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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Alonzo C. Jeter, I11, #282902, Docket No.: 16-ALJ-15-0035-AP
Appellant,

VS. ORDER

South Carolina Department of Probation, _ _ F , L E D

Parole and Pardon Services,

JAN
Respondent. , : 26 2017
STATEMENT QF THE CASE SC ADMIN. AW COURT

This matter is before the Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court) pursuant o 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
Servicés (Department) issued a final decision letter determining that the Appel_!ant 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’édecisioﬁ. Upou careful
consideration -of the record on ‘appeal and briefs of the -parties, the Departrhéhi’s :cie.cl'i.s.i'ou is
affirmed. - - H ' -

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, Appe‘llaht was aiso sentenced to fifteen years pursuant to S.C. Code Section
4-53-375(B)3), ten years pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-53-445(A), fifteen years pursuaut to
SC Code Section 44-53-375(8)(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 mmate ‘appeals), and Furtick v. S.C. Dept of Prob Parole &
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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. Codée Ann. § 1-23-380(4) (Supp. 2016). The court may modify or reverse the decision

of the agency when substantial rights of the appellant have been prejudiced. S.C. Code Ann.
§ 1-23-380(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 upori
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 argues that the Department has erred in concluding that he is not. ebligible 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 Appellant 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;‘Se.c_tion, 24-21-610 s_eté;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." When an inmate’s crime is a no-parole offense, the inmate is not eligible for
“parole” consideration. 1d. 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., ‘a class 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 supervision program. S.C. Code
Ann. §24-21-30 (2007). Unless provided otherwise, an inmate becomes eligible forv the
community supervision program after completion of at least 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 séntencing statutes to allow for parole eligibility in certain 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. at 282, 781
S.E.2d at 917 (citation omitted) (“The legislature’s use of the phrase ‘Notwithstanding any other
: provision»o”f law,” in the amendments to sections 44-33-375 and -370 expresses its intent to repeal
section 24-13-100 fo the extent it conflicts with amended sections 44-53-375 and -370.” (emphasis
in original)). 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 the 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 cocaineé 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:
% %
(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[.]
¥k %

I 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 imprisonmerit 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(C)(1)(b) (Supp. 201_6). Appellant’s argument is based upon an
inference derived from subsection (b). He argues 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 include one thingimplies 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

without 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 specifically make these offenses
ineligible for Ipard'ne. Because offenses like Appellant’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-specific 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 th_é plain language of the statute the Court concludes that the

Department did not err in finding that Appellant is ineligible 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.

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, III,#282902 . cuieceeecncnnnnn. ceceseeeees APPELLANT

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE : _ .
AND PARDON SERVICES.eieieerenireennnans cecescsassssases  RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Alonzo-C Jeter, III,#282902, hereby certify that I have "served
the within Reply Brief, dated December®C, 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

S5.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, III,#282902
APPELLANT x ’

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

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

Did the Department of Probation,
in determining the Appellant inel

iii

Parole and Pardon Services err
igible for parole?




"STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellant is serving a fifteen year concurrent sentence
for the violations of two counts of distribution of methamphetaming
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 ten 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 5.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 actvally convicted in the past for a trafficking
offense." . o : » » S :

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 Appellant 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. : '
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-goes on to read,

ARGUMENTV

" The Department Of Probation, Parole And Pardon Services did in-

fact err in determining that the Appellant is not eligible for
parole, '

The Appeilanf 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),

wnich states in regards of the sentencing structure, "no part of
which may be suspended nor probation granted." The Respondent

alsc 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

" A person convicted and sentenced under subsection
(c) or (e) to a mandatory term of imprisonment of twenty-five years
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 argues that he was not sentenced to neither
type of sentence that the precise subsection 44-53-375(F) declares -
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 whém are sentenced under 44~53-375(c) and 44-53-375(E).
See Creech v South Carolina Public Service Authority 200 s.C. 127,
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 statuté 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_24-13-1.00_

Is—~a~General statute and Chat the General statute applies cnly
if the Specific statute does not contain parole specifications.
The Respondent agrees. The Appellant argues that byex§Q}niquSfc.

que%ﬁf'Laws”44¥53—37S more closely and in it s entirety, the
legislative intent in regards of parole eligibility is discovered

in the precise subsection ofS.C. Cocde of Laws 44f535375(E).



The Appellant also asserts that S.C. Code of Laws 24-13-100
which defines a "no parole offense" as Class A,B, and C.offenses
was written in 1995 and has never been amended since it's enactment.
However, S.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 S.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 serviing a Sentefice 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 simply; PRIOR VIOLENT OFFENSE + ANY FUTURE VIOLENT OFFENSE
equals = AUTOMATICALLY NO PAROLE. The Appellant emphasizes that
this holds true evenp 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 alsoc be and remain

—————affected by STCTCode ot Laws 24=21=640-

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
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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 Carolinz 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 objectiv&
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. the Respondent argues
_ that the Bolin case is not significant, howeverthe Appellant
.disagrees. The Appellant contends that there would not have hagd

to be a Bolin decision if Legislative intent would have been
noticed and honored at genesis. The Respondent asserts that the

v_uw~__m~Législative~intent—has~been~there“inSTCT—Code*bf_E§W§IE:53:375Tﬁ)
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
‘clearly Legislative intent. '



. N 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 parole eligibility
classification.

Respectfully Submitted,

)
bz ‘ﬂ—,

Alonzo C.'Jeter, I1T
#282902 '
APPELLANT

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

Pelzer, South Carolina
December 40,2016
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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, III, #282902 v. S.C. Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon
Services

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,

ZW

Tommy vans, Jr.
Assistant General Co nsel

TE:dn

Enclosures
cc: Alonzo Jeter, III, #282902

, | 8



. ~ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
' / ‘ In The Administrative Law Court
Docket Number 16-ALJ-15-0035

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

Alonzo Jeter, III, #282902 ......ccoovviririieeceieeeeeeen, RPN APPELLANT

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND
PARDON SERVICES, .....o.oiiiiiriitiieeeetecsetsieeeee oo s e RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

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

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

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

I further certify that all parties required by Rm bee? 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?

0/13 iii



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On January 12, 2015, the Appellant sold a quantity of methamphetamine. He was arrestea
and charged with the offense of trafficking in ice, crank or crack between ten and twenty-eight
grams. This sale was done with a half mile of Macedonia Baptist Church .playground 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 that' 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
offensevs 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, Crank, or crack; and, ten yearé'fof distribution
within a half mile of a schoé6l or park. J
Prior to possibly becoming eligible for parole the Respondént decided to conduct an
investigation to determine parole eligibility. During this investigation it was d}iscovered that tlﬁs_
was a trafficking second offense which is classified as an A-F elony, this makes the Appellant not
eligible for paroie. The Appellant was notified on July 29, 2016, that he was not eligible for parole
due to the classification of this offense.
] Upon re‘ceiviné this notification the Appellant decided to file a notice of appeal before the
Admi;n'strative Léw 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 décisicn ‘the"Couirt "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. :
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Ceirolina 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. l

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'Violatioh 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 imprisonment 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 mandatofy'twenty-ﬁve years or to a
mandatory minimum of twenty-five years he should be eligible for parole. He argues that the
General Assembly intended for him to become 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 classifies 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

? For purposes of definition under South Carolina law a "‘no,parole 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)
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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 unti] the completion of at least
eighty-five percent of their sentence. Unlike an individual who have committed the offense of
possession with intent to dfstribute second offense, or distribution second offense who are given
parole eligibility by statute, there exist no statute that allows any 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
. ) ) - . . ) a
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).

