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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Alonzo C. Jeter, 111, #282902, Docket No.: 16-ALJ-15-0035-AP
Appellant,

VS. ORDER

South Cardlina Department of Probation, F , L E D

Parole and Pardon Services,
JAN 26 2017

Respondent. _
STATEMENT OF THE CASE SCADMIN. LAW COURT
This matter is before the Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court) pursuant to the appeal

of Alonzo Jeter (Appellant), an inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of
Corrections. On July 29, 2016, the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon
Services (Department) issued a final decision letter determining that the Appel_lant is ineligible for
parole based upon his methamphetamine trafficking conviction. On August 19, 2016, Appellant
filed a Notice of Appeal with this- Court challenging the Depértment’édecisiori Upon careful
consideration -of the record on appeal and briéfs- of the: pames the Department ] decxslon is
affirmed. ' ' ' '
| BACKGROUND
Appellant is currently serving five concurrent sentences, all for drug related offenses. In
this case, Appellant’s parole eligibility is determined by his most severe sentence. Appellant was
sentenced to fifteen years under S.C. Code Section 44-53-375(C)(1)(b) on July 16; 2015. On the
same day, Appellant was also sentenced to fifteen years pursuant to S.C. Code Section
 44-53-375(B)(3), ten years pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-53-445(A), fifteen years pursuant to
SC Code Section 44-53-375(B)(3), and ten years pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-53-445(A).
ISSUE ON APPEAL
Whether the Department. erred in determining that Appellant ‘is ineligible for parole
because hxs offense under SC Code Section 44-53-375(C)(1)(b) falls under the no parole rule.
 STANDARD OF REVIEW
The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the South Carolma Supreme
Court decisions:in Al- Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000) (estabhshmg an

administrative review process: for inmate appeals), and Furtick v. S.C. Dept of Prob Paro]e &
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Pardon -Servs., 352 S.C. 594, 576 S.E.2d 146 (2003) (incorporating final decisions of the
Department into that review process). The Al-Shabazz decision explained that “procedural due
process is guaranteed when an inmate is deprived of an interest encompassed by the Fourteenth

Amendment’s protection of liberty and property.” Wicker v. S.C. Dept. of Corrs., 360 S.C. 421,

424, 602 S.E.2d 56, 58 (2004) (citation omitted). Because being granted parole is a privilege and
not a right, the routine denial of parole does not implicate such a liberty interest; however, the
denial of eligibility for parole does involve such a liberty interest, and thus is a matter properly
before the ALC for review. See James v. S.C. Dept. of Prob., Parole & Pardon Servs., 376 S.C.
392, 395-96, 656 S.E.2d 399, 401-02 (Ct. App. 2008); see also Sullivan v. S.C. Dept. of Corrs.,
355S.C. 437, 443, 586 S.E.2d 124, 127 (2003). '

Wher reviewing a decision of the Department, the ALC sits in an appellate capacity. See
Furtick, 352 S.C. at 599, 576 S.E.2d at 149; Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Under
the appellate standard of the Administrative Procedures Act, the court’s review is limited to the
record. S.C. Codé Ann. § 1-23-380(4) (Supp. 2016). The court may modify or reverse the decision
of the agency when subsléntial rights of the appellant have been prejudiced. S.C. Code Ann.

§ 1-23-3 80(5) (Supp. 2016). Substantial rights of the appellant are prejudiced when the agency’s
| decision, including the agency’s findings, inferences, and conclusions, are in violation of
constitutional or statutory provisions; in excess of the statutory authority of the agency; made upoﬁ
unlawful procedure; affected by other error of law; clearly erroneous in view of the reliable,
probative, and substantial evidence on the whole record; or arbitrary or capricious or characterized
by abuse of discretion or clearly unwarranted exercise of discretion. Id.

DISCUSSION

Appellant argueé that the Department has erred in concluding that he is not éligible for
parole under the language of Section 44-53-375(C)(1)(b). The Court disagrees. A review of the
relevant statutes supports the Department’s determination that Appellaﬁt is ineligible for parole.

In determining whether an inmate is eligible for parole, several different statutes must be
reviewed. The foundational rules of parole are contained in Title 24 of the South Carolina Code.
Specifically, Section 24-21-610 sets the minimum amount of time that must be served of a sentence
before an inmate reaches eligibility. See S.C. Code Ann. § 24-21-610- (2007). However, the
baseline rules have been modified by other subsequently enacted or amended statutes. Section

24-13-100, enacted in 1995, defines Class A, B, and C felonies as “no parole offenses.” Id. at
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§24-13-100.l When an inmate’s crime is a no-parole offense, the inmate is not eligible for
“parole” consideration. ld. at § 24-21-30; see also Bolin v. S.C. Dept. of Corrs., 415 S.C. 276,
283, 781 S.E.2d 914, 917 (Ct. App. 2016), rehearing denied (Feb. 24, 2016) (“It is without doubt

that the statutory definition for the term ‘no-parole offense’ in section 24-13-100, i.e., ‘aclass A,

B, or C felony . . .,” simply describes the types of offenses for which the offender is not eligible
for parole.”). Instead, the inmate must complete a community supervisién program. S.C. Code
Ann. § 24-21-30 (2007). Unless provided otherwise, an inmate becomes eligible for‘ the
community supervision program after completion of at Jeast eighty-five percent of the actual term
of imprisonment imposed. Id. at § 24-13-150(A) (Supp. 2016). This is known as the “85% rule.”
However, this rule for no parole offenses has.been modified for certain specific offenses
within the language of the sentencing statute.‘ In' particular, the legislature has-amended certain
drug crime sentencing statutes to allow for parole eligibility iﬁ centain cases. The Court of Appeals
has construed the language of the amendments to repeal the no-parole offense statute insofar as
there is a conflict with the more recent and specific amendments. Bolin, 415 S.C, af_'282, 781
S.E‘Z.d at 917 (citafion omitted) (“The legislatﬁre’s use of the phrase ‘Notwithstanding any other
provision»of law,’ in the amendments to sections 44-53-375 énd -370 expresses its interit to repeal
vsect_ic"m 24-13-100 10 the extent it conflicts with amended sections 44-53-375 and -370.” (emphasis
Vinbn’ginal)). The holding of the Court of Appeals in Bolin is very specific and does not repeal the
':85% rule in regards to all offenses contained in th'e statutory sections amended by the legislature.
The subsection of the drug statute that Appellant was sentenced under provides: '

(C)A person who knowingly sells, manufactures, delivers, purchases, or brings into
this State, or who provides financial assistance or otherwise aids, abets, attempts, -
or conspires to sell, manufacture, deliver, purchase, or bring into this State, or who
is knowingly in actual or constructive possession or who knowingly attempts to
become in actual or constructive possession of ten grams or more of
methamphetamine or cocaine base, as defined and otherwise limited in Section 44-
53-110, 44-53-210(d)(1), or 44-53-210(d)(2), is guilty of a felony which is known
as “trafficking in methamphetamine or cocaine base” and, upon conviction, must
be punished as follows if the quantity involved is:
(1) ten grams or more, but less than twenty-eight grams:
sk ke
- - (b) for a second offense, a term-of imprisonment of-not-less than five......
years nor more than thirty years, no part of which may be suspended nor

probation granted, and a fine of fifty thousand dollars[.]
* % ¥ .

1 Class A, B, and C felonies are listed in Section 16-1-90. Appellant’s offense is a Class A felony.
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(F) Sentences for violation of the provisions of subsections (C) or (E) may not be
suspended and probation may not be granted. A person convicted and sentenced
under subsection (C) or (E) to a. mandatory term of imprisonment of twenty-five
years, a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment. of twenty-ﬁve years, Or a
‘mandatory minimum term of 1mpnsonment of not less.than twenty-five years nor
more than thlrty years is not eligible for parole, extended work release as provided
in Section 24-13-610, or supervised furlough as provided in Section 24-13-710.

S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-375(C)(1)(b) (Supp. 2016). Appellant’s argument is based upon an
inference derived from subsection (b). He afgues that because parole ineligibility was not
explicitly stated, it is by implication not included. Appellant bases his argument on the precept that
*“to express or includq one thing implies the exclusion of another, or of the alternative.” State v.
Leopard, 349 S.C. 467, 472-73, 563 S.E.2d 342, 345 (Ct. App. 2002). However, this argument
ignores, not only the plain language of the statute, but the larger statutory scheme of parole
eligibility. | |

In interpreting a statute, words must be given their plain and ordinary meaning

withotn resort to subtle or forced construction to limit or expand the statute’s

operation. Further, the statute must be read as a whole and sections which are a

part of the same general statutory law must be construed together and each one
given effect.

Ranucci v. Crain, 409 S.C. 493, 500, 763 S.E.2d 189, 192 (2014) (internal quotation marks and

citations omitted). The language in subsection (F) has a plain meaning which gives effect to all

relevant portions of the law without rendering any language redundant or absurd or resorting to
canons of construction. The “no parole offense™ rule applies to all class A, B, and C felonies,
including Appellant’s. However, some offenses are excluded from the classification system. This
includes some of the S.C. Code Section 44-53-375(C) or (E) offenses referenced in subsection (F).
S.C. Code Ann. §16-1-10 (2015). Thus, the legislature needed to speci,ﬁcally make these offenses.
ineligible for pard‘le Because offenses like Appeliant’s, which are classified, are already governed
by the no parole rule, there is no need for additional, redundant language to be included in the
offense- specxﬁc statute. Put simply, the drug statute does not include language making Appellant
ineligible for parole, because the ineligibility has already been provided for by the no-parole
offense statute. Therefore, based on the plain language of the statute the Court concludes that the

Department did not err in finding that Appellant is ineligiblé for parole.”
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ORDER

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the decision of the Department is
AFFIRMED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dk Zod o A

Deborah Brooks Durden, Jidge
S.C. Administrative Law Court

January 26, 2017
Columbia, South Carolina
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'STATE-OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Administrative Law Court
Docket Number 16-ALJ-15-0035

, APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon Services

Alonzo Jeter, TIT,#28290 2. ceeeeccccccccocnnnnnn. e« «APPELLANT

S5.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE : .
AND PARDON SERVICES., .................. ‘eeecccescnssee s RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Alonzo-C Jeter, III,#282902, hereby certify that 1 have "served
the within Reply Brief, dated December &0 ,2016, by depositing a
copy of the same in the United States mail, postage prepaid, by
~and through the interagency mail service of Perry Correctional
Institution mailroom personel addressed as follows:

Deputy Director of Legal Services

5.C. Dept. of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
2221 Devine Street, Suite 600

P.0O. Box 50666 ,

Columbia, S.C. 29250

I further certify that all parties required by Rule to be served
have been served. ‘

Alonzo C. Jeter, IITI,#282902
APPELLANT o

Perfy Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road
Pelzer, S.C. 29669

b
This A0 day of December,2016
at Pelzer, South Carolina
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

Did the Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services err
in determining the Appellant ineligible for parole?
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"STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellant is serving a fifteen year concurrent sentence
for the violations of two counts of distribution of methamphetamine
second offense, two counts of distribution within a half mile of
a school or park and one count of trafficking in ice, crank, or
crack between tén and twenty-eight grams, second offense., All
current charges resulting from providing .an informant with meth
on two seperate occasions. Appellant had a prior conviction(drug
charge) on his record dating back to 2004 for possession of less
than a gram of crack. Thus all current convictions were enhance
to second offenses. See S.C. Code of laws 44-53-470. ‘

