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SENTENCE

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA case No. P2-6s- 2260
’53-;5 !n:ué COUNTY
The defendant & kaL( ' is gommitted to the State
Department of Corrections/County for a term of ; months/years
and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provided upon the service of
months/years and/or payment of § ., plus pay/waive costs

and assessments as applicable*, the balance suspended with probation for

months/years.
Restitition For physical injury §
Yes/No property damage $
to be paid
to clerk for b

Other conditions

e __T/4/22 Llony o/ tlo_.

7 Presiding Judge

*Costs and Assessments

Non-waivable 3
Not waived S
Total 3

erk o ourt

**Pay tc Victim's Compensation Fund if aubroglt.dd.

SCCA Form 217 (3/86) ] e
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Certificate of Completion
Chis is ta certify that
Charles Mike Mitchell

las successfully completed the

Work Smart

with Dorchester County Adult Education Warkeare Program

Chis 27th day af Octaber in the year of 2011

WK COE

C. Briant

Dorchester County
Instructor District E




EXODUS
X

LIEBER RINE?
CORRELC TIORA JUNE &
METTTLTION 2013

" | am your servant, Lord ...l will give You what | have promised ...”
Psalm 116:16,18

Each day, one day at a time, will be dedicated to God and to the fulfillment of God’s will for the individual,
the His Way community and the Kingdom of God ... through the answer of Christ’s call to complete His
work here on earth ... with the belief and knowledge that His Holy Spirit resides in each of us individually
and in all of us as community.

HIS WAY Ministry <> EXODUS X <> Lieber Correctional Institution <> June 7 through 9, 2012



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

EXODUS VIl

June 24 -26, 2011

CHARILES MITCHEILIL

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

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

Roy Price Willie Campbell

Roy Price, MOSES EXQDUS Vil Willie Campbell, President




Lieber Correctional Institution

Character Living Unit

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

Charles Mitchell

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

Spanish I
Character Recovery
Substance abuse

/-/, -

James Blackwell, Associate Warden

this 14" day of July 2013
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Lieber Correctional Institution

June 7 -

9, 2013

EXODUS X

Joseph McFadden, Warden

Eddie Alewine
Richard Allen

Min. Kathy Anderson

Anthony Atkins
Alphonso Bamberg
Hartford Best
Cole Black

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

Alvin Cavanaugh
Roderick Cherry
Antoine Chestnut

Chaplain James Cuttino

PILGRIMS

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

Kevin Herriott
James K. Hartman
Luther Jackson
Robert Jeridore

Randolph Johnson
Eric Jones
Jeffrey Kennedy
Virgil Legare
Loretta Leonard
Earl Mack

Jack McGovern
Phillip Mcintire
Rodney McLeod
Harry F. Miller 1l
Lester Miller
Charles Mitchell
Robbie Mitchell
Harry Moore
Johnny Morgan
Charles Nickerson
Chauncy Orr
Belvin Page
Omar Patterson
Matthew Pickens
Roy Price

James Blackwell, Associate Warden

Paul Rhoads ‘
Randolph Ringstad
Kenneth Robinson
Fichard Sampson
J. C. Simmons
Keith Simpson
Michael Simpson
Arthur Smith
Dantler Smith
Eric Smith

Monty Smith
Corey Sparkman
Jeffrey Timpson
Otis Tyler

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

‘I am Your servant, Lord... | will give You what | have promised...”
Psaims 116: 16, 18




PALMETTO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

L PRESENTS
THIS VOCATIONAL AWARD

T0
Charles fHlitchell

IN RECOGNITION OF T:,HOE SATISFACTORY

COMPLETION OF HOURS OF
Short Order Cook

ON-THE-JOB TRAINING
June 4




Short Order Cook
Validation of Award

Technical Skills Demonstrated: The award recipicnt has been exposed to the
following technical skills.

1. Safety procedures in the work place

2. Kitchen equipment and operating procedures
3. Hazardous materials information

4. Cooking skills

5. Cooking methods

6. Measurement skills

7. Temperature control

8. Budgets

9> Breakfast, lunch, dinner preparation

10. Soups, pastas, vegetables. and cold food preparation
11. Hygiene factors

12. Food service hygiene

13. Utensil usage and control

14. Culinary material usage

Character Traits: The following skills have been demonstrated by the recipient over
the duration of this award.

Teamwork

Punctuality

Attendance

Dependability

Listening skills

Adaptability

Ability to accept criticism

F ffective/cfficient work performance

00 =¥ O . 1B 39 58
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South Carolina

/I

Department of
Corrections

DIVISION OF BEHAVIORAL/MENTAL HEALTH
‘ &
SUBSTANCE ABUSE SERVICES

THIS CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION
IS AWARDED TO

CHARLES MITCHILL 189424

FOR PARTICIPATING IN

THE OZ PRINCIPLE

THIS  2ihD DAY OF DECEMBER . 2014 \ ‘
S Mp cecv |
INSTRUCTOR
LIEBER
INSTITUTION

(Updated: 10/14/2013)
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' { James R, Blackwell, Associate Warden this 6th day of April 2015
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A Program of Integrity, Character, Dignity & Truth
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Lieber Correctional Institution

Character Living Unit

Hereby respectfully acknowledges:

Charles Mitchell

As a Participant of the below pro-social character development
program during the January — April 2015 Quarter:

/7
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Character Living Unit

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

Charles Mitchell

Asa Tadﬁtdtquf the below pro-social character development
program(s) during the January — April 2015 Quarter:

®
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Victim Impact
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‘ James R, (B&lc&welz Associate Warden this 6th day of Apnil 2015
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Allendale Character Institution's Colleton Unit

presents this

Certificate of Achicbement
Gharles CMatchell

This Certificate Verifies the Successful Completion of
Islamic Studies

Awarded this 10th day of October, 2025

X

Lieutenant Sammuel Drayto//

-—



The South Carolina Work Ready Credential

has been earned by

Charles Mitchell

for demonstrating mastery of academic and employability skills.

P

11/4/2025 LA e

Date Henry McMaster, Governor

L5

(1;,@ Endorsed by the National Work Readiness Council .
EE F o N s BB B
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RECOVERY EDUCATION

CERTIFICATE

OF COMPLETION

WE ARE PLEASED
TO BE ABLE TO AWARD THIS CERTIFICATE TO

Cloviles Milehel!

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

Date iz m/(’(/

AUGUST 27, 2025 " /)ﬁ%/

-

CPSS

/6.
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Allendale Character Institution's Colleton tnit

Certificate of Completion
G harles CMitchell

This Certificate Recognizes Completion of Character Course

Influencer

I R R b

Awarded this 16th day of January, 2026

C |
L L
C ._ C
u C
L. S 17
L Lieutenant Sammuel Drayt P. EHidon, Re-entry Specialist ' £
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Certificate of Qiumpletinn
Gharles CMtchell

T'his Ceriicicare Recognizes the Compietion of Characier Course

21 Laws of Leadership

Awarded this 16th day of januarv, 2026

Licqienuni Scmmuel Drayion
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Allendale Character Instititution q

presents

ertificate of Completion
Gharles CAMtchell

This Certificate is Presented for the Completion of Character Course

Mentor Resolution

this

Awarded this 13th day of March, 2026
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o R
Ellison, Re-entrv Specialist

8. Dravton, Lieutenant




Snail Fecorer

RECOVERY EDUCATION

CERTIFICATE

OF COMPLETION

WE ARE PLEASED
TO BE ABLE TO AWARD THIS CERTIFICATE TO

Clicviles Mitctell

JUNE 20, 2026 SM‘AERT

Recovery
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PRGI200D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT
FROGRAM SERVICES
SCDC # 189424 DETAIL INQUIRY

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTE

PROGRAM ISERVICE ...: 533 PEER SUPPORT
ENROLL/START DATE .: 07/14/25
TERMINATION DATE ..: 08/27/25

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

RESPONSE>

PFKEY CLEAR : SUMMARY PF8 : NEXTREC

SYSTEM 02/21/26

C0e6287

CURR LOC: ALLENDALE

DATE :
DATE: 02/21/26

24
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PRGI200D

SCDC # 189424

SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
PROGRAM SERVICES
DETAIL INQUIRY