VA
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The Court in Bolin made a'second offense not an 85% offense, this is due vto the statute allowing
an inmate senteﬁced to a second offense parole eligibility.* The Appel\lant is currently serving a
sentence of trafficking of ice, crank or crack second offense, Which is claésiﬁed as an A-felony
make this a “no parole offense,” Bolin does not apply. j

The statute is‘ clear an inmaté 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 conyvicted 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 inaividual 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 a.nd 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 beco‘me eligible for parole, if so the statute would have allowed this. Courts
should consider not merely the Ianguage 6f 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

**“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). . :

A7
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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 commifting an A-Felony. (The statute is clear, when a person

commits a A, B, or 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 aclear and definite meaning, there is no need to

employ rule of statutory interpretation, and the court has no right to look for, or impose another

meani’ng. Pachal v. State Election Comnd’ﬁ, 317 S.C. 434, 454 §.E.2d 890, 892 (1995). The terms
of the statute are clear, no individual who have committed an'lA;Felony is allowed parole
eligibility. The Appellant Was convicted of trafficking in ice, crank, or crack second offense, an
offense that carries a maximum punishment of thirty years. This offense is classified 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 8.E.2d 330, 332 (2002).




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.

- 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

3

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

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

October 14, 2016

The Honorable Deborah Durden

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

RE: Alonzo Jeter III #282902 V. S. C Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon
Semces

Dear J 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,
ngl:lvans Jr. % ' : _
Assistant General Counsel
_ TE:dn
Enclosures

cc: Alonzo( Jeter, 111, #282902

73



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
" InThe Adm1n1strat1ve Law Court
Docket Number 16-ALJ-1 5- 0035

_ APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION )
o Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Services

L—- --Alonzo Jeter—IH #282902 ............. e tsrrm et e APPELLANT

S. C DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND } R ' :
PARDON SERVICES ..... -...RESPONDENT

- CERTIFICATE OF S_ERVICE

S Dawn K NlChOIS Executlve A551stant o counsel for Respondent certlfy that I have _
served the wrthm Record on Appeal, dated October 14, 2016, on Appellant by depos1tmg a copy

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

to:

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

Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

I ﬁlrther_certify that all parties required by Rule be served haye-been served.

Dawn Nichols

Executive Assistant

South Carolina Department of Probation,
Parole, and Pardon Services

P. O. Box 50666 _

Columbia, South Carolina 29250

73




. STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA
o ' . In The Administrative Law Court
N Docket Number 16- ALJ-15 0035

_ APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

o Alonzo Jeter HI #282902 _*_ ..... [ APPELLANT SRR

| . S C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND

PARDONSERVICES ..... S ettt RESPONDENT

RECORD ON APPEAL

Tommy Evans, Jr.
Assistant General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Probatlon,
Parole and Pardon Services

P. O. Box 50666

Columbia, South Carolina 29250

(803) 734-9220

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDEN T

77
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, ‘ State of South Carolina
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

NIKKI R. HALEY

Governor

JERRY B. ADGER _

Director

~ =2221DEVINE STREET, SUITE 605~

POST OFFICE BOX 50666
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250

Telephone: (803) 734-9220 . -

Facsimile: (803) 734-9440

_ WWWw.state.sc.us/ppp
July 29,2016 " .

Alonzo Jeter, II1, #282902
- Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road '
- Pelzer, South Carolina 29669

I
i

3

convicted of trafficking meth which is defined as a “no parole” offense under South Carolina Code
“re s Section2413+100: ‘Thissection is more commonly refetred to ds the 85% rule.” Therefors, you
will be required to serve at least 85% of your sentence before release to community supervision.

_ o o .

Thank you for your letter.

Sincerely,
Matthew C. Buchanan
General Counsel

. MCB:dn

Y6




Tmm s wwuan \...P\.KULINA

%UNTY oF Cberokee
QTE LTS

AIonzo Columbus J eter UI

AKA‘ -
Race: " BLAC
DOB: -~
Address;
Clty State le
"DL# ’
*CDL Yes[] No[] CMV Yes
In dxsposmon of the ai

)
)
)
)
; ' ’Date of Offense:
)

)

5]

)

)

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

lNDICTMENT/CASE#

A/WH 7015A1110100230
/1472015
S.C.Code § - 44-53-0375(B)(3)
CDR Code #: 3200 I

SENTENCE SHEET

now the Defenddnt who' was - CONVICTED OF or B]PLEADS |
phetam . 2nd offense (5-30 years &/OR 0-50K fine) _ T
in vmlatlon of § 44 53-0375(B)(3) . of the . C Code of Laws bearmg CDR Code. Boom -3199 B
IZ} NON-VIOLENT -5 VIOLENT .SERIOUSA—* EMOST SERIOUS DMandatory GPS(CSC O § 17-25-45

The charge is:
‘The plea is: -
ATTEST

SAMS CL[F ONM )
WHEREFORE the Defendant is commlted to the

for a determmate term of ﬁ E days/months
and/or to pay a fins of $

D As Indlcted @ Lesser lncluded Oﬁ’ense
Wlthout N otlatlons or Recommendatxon

Drobation, whlch are incor porated by reference

CONCURRENT o 7 CONSECUTIVE to sentence cm

“by the State Dépariment of ¢ Correcuons

| The Defendant is to be placed on the C.en_trat Registiy of Child Abuse and Neglect

» State Department of Correctlons, }

The Defendant is to  be given credit. for- tlme 'sefved pursiant to §.C. Code

wiminor |st or LewdgAct)
Dclendant Walvc.s PrLsentment to Grand Jury. a,« (defendants initials)

x" Neg mted Sentence

| Recor endatlon by the State. j5 16""

19072

SC Bar#
O County Detentmn Center,

V  Attor; yfor Defendant

0 under the YouthfulOffender Act not to exceed years

months/years and subJect to South Caro]ma Departmem ot Probanon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces standard e‘ond,itiens of

Pursuant to 18U, S. C Sectmn 922 it is unla\_vful fdr a person convncted of a violation ofSectnon 16-25-20 or ]6-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Vlolence) to shlp,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or amm unition.

: . SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
GREST[TUT]ON D Deferred D Def. Waives Hearmg DOrdered PTUP
-Total:  § plus 20% fee: 8 days/hours Public Seryice Employment
Payment Terms . - Obtain GED T -
(3 Set by scopPPS Attend Voc, Rehab, or Job Corp.,
— . May serve W/E begining :
Recipierit: "Substance Abuse Counsehng Il
*Fine: 3 Random Drug/Alcohol’ testing ]
g ]' :]' ;‘l)f((f*):j;?ge“‘s S'07 : %)) $' Fine may be pd. in equal, corésecunve weekly/monthly
A onv. Surcharge prts. of § eginning
14-1-211(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 T\‘“‘* . )

A g 56-5- 2955 ((D)U(I Assessment) $12 TT/— $ ——__ Paid to Public Defender Fund :
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $\ Other: : '
Proviso 47.9 (Publjc DefProb) ] $500
§ 14-1-212(Law Enforce. Funding)

§ 1451-213 (Drug Court Sureharge) \

§ 50-21- -114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50
8 56-5- -2942(]) (Vehicle A‘ssessment) $40/ea S
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) TD 3

3% to County  (if paid in installments) ‘ $ e <)
TOTAL

Clerk of Coury Deputy (,lerk

Court Reporter: L2

SCCA/217 (03/201 1)

(] Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,

§ 47.12 requives $500 be paid to Clerk
during probation,

Presiding Judge
Judge Code:
Sentence D

T T bt it p b e n
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ARREST:WARRANT .