While housed at Perry Correctional Institution, Appellant
was made aware that he had been classified as ineligible for parole.
due to the conviction of trafficking ice, crank or crack between
ten and twenty-eight grams second offense. NOTE: Even though
Appellant has never been convicted of a trafficking charge ever
before of an: drug, the conviction would be enhanced due to S.C.
Code of Laws 44-53-470, and in turn would cause it to appear that
the AppeJlantbeen actually convicted in the past for a trafficking
offense.,” . . : » : : :

A letter was then written by applicant and mailed to the -
Respondent asking the Respondent to take a look and correct the
mistake of classifying the aAppellant as ineligible for parole.
Respondent's reply letter of final decision stated, "You were
convicted of trafficking meth which is defined as a 'no parole"
offense under S.C. Code section 24-13-100." Appellant filed a
Notice of Appeal of the decision of the Respondent's letter and
findings before the Administrative Law Court dated August 19,
2016. : ‘




ARGUMENT

- The Department Of Probation, Parole aAnd Pardon Services did in-
fact err in determining that the Appellant is not eligible for
parole. '

The Appellant\was sentenced to a fifteen year prison

sentence under S.C. Code of Law 44-53-375(c)(1)(b). The Appellant

- argues that the Respondent did in-fact error in deeming him

- ineligible for parole. The Appellant bases his argument on the
specific statute of the S.C. Code of Laws '44-53-375(c) (1) (b),
which states in regards of the sentencing structure, “no part of
which may be suspended nor probation granted." The Respondent
also bases his argument on S.C. Code of Law 44-53-375(F)which
is a precise subsection of the specific statute 44-53-375(c) (1) (b
This precise subsection reiterates, "Sentences for violation »
of the provisions of subsections (c) or (e) may not be suspended
and probation may not be granted." This same precise subsection
goes on to read, " A person convicted and sentenced under subsecticn
(c) or (e) to a mandatory term of imprisonment of twenty-five vyears
or a mandatory minimumterm of imprisonment of not less than twenty-
five years nor more than thirty years is not eligible for parole!

The Appellant argques that he was ‘not sentenced to neither
type of sentence that the precise subsection 44-53-375(F) declare$§
as being ineligible for parole as he was sentenced to a fifteen
year sentence. The Appellant contends that he is indeed eligible
for parole. The Respondent argues that the classification of the
Appellant's offense makes him ineligible for parole, and that
section 44-53-375(F) of the specific statute does not apply. The

 Appellant asserts that , actually, the precise subsection 44-53-375
(F) does apply, has to apply and in-fact is very- significant and
is important in that it ables the Court to realize and remain
aware of the legislative intent in regards of parole eligibility
for those whoém are sentenced under 44-53-375(c) and 44-53-375(E).
See Creech v South Carolina Public Service Authority 200 s.cC. 12}'
20 SE2d 645 (In ascertaining the intent of the Legislature, a
court should not focus on any single section or provision, but
should consider the language of the statute as a whole),

The Appellant and Respondent both agree that the conviction,
trafficking meth second offense is classified as a Class-A felony
according to S.C. Code of Law 16-1-90, and that S.C. Code of Laws
24-13-100 defines a "no parole offense" as a Class A,B or C
offense.The Appellant contends, that S.C. Code of Laws 24-13-=100_

I's—a~General statite and that the General, statute applies only
if the Specific statute does not contain parole specifications.
The Respondent agrees. The Appellant argues that_byex§Q}ning S.cC.

------ T
Y

quekﬁf Laws 44-53-375 more closely and in it s entirety, the
legislative intent in regards of parole eligibility is discovered
in the precise subsection ofS.C. Code of Laws 447537375(3).
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The Appellant also asserts that S.C. Code of Laws 24-13-100
which defines a "no parole offense" as Class A,B, and Coffenses
was written in 1995 and has never been amended since it's enactment,
However, S5.C. Code of Laws 44-53-375, (the specific statute), has
been amended as recent as 2010 and again in 2016. The Appellant
emphasizes that the Legislature has had ampleamcunt of time to
address any. ambiguity which exists within the specific statute.
The appellant asserts that this would have been managed by simply
deleting the subsection 44-53-375(F) completely from the statute
as a whole. The Appellant emphasizes that the Legislature, of
course knew this existed, however chose to keep this subsection
in place to reveal Legislative intent. The Appellant maintains
that the true legislative intent is that not all whom are sentenced
under 44-53-375would be deemed as ineligible for parole. See
Bell v 5.C. Highway Dept. 204 S.C. 462, 30 SE2d 65 (We must
presume that the Legislature was familiar with prior legislation
dealing with the same subject matter when it enacted an amendment,

The Appellant avers that the Legislature knew that other
precautions with regards to parole and recidivism were in place
to harmonize with true legislative intent. The Appellant emphasizes
that the Legislature knew that S.C. Code pf Laws 24-21-640 exists
which reads in relevant part, "The board must not grant parole nor

- is parole -authorized to any prisoner serving a sentence for a’

second or subseguent Conviction,‘following a seperate sentencing
for a prior conviction, for violent crimes as defined in section
16-1-60." The Appellant emphasizes, it is clear, if a person

is convicted of ANY violent offense and then that person is

ever at ANY TIME in the future convicted of another violent
offense, the person will be AUTOMATICALLY deemed ineligiblefor
parole.The legislative intent, simple rule of thumb, and
mathmatics which keeps in mind any "second-chance" legislationy
is simplyf PRIOR VIOLENT OFFENSE + ANY FUTURE VIOLENT OFFENSE
equals = AUTOMATICALLY NO PAROLE. The Appellant emphasizes that
this holds true even if any future violent offense permits
parole by . it's specific statute. Regardless, the person will be
automatically deemed ineligible for parole. The Appellents

- emphasizes that the Legislature also knew that S.C. Code of Laws

17-25-45 exists in regards of serious and most serious offenses.

The Appellant asserts that it is the objective of the
Legislatureto reduce recidivism and to be mindful not to punish
low level drug offenders as harshly as would major drug traffickers.
The low level offender gets a limited "second-chance" in that he
is eligible for parole, However, he would still receive a STRIKE
in regards of S.C. of Laws 17-25-45 and will also be and remain

———affected—by~STCi Code of~Laws  24=21640-

The Appellant emphasizes that the Legislature is mindful

. that a person could be convicted of trafficking second offense,

without never actually having been convicted of a trafficking
offense ever before. This is due to the language of the Enhance-
ment / Recidivist statute S.C. Code of Laws 44-53-470. According
to this statute ANY prior drug offense can enhance and cause this
affect. (Note: Appellant's prior conviction of possession of



less than a gram of cocaine for Appellant's personal use
and addiction was used NOT to cause Appellant to be convicted
for trafficking and therefore sentenced as a second time drug <
offender, but rather the prior conviction was used to cause
Appellant to be convictedas if it were his second time being -
convicted of trafficking drugs.) Note also: South Carolina has no
statute that would simply charge a person as being a second time
drug offender, rather S.C. charges and convicts as though the
person has previously been convicted of that same particular
crime.The Appellant argues that this, again, is why the
Legislature chose to keep statute 44-53-375(F) in place.

The Appellant contends that to obtain a more in-depth
understanding of the intent of the Legislature, the Court must
consider and remember the purpose of the South Carolina Laws Act
273, which is often cited as the "Omnibus Crime Reduction and
Sentencing Reform Act of 2010." This Act reads, in relevant
part, "It is, therefore,the purpose of this Act to reduce recid-
ivism, provide fair and effective sentencing options, employ
evidence-based practices for smarter use of correctional funding,

- and improve public safety." The Appellant emphasizes, the amend-
ments made by this act, the Court should notice that the objective
was not to make the drug laws more strict, but was to give more
leniency to those who weren't major drug traffickers.The Appellant

_contends that it is the intent of the Legislature and in harmony
with South Carolina Laws Act 273 to, "provide fair and effective-
sentencing options" and thus is why the precise specific sub-
section of S.C. Law 44-53-375(F) remains and must also be
construed correctly and pursuant to thé Rule of Lenity.See Hughes
v Edwards 265 S.C. 529, 220 SE2d 231 (Unlessthere is something in
.the statute requiring a different interpretation, the words used
in a statute must be given their ordinary meaning.) See also,

Hair v State 305 S.C. 77, 406 SE2d 332-The Law clearly states

- that "if two statutes are in conflict, latest statute passed

- should prevail so as to repeal earlier statute to extent of re-
pugnancy. See also Bolin v South Carolina Dept of Corrections
415 S.C. 276, 781 SE2d 914 which demonstrates also that the

- 'latest statute/amendment passed should prevail so as to repeal
the earlier statute. Note: S.C. Code of Laws 24-13-100 has now
been deemed as unconstitutional and preempted.

The Appellant maintains and emphasizes that he must be
deemed and classified as eligible for parole. phe Respondent argues
~ that the Bolin case is not significant, howeverthe Appellant
.disagrees. The Appellant contends that there would not have had
to be a Bolin decision if Legislative intent would have been
noticed and honored at genesis. The Respondent asserts that the

. “"législativem¢ntent-has~been—there*inSTCT"Codé“df Laws44=-53-375(F)
' Bolin did not create or place the intent -there, the Legislature'/
did.44-53-375(F) has not been disturbed for all of the afore-
mentioned reasons of intent. The  Appellant maintains that he is-
eligiblé for parole and should be classified as such as this is
‘¢la5tly Legislative intent. '



) CONCLUSION
Based on the foregoing reasons the Appellant respectfully
requests that this Honorable Court reverse and remand to the
Parole Board/ South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole
and Pardon Services for a meaningful opportunity to be released
on Parole by providing Appellant with a parcle eligibility
classification.

Respectfully Submitted,

/
v/gay/’#”

\ &
' Alonzo C. Jeter, III

#282902
APPELLANT

Perry Correctional 'Institution
430 Oaklawn Road '
‘Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

Pelzer, South Carolina
December &0, 2016
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. o State of South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

\

NIKKI R. HALEY

Governor

JERRY B. ADGER

Director

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

www state.sc.us/ppp

December 13, 2016

The Honorable Deborah Durden

Judge, Administrative Law Court
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224
Columbia, S.C. 29201

RE: Alonzo Jeter, I11, #282902 v. S.C. Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon
Services ‘

s

Dear Judge Durden:

Please find enclosed for filing the Brief dated December 13, 2016, along with proof of service in
the above referenced case.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.
Sincerely,

Tommy Evans, Jr.

Assistant General Cofinsel

TE:dn

Enclosures
cc: Alonzo Jeter, III, #282902
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Alonzo Jeter, HI, #282902 ..o s APPELLANT

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND
PARDON SERVICES, ......c.ocovtimiiieereeetieeeeeeeeee e, RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Dawn K. Nichols, Executive Assistant to counsel for Respondent, certify that I have
served the within Brief, dated December 13, 2016, on Appellant by depositing a cdpy of the same
in the United States mail, postage prepald the 13th day of December, 2016, addressed to:

Alonzo J eter, III, #282902
Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

I further certify that all parties required by Rule m ee? served.

