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CERWIFICATE AF PETIZLILSWER
Pétiﬁ{g;ef:ﬁéfeby-certﬁfies that the petitfgﬁ fgr rehear-
ing was made and fiﬁéﬁiy ?ulédzgn by %hé égﬁrt g? appeéisv paﬁei
6ﬁ 7;$8vember Zéié (see i2:2@.ié'1etter of Eeﬁﬁé? Aiieh) whieh
QE6WS.servﬁeé on or after 12,16.16,

QEUESTIAN(S) PRESENTER
I. ﬁbes the libedty {nterest ¢ ahﬁ@unced or set fértﬁy in
?urbick anu 922923 warrant in farm@ panperfs statius whe& a pfé
s® priéiher seeks appellate review as matter eof iegai’f&ght(s)?
TT. Whether the Court 8 Appesls and Court's Panel erred deny-

irg netitinnor?s metion t; pr;ceed*in fér&a pauperis, rehearing

&ni racansiier&tion request on pauper status?

IIT. ithe (LAWEY) Gaurt act in want of jurisiietiom om the

anmeé rwbbevy 1n&ietiment9

STATENEWT oF THE OASE

There was the iZwithS arrest of James WE% was charged and
snéicted fer twe (23 count(s) of murder aﬁd @ﬂ@ Osunt 9f armed
rebbery (therein,censgiiépte@ o1 i@1nt 1ndictment(s)) after pre-
Triai wreceedlng(a) petltlﬁﬂﬂr nnferei mullty glaasﬁ ﬁ% érﬁed r;b-
Rery and two(z) cauﬂt(s) of vdluntary manslaughter in Sumter goun-
ty. The (LAVEY) court imp@sed 30, 30 and 25 wa@r gentenee cwnsseuc
tively James bpcame el;gible for parele release on ‘or akéut Qul?o
88; it was disappreved. He made subsequent applieatien(sj fer mar-

sle release,

When he wag denfed paréie rolease im Warch 2e91;: ke Breurht the




s

acti@n.(appeal) eefore the Administrative Law Ceurt (AL€) raising

the ciaim(s) ?r issue(s) which ineluded the JAMES»@Q@Qg; claiwm or
1ssue. There was extreme delav, in-actien therewith the ALE. He ma-

de the ¥arch 9, ZOGS'appiicatiEm.fér par&le_releaée (sreceedings)

whieﬁ.was'dis-appr@vei a¢ he hfﬁught the cemfiaiht (t;rtueiaiﬁ).i;
'Ric&ia;i Géu;ty gircuit ééurﬁ where ﬁaéﬁamusg deciaratéry reiief
and eﬁc° were ééught.‘ _

When the Administrative Taw Judge (4LJ) wes served with the
actién or sEbrily before the initial hearing ALJ'AEAéfégi $ssued
the 5-18-85 eraer® for respondent which was timely appealed to

'Mehland Gounty Cirenit Ceurt, Resvendent's atternby Tiled for
sumﬁary j&ﬁégigf ég%cérmi%g ééﬁii@i%t a%i cgﬁsé(s}wﬁfziééfzz gf=
. - :

ter 2.2-06 hearingl eircefe ceurt juigé issued 3«29-80 Srder of

- ~ , N - s Copr }
Bismissal® which was timely appealsd te Seuth Carelina Ceurt &f

.&p'peaql"é; See Jemes v, _$G$Z’_;}FS) H56 S.E,24 309, (8.C, Amwp,

2een)3 o | :

A O D CEL G e 0 D O M R e S T e G G O e

*lﬁl Anderson's Order related, "insofaP as Appellantis arguisg that
the. Parcle Board'!s deeision to reject him fér pardle at his regu-
larly scheduled hearing was arpitrary and cepricious, suecka -claim
dows, npt involve a determiqgtién‘by the Bepartmept that he 4s per-
sanently Inélizikle for rarsle and is therefere net appezlabie te
the Ceurt under Furtiolk", (irder p, 3, App, = | )
;ﬁgtHQNZ—Zzté hearing respendsnt 's atte rmey stated: .I. think Judge
Andsrsen sees a much setter jeb tham I could ever attempt. te @e Fer
the Ceurt. I weuld urge the ceurt te view that, (tr. excerpt m. 12
11, 2e-22, Ae». _ 8 ) '