06/26/26
C066287

ALLENDALE

06/26/26

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL CURR LOC:
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTE
PROGRAM SERVICE 533 PEER SUPPORT
ENROLL/START DATE 04/13/26
TERMINATION DATE 06/20/26
TERMINATION STATUS SRC SERV RENDERED & COMPLETED
CASEWORKER LST NME.: SMART RECOVERY
PROG/SER LOCATION 0411 ALLENDALE
PROGRAM INDICATOR. .:
UPDATED BY: DATE :
CREATED BY: LOWDER DATE :
RESPONSE>
PFKEY CLEAR : SUMMARY PF8 : NEXTREC
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PREFACE

The Parole System In South Carolina

Parole is a form of early release from prison based on the prisoner's agreement to abide by certain

conditions of supervision during the balance of the sentence. The South Carolina Board of Paroles and
Pardons (hereinafter "Board") is a gubernatorial appointed, independent decision making body vested
with sole authority in making discretionary parole decisions in the State of South Carolina. Upon release
on parole, the parolee continues to serve the sentence outside the prison walls and remains under the
legal jurisdiction of the Board, and must comply with the terms and conditions of release as set by the
Board.

The South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon Services (hereinafter
“Department") is a cabinet agency of the Governor, and through its Director (hereinafter "Department

Director") is vested with supervision responsibilities for adult parolees.

While on parole, the parolee should show reasonable promise of being able to function in society
as a responsible, self-reliant person. Subject to the conditions of parole, the parolee can be gainfully
employed. The parolee can enter into contracts and go to court without a guardian ad litem. The parolee
is free to be with family and friends and to form other attachments of normal life. Within the limits defined
by the conditions of parole, the parolee is free to come and go as he/she pleases, to travel anywhere in
the state that is supervising parole, on occasion, to travel out of that state, and even to reside in another
state with proper authorization. The parolee's liberty is regarded as a "privilege." The United States
Supreme Court has said it is valuable enough to deserve the protection of certain minimal requirements

of procedural due process under the Constitution.

Any expectation or desire that a convicted prisoner may have to be released on parole, however,
is not a constitutional right. In South Carolina, paroles are granted as a privilege. The Board retains
absolute and exclusive discretion to grant or deny parole in all cases, except community supervision,
once a prisoner has become eligible to be considered. Community supervision release is not reviewed
by the Board. (Certain offenders, it must be noted, are disqualified by statute from eligibility for parole.)
The parole release decisions of the Board are final. They are not reviewable in the courts of South

Carolina.

The purpose of parole is universally recognized to be reformatory or rehabilitative. Parole is
intended as a means of rehabilitating then restoring the offender to society as a law-abiding and
productive member. Under the structured supervision that parole sets up, the parolee has the opportuﬁity
to participate in a wide array of health and human services programs designed to help him/her. As an

SOUTH CAROLINA BOARD OF PAROLES AND PARDONS 5 POLICY AND PROCEDURE MANUAL
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Proprietary Disclaimer

This document (including all data and statistical information represented herein) was compiled and reported by the
South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services. Any reproduction or republication of said
report, data, or statistics is permitted only if reproduced in its entirety without modification, or omission, and must
identify the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services as the source.

SOUTH CAROLINA BOARD OF PAROLES AND PARDONS 4 POLICY AND PROCEDURE MANUAL
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South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
Criteria for Parole Consideration

Inmate Name SCDC# 5 foud °‘~"®-"~,‘§’3 Patop i pardof saees
4 7 4P.O.Box A
MITCHELL, CHARLES M. 00189424  Columbia, SC 29202 i

Criteria for Parole Consideration

The South Carolina parole law creates no right to be released on parole. Parole In South Carolina is strictly a matter of privilege or grace. The South
Carolina Board of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services has absolute discretion to grant or deny parole. As such, the publication of these parole

criteria in no way creates a expectancy of release; nor does it bind the Parole Board In any way to favorable parole decision or establish any
presumptions of entitlement to parole.

In deciding whether or not to grant parole, the Parole Board considers, among other things, the inmate's record before incarceration as well as during
Incarceration. The record itself Is prepared through investigations conducted for the Parole Board, and it becomes a part of the inmate's parole file.

Inmates do, however, enjoy certain rights in the parole process. The inmate has the right to appear at his parole hearing. If ihe inmate fails tc sopear,

the Board may decide his/her case in absence The inmate has the right to be represantad by an aitorney; nowever, ha/she has 10 right 10 have an

attorney eppointed if he/she cannot Sfford onz. At ine hearing, the inmate has the right to present witnesses and evidence on his/her own behalf, but
an inmate does not have a right to confront witnesses,

In declding whether or not an inmate should be granted parole, the Board or Panel of the Board exerclses its absolute discretion to the limits allowed
by state and federal law. The discretion of the Board or panel aims at protecting the best interest of both soclety and the Inmate being considered for

relevant in a particular case.

The risk the inmate poses to the community;

The nature and serlousness of the inmate’s offense, the circumstances surrounding the offense, and the inmate's attitude toward it:

The inmate’s prior criminal records and his/her adjustment under any previous programs or supervision;

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

The inmate’s adjustment while in confinement, including his/her progress in counseling, therapy, and other similar programs designed to

encourage the Inmate to improve himself/herself:

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

The inmate’s physical, mental and emotional health;

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

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

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

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

1. The willingness of the Community into which the inmate will be released to receive the inmate;

12 The willingness of the inmate's family to allow his/her to return to the family circle;

13. The attitudes of the sentencing Judge, the solicitor, and local law enforcement officers respecting the inmate's parole;

14, The feelings of the victim's family, and any witnesses to the crime about the release of the inmate

15, The actuarlal risk and needs assessment outlined in section 24-21-10 (F)(1) of the S.C. Code of laws: which evaluates based on Criminal
Involvement, Relationships/Lifestyle, Personality/Attitudes, Family, Social Exclusion and Mental Health.

16. Other factors considered relevant In a particular case by the Board.

AW

o

0 o

Resérvation of Discretionary Power of the Parole doard

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

In some cases, the Board may decide that the inmate should be granted parole if the inmate completes one or more stated conditions. When this is
the case, the Board may grant a parole that becomes effective when the inmate completes one or more stated conditions. Should the inmate fail to
complete any one of these conditions or disobey any rule or regulation of the South Carolina Department of Corrections before satisfying the stated
conditions to make his parole effective, the Board may rescind the inmate’s parole and treat the case as though parole had been rejected. In other
cases, the Board may feel It needs more time to form its decision. In such cases, the Board may simply take the parole consideration under advisement
and reschedule it at a later date. Similarly, the Board may postpene a parole hearing in order to dispose of detainers or pending charges. If the Board
rejects an inmate for parole, the Inmate will be given written notice of rejection stating the reasons for rejection. Declsions of the Board have no
precedential effect whatever and In no way limit the Board's absolute discretion at later parole hearings.

After rejection for parole, the procedure of scheduling of rehearing is as follows:
1. Anindividual serving time for a violent offense defined in §16-1-60 of the South Carolina Code of Laws 1976 will be reheard for parole two
years following the date of parole rejections. Applicable legal exceptions may allow for a one year hearing.
2. Anindividual serving time for a nonviolent offense defined In §16-1-70 of the South Carolina Code of Laws 1976 will be reheard for parole one
year following the date of parole rejections.

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

Isr;énna‘.:fufe Chude 4 44| Date: 7/26/2024 \Sﬂfg:aets:re: 67 Judl Date: 712612024

Form 1212 (Stock) Revised 05-16-2017 Distribution: Parole Services and Inmate
7
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South Carolina [;eparu'nenl of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

Inmate interview
Instructions: If inmate wishes to be considered for parole, complete section A. If inmate wishes to waive parole consideration complete section B.
Inmate Name: _ A SCDC #: :

A. INITIAL INTERVIEW INFORMATION
Residence Plan Date:

Who will inmate live with? Name:

Relationshig:

Address:

Phone Number:

State/County: ; Zip code:

Comments:

Employment Plan

Who will inmate work for?: Nérﬁe of Business: !