Dawn Nichols

Executive Assistant

South Carolina Department of Probation,
Parole, and Pardon Services

P. O. Box 50666 e
'Columbia, South Carolina 29250
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

1. Did the Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services err in their
determination of their denial of the Appellant’s parole eligibility?

0113 iii



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

OnJ anuary 12, 2015, the Appellant sold a quantity of methamphetamine. He was arrestea
and charged with the offense of trafficking Iin ice, crank or crack between ten and twenty-eight
grams. This sale was done with a half mile of Macedonia Baptist Church Vplayground so he was
also charged with distribution with-in a half mile of a park or school. Through their investigation
the autho_rities later determined thatv the Appellant had a previous drug conviction so this offense
was upgraded to a second offense.

On July 16, 2015, the Appellant appeared before the Honogable Lee S. Alford for the
offense‘s of trafficking ice, crank or crack second offense, and distr\ibution within a half mile of a

, school or park.! Upon the conclusion of this appearance the Appellant was sentenced to a fifteen
year period of incarceration for trafficking ice, érank, ér crack; and, ten year.s‘fo'r distribution
within a half mile of a scho6l or park. /

Prior to possibly becoming eligible for parole the Respondént decided to conduct an
inveStigatioﬁ to determine parole eligibility. During this investigation it was d_iscovered that tﬁis_
was a trafficking second offense which is classified as an A-Felony, this makes the Appellant not
eligible for parole. The Appellant was notified on July 29, 2016, that he was not eligible for parole
due to the classification of this offense.

P Upon re‘ceiviné this notification the Appellant decided to file a notice of appeal before the

_Admiilistrative Law Court (ALC). Within this appeal the Appellant argues that he should be

eligible for parole due to the statute not stating specifically that parole cannot be given for this

offense. The Appellant-also- argues that pursuant to the Bolin decision the Court ‘of Appeals

determined he should be eligible for parole. The Respondent will argue that pursuant to South

* On this day the Appellant also appeared before the Court for the two counts of distribution of methamphetamine
second offense; and two more counts of distribution within a half mile of a school or park. ’

( 2y
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Carolina law the Appellant is not eligible for parole due to the classification of the offense he was

convicted of cominitting; and the Bolin decision does not apply to the current offense.

1. The Respoxident did not err in determining that the Appellant is not eligible for parole
due to his drug conviction. \ :

The Appellant argues that he should be eligible for parole due to subsection (F) of Section 44-
53-375 of the South Carolina Code of Laws which'state:
Sentences for {/iolatioh of the provisions of subsections (C) or (E)
may not be suspended and probation may not be granted. A person
convicted and sentenced under subsection (C) or (E) to a mandatory
term of imprisonment of twenty-five years or a mandatory minimum
term of imprisor_lment of not less than twenty-five years nor more
than thirty years is not eligible for parole extended work release as
provided in Section 24-13-610, or supervised furlough as provided
in Section 24-13-710.
S.C. Code Ann. §44-53-375(F)(Supp. 2015).
The Appellant argues that since he was not sentenced to a mandato'ry'twenty-ﬁve years or to a
mandatory minimumi of twenty-five years he should be eligible for parole. He argues that the
General Assembly intended for him to bécome eligible for parole that is why it is not stated within
the statute that he is ineligible for parole. The Respondent argues that this portion of the statute
does not apply, and the classification of his offense makes him ineligible for parole.
Pursuant to South Carolina law the offense of trafficking ice, crack, or crank second offense
carries a maximum penalty of thirty years which ciassifies this as an A-Felony. See, S.C. Code

Ann. §16-1-90. Since this offense is classified as an A-felony is a “no parole” offense.? Since this

is a no parole offense the Appellant cannot be released from incarceration until he has completed

2 For purposes of definition under South Carolina law a “‘no,paro]e offense” means a class A, B, or C felony or an
offense exempt from classification as enumerated in Section 16-1-10(d), which is punishable by a maximum term of
imprisonment for twenty years of more. S.C. Code Ann. §24-13-100(Supp. 1996)

,, 95 2



» S

at least 85% of his sentence.? It is clear by the statute the General Assembly did not wish any
prisoner convicted of an A-Felony be released from incarceration until the completion of at least
eighty-five percent of their sentence. Unlike an individual who have committed the offense of
possession with intent to diétribute second offense, or dis;[ribution second offense who are given
parole eligibility by statute, there exist no statute that allows aﬁy pfisoner convicted of trafﬁcking

second parole eligibility.

The Appellant argues that pursuant to the Bolin decision the Appellant should be allowed

parole eligibility. The present case is not identical to Bolin so the denial of parole is legitimate.

Pursuant to, Bolin v. S.C. Dept. of Corrections, 415 S.C. 276, 781 S.E.2d 914 (2015) the Court of

Appeals decided:

Defendant’s convictions for second-offense conspiracy to
manufacture methamphetamine were no longer no-parole offenses,
for which defendant was required to serve 85% of the sentence
before being eligible for parole, following effective date of Omnibus
Crime Reduction and Sentencing Reform Act, even though the Act
does not amend definition of the term “no parole offense” in statute
describing types of offenses for which offender was not eligible for
parole, were Act amended separate statutory provision to indicate
that, -“notwithstanding any other provision of law,” a person
convicted and sentenced as first or second offender pursuant to that
subsection was eligible for parole.

Bolin, at 276

In Bolin the Court specifically stated they are not amending the term “no parole offense” just if it

14

t

states differently by statute a prisoner can be eligible for parole.

* Notwithstanding any other provision of law, except in a case in which the death penalty or a term of life
imprisonment is imposed, a prisoner convicted of a “no parole offense” as defined in Section 24-13-100 and
sentenced to the custody of the Department of Corrections, including a prisoner serving time in a local facility
pursuant to a designated facility agreement authorized by Section 24-3-20 is not eligible for early release, discharge,
or community supervision as provided in Section 24-21-560, until the prisoner has served at least eighty-five percent
of the actual term of imprisonment imposed. S.C. Code Ann. §24-13-150(Supp. 2015).

b
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The Court in Bolin made a'second offense not an 85% offense, this is due .to the statute allowing
an inmate senteﬁced to a second offense parole eligibility.* The Appe!lant is currently serving a
sentence of trafficking of ice, crank or crack second offense, which is clasgiﬁed as an A-felony
make this a “no parole offense,” Bolin does not apply. J

The statute is_ clear an inmat;e convicted of an A-felony is not eligible for parole. Word
must be given their plain and ordinary meaning without restoring to subtle to forced construction
which limits or expands the statute’s operation. Rowe v, Hyatt, 321 S.C. 366, 369, 468 S.E.2d 649,
650 (1996). Within the statute it is clear that an inméte convicted of an offense that is classified as
an A-Felony cannot be allowed parole. If the legislature wished individuals convicted of
trafficking second parole eligibility they would allowed these individuals parole as they do for
individuals who have been conyicted of distribution or possession with intent distribute second |
offense. |

In reading the statute it is clear that the legislature wished all prisoners convicted of an A-
Felony not be givén parole eligibility. If the legislature wished all incviivi-dual who have committed
a drug offense parole eligibility the statute would allowed for parole for-all drug offenses.
However, it is clear. thét only cértain drug crimes are allowed parole eligibility and trafficking in
ice, crank, or crack second offense is not one of those offenses.

The legislature never intended individuals s‘entenced to trafficking in ice, crank or crack
~ second offense to becc;me eligible for parole, if so the statute would have allowed this. Courts

should consider not merely the language of the particular clause being construed, but the word and

its meaning in conjunction with the purpose of the whole statute and the policy of the law. Whitner

4 o

a person convicted and sentenced pursuant to this subsection for a first offense or second offense may have the
sentence suspended and probation granted, and eligible for parole, supervised furlough, community supervision,
work release, work credits, education eredits, and good conduct credits.” S.C. Code Ann. §44-53-375(B)(2)(Supp.

2015). | '
27 °
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v. State, 328 S.C. 1, 16, 492 S.E.2d 777, 779 (1997). A law must be interpreted reasonably and

practically, consistent with the purpose and policy of the General Assembly. Abell v, Bell, 229
S.C..1, 4,91 S.E.2d 548, 550 (1956) It is clear by the reading of the statute parole is not allowed
for an individual convicted of committing an A-Felony. ﬂThe statute is clear, when a pérson
commits a' A, B,>0r C felony it is be considered a “no parole offense,” so an inmate cannot be
released from incarceration until they completed at least 85% of their sentence. If a statute’s
language is plain and unambiguous, ‘\and "conveys a clear and definite meaning, there is no need to

employ rule of statutory 1nterpretat10n and the court has no rlght to look for, or impose another

meaning. Pachal v.  State Election Comrn n, 317 S.C. 434, 454 S E.2d 890, 892 (1995) The terms
of the statute are clear, no individual who have comm1tted an A-Felony is allowed parole
eligibility. The Appellant wés convicted of trafficking in ice, crank, or crack second offense, an
offense that carries a maximum ‘punishment of thirty years. This offense is claésiﬁed as an A-
Felony which causes the denial of parole eligibility. When the terms of a statute are clear, the court

must.apply those terms according to their literal meanihg. Cooper v. Moore, 351 S.C. 207, 212,

569 S.E.2d 330, 332 (2002).

28 ¢



CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing reasons the Respondent respectfully requests this appeal be

~

dismissed or the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon

Services denying the Appellant parole eligibility be affirmed.

S Respectfully submitted,

lwf/

Tom vans, Jr.
Assi t General Counsel

South Carolina Departmerit of Probation
Parole and Pardon Services

P.O. Box 50666

Columbia, South Carolina 29250

(803) 734-9220

&

" Columbia, South Carolina
December 13, 2016
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State of South Carolina :
Department of Probatlon, Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

NIKKI R. HALEY

Govemor

'JERRY B. ADGER

" Director

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

, wwyv.state.sc.us/ppp

October 14, 2016

The Honorable Deborah Durden

Judge, Administrative Law Court
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224
Columbia, S. C 29201

RE: Alonzo Jeter, IH, #282902 v.S. C Department of Probatlon. Parole and Pardon
Serv1ces '

DearJ udge Durden:

Please find enclosed for filing the Record on Appeal dated October 14, 2016, along with proof of
service in the above referenced case. :

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,
ng};vam Jr. / ' : ,
Assistant General Counsel
‘ TE:dn
Enclosures

cc: Alonzq Jeter, III, #282902

73



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
~ In The Adrmmstratlve Law Court
Docket Number 16-ALJ-15 0035

APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION )
Depa.rtment of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Services

S -Alonzo Jeter—III"#282902 ............ T I I T woese APPELLANT

S. C DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND - o o
PARDON SERVICES RESPONDENT

" CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

g = Rr-L

oo e L Dawn K N1chols Fxecitive Assrstant to’ counsel for Respondent certlfy that I have _
served the w1thm Record on Appeal, dated October 14, 2016 on Appellant by deposrtmg a copy

of the same in the Umted States mail, postage prepald the 14th day of October 2016, addressed

to:

Alonzo Jeter, ITI, #282902
Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

I ﬁ.lrther_certify that all parties required by Rule be served haye-been served.
’_ | 22 % J

Dawn Nichols

Executive Assistant

South Carolina Department of Probation,
Parole, and Pardon Services

P. 0. Box 50666 _

Columbia, South Carolina 29250

Y3




- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
. InThe Admmlstratlve Law Court
. | Docket Number 16-ALJ-15 0035

APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

Alonzo Jeter III #282902

5 . N

S C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND

PARDON SERVICES, <., i RESPONDENT

RECORD ON APPEAL

Tommy Evans, Jr.
Assistant General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Probatlon,
Parole and Pardon Services

P. O. Box 50666

Columbla, South Carolma 29250

(803) 734-9220

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT

77
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State of South Carolina

Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

A ECESRSR

I am in receipt of your letter da

NIKKI R. HALEY JERRY B. ADGER
Governor Director ’
N e 222I'DEVINE STREET, SUITE 660~
POST OFFICE BOX 50666
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250

Telephone: (803) 734-9220

Facsimile: (803) 734-9440
‘ WWw.state.sc.us/ppp
July 29,2016 - o

Alonzo Jeter, I, #282902

- Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road
- Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

Dear Mr. Jeter:

the South Carolina Department of Corrections Automated Records System, you are serving several
sentences for drug convictions. However, in indictment number 15-GS-1 1-00465, you were
convicted of trafficking meth which is defined as a “no parole” offense under South Carolina Code
- Section-24+13<100:-This "section is more commonly teferred toas the 85% il - Therefore, yoi
will be required to serve at least 85% of your sentence before release to community supervision.