_2015A1110100230

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

| o
. County/. o Municipality of
F [ Mneer
Cherokee Il
(THESTATE - || 1500226
. . against’ it
Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111 © h
Address: . (NN ]
Phone: ] : . - 88 - .
‘Sex:- ‘M- Racer. B = Heighg'- 6 'l Weight; 1585

_DL_SV!ate:'.”- . DLY: T
DOB: & >~ . Agency ORIE 1SC0110000

“Prosecuting Agency: -Cherokee: County Sheriff
" Proseculing Officer:  * Brandon ‘Gardner-[238
Oftense: Drugs/ Distribution; etc. of methamphetamine, 3rd
.or sub. i : i
Offense Code: 3200 -~ |
Code/Ordinance Sec: -44-53-0375(B 3y

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA _ ) ORIGINAL  STamesw
] Countyt 7] Municipaiy of ) AFFIDAVIT ks
-Cherokee ‘ ’ )

Personally _appeared’ before. me. the afiant ~ Brandon Gardner. : who

-‘being -duly swom deposes and 'says that  defendant Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111
did within this county,’ and siate on orabout | 142015
State of-South Carolina (of ordinance of County’
in the following particulars: o

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drups/ Distribution, etc. of methamphctamine, 3rd or sub.

viclate the criminal Taws of the
Cherokee : )

D Municipality of

.1 further * state - that - Ihereu'!s probable cause 1o believe that -the defendant named above did commit

the crime set forth’ and. ithat_probable cause is based on the' following facts:

- ‘That on January 14, 2015 in the county of Cherukec. onc Alonzo Columbus Icter 11 did commit the crime of Drugs/ Distrihution.

ete. nf methamphetamine in that he did dis!ri'bulc.Meihamphelnminc, Incident occurred at 100 Malone'Rd in the County ol
Cherokec, Warrant'is based on investigation of the Cherokee County Sheriff's Office and incident report #°1500226.

 ORIGINAL

This warrant s EER”F'ED- “FOR SE'RV‘TCI €. - in the

: County/ “Municipality of ‘ - .
[] Sountyr [T Muricipaity I ,
: . -The.accused
s 0. be aresled . and  Brought ~ belore e 10 .be
dealt with according-to the law. - e

T
: LSy

- Swgnature-of Judga 1 '
Date: . s ;i

S T q
; : RETURN - - -
A copy of this' arresl warrant. was.. delivered o’

defendant - ‘4)r\lt Celunbize Tevs I

on .

3] 20/

"RETURN WARRANT T0:

i
|
“General Sessions . _ l :
125 E.Floyd Baker Blvd - . ;
: |
{
|
|

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE:, Drugs/ Distribution, efc, of methamphctamine. 3rd orsub.

Signature of Affid - / C ; \/4——-
™~ 7

STATE-OF SOUTH CAROLINA / .
. @ County/ D Muiicipalty of . Affiants Address 312 E. Frederick St.
GafTney, SC 29340-
Cherokee. ‘ Affiant’s Telephone e
L ' 1
ARREST WARRANT ezl i

. . o
TO ANY LAW. ENFOR.'(.:EM‘E.N?‘ OFFICER OF THIS STATE.OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE:@F THIS’tOUNTY:
o ‘ ) i3 '; appearing  from the above afidavit (hat there “are -Jr'éasonab%e grounds 1o believe that
- T

on orabout 111472015 defendant . Alonzo Columbus Jeter, I1jc>  -—

did violate the criminal laws’ of the State of. South: Carolina (or ordinance of ,L—'ﬁ' ™ s
: E County/ - , D Municipafity ol Cherokee ) asset forth below:., ‘0
. B [ (3

.. - Having found probal .cause a;)d the above affiant héving Sworn before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or
" her before me forl :

' . - soon thereafter ag'is practicable :
" Sworn to-and subscribed berone‘my

e 336500
1/0'/ /

ith to be deali with according Jo law. A copy.of this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as

/ )
)
)

/_’7' {L.5y

~Judge's Address  Cherokee Magistrate's Court
Gaffney, SC 29342

‘Gaffney, SC 29342 nature ofTsseing Judge . Judge's Telephone - (864)487-2533
. : Robert: Howell-- )
] . Judge Code: 588 ) Issiiing Court: Magistrate D Municipal D ‘Circuit
ORIGINAL B '.:_'ORIGINA:L ’ ; QRIGINAE N "ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL
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| STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ]  INDICTMENT
) , NT
COUNTY OF CHEROKEE ]

'v AloCourl ofGenerol Sessnons convened on___ ol the

Grond Jurors of Cherokee Counly presenl upon their oolh

R e — ~-f~ff*~"“ —— DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE

1

Thol Alonzo Columbus Jeler lll dld in Cherokee Counly oh or oboul Jonuory
l4 2015 monufocfure dls'rnbule dlspense dellver purchose old dbel R
oh‘empf or consplre lo mdnufoclure dlstnbule dlspense dellver or purchose or
possess wnlh lnlenf to rndnufdclure dlslrlbule dlspense dellver or purchose a
quon’rn‘y of Melhomphefomme a schedule ll conlrolled subsldnce underi_i__.;»_,_,;;
e provus:ons Code §44 53 375 THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA (1976) as

' omended such dlsl‘nbuhon not hovmg been culhorlzed by Iow

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

such case made and provided. _ A}é‘%

ASSISTANF SOLlClTOR

49
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WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

The State of South Carolma

' . County: of Cherokee

' -Barry. Bameﬂe,:‘Sohcifor"- -

ARREST- WARRANT NUMBER

201 5A1110100230

. COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS . *

BAY 52 ams

TERM

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

" THESTATE .

VS,

ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER Il

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

VERDICT

Indicimgniffor‘ T

 DISTRIBUTION . OF METHAMPHETAMINE

SC Code: 44.53.375

[

Foreperson of Pelit Jury
Date:

~ {‘,,
Fa




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )

Cherokee
SOVS
Alonzo Columbus Jeter lll

INTHE C‘OURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

)

) .

; NDICTMENT/CASE# )?(, /5-O15- // LAER
)  A/WE _2015A1110100231
) Date ofOt‘fense 1/14/2015 " .
)

)

)

)

)

Race :;V

) S.C.Code § ;_44-53-0445(A)
DOB: CDR Code #0107 ~
Address: ST

DL# SENTENCE SHEET

ow the Defendant who was - [] CONVICTED OF .or - _D_qp_LEADs :
anuf.-or pwrd. of cont. sub., near school (0- lO years &/OR 0- 10 000 fine) )

in vxolatton of § 44 53 044S(A) '_" ofthe S. C Code. ofLaws bearmg CDR Code #««4---—0107 I DI s

e —NON VIOLENT~ ——--E]*VIOLENT [XISERIOUS DM ST SERIOUS DMandatory GPS(CSC D§l7 25-45
o wiminor st or Lewd Act)

The: charge ist . As lndlctcd I:l Lesser Included Oﬁ"ense‘ efendant Wawes Presentment to Grand Jury (defendant's’ mltlals)

The plea is; |:| Wrthout N aotlatlons or Recommendatlon, ' [X] Negotiated Sentepcee,, ’D Re omifiendation by the State. (orewee

ATTEST: /. : 2 ﬁi . g .

INM. - == SC Ba.r# o fdant /(ttorney for Defendant " T"SC Bar? A
WHEREFORE : l1e Defendant is commtted to the m State Depnrtment of Correchons, ] County Detentxon Center, .

foradetemunate term of ' / 4 days/monthr, [:] under the Youthl‘ul Offender Act notto exceed - - years
W and/or to pay a fne of $ T N provrde at upon the servtce of - days/months/years and/or payment

of§ .. ; plus costs and assessments as apphcable* the balance is suspended wrth probatlon for

months/years and subject to South Carolma Department of Probanon Parole and Pardon Servrces standard condmons of
probation, which are mcorporated by’ reference . : »
CONCURRENT o [0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on

\'The Defendant is to"be given- credlt for time served pursuant to S C:Code — § 74— 13-40 to be calculated and applted
by the State Department of Corrections,

{J The Defendant is to be placed on the'Central Re°1stry ofChxld Abuse and Ne°lect pursuant to 8.C Code §17- 25 135

Pursunnt to 18 Us.c Sectwn 922,lt is unlaw[ul for a person convlcted ofa violation ot‘Sectlon 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Crlmmal
Domestlc Vlolence Jto shtp,transport possess,or receive a firearm or ammunltlon

SPECIAL COND[T[ONS
DREST[TUT]ON D Deferred D Def Wunes  Hearing DOrdered PTUP ‘ i
Total: § Plus 20% fee: 3 - days/ours Public Serv_ic'e Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED S '