Address:

Phone Number:

Contact Person /Position:

Inmate Health Stat':ls (self report):

Comments:

Interviewer’'s Signature: e g Date:

B. WAIVER OF PAROLE CONSIDERATION

TO THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND PARDON SERVICES: THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT | DO
NOT WISH TO BE CONSIDERED FOR PAROLE. | UNDERSTAND THAT MY PROJECTED PAROLE HEARING DATE IS
AND | UNDERSTAND THAT BY SIGNING THIS WAIVER | WILL BE REJECTED FOR

PAROLE AT MY REQUEST:

1) | FULLY UNDERSTAND THAT IF | AM SERVING FOR A VIOLENT OFFENSE, AS DEFINED IN SECTION 16-1-60 SOUTH
CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS, | MAY NOT BE ELIGIBLE FOR PAROLE CONSIDERATION UNTIL TWO YEARS FROM THE
DATE OF MY PROJECTED PAROLE HEARING DATE, AND IF | AM SERVING FOR A NON-VIOLENT OFFENSE, AS DEFINED
IN SECTION 16-1-70 SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS, | MAY NOT BE ELIGIBLE FOR PAROLE CONSIDERATION UNTIL
ONE YEAR FROM THE DATE OF MY PROJECTED PAROLE HEARING DATE. '

2) | ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT ONCE THIS WAIVER IS SIGNED BY ME, AND IF | AM SERVING FOR A VIOLENT OFFENSE,
IT MAY BE VALID FOR TWO YEARS AND CANNOT BE WITHDRAWN. IF | AM SERVING FOR A NON-VIOLENT OFFENSE
IT IS VALID FOR ONE YEAR AND CANNOT BE WITHDRAWN.

Inmate Signature:

Witness Signature: Date:

IF INMATE WAIVES PAROLE CONSIDERATION, FORWARD THE ORIGINAL COPY TO PAROLE SERVICES.
Form 1333 (Stock) Distribution; White Copy - Agent; Canary Copy - Inmate
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10-28-2018

To: MR HENRY ELARIAGE. cHARMAN
STATE OF SooTH CARoLINA DEPARTMENT OF
PRo BATion, PAROLE., ANd PARAoN SERVICE
222) DEVINE STREET. SuiTE bod PosT 0OFFicE
BoX Sobblb ColumBiA. SoovTH CARoLINA 28925D

DEAR MR, MENRY ELdridoe.,  cHmgman
RE. REQUEST ' ]

D Tue 9'|o”20'8 . CLounNsel FoR }}nﬂoLE EVe BLE STaTeE
INMATE CHARLES MitcHE || 3 00IB2Y ., Ms LAurA Youne
DF THE BLUME FRANKL.N- BEST AnNd Youne LLC. Y00

ElMwood AVENUE ., SUITE 200 ColomBidA SouTN CARaLIiNA

124920 BO3-765-1044 Fax B03-765-(143 . Db Forwnarp You

A CoPY OF A REQUESTEd SPECIAL PAROLE HEARING ON
OM BEHALF OF Said STATE I NmaTE ABovE, HowEVER AlD

RESPONSE CAME BACK FRoMm THis AGLNCLY, Aud RECAUVSE OF THis
A ERROR TooX PLAE. SEE Mon&gomax YordoOUiISIARA, 135

S.CT. 718, 726 (2016) MinER v. ALABAMA. 132 S.CcT 2485,

M| YR dA 50 L. 0
S, HI0 SouvH CAROLINA
OI4).

DN TwE _10-10-2018 , A PAROLE HEARING whS HELD AT THE
LIERER CORRECTIONAL INSTITuTioN FoR THE ABoOVE STATE

LINMATE, HoweEVER NO REDUESTEd SPECiAL MEARING wiAS

BRASDA _NoT YET MADE KNOWN.....8Y THis AGENCY!

(SEE)L'MB_- ATTAcCH CoPY AS dOCchuTcJ To REQUEST

gz:e;nu_ue, (b‘EE.) CouAT ORDER. ConclLusion BY DEANDREA &

ConciuSion ATl TaB e ey T Skt Cieeor
l.




T wAs DETERMIiNE THAT CHARLES M. MitcHELl
FPAROLE LRANT BE RETECTED FoR THE ForRrTH
—r;lﬂf :OR ELI‘ékgLE REV’.EUU ¢ e & 4 2 a4 O & e s

Vo7& [ovw Tl [oaniMovs To RETecT

THs MATTER CLomEs To Yoo ATTeENT,oN
dve To SERvAL CodsTirvHion Ri6uTs MAY
HAVE BEeEN vwviolaTEd THAT NEED A

RESPECTFul ATTENTION TWAT CAN BE ﬁesdv&/
vpod REVIEW Betow:

CHARLES M. Micuel # 00189924  Record  Files
whs  oBvisusc Y Mited And ComBidcd witd
His FATWER Récokd FIES CHARLES M. MNCHE )

WHo BoTd HAvE THE SAME ZDENTAL FiRsT,
MipoLE ANp LAsT NﬁmE_.-.ﬂMc{ VUSED ABAINST
Hion AT His FAROLE HEARING Wiicd HEIP
DETERmInNE RATuHER To 6GRANT FAROLE OR
RETECT LiveE BY Voo Con FERENCE oN
L0= [0-20(8, (oTi: BY WEAD CHAIR oF
BoARD..«oo . MR MitCHEN WINAT HApPEN T4
THE  DOMESTIC VIoIEMLE CASE.  Tihs
RECORAING  Took PLACE  Live 1n Tue

PRESENCE  OF ATToRNEY AND FAMILY.

MR. MitcHEI 3 00189424 Dio  ATTEMP T
CorRr&T THE HEAA CHAIE BOARD oF THE
OBViOUS T MCoRRECT FIIE I NFORmA+i 04 i
WHICH _ThE HEAd cdmiR B0ARD  Respordecd

Quotz... T Could moT TEI. (MEAYING THE
DiFFErencE ofF Presorl)




HisToRY onN  FilE

OHARLES M. MitcHElNl, SENIOR  HAs

SEEVAL
DOMESTIC VIDLENCE

OFFENSES AND NUMEROUS
CRimiNAL CONVICLHiONS RECORDS OFFENSES AWD
POOR COMMUNITY ADIUSTMENTS AnND
Ano ouT TV RECORDS CONVICHIONS T
INCludinG MiSDEMEAMORSe-And Mis NARotic of FENSES.

CLEARLY TwME 10-10-20i8,
wns WoT A

e iy N |

PARODLE HEARWG HEID
DEMONSTRATED  xudividualL  FRiR
DuE PROCESS PARoLE MHEARMG . BECAUSE  THisE

Two ConpinEcd FilES WEIP DETERMINE A
ONAN MmovS To REJECT PARDLE GRANT.......
FORTMER TMERE IS No TEUING WMHAT OTWER
SERVoUS ERRLRS ARE  CONDINEd witHind
CHARLES M. MitcME!l 4 00 1B9434 FilE RECORD
FROM Mis FiRST PAROLE EGIBLE MNEARNG
To His CoRRENT PAROLE RETSEHioM.

THE 10-13-2018, Re: wvTicE oF RE T&cT/oal

Eindints o0F AT . CEIMiNAL _REcott _x idiates
Pook _Lommunidy Ad TvSTmenT Tuar werl 7o
QETERMIME  FPAROLE RETECTioN Ts oF OBVvS

ERROR THAT MR MitcuEll REQUEST To  BE _,
Lstiru/Ez/ fmd (‘aﬁf&f&'z/, SEE BELOW.

Me. Mitcuell # 189924, Do NoT HAvE A CRMiMAL
RECORD TN THE "“SomTER CouNTY PiNEwoob
RES/DENCE PLAN AREA Form 1333 DATED
5-23-2018, Lonductep BY Pagole EXAMINEE
Ms BRowN., AT THE LIicBER CorREFpunl T M.S.T:
Sectiod (A) oF ABovE ForM.