2 ~ ; : E .
Juige.Leels=£P§er (w. 1% édctated, "Plaintiff hasm right to wring
an action alleging the wrongful decisfien 6f the Ps¥ole Posrd in de-
ny Aim parele,.(App. ®_:.10-) The @Grder (p. hééstressgd, "this Court

i g

dismisses Plaintiff's eIlaim pursuant te the doctrine &f res judicata.

(App. ®. 13)

The decision set ferth."FW", James also-chkallenges tke.cireuit
eourt 's rulings regarding the-svwpliecation of thke dectrine ef res

Jjudicate an? the Seutk Carélimg Tort Claim Ack," Id. st hel

2




The appeal from the ALC got mis—piaced, pfgbabiy becauﬁe the
change of the law (appellate jurisdietiég) and the clerk ef the
ALG fafilure to adhee Le court rule(s) regaralng appeals there-
frﬁm. Fhere was the S—Jl 11 hearlny and the circuit court judge
wranted reswendent’s meti@n t@ dismiss after subvequent appeal(s)
James ebtafmod a reversal 1n the High Ceurt Memgﬁandum @binion
Yo. 2@14» 10-812 (5 1&-1&) The (BARBER) Geurt granted petitien-
eT's appmal (in part) on 12-;~ih.

He filed a habeas cérpus metien on or absut 15 ecteber 2015
which su@piemented the ii%itiai 7-18-28 Rule é8(B)(5) Wotien (see
App. pn.@jljé) A hearins was céﬁducted én 2-25oi6 @ 2:66¢ pm; the
ecircuit ceurt Juire issued 3.-29-16 'erder!, ?etitféger appeaied
te Seuth Carel1na gourt of prealq agé nauuer status was denied
on- 6 21-76 he scught recwn51deratlon thercw1th rehearlng and the

C@urt's panel issued 11 T - 16 erder- he comes to this Gourt fur ap-

uellate anﬂ Juélclal review,

ARGUMENT(S) .
i, THE LI%FRTY I&EE% LST ANW@HCEE om SET @QRTH

uw-uu.

PERTS QT&TES WHEW’A “ﬂ@ SE “”T%wNER QFEK AP-
PELTATE REVIEW A8 MATTER &R RIGHT

The 11berty interest annsunced or seot ferth lF Furtick ane

Coomer warrant in f@rma pauperis status whem a pP@ se prlsoner

seeks ann°11ate review ag matte? ef right, é&éwer V. SCBPPPRS,
g 661 S.B.24 106 11¢ (2608) Geo»er holds, "We find the apparent

failure kv the Par&le Eeard t@ consider the requlslte statutﬁry

criterla n renaering its éeciszsn constitutes an infr*ngemeht of



a state-crea-ed 1iberty interest and, thus warraﬁts minimum due
pﬁ%cess:pf@cedﬁre.”

The ceurt ef éppea%s'-ﬁ-?h-ié tgrdert réled,"the métien te
pf@cé@d in ferﬁa pauper iS‘ieﬁiei pursuaﬁt ﬁ& Ex Parte Martin,
321 s.€. 533, h71 S.E.2¢ 134 (1995)" (avp. v, 17) Even theugh
James may not have cited Cdoper therein the métféﬁ t% précesd in

forma pauperis, Ex Parte Martin dees not held that an indigéﬁt

may ke arbitrarii# and capricieusly denied pauper status which

is what the court of appeals srder ruled.