[J Setby SCDPPPS

Attend Voe. Rehab. or Job Corp.
May serve W/E begmmg

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling [ '
*Fine: , $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0
§ 14-1:206 (Asscssm"-““ 107.5 %) o $ Fine may be pd. in equal consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-21 (AX(1) (Conv. Sircharge)  CI[00 3 pmts. of $ v beginning
14-1-211(A}(2) (DUT Surcharge) : $100 3 . : ’
g $6-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) Cosi2 3 $ - paid to Public Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 g Other:
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 % ’
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce, Funding) 3
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) 350 Ly
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40fea g "~ [J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) > § § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3%to County (|f paid in installments) 3 4 during probation,
TOTAL SP ST re)

Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cler Judge Code:

oL
Court Reporter: 2 Sentence Dafe: Z kg S
SCCA/217 (03/2011) : Vd P

/o
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ARREST WARRANT

STATE OF SOUTH cméuun

15A111010023 1

oL ) ' ORIGINAL ST ammrem,.
K] Countyr [ Municipafty of ) AFFIDAVIT okl
' Cherokee H ) ' :

| 20

County/ ™ -

- STATE OF SOUTH CARGLINA

D g Mun;i«:ipality of

 Personalty appeared - before me the affant - Brandon Gardner

who
being duly swom deposes and ‘says that -Oefendant Alonzo Columbus Jeter, ITT

" Cherokee L did within this;;county:épd stale on oraboul  1/)4/2015 viclate the criminal Taws of the
; State .of South’ Garolina“(or. ordinance of -County/ l:’ Municipality of Cherokee ' )
B S T e . N
THE STATE- o 1500226 in - the following" particutars:
against |l

" Alonzo Cdlunlbus‘fjeter; i

- .. DESCRIPTION OF OFFEQ,‘SE:‘ Drugs / Distribuic; scll, manuf. or pwid, of cont. sub.. near school

7

~Agdress: (NS .

" Phone: .

. Sex: M Race;

B

— e

¥

. DL State: a D
 ooe: -

} Weight: -

| luther state that ' there s probable cause. 1o - believa'_ that  the defendant named .mbove did commit
the. crime.” set. forth ‘and that ‘probable cause s based .on the following facts:
7 ; :

in
N

© That on January 14, 2015 in.the county of Cherokee...onc Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111 did within one-half mile of a plavground

- Agency ORI || SCOTT0000

—___ A
 Prosecuting Agency: . Cherokee Cotinty Sheriff, '
Prosecuting Oficer: . Brandon: Gardner -{1238:

" located at Maceidonia Baptist Cliirch distribute Mcthamphetamine, a scheduled ‘controlled substance. Incident occurred at 100
“Malone Rd in-the county bf Cherakee. and is based on investigation of the Cherokee-County Sherifl's Office and incident report #

/

1500226." - _ :

- Offense: Drugs / Distribute, sell, manul:

or pwid, of cont.

sub., near school

Offense Code:

Code/Ordinance See: - .44-53-0445(A)

0107 "~

Hls"warranl 1S CER”F'EB F’”R E'ER n, e -

D 'ACounty.’ ’ D Mu

nicipality.of

s 10 be "amesled and --brought.” before; “e . o -be

dealt with'according to the law. -

. Date:

. The accused

L s | OR]GINAL © ARRESTWARRANT

“ -
pER Signature D{AN&\/—_ G /4_.

- "STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
: E County/ D Municipality of Ty Affiant's Address _‘3 I2E.F rtidenck St .
s . Gaflhey, SC 29340-
" Cherokee o : Afant's Telephone . . i\‘

e P

o

. . _ L
o TO ANY LAW ENFORCEME.NT:OFFICER _OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE‘OF THIS'COUNTY:

A copy of this amest

{ appearng  from - the. -above - affidavit  that  there  are Tfeasonable grounds  to  believe that
. ’ Ty

defendant Q ,
on 7

i R
. e - =y
ori orabout - 1/14/2015 ' defendant . Alonzo Columbus Jeter, lllcs -
did violale'-the.;criminal'laws;r of the Stale of South Carolina {or ordinance of - ;,..‘ ~e , o
. il : . . A R
_Countyl D Mquglpalny.n! Cherokee . ) asset !c')zhjbelow! s o
4 ! :

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs / Distribute, scll, manuf, or pwid, of conl. sub., near school  ~? &

RETURN. WARRANT TO:

General Sessions” _
125 E. Floyd-Baker Blvd-

“Gaffney, SC 29342

. ORIGINAL

-ORIGINAL

' Having found probabletause pb ._'thq.above affiant having swom before me, you are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or
-her before me.fogtiiwith to be deait with ‘accofding to law. A-copy of.this Arrest Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, of as
. s00n thereafteras -
Sworn to-and sy )
. ) Judge's:Address  Cherokee Magistrate's Court
J Gaflney, SC 29342
ature . -
! Judge's Telephone. (864)487-2533
Robert: H R ). (864)
Judge Code: 5882 © ¢ " ) Issuing Court: Magistrate D Municipal D Circuit

ORIGINAL ~ .. ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL ORIGINAL
- I ' Scanned
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) |  NDICTMENT

COUNTY OF CHER’OK_E'_VE‘. )

Ato Cour’r of Generol Sessnons convened on » e

- Grcnd Jurors of Cherokee Coum‘y presenf upon thelr oo’rh

. the

e ~"~-~‘_~~f-—_- DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE
o : _WITHIN ONE- -HALF MILE OF PARK, SGHOOL o

<.‘M\ o

AN

Jonuory 14, 2015 dls’mbute sell purchose monufoc’rure or unlowfully possess

~with mfen’r fo dls’rnbute o confrolled subs’fonce To wx'r A QUOHTIW of'
Mefhomphetomme o schedule I confrolled subsfonce wn‘hm one holf mlle of A

o Mocedonro Boptlsf VChurch ployground South Corollno such dls'rrlbuhon not

: hove been ou’rhonzed by low in wolo’non of § 44-53- 445 CODE OF LAWS OF

SOUTH CAROLINA 1976) as omended

Agoms’r the- peace ond dlgm’ry of ’rhe State, ond confrory to the statute in

such case made and provnded
/

ASSISTANISOLICITOR

55

‘Tho’r Alon’zo:‘C'olu'rﬁbo's -Jefer I’H dld in Cherokee Counfy on or. obouf
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WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100231

{

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date::

52655 -11-00U02

~The State of South Caroling -
- County: of};Cherokee_l -

" Barry Barnette, Soliéitorr’ .

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

HAY L)

o
RN

TERM

“THE STATE -

vs.

- ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER (il

VERDICT

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date: -

K

Indictment for

DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE

WITHIN'ONELHALF.‘MILE?OF"PARK/SCHOOI.'l .

© SC Code: 44-53.445 .




g
. NON VlOLEN

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

. Cnerokee
; Alonzo Columbus Jeter lll

)

)

)

g A/W# 70l5AlllOlOO733
—) Date ofOﬂ'ense 11272015 -
b
)
)
)
)

$.C. Code 5. 214-_53-_0375(3)(3)
C..DR,Code #3200

' E sE'N_TENcE SHEET‘ i

D No[];‘HazmatYes[] No[:] e S e
the'said’ mdrctment comes now the Defendant, who was - O CONVl CTED OF or . - LX_]PLEADS
TO Drugs/ Dlstnbut ,'n ‘etc. ofm ot _plietamme ”nd offense (5-30 years &/OR 0- SOK ﬁne) a

in vnolatron of y

"CDL Yes[] No[]. _CMV Yes
In dtsposmon :

lNDlCTMENT/CASE# ;?U/S (:75 /[ C ’O//(' >3

—*WW@SERIOUS DMOSTSER[OUS . [Mandatory GPS(ESC.

