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, State of South Carolina o ' .
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

. JERRY B. ADGER-+ * - -
* 0 ! ‘Director - - . v
S TP

NIKKIR. HALEY

- 7. wGovemor .

2221 DEVINE STREET, SUITE 609
*POST OFFICE BOX S066¢

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250 - ' -
P Gy JUN 26 2017 .
- 8C Court of Appeals

W, S.8C. 20V,

June 27,2016

Dennis Davis, #288558 .
Ridgeland Correctional Institution
PO Box 2039 _ :
Ridgeland, South Carolina 29936

' Dear Mr. Davis:

On May 21, 2014, you were convicted of Distribution of Marijuana, third offense, in Indictment
Numbers 13-GS-46-0297.0, 02971. Pursuant to South Carolina l_aw a person convicted of this

ineligible for parole pursuant to South Carolina law. You will not be considered for parole on this
offense. o ' S . ‘

Sincerely -

2

- Matthew C. Buchanan | T~
General Counse] - , ‘

MCB:dn
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“ “STATB OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
Decals Tovs )
' Appellant, ) «
./PardonServices, . .. - Gemnlilo )1 - DOCKEINO. 15-ALC-1S-____ AP ... .~
| ‘Respdnae:n-f. » | ; ' .
Notice is hersby givenvtl‘mtiD(“ﬁﬂj’S oy 3 : does hereby appeal

the final declsion of the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services da‘ted

__andf&ceivedon N]nl i uo . acopy of which i3 attached, A general statement of the jounh
for appeal Is (Ses 8.C, Code Ann, § 1-23-380(A)(6)): - o
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™ STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA & R
__ ADMINISTRATIVE LAW-GOURT————

~ Appéllant,

4

Vs, NOTICE“ OF APPEAL
South Carolma Department of Probatlon

; 'Parole and Pardon _fw1¢es e DOCKET NO - -ALJ-IS-__“;-

i ’ ’
i -

Notlce is hereby given that :DLHO i "}D\/f W : does hereby
appeal the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services
dated 0/ 7.7 [ Ko T and received on "7/ 1 : » a copy of which is attached. A
* general statement of the grounds for appeal is (See S C. Code Ann. § 1-23- 38O(A)(6){,\,
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City, State, le Code

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that I, | )2 t=y Diowi(your 1 name), on the C'Mhay of pu\:)uﬁ« 201_&, in QN(—\ (city), South

‘Carolina, served a copy of the foregomg Nonce of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States

Mail, postage paid, and addressed as follows:

Name of person/Agency served: ( \er\ly (\,&Q\( N (lémm\,a-kyg\--}\;e_ Law Q')J\(‘\‘: . g T‘; ' s

. A st Lo e /f’\:
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

. ADMiNISTRATIVE LAW COURT ,
Dehﬁjg;bavfigi_.‘#j'g"'g"sisg_, L - ‘Docket Noi: [6-AL ~15:0034-AP -
Appellant, | - '
*;E -VS. : -
. ) “f:Probatxon, /g——“ T
Parole and Pardon Servxces,
- Respondent.
ST, ATEMENT OF THE CASE

Thxs matte ":ls;_betore the Adml,lmstrattve ‘Law Court: (ALC or Court) pursuant (o, the dppeal

of Denms Davts (Appellant), an inmate: mcarcerated thh the South Carolina Department of -

Correct1ons On Jine: 27 2018, the South:Chrolina. Department of Probatiot; Patole and Pardon

- parole based upon. hrs pnor drug conwctlons;:..f()n August 1y 2016 Appellant filed :a Nottce' of

' Appeal with this Court’ challengmg the: Departmen,,, § decision; Upon careful eonsxderatmn of the

1ecord on: appeal and. bnefs of the partles the Departrnent’s decision is aﬂ‘ rmed
| | NS - BACKGROUND:- Coe
The Department detenmned that Appellant-is ineligible- for parole based upon, lus prior
' .convzct:ons Appellant lS currently ‘serving two. sénténces:for ‘Distribution of Maruuana, 3ed
onth ¢6hcurtent. sentences on- May 21, 2014; pursuaiit to

Offense Appellant recexved ‘these 125:
South:Carolina: Code Sectton 44-53-370 )(2). In 2002 Appellant received three- other driig-
;mla'el Mutene > five yéars: "')“; ulﬁcl‘:ing Crack Céealnie, 10-28 grams; 15t OI“‘euae, plusuarit

LA -3 e

' o Section 44-53: 3T5(CN1)

Witiin Proxim tyiofa College pursuant o’ Sectxon 44-53:445(B)(2); and thity’ days for Possessnon ~'

of Man)uana, 1stOffense, pursuantito: Section 44:53: 370(d)(4)
: . ISSUE.ON' APPEAL
Whether the. Department erred i detenmmng that, Appellant is ‘ineligible: for parolc