Thank you for your letter.
Sincerely, -

Matthew C. Buchanan
General Counsel

- MCB:dn

{

ted July 22, 2016, concerning your parole eligibility. According to

G NN



i e wvuLn l...fu(Ul..lNA .
%‘gumy oF " Cherokee
/QTE VS, .
Al0nzo Columbus Jeter 1

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

INDICTMENT/CASE# AC/S- (76—/ /- CO Gl |

)

)

)

; A/WE, ?OISAIIIOIOOZSO
) ‘Dateofoffense 1/14/2015-
)

)

)

)

)

AKA" T
Race: - BLACK
DOB; 3}
Address: ”

S.C. Code § :_44-53- 0375(B)(3)
CDR Code #: 3’700

'SENTENCE SHEET

coimes row the Defendant who was . - O CONVICTED OF o RIPLEADS

TO:. Dfugsl Dnstnbutton, etc, 6?nwthamphetamme. 2nd offense { 5-30 yéars &/OR 0-50K fine) . o : ,
in wolatlon of § 44 53- O375(B)(3) R ot‘ the $.C. Code g{ l_saws bearmg CDR Code —— ~3199 - =
X NON-VIOLENT i VIOLENT—-—. SERIOUS-——E]MOST SERIOUS™ ™[] Mandatory GPS{CSC ‘D§l7-25-45

. w/minor |st or Lew ct)
The charge is: D As lndlcted @Lesser lncluded Offense Delendant Wawes Presentment to Grand Jury. 0./ (defenddnts mltmls)

“The plea js: Wlthout N otlatlons or Recommendatxon IX] Neg fated Sentence , RECOI endatxon by the State, j5 -(c""
ATTEST: ¥ ) 1 0931 » _ ' 19072
SC Bar# Attor y for Defendant SC Bar#

WHEREFORE thc Defendant is comnmed to the [ vState Department of Correctlons, g County Detentlon Center,

fora detennmate term of _/‘E days/months gt ] under the Youthful Offender Act not to- exceed years
andjor to pay 2 fine: ofs R ; prowde | that upon the serv:ce of days/months/years and/or payment
I

of § ; plus costs and assessments as apphcable" the bulance is suspended w1th probatlon for . )

months/years and subJect to South Carolma Department of Probanon Parole and Pardon Serwces standard condmons of
robation, which are incor; porated by referenice. : :

CONCURRENT or ] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: T Ll =
The Defendant is fo l_)e given credit.for. time'setved pursuant to S.C. Code o g 74—13 40 to be calculated and apphed

- *“by the State | Dépariment of Correcttons

d The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Reglstxy of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25- l35

Pursuant to 18 U, S C Sectton 922 itis unlawful for a person conv:cted of a violation of Section 16-23-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic leence) to shlp,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition ’

: . SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
DREST[TUT]ON E] Del’erred (7] Def. Waives Hearmg D Ordered PTUP :
~Total: § plus 20% fee: $ . days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms; ‘ : Obtain-GED

[ Set by SCDPPPS

Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
-
May serve W/E begining

Recipierit: - Substance Abuse Counselmg O
*Fine: 3. Random Drug/Alcohol testing - ]
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) ‘ - $' Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
8 14-1- le(A)(l)(Conv Surcharge) pmts. of § beginning
14-1-211(A)(2) (DUT Surcharge) $100 $ )

' g 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessmen) Y - % —_ Ppaidto Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ Other: '
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) © $500 : :
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) % , ;
§ 1451213 (Drug Court Sur(.h'u'ge) B . .
) 50-2l -1 14(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50
§ 56-5-2942(1) (Vehicle Assesstnent) $40/ca $ [J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel, {
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) <D 5 §47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk }
3% to County (if paid in installments) : $ SPO during probation, 4
TOTAL 3

Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy (,lerl\ Judge Code:

Court Reporter: /7’)/ a(’ ., : - y Sentence D

SCCA/217 (03/201 )
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_ARREST WARRANT -

A BT R = T e Ty

STATE OF SOUTH. CAROIL‘INA

“Fom Apgrov
R - : ) ORIGINAL <& i
201 5A1 1 10100230 E County/ o E] l\flunn:ipalrlyof ) AFFIDAVIT SCCAS18
_£ ‘ J - - -Cherckee ’ )
Ccun;;’“e OF soum.ch‘;sn?g%:l“\ny o.f"' o * Personally _appeared’ before. me. the affiant " Brandon Gardner. who
[ M 'being duy swom deposes and says that defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jorer. 11
Cherokee (i did within this county, and -siate on orabout | 1472015 violate the criminal Taws of the
: : ; i State of-South Carolina (or ordinance of County/ D Municipality of Cherokee . )
THE STATE - i 1500226 in the following particulars: o
. T against I - . .
Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111 - ': DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: pryps/ Distribution, ctc. of methamphctamine, 3rd or sub,
Address: — U } .
o -+ | further ' state -that. lﬁgre-.is probable  cause to believe that .the defendant named above did commit
. Phone: ) . - 88 E .- - the ctime set forth® and, ithat probable cause is based on the following facts:
. Sex:: M . Rage;. B . Height: 6° '] Weight. 1585 ;

————

_ DLsState: : - . DL# : v
DOB: & - . Agency ORIZ 1SC0110000

‘Prosécuting Agency: . .C herckee: County Sheriff

" Prosecuting Officer: - Brandon :Gardner:-/1238

Ottense: Dirugs/ Distribution. etc. .of methamphetamine, 3rd
~or sub. ) ) : i

Offense Code: 3200 -~ !

Code/Ordinance Sec: - 44-33-0375(B)(3) -

+ "That on January 14. 2015 in the county of Cherokee, anc Alonzo Cotumbus Jeter 11 did commit the crime of Drugs/ Distribution,

-ete. of methamphetamine in that he did di'stribulc,»Mc'lhamphelaminc, Incident occurred at 100 Malone'Rd in the County of

C herokee, Warrant'is based on investigation of the Cherokee County Sheriff's Office and incident report #°1500226.

Signature of Affial

This wartarl 5 CERTIED —TON SERVT (ol S T
: D County/ D “Municipality of ‘ - .
) ! - - The. accused

5 Y0. be arrested . and brought ™ belore . me: to .be
dealt with according - to the law, - i
T
| CLs)
Sv'gnlmru_ol Judga
Dale: ‘ |
RETURN - = |

A copy of this -armest :warrant . was.. delivered .lo

defendant . ' ‘4)'\‘:6 ( J{ k"x-lz');'; 5 ..\I/-’l;‘\t.' ;e

on

3 3] 20/ T

i
"RETURN WARRANT TO: S

“General Sessions . )
- 125.E. Floyd Baker Blvd

T on 3305005

STATE.OF SOUTH CAROLINA e .
. E County/ D Municipality of | Affants Address 312 E. Frederick St.
’ Gaflney, SC 29340-
Cherokee. ' Affiant's Telephone. i o
. ' L ' !
ARREST WARRANT ol ’

()

TO ANY LAW. ENFoh_'GEM’E!&!T OFFICER OF THIS STATE.OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS'COUNTY:

It *’f appearing from the above- afidavit  that there -are .7 réasonable grounds to  believe that
ST EC
on orabout .~ 17142015 defendant . Alonzo Columbus Jeter, lJ}cy -~ B
did violate the criminal, lawsi of* the State of:-South' Carolina (or ordinance of ;3;1' ~e .
'. E’ County/ - ‘ D “Municipaltyof - Cherokee ) asset forth beiow.., 0
- S . e . . Ly L0
- .DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:,"Drugs/ Distribution, etc; of metlismphetamine, 3rd orsub. e
., * Having found proba . cause and the above affiant héving sworn before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or
" her before me forthwith to be dealt with according Jo

law. A copy.of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the fime of its execution, or as

e
4"/'
z/'( ! )

— ~Judge's Address
AL sy )

ki

"j . Soon thereafter ag'is practicable § -, -
.- Sworn to-and subscribed before' me /

Cherokee Magistrate's Court
Gaffney, SC 29342

il

Gaffney, SC 29342 nalure: of Tssing Judgs . Judge's Telephone - (864)487-2533
. Robert: Howell- )
: S . Judge Code: 588 A y Issiing Court: Magistrate D Municipal D “Circuit
ORIGINAL " ORIGINAL - o QRIGINAL:’ N "ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL
. - Scanned

V&




 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | ~ INDICTMENT
'COUNTY OF C,HEVRO_KEE )

Afo Courf ofGenerol Sessaons convened on L E the

Grcmd Jurors of Cherokee County presen’r upon fhelr ocn‘h

DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE

Thof Alonzo Columbus Jefer III dld in Cherokee Counfy oh or obouf January

14 2015 monufocfure disfrlbute duspense dehver purchcse cud obe’f'

oh‘empf or consplre 10 monufocfure dlsmbufe dlspense dehver or purchose or

possess wufh lnfenf to monufocfure dns’mbufe dlspense dehver or purchose a

quon’nty of Mefhomphefomme a schedule H confrolled subsfonce L{nQd_er

- provmons Code §44 53 375 THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA (1976) as

- amended, suc:h dlsfnbuhon not hovmg been oufhonzed by low

Agoinst the peace and dignity of the State, ohd confrary to the statute in

4/»44

ASSISTANF SOLICITOR

such case made and provided.

47

PTTRT Ty,

]




g

WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

%5@@3-1% -004@

The State of South Carolmu

. County of Cherokee

' »Barr_y; Bameﬂe,-.'Solicifor"'- -

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

2015A1110100230

R

. COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS -~

EOSTFa

" TERM

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

" THESTATE .

vs. .

ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER Ill .