3.



T Lhats Hruell L4 00089¥3Y | (gt FY TuaT T

HAvE <ERVEd THE witin RE. BEQUEéT ggH;Aama

pATED 10-28-2018 oy tHE BELpw SATLD PERSOMS
ONE (1) CoPY OF THE SAME AT THE LIEBER CORR I.N.ST

Mail Room (uniTed sTaTes Mmail.) PosTAGE PREPAI nddeessal
To eAcH  Said  PERSPU  RELow:

To: MR HENRY ELAR/AGE. cHairMAN
S5TATE OF SouTH CAROL.NA DEPARTMENT OF
PROBATION, PAROLE And PaRDON SERVICE
232\ bEVINE STREET, SUITE GLoo PesT oOFF.ce

BoX SoLbo Colom BiA., SouTH CARoLINA R 9as0

To: MR TEARY B AdGER . DiReTOR
STATE ofF SouTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF
PRoBATION. PAROLE ANd PARDON SERVICE
A2l pevine STREET, SUITE (oo PosT OFFiE
Box 5066‘9 C_D‘L)MB}A: Souﬂ CARDLHJH J\QQ\SD
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CC:

Very truly yours,

onixg | gmd’b.vw
CLERK
Matthew C. Buchanan, Esquire

Mrs. Dorothy James
dorthymitchell@FTC-i.net
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South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

Acknowledgement of Parole File Review P.0. Box 207 Columbia, SC 29202

SC Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

-~

Inmate Name

M\*CL\C \\}

SCDCH

* dvaor \ES VO iy

The “Parole File” is defined as information compiled by the Agency for review by the SC Board of Paroles and Pardons
in the course of their duty to consider cases for parole.

Information received from the inmate or third parties is not a part of the Agency’s presentation and for the
purpose of sharing parole files for review will not be reproduced.

All Victim information is redacted.
Regarding the hearing scheduled for (Hearing Date) 1ol 23) 202y __, the above-

identified inmate and/or his attorney are permitted to review the parole file as prepared by the SC Department of
Probation, Parole and Pardon Services.

The undersigned parties acknowledge the Agency’s definition of parole file and understand that any alleged
discrepancies identified within the parole file will be documented and may be addressed during the active hearing
with the Board. The Agency is not obligated to alter facts or details which are unsubstantiated by official records. The
Board maintains full discretion to grant or deny parole, based on their established criteria.

I cemfy that the above has been explained to me, and upon acknowledgement | have been granted access to review

the Parcle File.
Date
j S/ijzy

Attorney Signature Date

Inmate s S| nature J L/
t-er / 24 /?z////
' S PPfS Witni s-. natu -J‘( ' - Date Other Witness Signature (Optional) Date
i e é 'é_"!iéi&,_ “2[2?/2‘}2}(

\;/T he inmate requests a review and corrections of the file.

: The inmate declined to review the parole file.

Inmate’s Signature Date

Date

(Stock) Revised 03/25/2024

Attorney Signature I Date

| ST |

SCOPPPS Witness Signature

J Other Witness Signature (Optional) Date

Form TBD Distribution: PPRS and Inmate
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MR. Todi . aAtMAN / AeTive D.RECTOR
DEPARTMENT oF PROBAT.ON. PAROLE And PARDON
SERviCEsS 2953 GREYSToONE BOULEVARD PosS T

OFFICE PBox 207 COIVMBIA, SevTH CAROLINA
A932¢632

MRs. VALERIE SUBRER
DEPARTMENT OF PRCBAT oA PAROLE ANd PARDON
SERVILES 293 GREYSTONE BOULEVARD Posr

OFFICE Box 207 CoitMB.A. SouTH CAROLINA
293202

SUBJELCT:

REGUEST TO REHEAR Anbd DETERMINE A
POSSEBLE GRANT OF PARCLE To FORMALLY ATTEMP
To RESOLUTE THE CconNT N UE VIOLATED EQUAL
PReTECTiEN RiGHTS of 1992 JUVENILE CONVICTED
STATE INMATE CHARLES MITCHE LL $00189424
WHEN THE SCPPPS KEEP REPEATIVELY CONT.NUE  To

COMBINE A NON RELATED CLRIMiNAL ReccRpDS oOF NON
ANoTHER RELATED CRIMiINAL RECCADS OF ANODTHER

INMATE OR PERSON PERSONAL PRIVATE F.LES TNTO

ES MiTCHEH 3 001B894ZY PAROLE F.IE,
i&k;::&"j:n::agﬁ REFORE SENdINE aecTiCcE oF .HEAR?N'(‘:
DATE. And WHEN PARCLE BLARD IS DETERM NG .-1:»{
VOoTine RATHER IUVENILE CONVI\CTED STATE TNMATE
CHARLES M tCHEL 2E 00189424 SHevid BRE GRANTED
RELEASE THAT RESULTS I N A AETECT FoR RELEASE.

RECEIvEp



HiSTORY:

LINMATE CHARALES MiTCHE(XIT 00189424
CONVILTEd FUVENILE oFFENAER nF ADULT STRAIGHT T ME
SENTENCE SEVERING A LiFE Wi+H PAROLE ELi6BLE
SENTENCE. CONVICTEd TuveNLE CFFENDER HAS NO©
CovRT PENING CHARGERS STATE NER FEDERAL- ¢ HARLES
MitcHEN I PLEAEd GUILTY To HDM

CIDE 6F STEVEN
WAYNE HAMMOND oN AVGUST- Y -1992. wlicd AT THE

RICHLANA CeuNTY COURT. INMATE MITCHE LITT 00189424
WAS 17 YRS OLD \WHEN TH.S 0FFEMCE OLcuRED Add
THE STATE oFfFER A PLEA To 20 TO LIWFE W TH

PARSBLE Elib.BLE SENTENCE..
CNLY ADU

IS A FIRST T'ME

NO FAMILY CouRT WAS OFFER
LT COURT PROCESS AS COURT FELS REVEAL-

THOSE CHIIDREN THEN AND cHIDREN
New WwWiHe WERE UNDER THE AGE ©F 18 YEARS oD
ARE CONSIDER CLHIIDREN CONVICTED OFFENdERS CUNdER

THE SOUTH CAROLINA STATE LAW /scse AiKEN V. BYARS
H10 S.C. 53Y4. 544 (201Y4) ron

THOSE THAT HAVE L.\FE
WH PAROLE ELiG.BLE SENTENCES IT Now FAIS To
THE PARCLE BOARD To CONSIDER His YouTWd ANd '+
ATTENdANT CIRCUMSTANCES o AFForRp A TRUE
MEAN:iNOGFUL  DEMONSTRATION OF MATUR'TY AND
REHAB L TAT(oN To BE GRANTED PAROLE BY THE PAROLE
BOAR D.