N P STANDARD ‘OFREVIEW "

The court’s Junsdxctxon {0 hear thts matter is"derived ﬁom the’ South Carolina Supreme

Court decisions in Al Shabazz v. State 338 S.C. 354, 597 SE ’7d 742 (2000) (establlshmg an

195

;-ten-years for Possession.of Grack Cocaine with, Intentto Dtstrlbute '




‘administrative review:process for itimate-appeals), and FUrtick v. S:C. Deit..of Pioh.. Pétole.&

Pardon ‘Servs,, ‘352 S.C. 594, 576 ‘S:EE.2d 146 2003) (mcorporatmg final decisions: of the

Departrnent into-that.review pl‘OCCSS) The Al Shabazz. declslon explamed that “procedural due

“not: a nght, the routme denial of patole:does-not: ‘implicate such a'..hberty ‘interesty however, the

demal of: ehglbxlxty for parole does mvolve such:a. hberty mterest, and thus - 1s a:matter: properly

' consﬁtuhonal or: statutory pr ' vnslons ‘in-excess.of: the statutory authonty of the agency;. made upon
 unlawful procedure; affected by: othier-error of law clearly efroneous: in view: of the- rehable
probative; dnd'substantialievidence:onthewhole record;ior arbitrary or capn910u§.:9,r;chatactertzed:
- by:ab,use‘:'ofx’diSCreiionf-or~-cle‘arl:y'unwaxr'anted"e:'(ercise'-of discretion. Id,

DISCUSSION ‘ | ‘ :
Appellant argues that—the Department has-erred i m concludmg that he-is:tiot ehglble for

pérole under the: langiiage of Sectlon 44. 53-370(b)(2) and: that the Department ‘has’ fiiled (o
¢.Court.of. Appeals in Bolm v. South’ Carolma Department :

' correctly apply the ré¢t
‘of Corrections, 415 Si€.
The: Court ‘disdgrees. A review of the relévant'statites

7”76 781 8.E2d:914. (Ct. -App.-2016), rehearing deriied d (Feb; 24,2016),

‘the: Department s.defermination’ that Appellant is meltgxble forparole.

In: determmmg_ whethier an- mmat_e is ellg_lbl_e--fotj, parole, seyegal-d'ljffefe;ri}tfs_,tatu'teé';mtist be.

reviewed: Thefoundatlonal rules.-of'parole are:contained in Title:24"of the:South- Carolina Code,’

\GY

id Appellant’s prlor convictions. supports |




Specifically; Section 24521

-inmate: reaches e11g1b1 ._:See 8.C. Code:

:610 sets the minimum amount of time that mustbe served of a sentence:
% § 24:21:610 (2007) However, the,

, teno='0f}'ixnprlso,xunenﬁ.'imp.oscd.. 1d.-at §24:13:
rdle:” ‘ '

However, this.rule for:no’ parole:offénses has’ been: modlﬁed for-certain.specific offénses

within. the language of the sentencmg statute. In: partlcular the legxslature Has- amended cértdin

drug cnme sente ’cmg statutes to: allow for parole ehgxbxhty incertain-cases. The Court of Appea.ls

Ihe SubSCCtIOIl of the. drug ‘Statute; that Appellant Wi

Notwithstanding ‘dny other. provision of law, a pérson convxcted and sentenced-:!
pursuant to-this iten: fora-first offense or:second ‘offense may have the ser :
suspended and:probation granted, and'is eligibl:

conduct credus Notwithstanding any other prov1s1on of. 'law a pexson con: :
ntenced pursuant to thisitem fora third-or: subsequent offense:in which. all
. : f d'suibstance piarsuatit g subsections
©) and (d), may have:the sentence. suspended and probanon granted, and'is eligib
for parole, - supervised furloiigh, ‘commiinity supervision, work release; work.

lf'CIa“s§';A!§=B,_-féxjhdi_(;:‘_féljo'njeéf‘_i;’r'eilistedi‘in- _S_"’_egfibn_ 162190, Appeliarit'sioffense:is:a Cliss € felony,

i

%)

150(A) (Supp. 2016). This is known as the “85%

I e ey g




o ¢ ,‘-conduct credlts Iii alI other casés; the séiitence

, 'part of e s s'zme general statutory law m"‘ g'?be' consn'ued tog :j‘: ‘
;:gwen cifect. ‘

