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ARREST WARRANT

E= 455557
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CERTIEIED TRUE

STATE OF SOUTH cmoun%
' County/ DMunldpaiity of - ) &
YORK } q

R

" STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) : o\o'p :
manty/E]Munidpaﬁlyof ’ )#’_ é AFFIDAVIT
S) . s _
appeared . before -ma the alflant G. P. WILLIAMS : . who

CHARLES RAY CARTER |
' violate the criminal laws of the
i )

duy swom deposes and says that defendant
'Rﬁlhin this county and slate on _24;%97 [:]
te of South Carofina (or; ordinance of _COunty/ Municipalily p_l

N - -

. THE STATE (4\0‘.21 0y N lowing partodars: |
D~ against ek ', ! L 128 ipmion OF OFFENSE: POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE WITH INTENT TO DISTRIBUTE—4TH OFF.
e YORK oy, SECTION 44-53-375(B) ' |

. ) l"&)mher slale. lhat thers s probable cause 1o befleve that (he defendant: named above . did commit
| Address: S gy ' the crime set forth and that probable cause Is based on-the following facts:
’ ROCK HILL, S. €. _29730 ON 04-01-97, OFFICERS WITH THE YORK COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE WERE CONDUCTING AN

Phone: ___327-5438 son; S
Sev-_M Race: B Height: 1" -
( se: _S.C.pL#: '
De.. 12-03-55-
Proseculing Agency: YCSO .
Prosecuting Officer. _WILLIAMS, G. P. :
Offense: POSSESSION OF CRACK WITH INTENT

Agency ORI #: 0460000

TO DISTRIBUTE—4TH _ Oifense Coda:
Code/Ordinance Sec. 44—53—375 (B)

This warrant |s CERTIFIED FOR SERVICE in the

DCounly/D Municipality of
: The accused

is 1o be arrested and brought before me to be

dealt with according to law.

(L.S.)

Signalture of Judge

RETURN
A copy of this arresl warrant was delivered to

c ./ ‘

- L o
. Signature of Zonstable/Law Enforcement Officer

RETURN WARRANT TO: °

TICKET # 30773

INVESTIGATION ON I-77 IN FORT MILL, S. C. DURING THIS INVESTIGATION, OFFICERS
STOPPED A 1982 CADILLAC FOR IMPROPER TAG. DURING THIS STOP, THE DEFENDANT
(CHARLES RAY CARTER) WAS FOUND TO BE IN POSSESSION OF NUMEROUS ROCKS OF CRACK
COCAINE, THIS BEING CONSISTENT WITH THE DISTRIBUTION OF CRACK COCAINE. A CHECK
OF CARTER'S CRIMINAL HISTORY SHOWED THAT HE HAS THREE PREVIOUS DRUG CONVICTIONS
MAKING THIS HIS FOURTH OFFENSE. THIS OFFENSE OCCURRED IN YORK COUNTY, S. C. ALL
AGAINST THE PEACE AND DIGNITY OF THIS STATE AND THE LAWS SO MADE AND PROVIDED.

THE QUANTITY OF CRACK WAS MORE THAN ONE GRAM. < o T 32
‘ ' ' - - . Qo - Q2m
Sworn to and subscribed béfore me- ) M %ﬂ‘ ;;JE B -
) Signature of Alflant ) o'c-,c Eg _
)  Alfiant's Address __ 1675——2A YORK HWY2 gL o5 4 <
) YORK, S. C 99@% e =
Afflant's Telephone __£28-3069 —AT = O ypm
S M Ao
- " . ™y
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) N2,
Iz} ()] (& =] ‘
county/l_IMunicipatity of ) ARREST WARRANT —.
__YORK - ) . B

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY: .
ft appearing: from the above affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to belleve thatl
on 04-01-97 defendant __CHARLES RAY CARTER
did violale the criminal laws of lhe State of South Carolina {or ondinance of
[ county (- Municipatty of ) as set forth below:
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE WITH INTENT TO DISTRIBUTE
: SECTION  44-53-375 (B) - '
Now, therefore, you are empowered and directed o arrest the said defendant and bring him or her belore
fsll with ai:cordlrp to law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered 1o the
as soon thereafler as is practicable. h
) Judge's Address 1675 YORK HWY.