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

VERDICT

lndicfméntffor S

 DISTRIBUTION  OF METHAMPHETAMINE

SC Code:44.53-375

Foreperson of Pelit Jury
Date:

i




snm«; OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Cherokee
| VS,
Alonzo Columbus Jeter I]l

INTHE (‘:’OURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

)

) |
; NDICTMENT/CASE# J?(, /9- 1S - // Ol e
) AWHE _2015A1110100231

) Date ofOffense 1/14/2015
)

)

)

)

)

S.C.Code  § : 44-53 0445(A)
CDR Code #: 0107

SENTENCE.SHEET

_. [/ Ne[J azmat Yesl] No[j . . , T
Y the Defendant who was 0 CONVICTED OF or - -EPLEADS :
ot pwnd of cont, sub., near school (0-10 years &/OR 0- 10 000 fine)

in v10|at|on of § 44-53 0445(A) L N ofthe S. C Code. ofLaws beéaring, CDR Code R VY SAp R — T R
= .ANON VIOLENT—* “E]‘“VIOLENT_Z] SERIOUS DM ST SERIOUS D Mandatory GPS(CSC 08 l7-25-45
. w/minor 1st or Lewd Act) T
The charge is . As Indlctcd D Lesxer [ncluded Offense‘ B‘é'nclant Wanes Presentmem to Grand Jury ! (defendnnts'initials)

E]Ne

L

The plea is: D Wlthout N gotlatlons ar Recommendatnon
'ATTEST:' g .

tiated Sentegee, [:l Re 0 endatlon by the State.  Conewee
e Y 79072 =

/ oo.;) — L L{

"SC Bar# S i dant < ﬂttomey for Defendant *  SC Bar# o o
WHEREFORE ' lle Defendant is commxted to the m State Department of Correchons, O County Detentlon Center, .
foradetermmate term of ‘ / 0 days/month @ or, D under the Youtht‘ul Offender Act not to exceed - years

. and/or to pay ‘a ﬁne of $ S N prowde at upon the serwce of - days/months/years and/or payiment
of§ . . . plus costs and assessments as apphcable“ the balance is suspended wnth probatlon for

months/years and subject to South Carolma Department of Probatxon Parole and Pardon Serwces standard condmons of
probation, which are incorporated by reference.

CONCURRENT ot - -.[] _CONSECUTIVE tosentence on:. ... e e Ed
\The ‘credit for time” served pursuanttoSC Code § 74—13-40 to be calculated and apphed

by the State Department of. Correctxon .
D The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Re°1stry ofChlld Abuse and Necvlect pursuant to S.C Code §17-25- 135

Pursuant to 18 UsS. C Section 922 it is unlawt‘ul for a person convlcted of a viclation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Crimmal
Domestlc Vlolence ) to shlp,transport possess,or receive a firearm.or ammunition,

SPECIAL COND[TIONS

E]RESTITUTION D Deferred D Del‘ \Vanes Hearing I:]Ordered PTUP _
Total: § PIUS 20% fee: . $ - - days/ours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED -
(] Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

— May serve W/E begmmg
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling O
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing O
§ 14-1:206 (Ass"ssme““ 107. 5 %) - $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-121L(AY(1) (Conv. Sirchargs)  CITO§ pmts. of § - _ beginning
§ 14-1-211(A)2) (DUL Surcharge) : 3100 3 . S )
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) s 5 $ R paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) 25§ Other.
Proviso 47.9 {(Public Def/Prob) $500 § i
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $
§ 14-1-213 (Diug Couit Surcharge) 3
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Véhicle Assessment) $40/ea  § [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharize) EF> Ty § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County  (if paid in installments) $ 4o during probation,
TOTAL SRR D

Presiding Judge

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cler Judge Code:

Court Reporter:
SCCA/217 (037201 1)

I
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ARREST WARRANT

_2015A1110100231

- STATE OF SOUTH CARqL_mA -
County ™" - * Municipality of
R

" Cherokee :

" THE STATE- -
) - . ~ against ﬁl
Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 11 |

" "1500226

* Address; — :

SSN!
Race:. R - Height: -
DL State: - DL . i .
DOB: & " Agency ORI #:11SCOTI0000 .
- Prosecuting Agency: . Cherokee County Sheriff. '
Prosecuting Office. . Brandon Gardner -{1238:
" Offense: Drugs / Distribute, sell, manuf. 'or pwid; of cont.
sub., near school - il
Offense Code: 0107 :
Code/Ordinance Sec: - .44-53-0445(A)

" Phone: .
. Sex: M

1 §|_, - B . ’ .
5L weign 133 mat on January 14, 201

1500226,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

- ) ' ORIGINAL ~ STamoess,
X ]-Countyr . [7]. Muricipaity of ) AFFIDAVIT el
" Cherokeg L ) . '
 Personatly appeared before me the afiant - Brandon Gardner who

being duly swomn ~deposes and ‘savs that defendant
did  within (his-:»coun(yégnd state on or abou!
State of South Carolina '(.’:(‘or ordinance of
in - the ‘following" particulars:

_ Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111
171472015

-County/

violate the criminal Taws of the
Cherokee )

D Municipality of

- . DESCRIPTION.OF OFFENSE: Drugs/ Distribute; scll, manuf. or pwid, of éont. sub.. near school

4 .
| futher state thal ‘there is probale cause. 1o - believe that the

4 i . defendant
the. -crime " set- forth ‘and that ‘probable cause is based .on the following

facts:

named -above did commit

} 5 in the county of Cherokec..onc AlonzovColumbus.Jctcr 1T did within ane-half milc of a playground

locaicd at Mace‘donia"]}@xplisl Church distribute. Mcthamphetamine, a scheduled controlled substance. Incident occurred at 100

“Malone Rd in-the county of Cherokee. and is based on investigation of the Cherokee-County Sherifs Office and incident report #
7 . - / :

i C -~
" Signature of A'&/ —_ /4—"

. |
IS wartant is CERIIFIED FUR S'ER ITE inthe -

“Countyr Municipaity.of |
O comr [ |

_-. The accused
s 1o be anesled and - “brought belore, |- me . to be-
dealt with according to the law. : i
. ¥
' sy
* Sinature of Judpe E
. Date: . |

7. "RETURN. ~
rant was delivered|ito - :

PARTIERD _ R e
A(_ 't“‘.-‘j.'*"l{-';h.-'i \ITV'.\Q!( /j.j_
] O

i A copy of this arrest_
defendant Ag’ [!. 43>

on

E @ County/

" Cherokee

' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) ' .
D Municipality of ) Affiant's Address “3 I2E. Freidenck St
o _ Galfney, SC 29340-

Affiant's Telephone . ! \

1

ORIGINAL ~© ARRESTWARRANT : 'Tli.' :

b - S

=

e —
) TO ANY LAW ENFORCEME!VT:OFFICER QF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY. OR ANY CONSTABLE‘GF THIS'COUNTY:

. appearing  from - the. :above = affidavit  that there

are Treasonable grounds 1o  believe that
-~ T

defendant ", Alonzo Columbus Icter, [11<>
y D

on orabout - 1/14/2015 i

Ty

did violate™ the édminal‘laﬂs' of the State -of S'oulh Carolina (or ordinance of e . . I_"
E_Countyl' B D Municipality.af Cherokee : ) asset {?Eh;w:" T

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:. Drugs / Distribute. scil, manuf. or pwid, of cont. sub.. near school 92

- Having found probﬁ:__}r("z’,lause #nd the:above affiant having swom before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or

-her before. me fog

ith.to be dealt with accofding tolaw. A-copy of.this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution. or as
. 500N thereaflieras ] . .

practicable

|
RETURN-WARRANTTO: ;. | ::”ﬁd;g"s"‘m“‘?’?‘"f/‘ /
General Sessions” - : g ~ 4 " Judge'sAddress  Cherokee Magistrate's Court
125 E. Floyd Baker Blvd- | LA A Gaffney, SC 29342
..Gaﬁney’-sC 29342 1 'Rot;é:'DHc;:rgll"“ : ;L-i-j' ~Judg§'s Telephane. (864)487-2533
) i - Judge Code: 5882 & Issuing Court: Magistrate D Municipal D Circuit
- ORIGINAL (ORIGINAL . ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

|

i

i

|

|

i
'
H
t
h
]
i
i
i
‘
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | | ©INDICTMENT.

COUNTY QF_CHEROKEE )

Ald Cour’r of Generdl Sesmons convened on _ _ L the

- Grond Jurors of Cherokee Coum‘y presenl upon lherr oolh

AN e -~ DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE - |
L .__WlTHIN ONE:HALF MILE OF PARK_ SGHOOL S

.'-s‘\

\ .

Jcnuory 14, 2015 dlslrlbule sell purchose monufoclure or unlowfully possess

~ with lnlen’r fo dlslrrbule o controlled subslonce lo wrl A quonln‘y of_

Melhompheldmlne o schedule I conlrolled subslonce wn’rhm one holf mlle of A

» hdve been dufhorlzed by low in vrolohon of § 44 53- 445 CODE OF LAWS OF

SOUTH CAROLINA (l976) as omended

Agomsf the peace ond dlgnrly of ’rhe Sldle and conlrdry to the statute in

such case mode and provrded
/S

Thdr Alonzo Columbus Je’rer lll drd in Cherokee Counly on or obouf

ASSISTANT/ SOLICITOR

53

RIS R TR AT e

) -‘ Mdcedonld de'ns’r Church ployground Soulh Cdrollnd such dls'mbuhon nol*’-'wf“-;"-



WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100231

© ¥R 11-00U 6

~The State of South Caroling -
T Céun’iy of}f,Cherokee.‘- -

_Barry Barnelfe, SoIiCifo,r B

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

MAY 1]

TERM

{

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

0

Y,

~R

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

“THE STATE - -

VS.

~ ALONZO COLUMBUS  JETER (Il

VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury -
Date:

Indictment for

DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE

WITHIN ONE-HALF MILE/OF PARK/SCHOOL ™

© SCCode: 44-53.445 .




TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
T OOUNTYOF Cherokee
CSTAE T I v

N T T Alonzo Columbus Jeterlll

lN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

)

)

g lNDlCTMENl‘/CASE## ;?U/S (:75 / [~ 6’0463
<) TAWE 2015411010023

) Date ofOFtense 1/12/2015
P
)
)
)
)

SC.Code '§ . 214-_'5'3—0_375(3)(3)
C..DR,,Code_#, © 3200 ..

SENTENCE SHEET

"CDL Yes['_'] ‘No[7]. _CMV YesD No[] Hazmat YesE] NoD
In drsposmon of the sai

_ .d indictment comes now ‘the Defendant whowas [:] CONVICTED OF or - IXIPL'EADS
TO:: Druas/ Drsmbut on, etc. of: methamphetamlne ”nd offense (5-30 years &/OR 0- 50K ﬂne) , o ‘ T
in' violation of 5 445303758)3) - of the . C..Code.of Laws, be'lnng CDR Code'¥™ _' BT
___*__[X_l__NON VlOLEN T :11VIOLENT"' K]SERIOUS "TIMOST ! SER[OUS ’ DMandatory GPS(CSC o, [3§l7-25‘-45

. - L whitinor Ist'or Lewd Act)
The charge ls [:] As lndrcled, E]Lesser lncluded Offense Bogend'mt Walves Presentment to- Grand Jury. ;
The pléais: - Wrthout N, yotlatrons or Recommendatron
ATTEST Ao

(defendanl's mmals)

. [Z] Ne:otlated Sentence D Reco: _ndatwn by the State ’5"(&4"

. ' S ity .