RECEIVED

DEC 11 204

Carolina
gso Serviced
paroles, Pardons and el




PAROLE HISTORY:

lI. STATE INMATE CHARLES MHCHEII T 00189424, FRST
APPEARED REFORE THE ScuTH CAROCLINA PARCLE RCARD

TN MARCH oF 2012. MUTCHEN # 00189424 WAS GWWEN
A NOTICE OF RETECTeN ON MARCH - 1§5- 2042. THE
Eindine oF FACT:

I, NATURE AND SERIOUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. TNAIcATION oF VIolENCE LN TH'S OR PREVIOUS OFFENSE
3. USE OF DEAdLY WEAPON LN THis OR PRevicus OFFENSE

2. TWNMATE CHARLES MiTenell T 001894924, Szeond APPRANCE
AEFDRE. THE SouTH CAROLINA PARCLE BCARD wWAS LN APRIL

2014. MVTCHE [T # 001BY424 WAS G.WEN A NOTICE ©F
RESECT/ON ON APRII~17- 2014 THE FindiNG OF FACT

¢ NATURE ANd SERICUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. TNA cATION OF VioLENCE TN THiS CR PREV.DUS OFFENSE
3. USE orF DEAdLY WEAPON IN THIS OR PREYICUS OFFENSE

3. TANMATE CHAALES MITCHEI ¥ 00LBI4ZY, THiRD APPRANCE
REFORE THE SocTH CAROLINA PARDLE BOARD WAS LN

TuNE 2016, MiTCHEIl 3% 00189424 wWhs CiveEN A NoTICE
0F RETECT.oN &N TUNE - 23- 2016 THE FiNndiNe OF
FALT ¢

I. NATURE AWND SERICUSNESS oF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. T NACATON OF ViOLENCE TN THis OR PREViOCS OFFENSE
3. USE ©F DEAdLY WEAPoN IN TNiS bR PAEVLUS OFFENSE

4, INMATE CHARLES MITCNE Il 3F00LE9HZH, ForTH
APPRANCE REFORE THME SouTH CARCLINA PARCLE BCARD
WAS IN OCTc BER- Z0I18. M\ TCHEI 3F 00189424
WAS GWwEN A NeTiCE oF REJECT.-ON ©ONWN e To BER -
12-2018. THE Findine cF FACT!

I. NATURE AND SERIOUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFENSE

2. INdicATieN oF VioLENCE IN THis oR PREV.OUS

3. UsE OF DEAdLY weAPoN IN TH.S oR PREYVICLS

Y, CRiMiNaL REcoRd TNdichATES Pook CoMmmun TY
Ad3vs TMENT

5, VDTE CouNT: UNAN/MOLS ToO REJEUBECENED

DEC 11 2024

South Carolina )
paroles, Pardons and Release Senvices




¢ INMATE eNARLES MitCNE 1| 3 0018942y, FiFTH APPRANCE
BEFORE. THE SecTH CARDL: NA  PARRCLE BoARD WwWAS LN
OCToBER  20Z0. MITLHEL WAS &.VEN A Ne'TWE OF REIECHDAN

ON OCTOBER - Z8 - 2020. TuE EindinG OF FACT?

1. NATURE And SERICUSNESS OF CURRENT OFFE N SE.
2. USE OF DEAdLY WEAPON ‘TN THis OR PREVIOLS OFFENSE
3. VOTE CounT: UNANIMEUS To RETECT

b IANMATE CHARLES MITCNEIl 3+ DOIBIYZ2Y, SIxTH RPPRANCE
BEFORE  THE 300 TH CAROLINA PARCLE BoARD wAs IN
OCTOBER 2022, MiTCHEIN wWAS GWEN 1 NeTicE CF
REXECTieN ON OCTDRER - 2 7- 2022 Ty Findine ofF
FAacT:

. NATUAE Awnd SERICUSNESS OF CURRENT OF FENSE.

2. :r:ud.’ch'.ou ofF VielENCE IN THIS 0oR PREVIOIUS OFFENSE
3: USE oF DeAdLY WEAPaN TN THIS OR PREV.OUS OFFENSE
Hy CRIMINAL REcokd INDICATE PooR CoOMMUNTY ADTUSTMEMNT
5 INSTITIiONAL RECORD TS UNFAVIRA RLE

be VOTE CounT: UNANIMDUS T0 RETECT

v/ LNMATE CHARLES MiTCwE !l 2E 00Z89Y2Y. Seven TH
APPRANCE BEFORE THE SouTH CAROLINA PARCLE BoOARD
wWhs oN OcToeEr - 23~ 2024, MiTCHE I3 D0 1894 24
WhAs GWVEN A NOTicE of ReETEC T onN ON GCTOBER -2.4 -
20Z4. LEGAL MAIL DELVERED ON pcToBER -~ 29 - 202.4
AT THE KERSHAW Ma;)l Roowm.
THE. F/NDiN& OF FrAcT?:

L Ol NATURE ANd SERIAUSNESS of CULRRENT OFFENSE
2, VOTE COUNT:! UNANIMOUS To RESECT

RECEIVED

NEC 11 2024

South Carolina
Parolea, Pardons and Reloase Servicos




DiSCREPANCIES

Accordine To FORM TBD DiSTRibUTION: PPRS AND {NMATE
I NMATE CHABRLES MiTCHELL 3 00189420 Do AGREED TO REGUES T

A REVIEW H'S PAROLE FilE. MANY DISCREPANCLIES WERE FOUND THAT
WAS NOT NCRMAL. THiS WAS THE FiAST TIME THAT THE SCPPPS HAS
OFFER CHARLES MITCHENIT 00189424 To REVIEW HiS PAROLE FiLE
WITHOC T MITCHEILIT 00189424 ASKING ABOLT IT. THIS FORM
T8BD WAS NEVER OFFER TC HiM DuinG H.S PRIDR PAROLE HEARINEG,
MaNY ARE CoNCERNEd AS To RATHER THESE. DISCREPA

INTEN TIONAL THAT NOw OPEN A DOOR TO BRING To YOUR OFF.CE
DEPARTMENT ATTENTION BECAULSE. THE SCPPPS WERE AIREADY
AWARE PRICR BEFORE. THE 10-23- 2024, PARCLE. HEARING .

NCIES ARE

CiE

1. CRIMINAL CCURT RECORDS: 06 -05-1992
AT THE MAGISTRATE CCoURT OF CRiMINAL COFFENDER OF Domes e
VICLENCE. BELONE TO ANCTNER PERSON WHeE HAS THE NAME oOF

CHARLES MiTCHELl. CHARLE S M TCHELL # 00180424 L ND.WMEN
rr 22-65-4H02260, COUCAT oF GEnWERAL SESSIONS.

2. CRIMINAL covart RECORDS. LRAIMINAL CovRT
RECORDS OF A ARITUAL CRIMINAL SA'D PERSCN CHARLES MitcHEIL
RANe'\NG FROM 1977 To 1988 ON THE PAROCLE FiwLE CF
CHARLES MITCHEII I3 @OLB8PH2ZH HIS NoT CHARLES MITCHE I
00189424 RECCRD FiLE. CHARLES MITCHELL 3t 00189424
WAS BoRN I N OCTORER-172-1974 SgN: 247-39-7910.

CHARLES MiTCHELL 3 00189424 Amnp ForMER
ATTORNEY LAUREN wW. Youné GF THE ToHN M BLUME
ELIZABETH FRANKLIN- BEST LAURA W YounNG. 900 ELMWood
AVENUE . SUITE 200 COLUMBIA: ScuTH CAROLIWA 29204
803 - 765- 1044, WHLE AT A ACTIVE PARCLE HEARING  ON
THE CONFERENCE RECORDED LIVE THE SCPPPS DD
QUESTION I M(TCHEII I 00189424 WHlE TN THE PRESENSE
OF MY FoRMER LAWYER LAUREN YOUNG. oF A CRIMINAL
AcT oF DOMESTic ViOLENCE on MY PARCLBEGEMPED
AS IF T MITCHELLI HAD COoMM: TTED THESE VIOLENT

ACTS. BECAUSE OBvioULS ITS_ CN C'_HAEEL.Es AﬂéCT?ﬁ-!%OIBL_
T 001894Z4 PARDLE BROARD FiLE RECORD. .

South Carolina
Paroles, Pardons and Ardonse Servico
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Peroles, Pardons and Aolonso SONIT‘AN'J £ §Che I, ,.

I N RESPONSE T MTLHELL #& 001BPHZ4% Acsumed THAT
THE, SCPPPS wWAs REFERING To MY FATHER
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BLUME FRANKLIN-BEST & YOUNG, LLC

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 900 Elmwood Avenue, Suite 200

d COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
JouN H. BLUME PHONE: (803) 765-1044
ELIZABETH FRANKLIN-BEST ‘ . Fax: (803) 765-1143
LAURA W. YOUNG .