C [:] §I7-25‘-45
’ . o whhinor Tstor Lewd .
The cha:ge ls [] As lndlcled, [X_]Lesser lncluded Offense G‘éendant Waxves Presentment to-Grand Jury, (det‘endants lnltldls)
The pléajs; Wlthout N; _otrattons or- Recommendanon ’

L . [X] Ne_onated Sentence : [j' Rveco” ndauon by the State

ATTEST: 4, e /%997 e Mz g ff 172
SAMS Cu TON M o SC Bar# 7Deii dam s Mtorney for Defendant SC Bar#

WHEREFORE the Defendant |s commlted to the Stnte Department of Correctlons, [] County Detenhon Center,

for a determinate term of /5_ "days/m,ont ] [] under the Youthful Offender Act not to evceed
and/or to pay a Fne of§ - it upon the servtce of

= plus costs and assessments as appllcable*

years _
days/months/years and/or paymem:
the balance is suspended W1th probatlon for L

mb tns/years and SUbJCCl to South Carolina Department of Pro

banon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces srandnrd condmons of
probatton, ‘which are mcorporated by reference,

ZegA i

“The Defendant is.tobe, grven crédit for tu'ne served pursuant to $.C.Code .
X State Department of Correctlons ‘

E] The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Reglsuy of Chrld Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C, Code §l7 25- 135

Pursuant to 18US.C Sectlon 922, lt is unlawful fora person convncted ofa’ vnolatlon of Section 16- 25-20 or 16-25—65 (Cnmlnal
Domestlc Vlolence Yto shlp,transport,possess,or receive a ﬁrenrm or ammumtlon

§ 24 l3~40 to be calculated and applled

S SPEC[AL CONDIT[ONS

DRESTITUTION D Del‘erred 0 Def Waives Hearing [:] Ordered  pTUP . -

Total:: § plus 20% fee:. '3 ‘ days/hours Pubhc Service Employment
Payment Terms: - _ A Obtain GED

[J Setby SCDPPPS __ . - ' Attend Yoc. Rehab. or Job Corp; _ :

' -— —— — - ———" May serve W/E begmmo I :

Recipient: . - Substance Abuse Counseling ]

*Fine; - $ Random Drug/Alcohol testmg O

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

§ 14-1-21 1(AX(1) (Conv. Surcharge) 3 pmts. of § ‘beginning .
§14-1 1-211(A)2) (DUT Surchargé) ~ $100 s o o o .
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) s12 5 $ R paid to Public Defender Fund

§ 56-1-286 (DU Breath Test) $25 3 Othet'.

- Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) 3500 g

§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) [3

§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) A 3

§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 3

§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ca ~ § [J Appointed PD or appomted other counsel,

Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) (35% 7% § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk

3% to County (if paid in installments) s ) . during probation,

TOTAL ' S"omxe q"o

. Presrdmo Judge

Clerk of_CourL’ Deputy Cler Judge Code:
Court Reporter: Sentence Ddte
sccant? (03/2011)

55
/0

40sEE) of the S.C. Codé. of Laws, bearing CDR- Code#~~—~~—3199 = T
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|

'ARREST'WARRANT, - . . . STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) . ORIGINAL  Eriwssw

- T T g County? 'Munici lity of e

' 2015A1110100233 E " t)’ D Pty ) ) AFFIDAVIT SCCASTS

- e Cherokee . )
c:oun;‘;ATE oF soum g;:,;’c?‘"ay of ~ Personaly appeared before me: the affiant Brandon Gardner : who
@ . D Pfl o belng duly swom deposes ‘and ‘says -thal defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111

Cherokee i .- didwithin this county and state on orabout - |/12/2104 — violate the ciminal Taws of he
State of;South Carolina {or ordinance of County/ D Municipality of Cherokee )

-THE STATE - ‘in the following .particulars: . ] ‘

against’ : .

- - Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111 ‘DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs/ Distribution, éte. of mcthamphetamine. 3rd or sub,

nddress: - D

_ . - y I’ further _state that there is 'prul;.abie cause fo  believe thal the defendamt named above. did  commit
Phone: .- 5SN: i the crime set forth and’ that probable cause is based on the following facts:

Sex! ‘M. . Race: . Height:- - 1 Weight: 5 - o . ; . . . ST
oL Sta%. [?L o eant 4_6 | Weig 135 - Thaton Junuary 12. 2013, in the county of Cherokee. onc.Alonzo Columbus Jeter 11 did commit the crime of Drugs/ Distribution.

. 3 . - . ctc. of Methiamphetamine in that he did distribute Mcthamphetamine. Incident oecurred at 100 Malonc Rd in the County of
. Dos: | o ARENCY ORI SCO 110000 " Cherokee. Warrant is based on investigation of the Cherokee County Sheriff's Office and incident report #1500183,
- Prosecuting Agency.  Cherokee County. Sheriff ) : . . :

Prosecuting Officer. - Brandon Gardner - 1238

 Offense: Drugs/ Distribution, etc. of methamphetamine, 3rd : . .
) or sub. . : . : R . co
' ‘OHense Code: 3200 ' i B o . . : )
-+ CodefOrdinance Sec:  44-53-0375(B)(3) ! - — O{Aﬂ&/ q——’/;—-
. ThS warant s CERTIFIED  FOR —SERVICE—: The _ CAR Ve -
- . ' - o X STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
County/ Municipaiity of - , . - -~ :
D k4 D _ paiity i o : County/ D Municlpality of ) Affiants Address 312 E. Frederick St.
.. ;i . The acéused ; J ) . Galfney, SC 29340-
5 To be arested and . bioight before me 1o be . Cherokee * I Affiant's Telephone
dealt with- according to-the lfaw. K C i : .
} v ORIGINAL
] s Rl v , © ARREST WARRANT
- Signature of Judge it >~ - ) .
. N v . - . . . .
Date: - } " TOANYLAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS COUNTY; . D -
. . . . I Pt -
- . W' appearing from the dbove afidavit thal there are  reasonable’”grounds o : billevel that
] . . RN o
RETURN : oz : o
A copy of this aMest: warant was' . defivered’ L,], on orabout © 1/12/2104 defendant ~ Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111 o3 -
defendant /l, B s ] \ : did’ vloléle ‘the criminal laws! of ‘the State of South Carolina (o ordinance. of —" s
Alfer s alombay " Countyr- “Municipality of Cherokee : ) s set forth Below:
o T ] com ] Chere : S
. DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: ;- Drugs/-Distribution. etc. of methamphetamine, 3rd or sub. P

: - - B ) ’TJ ) P
Having found probable'; use and-the.above affiant having swom before me, Yyou are empowered and directed o arrest tha saiddetendant and.bring him or

"+ "her before me forthWith 1o be deali with according to-law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be deliverad Io the defendant-gl the time of s execytion, or as
soon thereafter a$ ispri - . -

. Swomto and,sul
on 3907161s

Joox f] .

fibed beforéir'ne / / / ) v 30 B
, ¢ / - Judge's Address  Cherokee Magistrate's Court
LS} ) , Gaffney, SC 29342 - ' ~

RETURN WARRANT.TO: "
* General Sgssions
+ 125 E. Floyd Baker Blvd _

Gaffney, SC-29342 . )‘Judge'sTeIephune (864)487-2533
bl * . Juoge Code: -~ “5882 = ) Issuing Court; Magistrate D Municipal D Circuit
ORIGINAL = ORIGINAL * ORIGINAL "ORIGINAL - ORIGINAL ' ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

Scanned

g
I
]
‘
]
;
i
|
|
I

N
|
Lo

A
=



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) o ‘ INDlCTMENT

, )
COUNTYOFCHEROKEE )

o A’ro Courl of Generol Sessions, convenedon - G . the

) Grond Jurors of Cherokee Coun’ry presenl upon ’rherr oolh

i DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAMINE o

)

Thol Alonzo Columbus Jeler lll d|d in Cherokee Counfy on or obou’r Jonuory
, 12 2015 mdnufoclure drslnbule dlspense dellver purchose, oud obel
o’rlempl or consp|re lo mdnufoclure dlslrrbufe dlspense delrver or purchose or

possess with rnlenl ’ro monufoclure drslrrbule drspense dellver or purchose a

quonhly of Melhomphefdmrne a schedule ll controlled subslonce under._

o TIN5 T "

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

‘ omended such dlsmbu’non not hovrng been authorized by low

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

such case made and provided.

