Ummb;ﬁuau.f ond Mmondote +hot Petitioner eceive his 066 days Jorf
time scryed credit applied 4o oll his sentences PYUTSUONY + statute
2113240 and the Supreme Courf precedent dec/Sjons |y Allen V. State
334 S, c. 343,529 5,&.2d 54| (2000) ond 7ant ¢ S.c. De ' of Carr-) Yo )
S-c- 33"‘ '7.5q S!E' Q(J 3q g(&o-”j}: (—Yee; 'Pe‘,"l‘ ;Oherls ffpef./_,_r-!on“" PF'\S’-V)"
PP A-14)%Section 24-13-46 mondates o prisoner be given credit far a|] Fime
served prier 4o #rial unless one Doﬁ-h+wo exceph'oﬁ ems-l-.' :l) either the
risener Was on escopee or 2 e_prisoner Was olready servii o sentence
':m one offenseAllen v, State; 339 S.€.343/3?5/5a9 s.e'.;z)::l 5H)) 542 (2000)
‘"Becovse fhe /qnﬂuage o F sechkon QY- 13-t /s mana-eryJ ad‘u@e Cannot-
deny o defendan? credit for Hime served prior 5 4rial Jiles? dhe of +he
two eXceptions applies. e V. Boggs) 398 5.C.2(4,2/¢,696 S.€, 2d 57,
598 C2010) " 7he Depariment is Confined fo an Unanib/quavs Sentencing 7
Sheet in determining an inmate’s Sentencerry N 7ont v Sic. Depl# o-F-Corr,-}
qo? 5-&33""/31'/6/ 75q S.E.é?d 3?8} LIO"I (élal‘!) ".Thﬂ Depqr,’_m,eﬁ_{_ (Pe‘r"FQL'-"\S
An AWM nistrative Function in recerding an inmotelk Sentencerrre The
Department has no independent Senfencing qudhol ity rv s Tant .

S. C. Dep” _Corripiog 5:¢.33% 341 n. 2,759 %,€, ad 298,'Yel n. 2 (oY)
"The Yequirement +hat o prifoner receive <redit For fime Served /5 quda'f'or}/-")
ayes V. stat-e) 413 s.€ 553, 539, 7171 i€, 2d ;10 (20{5/(]5 Svch, Respondenst

presented no fega) QUMorl'+y of evidence #u "prove [F% Agument in 4%
Retvrn, Thus ) ReSpondents Jargument is without merts, ‘ ,
Respondents conelusory argiment witho vt Supporsing aquithority or evidence
Thoat Stotes +the Case Massey Vi Soyth Carofine, D2p’+ of gorc) 2041
WL 1997295 hqs Nno. b(-!akr‘l'hj and dees net [ anywe " Svpport paitioners
atgumenty has no merit. In #Hie Masse cqsg/ Appeiland case no. 2018+00 2243,
in MasseYs Fing| Brief his S*atemedt of “Lssve on Appeal was! (7D/d

the Sovth Carolina Dept. of Corr err in ’Fq”;ng +o Prﬂper/}’ QPP/y O\PP“l“wf\’I"-’f

g




Jail Fime credi+ 4o both his consecunve sentences pursvand Zhe
contractyal aqreemen+ of his sentence ,Sheets and +he Jjudgess !
Sen+enc..‘n_9 inientt (see! Massey “ Ginal Brief 1, p.1,doted "‘4’05&7‘35/20“}
I"@ceived by +he court of Appeals Aovemdber 17 Qolq)Mas,re.y:‘s Conclusion
for his Finel Brief 54‘%"6:’, “Concevrnin Qppe,ﬂ/qi"r]’f{‘ ,‘_rj'ue/ qpp?,”qh-f'
respectfuily request Fhis court ¥orvect his sSentence Fo Teflect

e judge’, sentencing intent fhot both Sewfences receive the Same
imtendent jail credit oFY 588 days or, Correct appellantf Sentence {n
accordonce With +he mondator previsions of con-fro//ﬁq case /atw/ and
Conscrew appellontd sentence in his fovor! (See'! assey F‘nal
Brief.p.q dated cﬁc:z-‘oéer 31) 2019, Feceived by #he Court of Appeals

Moyember Ty 20
VeIn qufe ¥. South Carolina Depariment o Corrections; o3| wiL

1997295 a+ 1) +he CouT+ of Appeals 'S'i"a‘l‘ed in I+5 opinion;