SAMS CLI TON M. B 7 ISTB;%Z‘ .- ZDggdant -7 /)A‘tomey for Defendant SC Bar#
WHEREFORE the Defendant ls commlted to the 1 State Department of Correctrons, D County Detentron Center,
foradetermmate term of - /f “days/montl D under the Youthl’ulOffender Aét not to exceed . years
and/or to pay a f’ne of $ : ; p'royr €T That upon the servrce of - L days/months/years nnd/or payment

i of $ o AT ; plus costs and assessments as appllcable“' the balance is suspended w1th probatlon for i

months/years and subJect to South Carolina Department of Pro o
probatlon which dre mcorporated by reference, . L : ) N s U N R
CONCURRENT or - [ CONSECUTIVE to senteuce om L e i IR s e , .

= The. Defendant isto. be: grven credit-for t tune served pursuant to $.C. Code § 24 13—40 to be calculated and applred
e State Department of Correctrons ‘

E] The Defendant isto be placed on the Central Regrsny of Chrld Abuse and Neglect

batwn Parole and Pardon Servrces standard condmons of

pursuant io S.C. Code §l7 25- 135
Pursuant to 18 U. S C Sectlon 922, lt is unlawl‘ul for a person convrcted ofa vrolatr

on ol‘Sectlon 16- 25-20 or 16-25—65 (Crrmmal . !
Domestrc Vlolence )to shlp,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammumtron .

: SPECIAL CONDIT[ONS

DREST]TUT]ON D Del‘crrcd O Del’ Waives Hearing DOrdercd PTUP . -

Total: § : PlUS 20% fee:. 5 ' days/hours Publlc Servrce Employment
Paymer_u Térms: - A Obtain GED

[ Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp;

— May serve W/E begmmtJ
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counselin 4
g

*Fine; - : § Random Drug/Alcohol testing

§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 073 %) 3 Fine may be pd, in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly

g 14-1-21 l(A)(l)(Conv Surcharge) 3 pmts. of § ) begmnmo

§14-1-211(A)2) {DUT Surchargé) 8100 g o o R )
§ 56-5.2995 (DUI Assessmen) sz 3 $ R paid to Public Defender Fund

§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 7§ Other:

- Proviso 47,9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 g

§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $ _

§ 14-1-213 (Drig Couit Surcharge) ' 3

§ 50-21- L14(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 b

.~ §56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea g [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,

_Provise 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) (35% 7§ § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk :
3%to County  (if paid in instaliments) =TS during probation, . :

. I

TOTAL S r G o

, Presiding Judge

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cler Judge Code: -~
Court Reporter:

Sentence Date
SCCAR217 _(03/20l 1)

e St e

i T

]
#
i
]
3

S5

/O



| 'ARREST:WARRA&!T L
2015A1110100233

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA - ’

: . Lo .
@ County/ ,D,Mumcvpaﬁty of . ,
Cherokee ) ) }
THE STATE -
against’

- .+ 7 Alonzo.Columbus Jeter, 11 - i
: ——as
- Adgess: . U |

Phone: .. 5SN? | T
Sex: ‘M. . Race:. B Height "6 " "{| Weight: 155
DL State: oL# T
. bos: . __Agency ORI#:: SCO1 10000

- Prosecuting Agency.  Cherokae County Sheriff
Prosecuting Oficer. - Brandon Gardner - 1238 ]
 Oftense: Drugs/ Distribution, etc. of methamphetamine, 3rd
or sub. B
‘Offtense Code: 3200 - i
" CodefOrdinance Sec:  44-53-0375(B)}3) 1

. Ims warrani s CERTIFIEU_- FOR S'ERVICE m e .

D County/ D Municipality.of

:! -+ The accused
5. fo "be  arrested ang . brought —before "me . to be

dealt  with - according to - lhe faw.

| (Ls)

Sigature of Jutge i
Date: {'
RETURN
A copy of this sfesl:wamant ‘was defivered’
TR A :
defendant / PR s ( “\‘.).;: s \_n N

RETURN WARRANT TO: " ‘ :
- General Sgssions o LR
- 125 E. Floyd Baker Blvd
Gaffney, SC29342 '
®
ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

i,
i

. Cherokee

'did' vidlate ‘the criminal Iaws‘i of ‘the State of -South Carolina (or ordinance. of

" Swom to and,subgéi
on 3/207267 =

" ORIGINAL

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA _ Form Appeoved by

) ORIGINAL i
X7 countyr (] Municipatity of ) AFFIDAVIT C R
Cherokee . )
Personally appeared before me: the' afiant  Brandon Gardner : who

being duty swom deposes ‘and says -that defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111

did .within this county and state on orabout CIN12/2104 ’ B violate the criminal faws of the
State of:South Carolina {or. ordinance of County/ I:] Municipality of Cherokee )
in the following . particulars: - - j

{DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs/. Distribution, étc. of methamphetamine. 3rd or sub.

I* further _state: that  there is prubéble ‘cause fo  befieve thal the defendant named above. did commit
the crime set forth ang’ that probable cause is based on the following facts:

“That.on Junuary 12. 201 3. inthe county of Cherokee; onc Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111 did commit the crime of Drugs/ Distribution.

ctc..of Metliamphetamine'in that he did distribute Mclhamphctaminc_. Incident occurred at 100 Malonc Rd in the County of
-Cherokec. Warrant is based on investigation of the Cherokee County Sheriff's Office and incident report #1500183,

Signature of Aﬂ%&\/\_ G’/—/“—
- ~ ~

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

) 319 1
Countyl Municlpality of Afiants Address 312 E. Frederick St.
ounyl [ ] Munilpaityor ) Gaffney. SC 29340-

Afiant's Telephone

ARREST WARRANT

ORIGINAL

TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY.., ! —
: It " appearing from the dbove afidavit that there are reasonable™ grounds o : belevel that

on orabout © 1/12/2104 _ defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111

Cherokee } a5 set forth Below: i

E' County! D -Municipality of

- T
o -

i DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: ;- Drugs/-Distribution..cic. of methamphetamine, 3rd or sub. i :

- . - . 7 o S
Having found probable’s use and-the.above affiant having sworn before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest tha saidmefendant and.bring him or

+" " her before me forth¥if 1o be deall with according tolaw. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be. defivered to the defendant-gt the time of s éxéct.,mqp_’ o as

soon thereafler a i

ibed berore""‘me‘ / “// ) o ’ "*‘\]‘ () -ty
; £ = Judge’s Address Cherokee-Magistrate's Court
s} ) Gaffney, SC 29342 > .

Judge's Telephone (864)487-2533
Issuing Court; Magistrate D Municipat D Circuit
ORIGINAL

- ORIGINAL ORIGINAL -
Scanned

—

Judge Code: © “5882

ORIGINAL



. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) o ' INDICTMENT
. ) '
COUNTY OF CHEROKEE )

A’roCourtof Generol Sessions, convened on_____ . o . the

Grond Jurors of Cherokee Counfy presenf upon ’rherr ocr’rh

DISTRIBUTION 6F METHAMPHETAMINE

-3

Thcf Alonzo Columhus Je'rer HI did in Cherokee Counfy on or obou’r Jonuory

_ 12 2015 monufocture drsfnbufe drspense delrver purchose, crd obe'r
' oﬂemp’r of consprre to monufocfure drs'rrlbufe drspense delrver or purchose or
possess with mfen’r to monufocfure drstrrbute drspense delrver or purchose a

quonmy of Mefhomphefomrne g schedule H controlled substonce underx

provrsrons Eode §44-53 375 THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA (1976), as

omended such drstrlbu’rron not hovrng been authorized by lorw

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in

such case made and provided.

/
ASSISTANT /Soucrrore

T T T



R e M v b o 2 v

WITNESSES -

v?sﬁn@s-ﬁ-

County of Cherokee
')

Barry Barneﬂe Solicitor .

Cherokee County Sheiiff's Office . ': . The Stateof. S°U'h Carolma .

" COURT/OF GENERAL SESSIONS -

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER _

2015A1110100233

THE STATE

ACTION OF GRAND JURY Ve

i
i
o

*ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER Il

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

'VERDICT ’ A o lndictméht for’

S DISTRIBUTION OFMETHAMPHETAMINE

-$C Code:. 44 53-375

& '.

)

iy
i

Foreperson of Petit Jury ' . ‘) ‘
Date: : : , . o SR




STATE OF SOUTHlCAROLlNA
Cherokee
.U VS .
Alonzo Columbus Jeter II[

IN‘ _THE COURT OF GENE'RAL'SESSI‘ONS

)

)

; 'lNDlCTMENT/CASE# o’?G/S 6 S //—0(_“«4@;;
). AWE _2015A1110(00234 -

) Date of Offense: *_1/12/2015
)
)
)
)
)

S.C.Code § . 44-33-0445(A)
'CDRCode# _ 0107 -

. sENT'ENCE SHEET S

. .NUD Hazmat YesD NoD R : L A
rit comés now the. Defendant who was 0 CONVICTED OF or (XJELEADS :
r pwnd, ofcont 'sub.; near school (0-10 )ears &/OR 0-10K’ ﬁne) : :

.*CDL Yes[j No[:] CMV
In dlsposmon of the said md1
TO Druos/ Dlstnbute

in vxolanon of - ﬁ 44 53-0445(A)

: - w/minor Ist or Lew
The charge js: m As [ndlcted [:] Leqser lncluded Offense @’{fendam Waives Preseniment to Grand Jury.

The plea i is; _|:| 1thout egotlatlons or Recommendauon
lATTEST : 2 - L00957
SAMS 'CLngON M. - SC Bar#

WHEREFORE the Defendant is commlted to the g 7 State DepartmentofCorrectlons, C] County Detentlon Center, '

for & detemnnate tefm of " i‘ﬂ days/mont of [ under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed - years
and/or to pay a fme of$ ‘ : N prov, d that upon the servxce of ... days/months/years and/or payment

of $ S plus costs and assessments as appltcable"‘ the balance is suspended with probatlon for

ct)
(defendant H mmals)
. Ne otlated Sentence |:] Recon ‘endanon by the SLate mew

A.t(omey for Defendant ... SCBar# <

months/years and subject o South Carollna Department of Probanon Parole and Pardon Serwces standard condmons of
obatlon, which dre mcorporated by reference. . : .

CONCURRENT or : O CONSECU"VE to sentence on:

= The Defendant is to be given erédit for tinie’ served pursuant to 8. C. Code : § 24 13-40 to be calculated and applxed
y the State Department of Correctrons ' .

[J The Defendant is to be placed onthe Central Regnshy of Child Abuse and NeOIect pursuant to S.C. Code §l7 95 135.