Tn Ex Parte: ¥artin v, State, 471 s,E.24 134, 135 (1995),

the Court wrote, "Purther, where certain fundamental rights arve

accéss to the cgurts. Ggﬁpare Boddie Ve Conﬁecticqﬁ, hel ﬁ.s.37i,
91 5.0t. 780, 28 L.EA.2d 113 (1971)," Therefore, the ruling is
un&ﬁnstitﬁtf%halﬁih James's appﬁ&i. {See App, pp¢&8 )

2. COAURT @F APPEALS AF® COURT'S PANEL ERRED
BEVYING PEFITIGNEA'S MOTIEW T2 PROCEED IN
FPORVA PAUPERIS, REHEARIWG AVD RECEWSTSERA-
PICH REQUEST ¢N PAUPER STATE®S

The court of appeals and court's paﬁei erred dehyfﬁg Fanmes?s
motisn te preceed in forma gaupeffs, rehearigg and recensideration
reqﬁest %ﬁ.paﬁpep status The ¢&rder (see App. ®. j%%} péﬁnted, "the -
re is no basfs fér reinstating er granting = pehearing. The ‘'érder!'
(b, 3) of the eircuit court averred: |

“The Plaintiff is alsé not entited relief pur-
suant te. Rule ©® due té the lensth of time ex-
pired frem the Ceurt's decisisn te the filing
‘of the métien, Pirsuant te Rule 66, the 'motion
shall be made within a reasemable time,! Rule

® SCRCP. Wine years have elapsed, this cammot
be considered reasenable when seek relief. App.
P liéﬁ

!
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The 3.29-16 order failem te n@be ag it is set f@rth in the
statement'of the case (p ) that 3ameg flled and served the Ru-
1s @@(b)QE Motion the sumer (7. 12,88) of 2808 sh@rtly thereafl-
ter the Gemper deelsien° it cannot ke iathe@ By p@ﬂntei t@ pet1~
tW@ner that the cireuit eourt failed te y@ fnrwa@d, pr@ceed with
the iniE¥aY wotiem which ha@ to We suppleme%ted on 16-15-15 té
secure a hearing but the james decisfoli of 1P=Celll (see App. W,
eZQZM ) was nét.reeeivei.hy petitieﬁ@? untdl Ja§UaPy.2Q1‘; it was
received in time te pregent at the 2-26-16 hearing.

Which shews (ceéntrary te Judge Lee's 3=-29-86 crder (p. By
it stated "plaintiff didiﬁét arpeal that deelsien and it has éem
d%me fiﬁa?") that he was succesgsful in.securiﬁg 1 reversai ﬁf ALJ
Andersents G-18-85 ¢rder (App. BP. lﬁ_ﬂ) More it was the bkasis
of .Judge Lee’s decisién aﬁé Court of Apmealst decision--res judi-

cata,

3e THE (LAWEY) CQURT ACTED IV WANT oF JURIS-
BICTIZW @N THE ARMED ROBBERY TNDTCTWENT

The (LAFEY) Géurt acted in want 6f 7uWis91ct1@n on the apmed
Pmbberw 1nd10tment' agéin there wag the cmnsollﬁateﬂ 1néﬁctment(s)

ior hamicidey The state v, Waurice Jaeck et ale, o, 78Gsh3-13¢

(Annexeé merete@ whick was trueublllad at tle ¥areh 1979 term of

@@urt of General 868519hs of Sumter C‘cuntye The g@vernment chgse

the 701ﬂt arraignmmnt an 3-76-78 Tstate v, Blakely, 752 5.E.24 29,

at 35.(%.@, App. 2@13)(f@?*a discussi&n*@n Séuth Garalina mardatery

jeinder rule),




e gy
: w

Petitioner préceeded te pre-trial procecding before the (FTN-
NEYW5§§urt oh 6-1-79 (see Excerpt(s) frém tr. p. 3 11, 1=3) There
was a Prady (@iscovery) ruiing therein for Mack (p. 35 11, 17=28);
Seliciter of Thrid Judieial Circult commented or set forth:

The informatien fer his defense in the
arned rebbery case, the cass hag »een
called and will be called asg murder,
(p. 35 11, 2-L)
What is ?mpbrtént under rule(s) of law, the FIWNEY G@ur+ a.d-

hered theret@ the law of the case doctrine fr@m more than @ne p@lnt S

f view c@ncernlng %ack ané f@]lewed the ”ook v. Tavler, 252 §,.E.2d

23 (197&) rule (Gf law)e There were other m@hi@ﬁ(s) therein, sever-
ance and etc, ®lakelv supra gince the guiltv nleas sere ]mintly on