y4 & - Ls)) — YORK, S. C. 29745
Signature o Issuing Judge ) Judge's Telephone _628—3095 - :
Judge Code: _ELi ‘asglng Court: Magistrate D Municipal D Clrcult

ORIGINAL A
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"'m WITNESSES DOCKET NO. # 97-GS-46- [ éo? _After beikg fully adyised as to my legal
_"oo " YCSD / WILLIAMS - _ o .~ rights, I-hegeby wafve presentment to
/ —  The State of South Carolina  the Grand My~
S/l conrvor o
.mac — ;
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS | Charles Roy (orter
: . ' . ' 'hereby appear in rﬁy OWN proper person
ARREST WARRANT NO E 455557 _ MAY 22ND, TERM 1957 and plead guily to the within indictment or
- ' _ , to
THE STATE s, : : +
BSSCSSIon d'F' Cl’QCA’ 3rd
Ve, ( A .
CHARLES RAY CARTER
ACTION OF GRAND JURY Defendant ¢
' - = ) ‘ - Witness: o
ey '- ikl - Na s p : Indictment for ~' o
'_j RE N o LJ d . UNLAWFUL DRUGS . : '
e R L. g . -
- Fo ,zan of Grand Jury Date: : C.CCPLSTAND G,
POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE - :
05_22 -7  WITHINTENT TO DISTR!BUTE I No clerk Geal
VERDICT - . SC CODE 44-53-375 2 3“"/ Feremans - (7 fonal| kre
. | CORCode 0112 ' D14
é\,_/ﬁ, - | 300 estealial Flomen D= |4, G

L( FQI“’ /3164 Ctt‘r‘he&m,gfyr’w
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ON”]M(MM ng;,;z/g XS o fpesed [2

,F;m 32 (12/87) ; ® D 35’5’5 .
’6 copy .
“STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIN o 1
.'. ¢ INDICTMENT |
~U4§10 ' !

COUNTY OF YORK

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on May 22nd 1997, the Grand Jury of
York County present upon their oat _ BRI D -

5OSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE N
o . | /\ NTENT 10 L RIE = : )
g3 T
That Charles Ray Carter did ip York County on or about April 1, 1997, possess
with intent to distribute a quantlty of Crack Cocaine, a controlled substance under
provisions of Section 44 53- 110 etiseq., Code of Laws of South Carolina (1976), as
amended, such Possessmn w:th Inﬁgnt to Distribute not having been authonzed by law,

all in violation of Section 44-53 375 Code of Laws of South Carolina, (1976), as

amended. o . o :

Against the péace and di'gnity of the State; and contrary to the statuté in such. f

case made and provided.
5 ASSISTANT SOLIGITOR - -

mac
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CQUNTY OF YORK LERTIfISO g copy  CASBNO: 97 GS46-_sd0?
THE STATE g, . WARRANT NO: 57
VS Y IS.,_ f/ﬁ' CHARGE:

The sentencs of the Court is

thedcfendmmmedlnthhindknnanbc
conflned to the Stats Board otConecdoWYorkamyDamdonCmfornmmom?ﬂLv C}/a) Y%) (OR)

pay a ﬂm of $ : provided that upon the servics of *. —_ (andXor) t
paymes of § —_ plus (ay) (waive) cost and assessmeats 28 spplicable *  habalmeals
suspended and the defendant is placed on probation for, ——_— ', _ (months) (years). . ’
RESTITUTION: (YES) (NO) ) S PHYSICAL INJURY § g
HEARING HELD OR WAIVED ON: (and) (or)

PROPERTY DAMAGE §
PAYABLE TO CLERK FOR (VICTIM) TOTAL §

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF PROBATION AND/OR SENTENCE:

P 1 }
~N i
DATB: L3/4°77 . |
YORK, SOUTH CAROLINA FINE .
- , - ACADBMY-— 4 \ A Y/ 1l dN
“COST AND ASSESSMENTS: .C.C.A. R S
L.C.F. S
C. A 'r s_____
- COPY RECEIVED BY: ){ %’L&% ? /272 :
efendlnt
!
4 WHITE - Clerk PINK - Detention -YELLOW - Probation Dept. BLUE- MM'; Copy
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_ CERTIf

v. YOS

Charles Ray Carter

DEFENDANT.

q

IED TRUE COPY

IOH
0.7
kG INTENT TO DISTRIB

97-GS-46-1609

\-_l\dvvv

X Wefindthe Dcfendaix
’ to sttnbute
- We find the Defcndan

of Crack Cocame

{

December _/0 , 1997

We find the DcféndaxL Not Guilty.