/
ASSISTANT /ﬁoucnore

2 W e i =



WITNESSES-

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

“?51@8-11-

The State of Soufh Carolina _'

County .of;:Cherokge, '

_ Barry Barnefte, Solicitor :

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER _

2015A1110100233

 COURT.OF GENERAL SESSIONS

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

THE STATE

VS

- ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER Ill

'VERDICT

Foreperson of Grand Jury ,;
- Date: :

lndictméht for
DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHETAM!NE
-$C Code: 44 53-375

B

I

Foreperson of Pehf Jury
Date:

]
t
i
i
b




STAT OF SOUTHlCAROLlNA

Cherokec B
Vs ~
Alonzo Columbus Jeter lll

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL'SESSI‘ONS

)

)

i 'lNDlCTMENT/CASE# 9’20/5 (,S 1/ @(}—/JM
). AWHE _2015A1110000234 -

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

)

)
)

)

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

Pt

. SENT'ENCE,SHEET

. 0[] Hazmat Yes[] No[] . P ' A v
Comes now the: Defendant who was D CONVICTED OF or - [X]ELEADS ‘
uf: or pw;d, of com ‘sub.; near school (0-10 )ears &/OR 0-10K fine) . : :

in VIOIatlon of "§-44- 53-0445(A) ... . ofthes. C Code of Laws bering CDR Code # :,::-:0107 T TSRSl

'———"—:—z] «NON-VIOLENT [:] VIOLENT ' IZ] SERIOUS [:]MOST SER[OUS []Mnndatory GPS(CSC I:] 8 l7-25-43 '
: - wiminor st or Lew ct)
The charge 15 ['_}_q As Indlcted [:] Leﬁser lncluded Offense [Z{t”endant Waives Presemmem to Grand Jury. (defendam s mmals)

The-plea i iss [0 1thout egotnatlons or Recommendatlon. . . Ne ouated Sentence, . [] Recon lendanon by the Stdte. Cw.ww
ATTEST -/ : : - : : . -
| L (00257, o . 7?073 ol

SAMS -Lg"TONM . SC Bar#

WHEREFORE the Defendant is cormmted to the State Department of Correctwns, Il County Detentlon Center,

foradeterrmnate ten'n of ‘_ fﬂ days/mont ' o [ under the Youthfulorfender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay aﬁne 0f$ R ; .prov__»that upon the servrce of R days/months/years and/or payment

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

Alforney for Defendant - : SC Bar# <

.
Al

months/years and subJect to' South Carolma Department of Probahon Parole and Pardon Servnces standard eondmons of
obation, which are incorporated by reference. . 4 :

CONCURRENT or ¢ [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

>The Deferidant is to be ¢ grven ‘credit for tinie served pursuant to S. Ci ‘Code — § 24 l3—40 to be calculated and applled
y the State Department of Correctlons :

[J The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Regnstxy of Child Abuse and NeOIect pursuant to $.C. Code §l7 75 135.

~ -
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Seetlon 922 itis unlawful fora person convicted of a vrolatlon of Sectlon 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Crimina’l
Domestlc Vrolence Jto slup,transport possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition, L

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
_E]RESTITUT]OV |:] Deferred D Def. Walves Hennng E DOrdered PTUP - o .
Total: ~§ - ~_ PlUS 20% fee: -~ s . days/hours Public Service Employment
‘Payment Terms: Obtain GED ' 3 '

[J Set by SCDPPPS

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

Recipient:

Substance Abuse Counseling O
*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0]
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) $  Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1- 211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) CS_lD b pmts 0f$ ) beginning
§ 14-1-211(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) . $100 g . N
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 3 § _ paid to Public Defender Fund
. § 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 3 Other:

Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 g
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) Co
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Suicharge) IS 3
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 S
§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $d0/ea " § {J Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) (550 3 - § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3%to County (if pmd in installments) $ N durmg probation.
TOTAL $ 2557 4 )

: Presiding Judge
Clerk of Court/ Deputy Cler| 4 Judge Code .
Coutt Reporter: i : Sentence

SCCA/217(0312011)

Bl
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ARREST-WARRANET

2015A11101 00234

. - STATE.OF SOUTH CARGLINA
. Ctmnty/ ) D Munig pality of

Cherokee

" THE STATE: : ' A500183

against- -
~ Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111 -

Address: "

Phone; S o
Set: M . Race: B - Heght: 6 1l Weight 155"
OL State: ' ¥

-DOB: “Agency. ORI #] iSCOIl OOOO

Prosecuting Agency: Cherokee Counity: ‘Sheriff -

" Prosecuting Officer. - Brandon Gardner - 1238

“Ofense:. Drugs /Distribute, scll, manuf.or pwid, of cont. |

“sub., near school i B

.STATE OF SOU'_I'H CAROLINA

) ORIGINAL 52 savey coner
K] coumy [T Munmpahtyor ) " AFFIDAVIT g
.Cherokee T ;‘, . ’
-'_Personauy _appeared belore me tie affiant  Brandon- Gardner ' who

being. duly. sworn deposes and .says - that derendanl Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111
did within - this - ‘county and state” on. orabml |I|2/‘2V|04

-State of .South- Camrlna (or ordinance: of ‘County/
S e lhe foncnmng pamculars :

violate the criminal laws of the

_ Cherokee ) )

. D “Municipality of

DES(?RIPTION or OFF_E;PjSE- Drugs / Distribute, sell. manuf. or pwid, of cont; sub., near schaol

) furihier  state that ‘lhere is probable .cause lo believe that the defendant named above did commit
",lhe crirne set forth and that pmbable cause is.'based on the foliowing facls:

That on Januarv 12, 2]04 in the count\' of Cherokee, one Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111 did within one-hall milc of a plavground
 located at Macdonia Bapllsl Church.distribute Methamphetamine n sceduled controlled substance without authority to do so.
. Incident-decurred ut 100, Malone Rd in the County of Lhcrokcc Warrant is based on investigation.of the Cherokee County SherifTs
", Offiee and incident rcpm'l #1500183

i

Slgnalum of A&\/ 6’7\

" Offense Code: - 0107
" Code/Ordinance Sec: '44453-0445 (A) |
THE ~Warranl e “CERTIFIED . TOR- SERVICE -~ m The
D County/ D Municipality of ! : )
: The .accused

i5 lo. be . arrested -and  brought- 5efore,‘ e to be
dealt with according to. the. law. . t’

ws

i
|
. Signature.of Judge ‘ "
i
Date: - i'-
- RETURN !
A .copy of . tmsfarrest warrant was delweréd-'.to PR -
' TR Vo
. defendant- "M
. on - . 7 R o~

'.-Refﬁah‘,wﬁnnANrroé 0

" General Sessions o
125 E. Floyd Bakei Bivd. . =
Gaffncy, SC 29342 -

A P
-ORIGINAL ~ORIGINAL

" ORIGINAL

‘STATE OF soum CAROLINA 7 ) .

. E Countyl D Municipatity of Affant's Address ~ 312 E. Frederick St. -
: "(.i Gaftney, SC 29340-

' (‘herokee ‘ Affiant's Telephone DT ey
ORIGINAL e

ARREST WARRANT - S el
v

. TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR-MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSIABL@GF THIS COUNTY: .
‘g!t appearlng from -‘the- above affidavit. that - there are reqsonable grounds to believe that
“on.orabout. -1/ 1272104’ : _ defendant .Alonzo-Columbus lettﬁ'.‘lll o .
. did vlolale ihe criminal Iaws of lhe State” of - South “Carolina {or ordinance of [al ™2 - R
' E' County . D Mumcnpalltyuf ) - Cherokee ™ as set fortfi-below: "1
-J w7
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE - Drugs / Distribute. sell. manuf. or pwid. of cont. sub., near school

' Having found pmbabl muse and the abave affiant having swomn before me, you are empowered and direcled to:arrest the said defendant and bring him or
. her befora me: rod h to be: dealt with aceordmg fo law. A copy of this Arrest Warrant shall be defivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as

soon therea| praclncable
" Swornito-ant. su scnbed before me
" on-3/30720 / -
C e ¥ £ / / JudgesAddress Cherokee Magistrate's Court

' : // ,// sy ) Gaffney, SC 20342
O Be / s ) Judge's Telephane . (864)487-2533
i [ .