JUne 18 197%; it is apnarent gewaraﬁion wa® denied, Mere&ver, Seuth

Carollna has Rel p1a1n errev rule. see State v, Genfﬁv ele S.E.2¢ L8l

(2@65) but see als@,ﬁ&?ff;jb,j%@E”Sx 76@ ;.E 2& 31h 821 2@1&) And
the govermnmant dig not appeal wre-trial rullng(s)

The Laney Gourt adhered to the law of the case Fer Mack ahd he
deviatea on James ; even mere he violated the long standing Ruls 60
of Circuit G@uft Bules of Fﬁactice (CeRP) and reievaﬁt case law(g)
by goiﬁg fgtwafd witrout jurisﬁictiég, contrary to res juéieata dec-
triﬁe'em armed rgbber? inﬂictﬁeﬁt See indictment ne, ”@GS+3.ib1 an-
nexed hercte Further eveﬂm@re pre-trisl di%covery can/may/has &g~

‘ tab’s:h@é gat f@rth the 1aw ef the ezwge, ﬁavis Y, Parkv1ew Amartments9

762 S.E.24 53¢, Shﬁ (201&); ﬁawins suprs.. Fover @ictates, c@mmanis

that a circuit coeurt judge has te have ipowert Eg have adequate, suf-

5 & G oo o> 6D W




fieieﬁt jurdsdictfon, Tn Re Estate of Hever, 75h S.E.z2¢ 875, 8

(ZOih) The recer&(s) demonstrate, shews ard set ferth (on its fa-
ce) that Lamey had inadequate, rie ]urlsdictién oh the srmed reb-
be?y'indwetmenﬁ as 2 matter of South Gareling law(s)..
Since petitmgne??s. o8 year gsentence has explrcd as. af 201¢
(se2 'Cenviction Sum%aryv annexed herete)s he sheuld be released
forthwith--immediately.
This :Z:;_ day of January 2617,

o Nouf @,

Isiah Ja Jro, @9@@@3




CERTIFICATE @F SERVICE

“""";-".‘.'fea herebv cortifies that e es caused true

and curre@t eepiev, B The. s !3’1.1‘{?2‘1!1‘,3 | FQ;B WRIZ ,&{F%ERTIP ?»2(' |
: - ) B A . AN S O & .."';:,?_-_'t” MR Mmoo ‘.

w be ma‘ilei @mﬁtag_e ﬁ%e_:paig,_ taa the partw es set #ferth

T

below here.’m this day of January 217.

o : R ECEIVEDD
Ffé'n, Jﬁnnﬁy %&o Kﬁﬁcku,n@s. g—fj,g@k '

‘9, Gourt O Adweals TT 7o JAN 10 2017
PR . 11628 | |
Srebta, o RS G Court of Appeals
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The State of South Carolina _ 'mnicmr:r;f FOR MURDER
Courity of __ SQRMIER S | : : . ' ﬁ

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on the . 19th ____ day of __laxch

19_72_, the Grand- Jurors of Sunter . County present upon their oath:

That one MAURTCE MACK and one ISIAH JAMES, JR.

- ~-did with malice aforethought in __ Sumter ' County on or about the __25th __ day
of __October 19_78 | ki)l one __ Norman Guest Reames
- by means of shooting: - ‘ CERTIFIED TRUE COPY

27
RGOy

SOUTH CAROLINA

and that the said _Norman Guest Reames

did die in __Sumter County’ as 2 proximate result thereof on or about the__25th.

day of October 19 78

.Against the peace and dignity of the State.

., . ) _' ' -
_'_’.arl’.l ,{f{r/—.‘é‘ ?ﬁ-‘z""(

R. Kirk Ycleod Solicitor

12




P L

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .
' I THT COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS .