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

September 10, 2018

Terry B, Adger Director :

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

P.O. Box 50666

Columbia, SC 29250

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

I am counsel for Charles Mitchell, who was 17 yearé old at the time he was sentenced to a term of
life imprisonment. Pursuant to the law in existence at the time of the offense (December 7, 1991), Mr.
Mitchell first became eligible for parole in 2011. Since his initial parole eligibility date, he has been
denied parole on three occasions. He is now 43 years old. As will be set forth in detail below, since Mr.
Mitchell was a juvenile (under the age of eighteen) at the time of the offense, and since he did not receive

the benefit of an individualized sentencing hearing as is now required by the Eighth Amendment to the
United States Constitution and the South Carolina Supreme Court’s decision in Aiken v. Byars, 410 S.C.

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

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

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

fe



meaningful -opportunity to obtain release based on demonstrated maturity and rehabilitation.” Graham,
560 U.S. at 75.

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

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

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

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

(5) the “possibility of rehabilitation.”

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

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

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

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

This is exactly what a federal district court ruled when it applied the rationale of Graham. Miller,

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

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

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

request that the Board:

+

1. Offer compensation for a person with expertise in adolescent brain development and behavior to
perform an evaluation of Mr. Mitchell, and require the Board to consider the written evaluation of
this expert.

2. Schedule the hearing at a different time from hearings for adult offenders and allow testimony
from mental health professionals and/or other witnesses.

3. In addition to the criteria applicable to all offenders already outlined by the Board, consider:

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

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

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

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

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

f.  The offender’s intellectual capacity;

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

h.  Evidence of remorse; and

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

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

Only if South Carolina requires special hearings for juvenile offenders an andates the

consideration of the above factors in these hearings, will the State be in accord with the United States and
South Carolina Supreme Court decisions establishing different substantive and procedural rules for cases

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

Very truly y)ﬂrs,
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Massachusetts
See Diatchenko v. District Attorney for Suffolk Dist., 1 N.E.3d 270 (Mass. 2013); Commonwealth v.
Brown, 1 N.E.3d 259 (Mass. 2013)

I8

Counsel is appointed to help with the initial application for parole for juvenile offenders
convicted of first- and second-degree murder.

2. The superior court is authorized to allow payment of expert fees for the initial parole hearing.
3. Juvenile offenders are entitled to judicial review of the parole board decision.
4. The parole hearing is held in person before all seven board members.

Connecticut

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

L

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

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

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

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

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

California
S.B. 260 (Cal. 2013)

1. Juvenile offenders are entitled to appointed counsel for parole hearings.

2. Counsel may submit written materials before the hearing.

3. The parole board must give great weight to the diminished culpability of juveniles, the hallmark
features of youth, and the subsequent growth and maturity of the juvenile offender.

4. If the board uses psychological evaluations and risk assessment tools to assess growth and
maturity, the board must employ a licensed psychologist to administer the evaluations.

Louisiana

La. Rev. Stat. Ann. 15:574.4

1.

2,

The board must meet in a three-member panel and must consider a written evaluation of the
juvenile offender compiled by a person with expertise in adolescent brain development and
behavior, as well as any other relevant evidence.

The panel inust provide specific findiags of fact in support of its decision.

3. Counsel may submit written materials before the hearing.
West Virginia
W. Va. Code §§ 61-11-23, 62-12-13b

1. The board must ensure a meaningful opportunity for the juvenile offender to obtain release.

2. The board must consider the diminished culpability of juveniles compared to that of adults, the
hallmark features of youth, and any subsequent growth and increased maturity of the juvenile
offender during incarceration.

3. The board must also consider:

a. A review of educational and court documents;

b. Participation in available rehabilitative and educational programs while in prison;
c. Apge at the time of the offense;

d. Immaturity at the time of the offense;
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Nebraska

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

Evidence of remorse; and

Any other factors or circumstances the board considers relevant.

Legis. B. 44, 103 Leg., 1st Sess. (Neb. 2013)
1. The board must consider:

a.

FRmoe Ao o

The offender’s participation in available rehabilitative and educational programs while
incarcerated,

The offender’s age at the time of the offense;

The offender’s level of maturity;

The offender’s ability to appreciate the risks and consequences of his or her conduct;
The offender’s intellectual capacity;

The offender’s level of participation in the offense;

The offender’s efforts toward rehabilitation; and

Any other mitigating factor or circumstance submitted by the offender.
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State of South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

CHADWICK A. GAMBRELL
Actlng Director

HENRY McMASTER

Govemor

293 GREVSTONE BOULEVARD
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29210
Telephonc: (803) 734-9220 / Facsimile: (803) 734.9440

MAILING ADDRESS: P.0. BOX 207
COLUMBLA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29202

January 13, 2025
MITCHELL, CHARLES M!CHA_F.L (SCDCID: 00189424)
Kershaw Comrectional Institution

4848 Goldmine Highway

Kershaw, SC 29067

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

The hearing and file have been reviewed. After an investigation into the criminal history, we
have determined that the sofe listing, as it appeared in the prior record, is incorrect, We have
taken steps to correct this error and will schedule you for a new hearing. We will send writien
notification of this hearing date approximately 30 days prior to the new hearing.

Sincerely,

Valerle Suber
Associate Deputy Director of Pa roles, Pardons and Release Services
SC Department of Probatlon, Parole and Pardon Services

“Nation’s First Probation Agency oceredited by the Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies {CALEA).”
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NE; CONCURRENT

rriaTany QTnTT’g‘—QF‘f‘Y‘\r‘F‘T‘
START DATE-05/22/1984

OF ARREST

U6/14/1985
ARREST CHARGE =DATE OF ARREST
NOT DETERMINED
COURT CHARGE 01-HOUSEBREAKING
& LARCENY
COURT DISP-CONVICTED

SUSTODY STATUS-PARCLED; PROVIS
TONAL
START DATE=Uo/ 14+ L1983

04/12/1987

ARREST CHARGE -SIMFLE 'ASSAULT
QFFENSE DATE-04,/12/1387
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-SIMFPLE ASSAUL
i

COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
DISMISSED
COURT DATE=04/1%/1987

01/02/1990




WARR-C591702
WARR-C591703
WARR-C591701

5C040083J WAVERLY MAGISTRATE
DOC-90014680139
WARR-C591702

5C040083J WAVERLY MAGISTRATE
DOC-90014680137
WARR-C591703

DOC-92GS4006079
WARR-C591701

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
5C0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-C754932

MITCHELL,

nnnnn

CHARLES MICHAEL

Rlunumivg

WARR-C796375

Vel <

CIT-16-25-20(A) -MISDEMEANOR
DOC-R84
WARR-C796375

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
5C0400100 COLUMBIA FED
CASE-911790
WARR-D087199

WARR-D087199

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHEAL
§C0200000 FAIRFIELD CNTY SO

05/21/18990

02/21 15991

06/28/1991

08/02/1991

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE POSSESS
ION OF MARIJUANA

ARREST CHARGE -POSSESSION OF
COCAINE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

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

COURT CHARGE 02-SIMPLE POSSES
SION OF MARIJUANA

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

COURT CHARGE 03-POSSESSION
COCAINE

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

ARREST CHARGE -POSSESSION
W/INTENT TO DISTRIBUTE
CRACK

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE 1ST
OFFENSE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED; forfeite

d bond/ $237 collected
CONRT NDATRE-N2/21 /1907

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

COURT CHARGE 01-SIMPLE ASSAUL
iy

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

ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY FIRST



CIT-16-11-312 FELONY

PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

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

5C04D055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-181897

12./2641991

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

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-C937657 @

5C040093J DENTSVILLE MAGISTRAT
DOC-92064660001
WARR-C937657

03/06/1992

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL DOMES
TIC VIOLENCE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIMINAL
DOMESTIC VIOLENCE

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

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-181897

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

12/04/1992

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

COURT CHARGE 01-POSSESSION
COCAINE

COURT DISP-CONVICTED;1lY CONCU
RRENT

MITCHELL, CHARLES
5C0280100 CAMDEN PD
CASE-93014071
WARR-03248WK

WARR-03248WK

12/30/1993

ARREST CHARGE -DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
OFFENSE DATE-12/30/1993
COURT CHARGE 01-DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;$279 OR
15D
COURT DATE-01/19/1994