Judge:Code:  S882 ¢ o)
ORIGINAL .

o ' Scanned

D Circuit

ORIGINAL

-Issuing. Court: ' Magistrate D Municipal
. ORIGINAL ORIGINAL




STATEOFSOUTH CAROLINA ') i o _lNDlCTMENT

)
COUNTY OF CHEROKEE y

AloCoun‘ of Generdl Sessuons convened on TSR the

Grdnd Jurors of Cherokee Coum‘y presen’r upon lhelr oo’rh

T DISTRIBUTION OF METHAMPHEi‘AMINE
o  WITHIN ONE'HALF MILE OF PARK/SCHOOL

Thdl Alonzo Columbus Jeler Ill dld‘ rn Cherokee Coun'r)‘/v on or about -
Jon.uory 12, 20!5 dlslnbule sell purchose mdnufdclure or unlowfully possess
lbw:’rh mlem‘ lo dlsmbule a. conlrolled subsldnce to wnl A qucnhly of ‘
., Melhdmphe’rdmlne, a schedule ll controlled subsldnce within - one hdlf mlle of
_Mdcedomd dehsl Church pldyground Soulh Corolmd such dlslnbullon nol
have been dulhorlzed by low in violation of § 44- 53 445 CODE OF LAWS OF

SOUTH CAROLINA (1976} as amended-

!

1

Against the peace dnddignily of the State, and conlrory to the statute in

such cose made and provided. | 4W/A\

ASSISTAKT SOLICITOR

i
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WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Office

ARREST WARRANT

2015A1110100234

TSIGS-11-00A

The State of South Carolina

'Co.uh__t_onffCh,e_rok_ee_

Bamry Barnette, Solicitor

- COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

TERM _ -

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

" THE STATE

VS,

ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER il

N
Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date: ) .
VERDICT . -
Indictment for .. _
DISTRIBUTION OFME‘T;HAMPHETAMINE: -

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date;

WITHIN ONE-HALF MILE OF PARK/SCHOOL

~ SCCode: 44-53-445




IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESS[ONS

STA' E OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Cherokee
R VS. .
Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111

lNDlCTMENT/CASE# g’lO/S C S II 6’046 5

).

)

)

; AWE 20151\1110100235
) Date of Offense: _1/15/2015
)

)

)

)

)

S.C.Code §:_d44-53- 0375(C)(1)(c)
CDR Code #: 0452 o

) SENTENCE SHEET

*CDL Yes[_'_] No[] CMV Yes[] Nol:] HazmatYes(] No[]

In disposition of the said ind! 10w the Defendant who was D CONV]CTED OF or [_XjPLEADS
TO Drugs /Traﬁ'ckme i crank or crack - 10'; 2 of more, but less than 28 g - 2nd offense (5- 30 &ys & 50K ﬁne) o
— e in vxolatxon of ,_§ 44 53 0375(C)(l)(?ﬂ b — ;of the:S: C Code-of: Laws “bedring- CDRCode" # = 0431 - _._,.._,_ :

O NON-VIOLENT = VIOLENT‘— semous [IMOST! seruous .[JMandatory GPS(CSC T[1§17-2545

: . w/minor Istor Lewd Act) o o
The charge is: [] As lndrcted [Z]Lesscr lncluded Ol]"ense - @‘getendant Warves Presentment to Grand Jur) dj . (defendant's mrlmls)
The plea is: i txatlons or Recommendatlon, o

lated Serite / C] Recomm Ridation by the State. |5
g 5
ATTEST: sy Y\ qap720
© v, SCBarg ~ /(norney for Defendant . SCBar#

WHEREFORE the Defendant lS commlted to the

X State Department of Correchons, D County Detentlon Center,
for a determmate term of : .' days/month' < | under the Youthful Ofl‘ender Act not to. éxceed | years
and/or to paya ﬁne 0f$ M provr edThat apon the setvice ot o days/months/years and/or payment

of§ - B plus costs and assessments as apphcab[e* the balance is suspended wrth probatron t‘or L

months/years and subject to South Carolma Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Servrces st7ndard condmons of
. probation, which are incorporated by reference - . :
CONCURRENT-.or . CONSECUTIVE tosentence on; - et s »
e %The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S, C Code . 3§ 74 |3-40 to be calculated and appl]ed
y the State Depértmeut of Corrections. -

[] The Defendant is to be placed on the Centra] Regtstry of Chlld Abuse and Neglect pursuant 0 S.C. Codé §l7 25135,

Pursuant to 18 u. S, C Sectton 922 lt is unlawful fora person convicted ofa violation of Section 16-25- 20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestlc Violence ) to shrp,transport possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

S SPECIAL CONDIT]ONS
DRESTITUT[ON D Del‘erred D Def. Wuivcs Hearing ] ordered \PTUP . .
Total: §- : PlUS 20% fee: $ _ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: o Obtei_n GED ’ : '

[ Set by SCDPPPS

Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.
May serve W/E begining
Substance Abuse Counseling U

Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0

Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
pmts of8 begmmng

' Recuprent.

*Fine:
g 14- 1-206 (Assessmean 107.5 %)

§ 14- - 21 |(A)(l)(Con\{ Surcharge) %,
§14-1-211(A)(2) (DUIL Surcharge) s

n/w

$ .
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 7§ § paid to Piblic Defender Fund
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) - $25 7§ Other:
Proviso 47,9 (Publlc Def/Prob) 500 $
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) @ 3
. § 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surclmrge) $150 3
§ 50-21-1 14(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
§ 56:5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment)  $40/ca § r []] Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) $ l § 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
3%to County (if paid in instaliments) } =peo during probation.
TOTAL S 2T <) : .

Presiding Judge /
- Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk (e Judge Code: 7//_f ”
Court Reporter: : , Sentence ) 7//[%4’
SCCA/217(03/2011) ~ ' i
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" ARREST WARRANT

_2015A1110100235

. Countyl D Muncharztyol

Cherokee 1

" THE STATE
: against "

i
_ Alonzo Columbus leter m - |‘
|

Adgress: (D

Phone-
Sex:’ M+ Racer B -
‘DLState: . g DLE
DOBf:_;‘&-“‘  Agency ORI%. ’scouoooo
Prosecuting Agency: - Cherokee County: Sheriff -
Prosecufing Officer. - Brandon Gardner- 1238, :
‘Offense: Drugs / Trafficking in ice, crank or crack = 10 gor
~ more, but less than. 28 g~ ?rd Orvbllb offense (Fel..
. Oftense Code- 0452 . t
_CodelOrdnnance.Sec:} 44-53-0375(Cx1y -

155

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) . ORIGINAL ;?Am-;:"v“
E County/ D Mumclpamy of ) "AFFIDAV T Aprit 21, 2001

SCCAS18

Cherokee oo )
Personally appeared ‘before me the affant _Brandon Gardner

being duly swom deposes and says that defendant  Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 111
did within this .county and state on or_about 1/|5/20”

" State of - South Caroliria (or ordinance..of Countyl
“in- the following - particulars: ’
DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Dryos / Trafli

’ T 25Y 10 30Y)

who

violate the criminal laws of the
D Municipality of Cherokee )

cking in ice; crank ot crack - 10°g or more, but less than 28 g- 3rd or sub. offense (Fel..

| Turther. state that .there s probable cause fo- believe that the defendant named above did commit
the crime set ‘forth and - that probable cause .is- ‘based on the folluwing facts:

“That on lanuar\' 15, 20!5 in the-county of Cherokeé, one Alonzo Columbus Jeter 111 did knawingly sell. manufacture. deliver. bring
into this-state and/or-possess 10 grams or more but less-than 28 grams.of methamphctamine schcdulc 1 controlled substance withouwt

* authority 10 do so. Incident occurred.at 100 Malone Rd in the counly of Cherokee. Warrant is bascd on investigation of the Cherokee *