3 -
4
3
P 01 : :
7 | - STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, :
8 | ' - .
9 vs. , ' TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD
ce .10 ' MOTIONS: June 1, 1979
.11 | MAURICE MACK and
7B | TSTRAH JAMES, JR., CERTIFIED TRUE CGPY 7
g Defendants. OFORIG!NALFILED
c W
& 13 \rn ; ,:r'uﬂm.,
= 14
5. DEPUTY CLERK OF (_}OURT !
o 15 SUMTER COUNTY
T _SOUTH CAROLINA
.16 |
217
) BEFORE: Honorable Ernest A. Finney, Jr.
'.43 Resident Judge
19 June l, 1879
20
21 ; APPEARANCES
22 For The State: For, The Defendants:
23| R. KIRK McLEOD, SOLICITOR SAM HASKELL, ESQUIRE
Third Judicial Circuit ) PHILLIP MNMEWSOM, ESQUIRE
24 | HARRY ‘B. BURCHSTEAD, JR., , JOHN S. HOAR, ESQUIRE
Assistant Solicitor B RUBEN LQ§RAY, EQQUIRE :
. 25 Sumter, -South Carolina 29150 : Sumter, South Carollpa 29150 :
- LI ”’A/ :
S/ e

FAPPENDIR—R
)
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The Defendants Maunlce Mack and 151ah James were

'1nd1cted on Indlctments Number 79GS43-139 and 79GS43-140
resPectlvely, for two ‘counts of murder as to each 1nd1ctment.

- i e

"ﬂne natter came on to be heard on June l 1979, On the

me - .

dlsp051t10n of motlons flled in. the Court of General Sessions

ER, S.C.291%0 i

3

34
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- for Sumter Countx before the Honorable Ernest A. Flnney, Jr.,
ées dent Judge, at’ Sumter, South Carol*na. ' ‘_; :
AR AR SRR L -oT =T

fhe State of South Carollna was represented by R. Klrk

Y"'A'-T- ! ......

McLeod Sollc1tor for the Th;rd Judlclal Clrcult, and Harry
LB Burchstead Jr., As ssi stant Sollc1tor, both of Sumter, '
" HE '.',4 1 s-.-'"...:. - sk TS
< ll ES . . .V >, . " . -L
South Carollna. . . - &
i TR T T T L8 of (Sarih
o Present and appearlng on behalf of the Defendant -
. e e trluter o j.-_“’L.r:zfniy

Maurlce Mack were Sam Haskell, Esqulre, Phillip” Newsom, .;R

v.-n... ~ 1-- bl

.,“ .-. s - .4-\.— rr~v- - taag

'Esqulre, and John S Hoar, Esqulre, all:of the-Sumter o

“" o ‘_ .‘.::';-':-.l':‘.ﬁ i " _'-! : (RS LIV hd _"'. !-, LA P .. \-
thunty Bar and Sumter, South Carollna. .0 S o
T4 Tz reimees e REISTMNL LW finER cLop ot o

'Present and appearlng on behalf of the. Defendant Isiah

: :':- s --\-‘\--1. e \:_7 . @ i S S :...., .-:,--
James,"Jr' ‘'was Ruben L. Gray, Esqulre, of the Sumter County )
lnah ___!,_ '\‘.8,/-. ' \-"!-heb-\-v-.q.z&.&ﬂ. e - o - aptodeeas — - “_'. “.
Bar ‘and’ Sumter, South Carollna. ) o e T ot

v 'S : .:h = I ',“,’...\S-E: :..'.:{.. .. .~. ..is- . O L L .*“"_";."?7: t-f'.-" -. -

* The" follow1ng represents a true record of the .

bt - ._.'.. - ‘ . -.~—.,— '\l- Sm = i . -_'.-' 12 AR . . '
proceedlngs. . . -,a.:'.-';_ LI >
- ).
- , - e 2 “a e
. . . z
. e v Ll e eeeee rerl e s LTI } | Y
.- . . - ~ . . .o ;
.- ot . T ' ' ’ . ’ ' . Tt £
Rt Loy nhe Inie s i, R O T a L O
';': - . -1 - .-.' e oo . e PR - = '.'. .~-' .
: 3 -%_j . =
L : . - ,