N
Pursuant to 18 US.C Section 922 itis unlawful fora person convicted of a wolanon of Sectlon 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Crimina'l
Domestlc Violence )to shlp,transport possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition, : o

-SPECIAL: CONDIT[ONS
.DRESTITUTION [:] Dct'crred [:| Def. Walves Hearing § DOrdered PTUP S .
Total: ~§ - : plus 20% fee: g — : days/hours Public Service. Employment
: Payment Terms: : Obtain GED ] h : '

(0 ‘Set by SCDPPPS

Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
May serve W/E begining

Reci plent

B : Substance Abuse Counseling J

*Fine: S8 Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0
§ 14-1-206 (ASSCSS‘“C“‘S 107.5 %) : $ ~ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1- le(A)(l_) (Conv., Surcharge) CED $ pmls 0f$ ) begmnmg )
814-1-211(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) . $100 $ , o
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) 512 3 $ — paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286(DUI Breath Test) 525 % Other:
Proviso 47.9 (Publ ic Def/Prob) $500 $
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce, Funding) (325> 3
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) <IBT> 3
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 7§
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea " § (J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) C$D 3 g § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3%to County (if pzud in installments) $ .40 during probation,
TOTAL S 2s0.cd

, Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cler| 4 Judge Code: _,
Coutt Reporter: vy _ Sentence D

SCCA/217(03/2011)

s OF_EEE'_S C Code Of Laws bearmg CDR COde B -mw0|o7 S e mmrITinIo LTIl
—*«P_(leON VIOLENT T D VIOLENT mSER[OUS DMOBT SER[OUS DMandatory GPS(CSC RREYE 25-—43 '
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ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100234

. RCounty/

Cherokee

STATE:OF SOUTH CAROLINA
) D ,Munlcipalny of

- Alonzo Co|umbus Jeter, 111

’ THESTATE-‘ " © 1500183

against. -

- Address.

Phone: B o
Sex M - Race. B. ’,Heighti 6 We.gm 455
DL Stafe: _ DL#:_ : :

00B: - i * Agency. ORI P

Prosecuting Agency; ,'Cl\emkee Courity-Sheriff -

- Prosecuting Officer.-

“Brandon Gardner -/1238

-State of ‘Sbuth- Camﬂna»(or ordinance of "Countyl
" in- Ihe Jfollowing. - pamcul‘rs

~Offense:.'Drugs /Distribute, scl, manul, or pwid. of cont.

_sub., near school . -

" Offense Code:

" Code/Ordinance SeC‘

- 0107

44:53-0445(A) !

T
4
Tt
1o

"
n

STATE OF 'soumcmo;imn. ) ORIGINA L Cmpevetw
" County E}ﬁ Municipality of ) " AFFIDAVIT Ao 21, 200
.Cherckee ;: ) _ '
Personalty _appeared belore me fthe affient  Brandon- Gardner ' who

being. duly. sworn deposes and says ‘that defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jeter, T
did  within-- this - county and state’ on- oraboul ]/]2/2,]04

violale the criminal laws of the

. Cherokee : )

] D “Municipality of

DESCR"’"ON OF OFFENSE Drugs / Distribute, sell, manuf. or pwid, of cont. sub., near school

H

furlhier  state that 'lhere is probable .cause (o believe thal -the defendant named above did commil

".the crime set forth and that probable cause is.'based on the following facls:

Thaton Januar\' 12, 2104 in the count\' of Cherokee, ene Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111 did within ane-hall mile of a plavground

 located at Macdonia Bapllsl Church distribute Methamphetamine a sceduled controlled substance without authority to do so.

Incident: decurred at 100 Malone Rd in the County of (.hcrokcc Warrant is based on investigation ol the Cherokee Coumty SherifT's

) _ Offiee and incident rcpnrl #1500183

« Signature of A&/ Cﬂ\——

This warranl ~CERTIFIED FUR' SERVICE ~ in the

] County/

. t

D Muricipaiityof .. i
R

|

The. accuged

5 fo. be - anesled -and biovght- belore. me o be

. . . i
dealt ‘with according lo the law. . |
j

Signature of Judge

Date:

A copy of . thls amesl warrant was dellveredf to

: . defendant

/,, [ 3 t-

RETURN

. RETURN'WARRANT TO:

" General Séssions L

" 125 E. Floyd Baker Bivd _ -~
‘Gaffney, SC 29342 =~

A o .
ORIGINAL . ~ORIGINAL

sy -

. Sworn'.;?nﬁ su scnbed before me

R0 //

| Judge’Code:  'S882 S
" ORIGINAL

‘STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 7 ) 1y derick St. -
. @ Countyl A D Mumpamy of - ) Affiant's Address 3l:_ E. Frederick St.
: ) Gaftney, SC 29340- .
(‘herokec Affiant's Telephane S .

OR\G!NAL : o

~ ARREST WARRANT L

L TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR:MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSIABLEGF THIS COUNTY:

It appearing from - ‘the: above affidavit. that . there are reqsonable grounds to believe that

PR

" on orabout. I/IZIZI(M‘ : . defendant .Alonzo Columbus .letér?,m »
. dd violate: lhe _ctiminal taws of the State of: South “Carolina (or ordinance of 8] ™ - ]
E Countyl . D Mumupalltyof i - Cherokee TV} ag set fortts below:

-3 '.'_")

DESCRIPTION oF OFFENSE Drugs/ DISlhbutt,‘ sell. manuf or pwid. of cont. sub., ncar school

Having found pmbabl muse and the abave affiant having swom before me, you are-empowered and direcled to.arrest the sald defendant and bring him or

. her before me- for( h to be. dealt with according to faw. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be defivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as

soan _lherea #5 practicable

‘ JudgesAddress Cherokee Magistrate's Court
‘Gaffney, SC 29342
Jud_ge's Telephone*-‘ (864)487-2533
‘Issuing. Court: Magistrate D Municipat
. ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

/,[/ Lsy

D ‘Circuit

ORIGINAL

ORIGINAL -
o Scanned

Ut
PR

;)

y



STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA I - INDICTMENT

)
| COUNTY OF CHEROKEE )

AfoCourtofGenerolSessuons convenedon S the

- _Grond Jurors of Cherokee Counfy presen’r upon fhelr oofh

_____~* Shatenis D_lsmmc_m OF METHAMPHETAMINE |
» R  WITHIN ONE: HALF MILE OF PARK/SCHOOL

.‘ S Thcn‘ Alonzo Columbus Jeter llI did. m Chero-kee Coun’r); on or oboof
Jonluory 12, 20]5 dm‘nbufe sell purchose monufocture or unlowfully possess
'wnh lm‘ern‘ fo dls’rnbufe a. confrolled substonce to wrf A quonhfy of |
: Me’fhomphefomme, a schedule ll com‘rolled substonce within - one holf mlle of
Mocedomo Bcpﬂs’r Church ployground South Corohno such dlsfnbLmOh nof
have been oufhonzed by low in violation of § 44- 53 445 CODE OF LAWS OF

SOUTH CAROL/NA (]976) as omended

]

\

Against the peace ond'dignify of the State, and contrary to the statute in

such case made and provided. | IMVLL

ASSISTAKT SOLICITOR

4 s
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U

WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100234

T87GS-11-00464

The State of South Caroling |
N ‘County o'ff_Ch_erokee

o _Bamry Bameti‘_e, Solicitor -

- COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS:

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

" THE STATE

© VS,

ALONIO COI.UMB»US JETER Hi

N
Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date: )
VERDICT .
. Indictment for .- -
DISTRIBUTION OF-MEI';HAMPHETAMINE:

Foreperson of Petit Jury’
Date:

WITHIN ONE-HALF MILE OF PARK/SCHOOL -

"SC Code: 44-53-445




| lN rH'E COURT VOF:GEN ERAL SESSIONS

STA' E OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Cherokee
oo VS .
Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111

)

)

; lNDlCTMENT/CASE# p’lo/ﬁ G S - 0046
Yy AWH 201541110100235

) Date of Offense: _1/15/2015
)

)

)

)

)

S.C.Code § :_44-53- 0375(C)(1)(c)
CDR Code #: 0452 _

SENTENCE SHEET

*CDL Yes[___] No[:l CMV Yes[] N0|:| HazmatYes[] No[]

In dlsposmon of the said ind s now. the. Defendant who was D CONVICTED OF or ' [Z]PLEADS
TO Drugs /Traﬁ'ckme, in-ice, crank or crack - 10 g or more, but less than 28¢- 7nd otTense (5-30 &ys & SOK ﬁne) .
_...in. vtolatlon of.,‘ -—53A O375(C)(l)(yff - 401‘ the-S:C-Code: of Laws -bearing- CDR Code” # — u45 == — =

D NON-VIOLENT [_X] VlOLENT\‘ SERIOUS DMOST SERIOUS DMandatory GPS(CSC il §l7-2545

, - w/minor Ist or Lewd Act) o o
The charge is: D As lndlcted E]Lesser lncludcd Ol]’cnse @'D/etendanl Wmves Presentment to Grand Jur} ev . (defendant's initials)

The plea is: W|t out Ne ttatlons or Recommendatlon ‘ [_X_'] ‘Negp lated Serite / Hl Recoum ndarmn by the State. | S

ATTEST: i [o03> - ' ' 790724
, _SCBar# . " Petd _ A{ttomey for Defendant .. SCBar#

WHEREFORE the Defendant is commlted to the (A State Department of Correcnons, D County Detentlon Center,

for adetermmate term of - days/mon' v

gr - [] under the Youthful Ol‘l‘ender Act not to éxceed years
and/or to pay a ﬁne of §: o ; provr et

at upon the' servrce ot Lo days/months/years and/or payment
of§ . ,plus costs and assessments as applrcable* the balance is suspended wnth probatron t‘or o

months/ years and sub)ect to South Carolma Department of Probatton Parole and Pardon Servrces stindard condmons of
probatton which are incorporated by reference

[J-.CONSECUTIVE to sentence on; W 2

o 'CONCURRENT- or._. - - PrEIS . £
T Th 'Defendan s'to be given credit for time served pursuant toS. C Code . 3§ 74 l3-40 to be calculated and applled :
' ¢ State Departmient of Corrections. o

D The Defendant’i$ to be placed on the Central Reglstry of Chrld Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code gl7 -25- 135

Pursuant to 18 u. S. C Sectlon 922,lt is unlawful for a person convicted ofa violation ofSccttou l6-25-20 or 16-_25-_65 (Criminal
Domestlc Vlolence Yto shlp,transport possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition. C

L SPECIAL CONDITIONS
DRESTITUT[ON [:] Deferred [] Det. WulvcsHearlng ] Ordered \pTUp

Total: § . . plus 20% fee: $
Payment Terms: ‘ . : .
- [ Set by SCDPPPS

days/ours Public Service Employment
ObtainGED [ ‘ '
Attend Voc. Rehab, or Job Corp.
May serve W/E begining

Reéipient: Substance Abuse Counseling (]
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing [}
§ 14:1-206 (Assehsm"'““ 107.5 %) $ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) q:?'} 5 prs. of § beginning
§ 14-1-21 1{A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) , 3 _ )
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 3 ‘ | 3 M paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUL Breath Test) -~ $25 3 Other:
Proviso 47,9 (Publlc Def/Prub) ’ 3
§ 1d-1- 2lZ(Law Enforce, Funding) : [
-8 14-1-213 (Dmg Court Surcharge) $150 > §
§ 50-21- ll4(l3Ul Breath Test Fee) $50 $ .
§ 56:5:2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment)  $40/ca § . ] Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Provisg 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $ . § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3% to County (lf paid in installments) $ = <o during probation.
TOTAL S I . ‘ :

j Presiding Judge
- Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk () Judge Code:
Court Reporter: ; Sentence :

SCCA/217 (0372011)
L3
/&

£
22 o
L a




.- ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100235

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

. County! D Mumf: parIty of

Cherakee o ‘

' THESTATE |
_against - |
. Alonzo Columbus Jeter 1] I

“in- the following - particutars:

. I

Phone . L 'SSN:

Sex:' M~ Race:r B - Heigh_t: -6 Weight. - . |55

‘DLStte: . gc. . DL¥ '
Dosr;,,_'&-” Agency ORI T ‘,sconoooo

Prosecuting Agency: C hcrokee County Sheriff

Prosecufing Officer: Brandon Gardner- 1238

‘Oftense: Drugs / TrafTicking in ice, crank or crack - 10 gor
. more, but less than. 28 g~ 3rd orisub. offense (Fel..