STATE OF $OUTH CAR% m@ IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF YORK ‘ % vx-:nmcr FORM =~ = |
STATE OF SOUTH CAROL &Y H

i

t Guilty of Possession of Crack Cocaine With Intent

t Guilty of the Lesser Included 0ffcn§e of Possession

381

)\ S C POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE WITH
UTE :
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3 = CLERX OF COURT'S OFFICE

f’%pé aF eleyg |

PO. Box 649, York, South Caroling 29745

OCTOBER 13. 1998

S.S. DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ‘
OFFENDER RECORDS OFFICE

4444 BROAD RIVER ROAD

COLUMBIA. SOUTH CAROLINA - 29221

Lh:0 91 130 g6,
HINYHR SOH0Z HEUN?.J.:IO

DEAR MS. TURBEVILLE:
o R i ,

1 HAVE BEEN REQUESTED BY AN INMATE, CHARLES RAY CERTER , TO PROVIDE YOU WITH '

COPIES OF HIS SENTENCE SHEET FOR A CONVICTION ON 12/20/97 INDICATING HIS

CONVICTION WAS FOR POSS. CRACK COCAINE WITH INTENT TO DIST. 3RD OFFENSE, AND NOT

MFG. CONTROL SUBSTANCE AS HE INDICATED IN HIS LETTER.

T TRUS T THIS WILL MEET YOUR REQ[?REMENTS. . o
YO LY ' ‘ }p)y/u/%,é 5%% /.A_, o /1/ C‘Lf v
el i et
cecer s . it ok k) or)
CC: MR. CHARLES RAY CARTER M}}’/VL( ) 5"-%; M — ﬁﬁj P ug_

RT 4 2 BOX 100 - : T —
F—4-A-272 .
MCCORMICK, S.C. 29899

YORK COUNTY GOVERNMENT CORRESPONDENCE IS PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER.
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- State of %outb Caroling |
The Cireyit Court of tpe Dixteenty Judicial reuit
JOHN c. HAves, iy | ' ::':%:ulss V%W‘;:::.
\,‘ 1 o 5 g7
, i - - B MM”',
~ September 10, 2004 - |
Mr. Charleg Ray Carter, #2'46054
BRCI- 1272 _ Murray Unje
4460 Broad River Roag

Columbia, SC 29210
Dear M, Carter:

ed the Crimina Docket Re
R code for theo i

3PPear thal your sentence sheet hag

ICHIV§k

Ce:  Court file (W/Carter letter of 5.

-04 letter and attachrﬁents) :
-C. Dept. of Correctiong o ' '
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L ‘Pgi@?mf:xmd&/ | ’%RR?
s SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF Co CTIONS .

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

3 ~ STEP1
INMATE NAME;LAM//J,S Ccm]ém B
SCDC NUMBER: LUb ¢, SY

INSTITUTION: _ {8 {ce, o f—anfl. (X

i . ’ :
"HOUSING UNIT._ S [4 A< “

T RS snn Class.
S MUY Date Received%'
) IGC Initials ____ ~

WORK ASSIGNMENT:_ Y1 64 ¢

Office Use Onlg

Grievance No. _RCI_0856~12

Code: General _CL A
Policy '

Disc. Hear. .
—_—

e .

STATE GRIEVAN CE {include documentation, and date of inddént; if SCDC Policy indicate which pali

cy

) ; i
I wag SeaTehced [0 Decemper | q4q7. Eﬁvy SeuTeacng Sheed feffecded ¢ octe /02 -
Mo iTal Release daTe. Sengen STedec Fud my Purole ElgBle e ax f-5-04-
;{h‘»{{vx Motk ouJ Yuie was—147-2613-T STH Have f[/g PicrpsenT fareer=/n 1775
vl oo o SAET 155wl ol By Pecwnd) Grentc Pridaet 05 e 1 Couayiy
~ V0403 T0 ([~ WHEH Thed Termnaiad 1y fanpre U7, [y cned @ty /'