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0400000 RICHLAND CNTY SO
WARR-E156192

WARR-E156185

WARR-E156194

WARR-E156183

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

08/01/1994

ARREST CHARGE -FAIL TO STOP
FOR BLUE LIGHT
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

ARREST CHARGE -OPERATING
UNINSURED VEHICLE, 2ND

ARREST CHARGE =-DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION

ARREST CHARGE
OF PLATE

-UNLAWFUL USE

COURT CHARGE 01-COURT CHARGE
NOT SUBMITTED



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

MISDEMEANOR

CIT-17-25-30 MISDEMEANOR
DOC-00GS40
WARR-E156192

CIT-56-1-460 MISDEMEANOR
DOC-96GS4022203
WARR-E156194

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

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

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

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

COURT CHARGE 03-COURT CHARGE
NOT SUBMITTED

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

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

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

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

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
SCSHP0700 SC HIWAY DEPT DIST 7
WARR-S5870279

WARR-5870279

09/04/1994

ARREST CHARGE -DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE
PALM PRINTS AVAILABLE
COURT CHARGE 01-DRIVING UNDER
SUSPENSION
COURT DISP-CONVICTED; SENTENCE
UNKNOWN

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHAEL
SC0400100 COLUMBIA PD
CASE-211790

WARR-06260ZK

WARR-06261ZK

WARR-06262ZK

12/13/1994

ARREST CHARGE -DISREGARDING
STOP SIGN
PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

ARREST CHARGE -DRIVING UNDER

SUSPENSION

ARREST CHARGE -SIMPLE POSSESS
ION OF MARIJUANA

MITCHELL, CHARLES M
SC0400100 COLUMBIA PD
CASE-911790
WARR-E396488

D2/11/1995

ARREST CHARGE -CRIMINAL SEXUA
L CONDUCT W/A MINOR



CIT-16-3-655(1) MISDEMEANOR
DOC-95GS4001554
WARR-E396488

SC040055C R & E CENTER COLA
CASE-231240
CIT-16-15-140 FELONY

CIT-16-17-490 MISDEMEANOR

MITCHELL, CHARLES MICHEAL
SC0140000 CLARENDON CNTY SO
CASE-SD-0006680
ATN-140000010838
WARR-M084519
CIT-16-11-313-FELONY

WARR-M084520
CIT-16-13-30(B) (1) -FELONY

WARR-M084521
CIT-16-1-57~-FELONY

PHOTOGRAPH AVAILABLE

COURT CHARGE 01-CRIM SEX '
CONDUCT W/MINOR-<11YRS
OLD-1ST DEGREE
COURT DISP-NON-CONVICTION;
NOLLE PROSSED
COURT DATE-09/06/1996

01/25/1996

07/15/2010

CUSTODY STATUS-RECEIVED
START DATE-01/25/1996

COURT CHARGE 01-LEWD ACT
W/MINOR
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;10 YEARS

COURT CHARGE 02-CONTRIBUTING
TO DELINQUENCY OF A MINOR
COURT DISP-CONVICTED;3YRS CS

ARREST CHARGE -BURGLARY-3RD
DEGREE 1ST OFFENSE
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010

ARREST CHARGE -GRAND LARCENY,
VALUE >$1,000 BUT <$5,000
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010

ARREST CHARGE -PROPERTY OFFEN
SE, 3RD OR SUBSEQUENT
OFFENSE DATE-07/15/2010

@ - WARRANT OCCURS WITH MORE THAN ONE SID NUMBER

BASED ON SEARCH OF SCLED CJIS CCH FILE USING SID/SC00046%07

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

wan H¥EL HOT I QB | W <<

*t*****i****t**i***********i*********************it***********************
* THE SUBJECT OF THIS RECORD IS A CONVICTED SEX OFFENDER. ADDITIONAL *
+ INFORMATION MAY BE OBTAINED FROM THE SOUTH CAROLINA SEX OFFENDER *

* REGISTRY AT: > WWW.SLED.SC.GOV <

!**t*t**********************************************f******Wtt************

*

INDIVIDUAL PROHIBITED FROM POSSESSING OR ACQUIRING HANDGUN IN

SOUTH CAROLINA

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



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

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

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

** § C CJIS END OF RECORD **
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- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

CHARLES M. MscHENFLCINGTLE . ) DocketNo. _ -ALJ-1S- AP

[ SLLLEAT % 3 nd = } X
Appellant, J
)
i ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)

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

)
)
Respondent. )
)

Notice is hereby given that Ldest£s Micatel MidesEl appeals
the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Probation. Parole and Pardon Services dated
and received on _/0- 29 - 20k 4 _ a copy oi which is attached. In accordance with Rule
39(B) of the Rules of Procedure for the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (SCALC Rulcs)
please provide a brief factual basis for each expressly and specifically asserted constitutional
violation:
Abcye Convited Toveuir DEfendaut of Hue=4-1992, Mow (5¢) ¥2s oid. D 10-23 2024 Arucen

& REvieEw _dis PAROLE FiIE And FalsE Ceinininl CovuT Clavecs ¢F (2imiyal Dowmest . V.olower DATEL € -5 1

| = Pal \ PR 5 foe - mc g - B e 3 At |
ARG S TRATE Lo T CH"K‘JL> ﬂNf'J Hisjopy ef A HAB Tynd L L NAL H')I;.L(:J;Ll Fropd 1977 7e 1888 As 4 uims wrl

i5Teky r'_:_ﬂﬂi.vé Aresilan T wls 85 THEsSE Faleg Kicerds pul Al ”/gg]" wiglaTES  Tug Bﬂ'ﬁ@;r‘d. Aaid [EGunis

TuvenidE eilZnATE ey EPPEETuniTY To R A SEcouaicl SHANILE AT L[IFE TN

ORI | Iy f’(:!-..{ 'S &rF

Tl THAT Reése. 7wl 7) RETECTED PARSLE ¢ Ppa TunyTY Te A CRANT, 6F A ABSE o 7 ABsslviz

i
“SREToN _cF A (edTinvE REL ANCE o F A LNENANG NG FALTeR clAim 27 Tus ,*f,.n,;,g Andl NEAidNESS oF

VARENT QFFENSE T T Kuns (’5.4 TARY 11 A MER M NGE 4 CPPEK TUMI Y 70 CARTAIA KELEASE etn [DAMoNSTRATED

MTLUXTY And REMABH TATION, [)ylen ToE O-C.xonst And 1aitEp STavrs (anst fheolé SY3TEME.

/ ; ol Y P -
Pretlanr Wlis  Advscd v Admnsrentioz L aw Lo T T Ful o7 mem deee. Matren vy Otsns ey ScaT eot 1-25-24

Liacles M. Mitc ey

Apocllant’s Name

7 ; . siiw t S o
_‘f_g {.“i‘,"/’-"‘.’_i_ci'_i’:;;.( M. S f‘f’b_!:,,— ‘..'f':/.i’;(,‘&"&' s S

Mailing Address

KERsdpwt, Sovry (arcliwn 29067

City, State, Zip Code

- ,,Qﬁ/r{f T J A Teaes)

Signed

[eC- G- 202 "/
Dated

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that |. 4_’3/,;@/2 AL Mifensy)

) &
(your name). on the /&L day ot - /

R4, in fE@SHip /ety

south Caroling. served a copy of the foregoing Notice ol Appeal on all parties to this matter By depaositing the same in the |nited |

States Mail, postage paid. and addressed as follow s
) ! g )
Name of person Ageney senved ﬁ;ZM.N.'§ THAT . ve /1

- 5
\ddress: /A0S f’éﬁ.’;/,_{_{ 7cw

i St Zip Coder _ L7¢be M B4, Dl P

CHagles Miangl  mitenes] o
Print your name
(See reverse side for instructions)

STREES .S

’ .
» ' N - ST L
LdEAR A BrownN B ldin [

ARL w2920/

r

L > o 4 1
 Jeedls Aicril A pberf

Sign yvour name
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knowing decision to plead guilty. Pr., p. 3¢ Ls 18 Ko 'Ll
1..13). This Court finds that the Applicant's allegations of
an unintelligent and involuntary plea lack credibility, are
without merit, and are denied and dismissed.