- Offense Code 0452 . v

Code/Ordinance Sec: - 44-53-0375(Cx1) 1

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) . ORIGINAL S.C, Attorney Gonorsl

Form Approved by
@ County/ D Mumclpalﬂy of ’ ) ) A FFIDAVIT Kot 2
Cherokee o ) - : -
Personally appesred before me the affant . Brandon Gardner _ who
being’ duly swom deposes and says that defendant Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111
did within this-.county and state on orabout’ /1512015 ] violate the criminal faws of the
State of South Caroliria (or -ordinance .of -_CountyI D Municipality of Cherokee )

OESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs / Trafficking in ice, e, crank or crack - lO'g or more. but less than 28 g - 3rd or sub. offense (Fel..
T 25Y 10 30Y) .

| further. stale that there s probable cause 1o believe ‘that the defendant named above did commit

“the crime set forth and lhat probable cause .is- based on the folluwing facts:

“That on .lanuar\' 15, 20!5 in the county of Cherokeé, one Alonzo Columbus Jeter 11 did knowingly-sell, manufacture. deliver. bring
into this stale and/or possess: 10 grams or more but less than 28 grams of methamphetantine schedule 1 controlled substance without

" autharity to do so. Incident occurred at 100 Maloné Rd in the county nf‘(‘hcrol\u: Warrant is bascd on investigation ol the Cherokee *

County bhcnﬂ‘s Office. and incident report #1500232

:" Signature ommatE—‘/ G—Z—-

'S wanant 1S — FOR- SERVICE —m The
D County/ D Municipality of | )i
) 1 i . "The.accused

i 1o be anesied and brougm before T me  to. be’
dealt with according to the, law. B
. l

i wsy
‘Signature of Judge ] ‘
Date: C e “ .
» RETURN
A copy of “this arrest Warrant s. delivered' |
4 Py _’ ) v Il it
efendanl.,. fgﬁ";u?itj CU u P iy
on : ST b
.RETURN WARRANT TO:
-General Scssions
125 E. Floyd Baker Blvd
" Gaffney, SC 29342
ORIGINAL .-~ .. ORIGINAL -

- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ] ) g . _ . [
@ County! D Municipality of ).AfﬁaryrsAddress 3 'T E. Frederick.St. Lo
) - s ) Gatney, SC 29340- - -
- Cherokee ' | Amiants Telephone il

ORIGlNAL I ~ ARREST WARRANT X - -

= i
TO ANY LAwW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF TH!S STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE DF Tﬂis COUNTY: -
[ appearing  from the above afﬁdawt that there are [—:easoﬁable ground; ~to  believe that
» ¥T w3 T
. : ey .
..on orabout  1/15/2015 ’ defendant = Alonzo Columbus Jeter, HI ' 1 a3
o did " violate the criminal laws of | fthe State of South Caroline (oi ordinance of .
- E County/ D Municipality of - Cherokee ) @s set forth below:
' 'DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE Drugs / TrafTicking in ice. crank or crack - 10 g or more. hut less than 28 g 3rd or sub. nﬂlnwc
. - ‘o (Fel 75Y tnh 30V
T Having tound probalhe cause and the above affiant having:sworn before me, you are- empowered and directed to amrest the said defendant and bring him or
. her before:me forbiith to be dealt with according 10 law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as
* .. 'soon thereafief 3¢ is practicable; .
- Sworn.to and bscnbed before me 7 / )
an '%/:ij’ & 25 L
! _Judge's Address- Che‘rokee-Magxstrate‘s Court
, (/V g sy ) Gaffney, SC 29342
L OB GPISSIAg Jud o © - Judge's Telsphone. (864 87-2533
- Robert Howell: / ) @ ,)4 -
. ~dudge Cade: . 5382 ' ) . lssuing Court: Magistrate D Municipal D Circuit

ORIGINAL ORIGINAL " ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

Seanned

/7



STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA ) -~ INDICTMENT

COU_NTY OFf CHEROKEE )

Ato Cour’r of Generol Sessmns convened on____ - _ ,fhe_

Grond Jurors of Cherokee Coun’ry presem‘ upon thelr oofh

s s S TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHETAMINE

e

Thot Alonzo Columbus Je’rer HI did in Cherokee Coum‘y on or obout Jonuory
15 2015 knowmgly sell monufcc’rure dehver purchose or brmg |m‘o ’rhls Sfofe or'
dld provnde f:nonool ossusfonce or dld o’rherwnse old abef offempf or consplre ':
to sell monufocture dellver purchose or bnng m'ro this Sfo’re or dld knowmgly "
ocfuolly or consfruchvely possess or dld knowmgly oﬁempf to ocfuolly or» )
consfruchvely possess (10) ’ren grams or more, but less Thon (28) ’rwenty elgh’r

groms of Mefhomphefomine a schedule |l con‘rrolled substance, in VIOIohon of

§44 53 378, THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA (1976), as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of ’rhe_Stofe, and contrary to the statute in

such case made and provided. [34« M\
, | 4/ ‘ A 4 .

ASSISTANT goucnore

/s
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99

WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

" The State of South Carolina -

County.of Chefoke_e* )

. Barry Barnette, Solicitor

‘COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS ~

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER A 1= 1
~_2015A1110100235

' : THE STATE

ACTION OF GRAND JURY _

. vs.

" ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER il

VERDICT

lndictme'nt.for

* TRAFFICKING IN METHAMPHETAMINE

| SCCode:44-53-375°

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
~ In The Administrative Law Court -
» Docket Number 16 ALJ 15- 0035

APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

| AlonzoJeter I, #282902 e cvrsmsiesinicss APPELLANT

5.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND | .
PARDON SERVICES, ot S RESPONDENT

" CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

The under31gned certlﬁes that this Record on Appeal comphes w1th Rule 61of the Rules of
Procedure for the Admlmstratlve Law Court and contams all materlal proposed to be mcluded in
the Record on Appeal by all of the partles and not any other material.

Tommy, ns, Jr., » ! ,
AssistAnt'General Counsel

South Carolina Department of -
Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
P. O. Box 50666

Columbia, South Carolina 29250
(803) 734-9220

October 14, 2016

&/



STATE OF SOUTH CrrAROLINA
ADININIS 7RATIVE LLAW COURT

lonzc & Teter T
H2E X902

APPELLA 7&

Vs.

SOUTH CAPCLTN A Oem/z TMENT o fF
PROBAT. TON, PARCLE Bad PARDON SELVECES

NOTICE OF RPREAL

RESPONOAN T -

NeTICE is perely Given that Rlenso ¢ Jeter T does heredy appeol +he
'E;”‘\/ vdf cis ‘o oF the South Carclinea Dq:cu“/'mc’h‘/' of Pre baticn, Parcle pnd Fardon
\’St'i,'\l/;((,ﬁ)- dCUf“E.’(/JZI/V d(’/ ;Z(J/é, C‘l/?‘/ f(’,{xjfké(‘/c)ﬁ ﬁkgq_,s‘/’ L// RO/é',/ a é’"f’yo‘{ wl’?[(,h
15 Cp'/"fa,g,/;g‘/{

The C}é}f)c//év‘& asserts Hudt be ts indeced c/(yfd/t: lor f)a-fv/ci ac,aol“d;'i-y to
H4-53-375 (C) 17 which he }kg_s ée,elv Cers V;U/EC// éc‘i/‘.-)? #4‘? .S/;‘L"CLN(/'C; S.{?‘)LU{;& Y
QL/’/;?--/'O() 66197 < 9(%6‘3"'51»/—"1“:2)‘@7"?3,. _

ﬁugu.ﬁ‘/? ) A0/ 5/ ; o
Rleaec e Seter I, I RAERF9CH
H30 CARLAWIN RED
Peizes; SC 3966 9

PROOF oF SERVICE

| I heredy certity +ho I '/741_..'/& Servedd #he. Net-ice o€ A ppeal on Sooth
Ca,r‘c)/'iﬂ(g Dc;oa/‘/'m&//f of pf‘oda:ﬁc/; y loafc»/& a/)o/ loa,/z/cn Services é}/ c/c’;ogzs:"—ﬁhy
& cary o 14 in the United States Mas 4y postage pregaid, o 4u9usf*/ﬁ Aole,
by anef through the matlrcony of £ vy Correctiond Tostuttos adidressees
4@&M@%ﬁm&mﬁmﬁf%@ﬁmAMQMJ@Q&ﬁm@%&m”M%i
Street, Swte GO0, Fot Ofbce Lox SCLL b, Columlia, Sowt Carolive RT2SO.

S | H 262902 REpp
SWORN wnd Sypbiscribec! detere me T3¢ OCARLAWN Ror D E“’i?f@éﬁ?
.{—4};‘12—/{ dayo/ ' 2006 Peleer, sc Q7667 . Al 1 920/5
Nes ‘/“Ql‘y.“-vl ) O =0y La

. . . ! ,a,i‘lf.oom
EX/O:"PEJ.» ) =227 ég : 3k



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

JERRY B. ADGER

Director

NIKKI R. HALEY

Governor

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

www.state.sc.us/ppp

July 29, 2016

Alonzo Jeter, 111, #282902
Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

Dear Mr. Jeter:

I am in receipt of your letter dated July 22, 2016, concerning your parole eligibility. According to
the South Carolina Department of Corrections Automated Records System, you are serving several
sentences for drug convictions. However, in indictment number 15-GS-1 1-00465, you were
convicted of trafficking meth which is defined as a “no parole” offense under South Carolina Code
Section 24-13-100. This section is more commonly referred to as the 85% rule. Therefore, you
will be required to serve at least 85% of your sentence before release to community supervision.

Thank you for your letter.

Sincerjiﬂ/

Matthew C. Buchanan
General Counsel

MCB:dn

67



" RECEIVED
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA '

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS APR 26 20T
SC Court of Appeals
Appeal from the Administrative Law Court

The Honorable Deborah B. Durden, Administrative Law Judge
: - ~Case No. 16-ALJ-15-0035-AP : -

Case No. 2017-000286

Alonzo C. Jeter, I, # 282902................................................ APPELLANT
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