County Sherifl’s Office.and incident report #1500232

Slgna!ure of NTBOE—\/ G—Z——-

is warmant s i ICE - in - Ihe
[] Countyr  [T] Municipality of -~ i

is to be amested and  brought before
dealt with according to the, law. 1

me b be

iy (LS.
“Signature of Judge :
Dite: o o
,. 'RETURN, -
A copy of ‘this arrest Warranl was dellvered
PN ‘
defendanl.v‘ .1.’: i, o C u u PO

"_RETURN WARRANT TO:

, l
- General Scssions o
125 E.-Floyd Baker Blvd o !
|

il

) The :accused

. 'soon thereatief g8 is practicable ;

- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA , ) 7 -
@ County! D Municipality of ) Affiant's Address 31% E. Frederick St. R
- Co ) Gaftney, SC 29340- Sos
Cherokee ) - "] Affiant's Tetephone ] L
o y A : 4 l.,: s
' O RIGINAL : * ARREST WARRANT -

e
TOANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR MUNICIPALITY OR ANY CONSTABLE bF Tﬂls COUNTY: -
it-’ appearng  fram the abnve afﬁdawt that  there  are r—teasoﬁame ground; to believe  that

- - =iy

yes

..on orabout  1/15/2015 : ‘ defendant © Alonzo Columbus Jeter, 11} ] €2
.dxd violate: the criminal laws of ‘the State of' South Carotina " {or ordinance of

E County/ . D Municipality of - Cherokee

) as.set forth below:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE: Drugs / TrafTicking in ice. crank or crack - 10 g or morc. hut less than 28 'g - 3rd or sub. offensc
L Fel 75Y 10 30V

o Having found pmb;ze cause and the above affiant having swarn before me, you are- empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring him or

her before:me foittAvith to be dealt with accordmg to law. A copy of this Anesl Warrant shall be delivered to the defendant at the time of its execution, or as

Sworn.to and bscnbed before me

on '%/3})/"

: W Judge'sAddrew - Cherokee Magistrate's Court
_ é 4'/_' / 5’%/ 0 (s Gaffney, SC 29342
‘Jignatore ot Issikng X .

" Gaflney, SC 29342 Judde's Telephone. (864)487-2533
- =7 . Robeit Howell )
ST : . ‘ ; -Judge Gode: - 5332 . - ) . lssuing Court: Magistrate D Municipat D Circuit
:ORIGINAL L ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL ' IORI_GINAL ORIGINAL ORIGINAL

Seanned

/7



STATEOF SOUTH CAROLINA ) -~ INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF CHEROKEE )

‘A’fo Courf of Geh'erol'Sessions corr've‘ned on_____ il the.

Grond Jurors of Cherokee Coum‘y presen’r upon therr oofh

S e e *’jz“" IRAFFICKING IN METHAMPH ETAMINE

e,

Thot Alonzo Columbus Jeter I, drd in Cherokee Coun’ry on or obout Jonuory

15 20]5 knowmgly sell monufoc’rure dehver purchose or brlng rn’ro ’rhrs State, or~

drd provrde fll'lClﬂCIOl ossrs’ronce or drd orhervvlse ord obe’r o’rfempf or consprre "

to sell monufoc'rure dellver purchose or bnng into this Sfo’re or drd knowmgly

4

oc’ruolly or cons'rruchvely possess or d|d knowmgly oﬂempt To octuolly or

consfrucfwely possess (10) ’ren grams or more, but less ’rhon (28) 1wen'ry-erght
groms of Mefhomphefomlne a schedule || com‘rolled substance, in VIOIo’non of

§44 53-3785. THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROL!NA (1976) as amended.

Against the peace and dignity of The_S?oTe, and contrary to the statute in

such case made and provided. {‘l\
. F/ .
| | : ./\/M—VV 7 -

ASSISTANT JOLICITOR

s
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WITNESSES

Cherokee County Sheriff's Oﬁice

~ TheState of South Carolma
. County.of Cherokee- )

_ Barry Barnette, Solicitor

S-1 1- UC/A 66

‘COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS "~

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER M il CTERM
2015A1110100235
: THE STATE -
ACTION OF GRAND JURY T
vs.

Foreperson of Grand Jury
Date:

" ALONZO COLUMBUS JETER lll- -

VERDICT

Indictméni_for

. TRAFFICKING IN-METHAMPHETAMINE

_ SC Code: 44-53-375 .

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date:



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
- InThe Adm1mstrat1ve Law Court -
_ Docket Number 16- ALJ 15- 0035

, A APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Servrces

Alonzo Jeter, I, #282902..;....;.................- ........... S, APPELLANT |
V.

$.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION,PAROLEAND - .

PARDON SERVICES, ... RESPONDENT

" CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

b.
i

The undersigned certivﬁes‘ that this Record on Appeal complies with Rule 610f the Rules of
Procedure for the Adnumstratlve Law Court and contams all matenal proposed to be mcluded in

. the Record on Appeal by all of the parties and not any other material.

Tommy E¥ans, 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 sew7H CrACLINA
ADINITNIS 7RATIVE LAW COURT

Llonzo € Teter T
HALGLIOZ
ARPPELLA 7&
s NOTZCE OF APPERL

SOUTH CARCLINA DEPARTMENT ¢ fF
PRABATION, PARCLE fnd PARDON SELVECES

RESPONOANT

NOTICE ig pereby Givea that Rlonzo ¢ Jeter @ does /Je/e,é"y appeol +he
f.rnt\/ ddci;.-'or? O?L the 50(.'4’14\' Carcline Dc’f;‘cu‘"/‘mc’,n-/’ ‘-),[ p/‘oécm“}'cn/ p‘_w,c_ M(/ fzt/z/afi
Services datve! Tuly 39, 2016 pred recefied on Aoanst 4 ; e .
is a%fj.-j,ﬁZ; Joly 3%, 26/ and recerved o August 4, 3016, a copy et Lobicl,

The A fadte asscrts '/‘/x:)LAd IS fndeced c/;y; ble bor parsle accor d;"“ff’ fo
‘1"’-/- 53 ﬂ3 75 (C) ;ﬂ buh;.(}l /')5 /—w écze47 Ceon? V;L:IL€£/; é(,’_7y -f‘éd 'S}'?ch;‘l/ic )’-flq_v‘u,fe‘ ) .
RL3~100 being a Gene il statete. .

f-}uguﬁ'—/? ) R0/6 . V4 .
Rlezc e Seter O, 382905
H30 eRKCALIN /Zo/?j)

Peizes; SC 3966 9

PROOF ¢f SEpvree

| herely cortrty thit T husve served the Notice of Appeal or Soupt
Cafo/}acg Depcurtrmeat of Prodetscn , farole andd Burden Services Sy depasitizg
o sy of 1 in e United Stakes Marl, postage prepaid, on August-19 3ole,
& Y anef throwgh the medlrcony 44 £ ry Correctionns Laséitutton addressees
ta Sourh Coorvkling Dyocsetrmeds of FProbidres, Puarole. amel Pyrodon _5;,,”%3‘}./ 222/ Devipe
Street, Swite 800, fort Oftrce Lok SOLEL, Lol lic, Soutl Carclioe. 29250,

. o ‘ H 28702 R,
SWORN wrd Sutiscribec! betere npe- V3¢ CALAWN RodD “hE YED
y o ' . Peleer, sC 25669 U
tHis [ 9% ;/ay K016 / 4 o 61 920/5

&

EX/)ir‘EJ, [2% 527




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

WWWw.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.

Sincerely,

A

Matthew C. Buchanan
General Counsel

MCB:dn

67



RECEIVED)
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA '

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS APR 26 2011
SC Court of Appeals
Appeal from the Administrative Law Court

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

Case No. 2017-000286

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

South Carolina Department of Probation, : _ _
Parole and Pardon Services................................................... RESPONDENT

CERTIFICATE OF APPELLANT

I, Alonzo C. Jeter III, #282902, hereby certify that this Record On Appeal comphes with
Rule and contains all material proposed to be included i in the Record On Appeal by all of
the parties and not any other material.

Alonzo C Jeter, III, # 282902
APPELLANT

Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road
Pelzer, SC 29669

QQ‘ i/ 20, 2017