As to any and all allegations raised in the Application
and at the hearing, not specifically addressed in this Order,
this Court finds them to be waived by the Applicant as

Applicant ha's failed to meet his burden of proof regarding any

a

1

hereby deni

i)

[

other allegaticns. 21F other allegaticas ar

and dismissed. THE Couar Fim0S THAT THE DEisy IN Canpuerwi THE BLar

HOUWMWGE DD MOT TAWT THE Pt OC WhARANT GRAVTW. PoST-Cavicriod REHEE . See osam
Based on the foregoing, this Court finds that Applicant H(B

has not established any constitutional violations or depriva-

tions before or during his guilty plea proceeding. Therefcre,

this Application for Post -Conviction Relief must be denied and

dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Application for Post-Conviction
Relief in this matter be dismissed with
prejudice.

2 That the Applicant be remanded to the

custody of Respondent.

AND, IT IS SO ORDERED this Hi day of January, 1397,

Lditon @ eleblas
WILLIAM P. KEESLEY
Presiding Judge
Fifth Judicial Circuit

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

HENRY McMASTER

Governor

JAKE GADSDEN, JR.

Director

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

Mr. Charles Mitchell #00189424 www.dppps.sc.gov
Kershaw Correctional Institution
4848 Goidmine Hwy.

Kershaw, SC 29067

March 26, 2025

RE: NOTICE OF REJECTION

Dear Mr. Mitchell:

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

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

You will be notified 30 days prior to your next scheduled parole consideration date
PN UF FAaGd

01 Nature And Serigusness Of Current Offenise

02 Indication Of Violence In This Or Previous Offense

03 Use Of Deadly Weapon In This Or Previous Offense
Vote Count: Unanimous To Reject

Sincerely,

KA

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

3/26/2025
[/



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

HENRY McMASTER JAKE GADSDEN, JR.

Governor Director
293 GREYSTONE BOULEVARD
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29210
Telephone: (803) 734-9220 / Facsimile: (803) 734-9440
PPP.SC.EOV
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. BOX 207

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29202
A sl T AN
4'\})1 AT, Vo

MITCHELL, CHARLES M (SCDC ID: 00189424)
Kershaw Correctional Institution 4848 Gold Mine Highway Kershaw, SC 29067

This letter is in response to your request for a review of your parole file regarding the parole
hearing conducted on 03/26/2025.

During your review, you disputed or questioned the Criminogenic Risk and Needs Summary. Be
advised, these conclusions are derived from the COMPAS assessment, which is a tool designed
to identify criminogenic needs of individuals possibly returning to society, in an effort to
minimize future criminal involvement. The information stems from answers provided during the
interview. You were given the opportunity to discuss this with the Board, during the hearing.

Please note, there is no rehearing/appeal process for the routine denial of parole.

Sincerely.

oY L O

Valerie Suber/ AW (Investigator 1)
Associate Deputy Director of Paroles, Pardons and Kelease Services
SC Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

o =W
-

J; & “Nation’s First Probation Agency accredited by the
4 Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies (CALEA).”
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

LHoeles MIcuigL Mrehel) #mig9id )
)
Appellant, )
)
vs. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
South Carolina Department of Probation, ) ‘
Parole and Pardon Services. ) DOCKET NO___ -ALJ-15- -
)
)
Notice is hereby given that __4aeles  MicHpg ] mMETHEY does hereby
appeal the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
dated 3~ 26- 2625  andreceivedon _ #-1/- 24 , a copy of which is attached. A

general statement of the grounds for appeal is (See S.C. Code Ann § 1 -23- 380(A)(6))
‘P.HIBD_&F' ‘ ﬁrnm?“ E‘" Y DISCOVERED—FVIDEN 'E'_"

'# o ~ D
Racanu LA I‘E‘E“GED sI'o'.TIFIED f’“b?\?oa.s _BOARD.__O oNM-T GBTG__Q_COKRECTE.Q _Jb__BL__USED
AGAINST PRISGNER™ FHERE __LaiD BUE - PARCLET HEARINGI T WIITH

"ac KNGWIEB.CMENT. - Cd :}nzne \H‘r“'ﬂ'e'FD'L_PK‘Ro—L‘E“'ﬁaTISlBHW?\’Kﬂ(G To'“RE‘:rE.c.T_Po SSTL'EL"E'“PAROT.E

Ra_u‘r 1 :

’im.s'et-: > REPSR T“‘UJ HERE _PRISSMER — REDTSCNERED "ON_D=2.372624 " THAT .oy rzepoeg‘ya 2, izozi% L
G T l

ADPI T LONALFALSE RECGRDOI UNER f PﬁRaLE—-F.ILE m;v.rz TE W -t ._.DN' H 18- g ﬂ _PRISENER ™REOVEST "'EaR

’KE__E!‘I : TN T : emAFR =9+ 2824,

M_J"' NOAR Yz~ |3 22025 _PARBLE AUTAGRITIES — FINALI ZED__THE Mm\Tm TED ™ INVESTIGN TION—WHICH

DIIEEE.‘LALLEAR&L PRICR_FILES WERE TNCORRECT, — GINERE 0N MARCH = 24 2016 —

'PARoLE AUTHOR1JLE:S — REREARD - THE. 10~ 2.3 252 i{“‘PnR‘lr.“b”:t WAL ANE ™ REMOVED ™ THE VALTDATE
Em..bf. _RECQROS ~VERIFTED ~RY“TAF PARGIE- AUTHORITIES oM JANVARY - 13- 2028 iaeas.. “HOWEVERFAI|

;’g -, RESTHEDULE THE 0= 167201 E“Passtz“ﬁenuﬂe WWERL. “THET REP&RTED"‘H'\LSE""EECORG?‘—ALTEGED

wméi .tT"Wns oEfenms:'Pﬁrso"ﬂsn ALLECAT 0N - -,Jn: _TRVE X DENT: rfso_WB r"szoJ: humanzgfs
NE (3] g .

vIalATt-.L—-MﬁPuE.MS-\ILLJbNS

ey e e

':ﬂm:wm'wa Na'r.rfé’o ONZTRUT 32 20A5 ZARTER THE ~ INVESTICHTiOR

CHAZLes micuael mibettel] Chowle Alicined _AL1 Telielf
Appellant's Name Signed
Rllen oAl £ loarect ionnl INSTiTVTioy (IR ACH- 22~ 282457 B
Mailing Address Dated

[ALEFAX | Sootw Gelus 2927
City, State, Zip Code

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that ), fdsgleC M. Midewet] (your name), on the [0 _dayof 2.2 , 2085, in _£ATR FAY (city), South

Caroling, served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States
Mail, postage paid, and addressed as follows:

Name of person/Ageacy served: __ ADMINT S TRATIVE Law  (eopt . EDBAR A BRowN BuILDink
Address: _ 1205 PENDLETOM STREET. SuiTE 224

City, State, Zip Code: __ LOLUMBIA, SouTH CARoLzva 2970l
_CHARLES  MICHAE)L MITeuell '@M" ‘:"_d -;'C/zc-?ﬂ/*

Print your name Sign your name
(See reverse side for instructions)




DOCUMENT



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Charles Mitchell, #189424, Docket No. 25-ALJ-15-0032-AP
Appellant,

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

—— .
Parole and Pardon Services,

: MAR 02 2026

)
)
)
)
)
) T T ™ 2
South Carolina Department of Probation, ) e ‘:*Z'I‘LEV M’D
)
)
Respondent. )
)

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

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

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

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

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

thirty days after the decision is rendered.”)
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untimely appeal. Hill v. S.C. Dept of Health & Envi Control, 389 S.C. 1, 21, 698 S.E.2d 612,
623 (2010).

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

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this matter is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Ralph K. Anderson, 111
Chief Administrative Law Judge

January 23, 2026
Columbia, South Carolina

Page 2 of 3