7.5
= _ 5
;~ o wov.e 3
”= 1 .BY SOL. McLEOD: ' I .might :point out, .Judge,that the list
k: ’ “"{t‘-h—»-ar'%:}}i Ewaiﬁﬁpﬁﬁ, ‘the e-lnfcamiii:oz. ior h:.s_ :d==.4.°'£~s77=":‘,-‘ |
1| in the armed robbery case, til;g&é:;;g ’_.1'1';.'5 Bé'é;.t cg._lieﬁ _and .
Bty
5 BY THE COURT: . Yes sir, I understand -that; but I
~ & | gather he is. '.l:_al}fing about ope of the--- S .
.7 BY SOL.-McLEOD: - --Of ‘course, that's a back-up cas_e——-: ]
8 : .h‘B.Y ATTY. NEWSOM: .. Yo.u.r: -Honor,. I thj.ok Brady-—-
ol -. BY THE COURT:, 1 That's -all r;i.gi:itA,_: let me go through
10| these.:... '.:"Z'.L...-.'z:..' FIoleerw .--;-. S D A L
. m BY ATTY. NEWSOM: Yes sir.
§ 12  BY THE COUE'{T.z Number 3, all written statements of
:zb_":f__ ;the accused, whether signed or unsigned; any objection,
K 5 ‘ll .f.‘éoiicitor?:.ana LeSzow-zry, I ':.. T aatay _-: PRI R
“‘f '?3»1.;::-3*:: rSOLx :MCLEOD:; + They . have, t.hem.,..;\ air; & 62
"~' 16: . .BY :‘ATT.I. -NEWSOM- .We already. have :them, Your Honor.
"_'L- L B BY {'HE COURT::: Mﬁt‘ﬁmﬁ -_gran,‘t_'ﬁ__.u_. 7
53 ~¢';§‘?ah1'iﬁ—1te§ﬁvs-taté~rrents m“_a._fa_n'e;'my' SRR fn_“i_gg_s_;pg;_ W
: :: tO'Eher: l’gers_o_a‘s‘z_k whether, ‘51_9 ;‘6{ ws__"ia“gl}:i’:::‘. ;m_ifirfilit__‘ef:
& BY SOL . MCLEOD: - So far .as I know, they have
2 everything that they havé asked for.
: 2 'BY THE COURT: . All right, sir. . That ohe would. be
. '. “ graoted with the-exception of if there are people within .
> - the State's file that they oon_sider'_'-i_:ogge .conf‘j,gle'nt_:ial,-'
' vi;‘ \ .35 . '
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on that and 'I'11 think about it for a while. Do You wish to

Criminal records of any

I don't see where it's got anything

to do with the prosecution of the defense of this case

because like I started off befp:eL_the_gnly_thlng_we_are__“____

7
18

19

24

20

21

22

23

concerned w1th 'is trying these two people for murder .

‘té’ 2 | be heard on that one, Solicitor?
%" 3 | witnesses...

13 ' |
B 4. BY SOL. McLEOD:
b

21

i

) é

LEG. :

e 7

it:?." B

"BY THE COURT: All right, sir, fine thank you.

BY ATTY. NEWSOM: Your Honor, I'd like to make one
other'point at this time if I could? .

BY THE COURT: Yes sir? o
BY ATTY. NEWSOM: Our request. for this informaticn

does not necessarily only go as to the guilt or 1nnocence

phase." We feel “that ‘we. are entltled to, I think through
Brady, to anv 1nformatlon Of ‘the same. nature and all of:"'*
these other §fe§ibus féguests fhat: go to* the sentencing” VT

oA fSew - [ - . o
-

phase--<7- - ii' st oin SR

BY THE COURT: The sentenc1ng phase--~

BY ATTY. NEWSOM: —--And that would be to the“charge

of the aggravating circumstance of armed :robbery.
BY THE COURT: All right, sir, fine thank you. I

think that takes care of your Brady motion. Now, Mr.--that

takes care of all of your motions, doesn't it?