7 John K Massey;Jr, qppeals the Administrotive Low courtd CHie ALCF) order
dismissing his appéal:0n appeal +o Fhe ALC,Massey orgued fhe South caroline
Pepartment of corrections (scde) falled 4o roperly app| his jail Hme credit
to both of his consecudve sentences. A-Ffe,r Mmssey led Ris appeal with
the ALC)ScDC informed #he dLc +hot if had amended’ Massey’ 1ai) +ime cred!+
4o veflect his +ime Served.Based eoni +he amended jail Hime cre " Massey
completed his_sentence for grond fareeny on Avgus+ Y 2019, and completed
his sentence for malicious mjvry +o property o Avguss {7, 2080+ Becavse
Masseys release prevepts ‘F;n'f court, from providing e¥fectvl reljef regarding
MasseyX credit-for Hime Served, we dismiss his appeal a5 mootN .

« x4 (s clear fhat F¢DC ) fFrom +he evidence Shewn above, applied
doulfe M joll Hime credit in £he pest for econsecutive send-ences, even
hough Réspondent exXpiains and fobels #his os “additional requfar ,
Jail ¥ime credi+ fhot was discovered during an aud i) (;eelke§pond;zz‘+s

“Re‘fvrn“'f» 6) L+ s clearly obvious thaot Respondent s Frying 1o

digvise and hide the fack Hat Respondent applicd Masseys Joil Fine served credit
1o bothof MCU’S)/'S’ consecvtive Sentences, Pet/floner eXplaZins fhis in l

his pehtion. (Seel Pet{Fioners “Petition . pp. T=10) Petitioner uses fhe Unpublished
opinien of +he Mo\s‘s’ey caSe -Fol;’ 15 persvasive Feasening fo Show 4 o
Respondent has apphed “double Joil #ime Credit /n Hhe past +o an inmoskels
Consecutive. Sentences, In ovr cirevityunpublished opinrons hove fno precedenti |
Valve) and oye fentiHed only % +he weight? generorted by the, persvosiyeness of
their reasening,¥Koont2 v Sy Servieing Core. 433 Fitth 320,321 (4+h Cin 2025
ZUnpublished apinions Can be Persvosive When +hey qddress quesHong currently
bcﬂvre a Cour-".“_/Ao.\”J—?h Ve CfeI'YISon Um'Vef,s’H-y, 65Y F.S’upfhé(d l/IO/ qn (2009)”&‘1"0&;0?1
of unpublished apinion was warr, +ed where_fthere wos no published opinion on .
poinh " Allen v, Greenvile Hotel partners,&n €409 R supp. &d 678,676 -€77(2006)
Al+hovgh +¢v not+ bindin ythe vnpublished opinion IS persuvasive and instrvchive -~
avthority, and the courd will extend /#s reasoning +o +he mstopt cose

United 5+<_k+'€,5 Vi Mos+hl'$) 2081 WL 4504588 O\""Z ‘T’hus', R_e_Spahden-Hs' Canclvsory
argument MHLQM Supporsing avthority or evidence that states the Mossey
¢ase haf no earing ond does not jp anyway Suppoi-d ‘Petitionery ar vment)

has no mertf: As Svely) ReSpondent presented rio legal avthority or ev:‘dg,\ce +o
prove 45 orgument in |+%s Retvrn. Thus; Respondent’s orqument 1's without merih

Fer al\ of #he. aforesaid reasons; Respondents Return foils 40 meet iM%

burden 4o prove /5 argument +hat the Court of A 2ol properly offirmed the

Calevlation of Petitioners sentences and ot petitioners Petition' for o Wit of

Certlarari Should be denieds
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

Receipt of Legal Correspondence Verification

This is to verify that legal correspondence from (Name and Address):

21 (4]
0 LR o of (Geners) émmc)

994 Rred R~ Qe PO B 210y
C"luuln‘.&_ 56‘ ')_“r&ﬁl —I7K‘7

| Addressed to (Inmate Name, SCDC#, and Address):

Cuts " Adhnson, 33Ty
O\endslbe Qoprec TR, WAk OO
Wsn RevdhNgna, e |
Toular SC U527

was recelved and logged in on SCDC Form 10-12, “Legal/Privileged/Certified Mail Delivery Log,” at the

Q\\e NGl e Correctional Mailroom on (Date) BUS B, 08k
On (Date) _ N DD ~__, the above referenced correspondence was delivered to
Inmate Clurks ~Tnusons _,SCDC#_ 3371843 ~, and his signature,

was obtained on SCDC Form 10-12, “Legal/Privileged/Certified Mail Delivery 'Log”.

Additional Notes:
O. Pyuotupp ?(\‘3)-3,5
Postal Director/Institution Date

SCDC Form 10-29 (Created April 2018)
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