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Yo near Wnis \“ﬂa’(’m\f S devived Q.(\J('\Y.O,\x\ Lrom the Souln
Carolina code Of Laus, Sectiont 1- 93— blo (B)
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This  Watter 15 before ¥ne Court of AW,Q,C\\S \)ursuan%
Yo the Q\DQ,Q,Q\ of Andra R. Jamison (AWQ,\\anH.
A Pr'\_%omzv wWithia Soudh Caroliaa Departnent of
Covyeckions (Sc D). A\)PQ_\\a‘(ﬁ £\ed a L%ﬂ,\) one)
%\’\Q\!qnu, on octrober 5, Jol, Com\g\a'\n\n% of Schc

misc\a%%'\‘?\\'\nc& e appm\\an% ¢ a noa- \)aro\ab‘\,e, 5l
Soatence of (\Q) years, for an offense Ahat occuraed
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of S.c. code Ana Seckion Sb-5- 3945, F_o,\om{ Du:t/
Doath wWhen Statue jb-i-60, in conJunc)rion With /b-1-
o, Clear\y defines Anig Charge a5 a noa- Violeat
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lakes )\ .Q,O\”\L\ ockabliched Soudn  cavoling %%d)rujron{,
\)‘vocg,c\um\) and conshitutional Laws dhat Lere

0 eYiskence prior T Jane 3, Jolo, Emphasis

Added.
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iv ITn Al Shdbazz %*&m) B3 o.C. 354, 595 .,
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\n ac\v\\\n\%*rc\%'\_\m, Matters under e Soutn cavolina Ad-
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Aaskrative  tatkecs %L{pica\\‘{ arise \n two wm.(‘s:

1, When an \awate é\'\sc\ce\'mzc\ and pun'\s\n-

Wetk o ‘\on%,p,c\ cmé\')
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As a resulr of g \)YQSLL\’\\— nisclass\fication of APPQI\—
atts sevtence, Appellant submits inar his case <l
Witnin fne confinegs of o Socond cateqory enunci-
aved \a M- Shazz. Appellants arqument ie dhat his Senter
ce Shouwd nave been classi€iod ac noa-violeat

- because tnak wWas dne proper classification for +he

offanse ©f \-’.o,\omk DuT/ Deakn \n o L{.Q.C\\’ of 900/
004, purSuant +o %.C. Code Ann, Sochors lo-/-bo

and \L-\-No.
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"G00, S.c.code Ann. Sockion T—93-330(5) (SupQ.So@.

wWharefore, Appelant con¥end QUYSUANY 4o South Caroling
Skarues Sections lb-1-10, e om\\)\ offenses 4hat
Wore ClossiEled \a 3002, 4% ‘\f'\o\,Q\’l\”, Would ba found
gaunberated \n Section 1b-1-00, of S.c. code Ann. (1976).
Thus, Yhae offense fov Fp.\om\ DUT/ Daath which awo,\'\anlf
Wes Convicked of on ockober 15, 3009, i not ona of 4he
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Therefoce, e defintion Of a ﬂoapa\’o\n. Offomse
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b Conclusion

For ¥no &“omcso‘mo& Yeasen(s); Appellant \’quldc-?u\h\ Submils
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