BY ATTY. NEWSOM: Yes, Your Honor, it is a continuing

motion. Is that my understanding,'tgat the motion is

64
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LHMTII0OD SCDC DFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM \:5 GBIz /9
' COMMITMENT AFPLICATION . :

SCDC % 94883 . CONVICTION SUMHARY - - SMITHKIM “
" JAMES ,JR., ISTAH - CURR LOC: RIDGELAL
. OFFENDER TYFE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE . OFFENDER CATEGORY: UNCLASS:
CURR SENT SERVING CAT: UNCLASS]
INCARC  SENT  SENT  SENT , . CONV VI
RS CONYVICTION OFFENSE YR& MO DYS DATE  8TART  FROJ COMP STAT INI
P 0% SO0Q02 ARMED ROBRERY - JF 925 00 000 046/18/79 12/14/78 11/26/2023 ACT |
P 860001 MANSLAUGHTER 040 00 000 0L/18/79 12/14/78 10/44/2010 ACT |

-
FAGE: 20001

MAKE A SELECTION AND FRESS {ENTER>...
FRI4-QUIT FF10-MAIN MENU PFF7-BACKWARD FF8-FORWARD




oM

000 ID: 00054883

JAMES ,JR., ISIAH -

3CDC OFFENDEQ.MQ&QGEMENT SYSTEM
RELEASE DATE SCREEN

, , LOC:

. OFFENDER CATEGORY:
. ) CURR SENT SERVING CAT:
OFFENDER -TYFE...: ADULT-8TRAIGHT SENTENCE - SEXUAL FREDRATOR..:

TOTAL SENTENCE..: 085-00-000 CONSECUTIVE SENTENCE ..: Y

CURRENT SENTENCE: 085-00-000

FROJECTED CbMPLETION DATES -

MAXOUT DATE .....:
YDA SIX YEAR DATE:
INITIAL FAROLE DATE:

02/01 /1968

§4/06/2023  CURRENT EWC .: 3 F 5

JAVAVAN 5£5;

O1/13/99

CSMITHKIM

RIDGELAND
UNCLASSIFIED
UNCLASSIFIED

__CURRENT SENT START DATE: 12/14/1978

/ /. CURRENT EEC .: NOT CURRENTLY EARNING EEC

NEXT FAROLE HEARING DATE: 03/18/2001

TOTAL GT DAYS EARNED w.s....: 004740 _  LAEDR CREW/WORK FROG DATE: 99/99 /9999
TOTAL EARNED WORK CREDITS ..: 601565 _ LARBOUR CREW DISR REASON:
TOTAL EDUCATION CREDITS ....: 000000  OFFENSE > CAT 3

TOTal EXTRA EARNED CREDITS .: 000

TOTAL SERVICE TIME EARMED ..: 007229 =~

PFKEYS: __  5:HISTORY OF DATE CHANGES

PRECERE
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INDICTMENT FOR ARMIED ROBBERY,

mmmm
LAt 8 Co'uri: of General Sessions, convened on the_ 19th day of March
979, the Grand Jurors of. Sumter _ County presert upon their oath:

COUNT ONE—ARMED ROBBERY

That_One MAURICE MACK and one ISIAH JAMES, JR.

SRV G gt oSUMEET ware v Gouhty ‘oii o about the_ ~25th . . . day of Octobex - ) 2 fowd

i9_7° 78 /S | while armed with & deadly weapon, to wit;__-38 calibre pistol
__feloniously take from the person in the presence of, Gary Cusamano and Norman (Guest Reames
ottt b

"by means of force or intimidation goods or monies of the smd Gary Cusamano and Norman Guest Reames
a quantity of MariJuana

such goods or momes being described :

COUNT TWO—ROBBERY

That

did in County, on or about the__ day of.

19___; felonlously take from the person'br presency of . S

by means: of force or intimidation goods or monies of the said_________ .

such goods or monies being described:

COUNT THREE—LARCENY

That . - .
did in _County on or sbout the day' of

19‘_,_., feloniously take and carry away the goods and monies of.

of a value of
described:_
with intent to deprive the owner permanently of such goods and monies.

Against the peaoe and dignity of the State, a.nd contrary to the smtuﬁe in such case made and

Provaded. . K D 7(2'_/1‘6 iﬂd m&

R. Kirk Mcleod Selieitor

P e e
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