Wy Seafeuce
T"Af?: Case (JF/)

a

P years, T n ce Receal Ryiiniy By Fhe SC-Con,, O pers 1y

(7
- C : 2 ol ; JAr
S'MTCM;'MI Chel 2] VS scnc = The CourT Rad 0l scoc Coud yol~ yraodiFy e

CW{‘B and

ar'Was'wiHmraﬁﬁfaQ%r
ACTION REQUESTED: J7,,T 14, UGl SenTenciny Skeel Conle’ 5J2 702 Pe

“ Thewe. (~onpe witt The Cark wuel
4 ¥ 8 »/}’ ’

pevficjed anct il Mﬁ/'v £ wéz ant gl for 9ienTs me.
/

K eﬁvad’/wl/ and ey

W70 rr S-Curl for= -

EUWT cpurd ﬂacr/ f/}f/ e

SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BYGRIEVANT:

T have BxhausTed Yhese Precefures Pefore. Thil Mew Ruling was

PWY— (\4]\0 P(acé‘ TA@V‘C’/FUV‘&IM il

ThiS qhiecvance Raje ‘on The

RMW]'}M YanT VS SCOC Tl S noy adtilefle when ¥ Fie in The pab -

(Asib, bnile J9-Y~2u0ez

Grievant Signature Date

|
' ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

Your grievance has been investigated and because of time restraints, forwarded to
the Warden for his review/decision. See Warden's decision

I accept the action taken by the IGC and consider the matter closed.
I do not accept the action taken and wish to appeal.

| SCDC 10-S (Rew November 1997)

IGC Signatﬁré' ‘ - -Date

. Grievant Sianature / Maaa ;




o Pq ¢d * SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. KAE 2 /d/(j
AT ~ INMATE GRIE\ANCE FORM
oy T \/ \J Lpd /2
s - b 3 Code: Gcmnl Q&/C‘[
IDisc.Hea: -
HOUSINGUNIT SR 28 | ‘N‘-.-‘%TZJLO-- | =Date Received .
- IGC Initials ____ 27 L
WORK ASSIGNMENT:_\n 1 | /24

" {NMATE'S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dxssaﬁsfacﬁon) Tic weacy] owrSTEAIed % p,.,,w{;
Y was denied due. frocess Byscoc as wellas denied Ouige ) g:!ulwful ModFisafjon avd
Elroneous Galc ulalion s )“}/ fealence wn"ﬁw;f M&/Mpym or Withod] w [fearsng more
i Than (O PoaThs aFler T wus Sealenicedwhich mLaw/(?/ Emmf :.’1177// Ayrofe
| ely ,p,{,fz of }-5-04 am/m W/yma/ MaxpaT Haie oF Odober 2213 ﬂy Fhe offeg,

| i Cade on y iniViul SeuFoncing sheel Frim iopTo0 45 well asThe CO# /mé on »
| 1 XudeImeal Frm//;'ro%/"?/g: o/ r/,acw Wy inTo The Cory J«)?/Mic Creadid e
differenT TudicTment and sl ;/e r/.f Tertinded My Eany ool Chotf o5 on iva/ . whEl/

J Woflﬂw/ My S'owfatc mayl oale T i«’?—? Vhak wes povse ad 32 Jhe 77 nef
| Recond ibiiTios Jp mmm/ o 4ead TS and Wadhins v Frcc i mlbé  onf 247
i ‘Tl-a" Ha§ Cauted me Yo Mldpﬂz{}‘/‘y Aease Aale Cpnles (nitin /‘7-/3 '

| iTFIn qiven vy By anl gl Bive For a1 leve
| RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND R

: Yomoonoamhavebecnmvwwed. Youwmmns:heawcmwedwmﬂeamkoodemumhummmm. You received
earapondemeﬁommc!bmbhlmlohnc.ﬂayumddelemchexplamedmynuMyomummmngsheuhadbecn
 corrected, not modified, to reflect the correct CDR code of 0114. mmmmmpumofmmmdoamhvcmeamhomyw

mdxfyyowmmgsheaora)kcode.

Thaefore.yoquuestedmnlsdenwd.

Ywmywmmummmmwmmmummwuwm In order to appeal, you must fill out
. mwmofwmmmmnnWonmmmwaysofW .

L Esalo g a3

" Date

‘ﬂwdeddonmndaedbyhemsponﬂbhoﬁddeﬂmus&heappedpmofhehmevamm
. cedure. [ hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is theAgency's final
- . _response to this matter

Ooto (uits T6™/7 .2 /hms,l,“y«_ T/e73

| Grievant Signature : Date - IGC Signature Date

(GEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCDC 10-5A (Nowcmber 1997}
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Charles Ray Carter, #246054, Docket No. 13-ALJ-04-0772-AP

o Grievance No. RCI 0856-12
‘Appellant, ’
s, |- . -~ ORDER

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE .
This matter is before the Adrmmstratxve Law Court (ALCor Court) pursuant to the appea.l of
Charles Ray Carter (Appellant), an mmate incarcerated with the. South Carolina Department of
Correctxons (SCDC or Department). Appellant filed a Step 1 grievance on October 4, 2012 allegmg

that his max out date was mcorrectly calculated due toa clerical error on the ongmal sentencmg'

sheet. This grievance was mvestlgated and demed ~ Appellant then filed a Step 2 gnevance on
January 7,2013 allegmg that he was “denied due process by SCDC as well as denied counsel by the
unlawful modification and erroneous calculation of [his] sentence w1thout [him] knowing or without

a hearing more than 10 months after [he] was sentenced....” This grievance was mvestrgated by

Division Director Jannita C. Gaston and demed on August 23, 2013. The Appellant recexved the

Department s final decision on or about September 16, 2013. On October 7,2013, the Appellant A

filed this appeal with the Court.

In his Notice of Appeal, Appellant claims that SCDC has not properly calculated his sentence
- and that SCDC is holding him past his release date Appellant requests that SCDC release him

unmedrately “because hxs ongmal release date has passed »

STANDARD OF REVIEW ' o

The Court’s jurisdjction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South Carolina
Suprerne Court in Al- Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The Administrative
Law Court’s Junsdxctlon in. mmate appeals is limited to state created liberty mterests typically

mvolvmg () cases in wh1ch an mmate contends that prison 0ﬁ'1c1als have erroneously calculated

. FILED

MAY 012014

g S



fere 1

K

his/her sentence, sentence-related credlts or custody status; and (2) cases in whrch an .inmate has

, recelved punishment in a major dxsctplmary hearmg as a result of a serious rule violation. Id.

When reviewing the Department’s decxsrons in tnmate grievance matters the ALC sits in an

appellate capacity. Id. at 756. Consequently, the review in these i Inmate grievance cases is limited to

the record presented An Administrative Law Judge may not substitute his Judgment for that of an

agency “as to the weight of the. ev1dence on questions of fact.” 8.C. Code Ann. § 1-23- 380(A)(6) |
(1986 & Supp. 2013) Furthermore an Adrmmstratwe Law Judge may not reverse or modify an
© agency’s dec1sron unless substanttal i ghts of the appellant have been prejudiced because the decision

s clearly erroneous in view of the substantlal evidence on the whole record, arbrtrary or affected by

an error of law.- See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(A)(6); See also Manetta Garage Inc. v. South
Carolma Dept. of Public Safetv 337 S.C. 133 522 S E.2d 605 (1999)

therefore, this Court has Junsdrctxon to hear the appeal.

‘ DISCUSSION
On December 10, 1997, the Honorable J ohn C Hayes III sentenced Appellant to thtrty years

for v1olatmg S. C Code Ann. § 44-53- 0375(B) offense code 0114 (“Drugs/Manufacture distribution,

etc., ice, crank crack cocaine ~ 3" or sub. offense”) On the sentencing sheet, however, the York

County Clerk of Court’s office wrote m the incorrect. CDR code of 0102, although next to the

incorrect code is a description of the actual oﬁ'ense for whrch Appellant was convrcted “Poss: crack

' cocame WID™).

. Upon his entry mto SCDC custody, Appcllant S sentence was entered under the incorrect

CDR code of 0102 instead of 0114, Sometime in the early 1998, Appellant took the initiative to

contact the York.County Clerk of Court to inquire about a then-existing detamer In his letter,

~ Appellant acknowledged that his.conviction was for “poss of crack w1th intent to distribute.”

However, Appellant also stated. that he was not sentenced “for mafacturing [sic] a control [sic]

'. substance ” Appellant is correct that he was not sentenced for manufacturmg adrug. However, the -

! The old CDR 0102 code was for S.C. Code Ann. 44-53-0375(A) (“Drugs/Possession of less than one gram of lce,
crank, or crack cocaine — 3 or sub. offense") _ ,

South Carolina Dept. of
'Labor, Licensing and Regulation v. Gir irgis, 332 S. C 162, 503 S.E.2d 490 (1998). Here, Appellant

appeals SCDC’s final agency action regardmg a request to recalculate Appellant’s sentence;



Paer>

language'inS C. Code Ann. § 44-53-0375(B) includes any “person who manufactures, dxstnbutes A

dxspenses delivers, purchases or otherwise aids, abets, attempts, or conspires to manufacture,

distribute, dxspense delxver or purchase, or [ possesses with intent to dzstrzbute dzspense or

devaer cocame base

On October 13 1998, SCDC’s Offender Records Office received a letter in reply to

}

I have been requested by an inmate, Charles Ray Carter, to provide you with copies |
of his sentence sheet for a conviction on 12/20/97 indicating his ‘conviction was for

Poss. Crack Cocaine with Intent to Dist. 3™ Offense and not Mfg. Control Substance
as he indicated in his letter. :

As a result of the clarification of the clerical error made on the sentencing sheet, SCDC updated its .
records to reflect the proper sentence. The true bill returned against Appellant by the York County

grand jury on May 22, 1997 was for “Possessxon of Crack Cocaine with Intent to Distribute,” which
falls under CDR code ,0114 based 'on § 44-53-0375(B)—Not CDR code 0102, which is for

possession of less than one gram of ice, crank, or crack cocaine and is based on § 44-53-0375(A). '
Therefore, the actual crime with which Appellant was charged, and of which he was ultimately

convicted, was a third offense of possession of crack cocaine with intent to distribute.

Appellant cites Tant v. S.C. Dept. of Corrections, 395 S.C. 446, 718 S.E.2d 753 (Ct App.
2011) addressing ambiguity in sentencing sheets. In Tant the Court of Appeals held that -

Under ordinary circumstances, SCDC must determine the sentence 1mposed by the
trial court from the sentencmg sheets. If there is some ambiguity in the sentencing
sheets, SCDC may examine the transcript of record to determine the intent of the

sentencing judge.... In this case, there is no ambiguity. Therefore SCDC was
limited to interpreting the sentencing sheets,

Tant 395 S.C. at 449. (internal citations omitted). The only exception noted by the Tant court to this

general rule is where the trial Jjudge announced one sentence in the presence of the defendant and

later increased that sentence in the written order. See Boan v. State, 388 S.C. 272,277, 695 S.E. 2d.

850, 852 (2010). Because there is no ambrgulty whatsoever as.to the sentence 1mposed on the

- sentencing sheet in this case, the application of Tant requires that the thu'ty-year sentence

unambiguously unposed on the sentencing sheet controls. Moreover, the nature of the crime for

p‘ossession'with intent to distribute, the grand jury’s true bill, and all other documentation in this case

Appellant’s letter. The letter was from York County Deputy Clerk of Court, Peggy C. Carroll who o
wrote: B ‘



I

. sentence in accordance w1th the sentencmg court’

supports SCDC’

| Comm n,333S.C. 12, 507.5. E, 24328 (1998) Appellant has not met this burder.

May 1, 2014 | -
Columbia, South Carolina :

i3

supports SCDC’s 1998 correctlon of Appellant S. CDR code for

S order

The record conclusrvely estabhshes that the “substantxal ev1dence on the whole record”

s ﬁnal agency decision. Appellant has the burden of provmg that SCDC s decision

is clearly erroneous or arbxtrary or-capricious, or an abuse of dlscretlon See Porter v, Pub Sve.

ORDER -

_ITIS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Final Decision of the Department is AFFIRMED |
- and the appeal of the. Appellant is DENIED

- AND IT IS SO ORDERED

Q/@Mml W

‘Deborah Brooks Durden .-
Adxmmstratxve Law Judge

purposes of recalculating his
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