Ranucci v, Cram, 409, S C. 493 500:‘3

Therefore unless Appellant fits within:the: exceptxons to:the-overall-rule.carved:out by the-
notwnthstandmg provns:ons he'd 13 mehgxble for parole because he was sentenced fora Clags: C
felony. The exceptlon for & thxrd offenses requxres ‘that*all:prior offe"ﬁses were for possession ofa
| contro led substance pursuant 1o subsections: (e) and (d)" of Sectlon 44-53-370. In thig: ‘case,
Appellant has. prior offenses ‘seitenced under Sectlon 44 53-375(C)( 1)(a) -and Sectlonr
44- 53-4_45(8)(2),.. Thus,.Agp_el_lant does not fall within _thevexcepno_n and. the:no-parole:offense
rolesill spplis o Appellant | :
| 'ORDER

THEREFORE ITIS: HEREBY 'ORDERED thiit: the -de¢ision of the Department is:
AFFIRMDD |

S, C Admmlstratu)e Law..Co‘urt

‘ C"—"'-mFlCATE OF SEFM(: a
. . Thig §'40¢ rundarsigned hes this: _
Febmary 22 201 7 B gﬁ:’m '__d:qve antnod. adc‘::;:zn af
. partios i¢ this Gaush by dionading a copy
COlum})la, Soum cm OIma : &athe Unnad Stotes Al CosHEEE; saxd, orin the’ Impragercy

NaASammaocmsw mm-ﬁﬁs)mwmmy(a, .

Thell_davcf F“"" Y. 201
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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Dennis Davis, Appellant,
Ve

. South Carohna Department of Probatlon Parole and
" Pardon” Serv1ces Respondent o :

Appellate Case No. 2017-000663

The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden
' Administrative Law Court
~ Trial Court Case No. 2016ALJ150034AP

ORDER

3

Pursuant to Rule 204(a) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules, this matter is
hereby transferred to the South Carolina Court of Appeals

FOR THE COURT

Columbia, South Carolina

13

March &/ 2017
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‘cc: o
Dennis Davis, 288558

Matthew C. Buchanan, Esquire

The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings
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Tl nmas vsa AN A AR CALINUIALY L )

+ COUNTY OF York )
sTATE \ VS. )
Dennis Rodger Davis Jr )

AKA: 3
Race: BLACK _ Sex: M )
DOB: . . _ 8s . )
Address: B R RN ORLT )
City,State,Zip:  Rack Hill, §C:29730-5560. )
DL# | SID#: D )

.*CDL YesD No[] €MV Yes[] No[:[ Haz:mat Yes[j No[]

IN THE LUURI‘ OF GENERAL SESSIONS 2%558

D\IDICTMENT/C T4 2013GS4602970
2013A4610200176 ¥~

A/WH:

- Date of Offense: _3/8/2013 ‘
S.C.Code - § ;_44-53-0370(b)X2) \
CDR Code #: __ 0188

SENTENCE SHEET

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [] CONVICTED OF or (X]JPLEADS
TO: DISTRIBUTION 'OF MARIJUANA 3RD FFENS_E;(S-ZO YRS)
"in'Violation of "7 T 44-53- 0370(b)(2),, B 'ofthe 8.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code# ™ "~ 70188 ™~ o e
[0 VIOLENT JISERIOUS  [JMOST SERIOUS  [JMandatory GPS(CSC [(]817-2545

X[ NON-VIOLENT

w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)

The charge is: . [X] As Indicted, [[JLesser Included Offense, ] Defendant Wmvcs Presentment to Grand Jury. . (defendant's initials)

The plea is: Without Negotiations or Recommendatior " [ Negotiated Sentence, = [] Ré ommendation by thé State:

ATTESTm - 7,06 e, /\\Qwh &,.M./\ 002 ¢4
Hamilthn/MazinaBerdert 5o § ~ SC Bar# Defendant - Attorney for Defendint ~ SCBart#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the

for a determinate term of - / ZS days/@s/years or
and/or to pay & fine of § ]
‘of §

Mate Department of Correctmns,

(] under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed
; provided that upon the service of

; plus costs and assessments as apphcable* the balance is suspended wtth probation for _

O County Detention Center,

____ years
days/months/years and/or payme payment

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of

probation, which are incorporated by reference.
[ CONCURRENT or {] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[[] The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code

by the State Department of Corrections.

(] The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Reglstry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S. C Code § ‘

§ 24.13-20 1o be ca]cula 1

Pursuoaat to 18 U.8.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violatioh of Section 16—25—20 or 16—25-65 (Cnmmal

Domestic Violence ) to ship,transport, possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition,
' SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

* Other:

[JRESTITUTION: [T] Deferred [7] Def. Waives Hearing [] Ordered
Total: § plus 20% fee: $
Payment Terms: : ’ ’ :
] Setby SCDPPPS
Recipient:
*Fine: 3
§ 14-1-206 (Assessmeats 107.5 %) 3
§ 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 310y —
§14-1-211(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) ] $100 §

"§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 3
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) B $500 %
§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 -3 A —
§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 S|S0 —
§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
§ 56-5-2942(3) (Vehicle Assessment) - $40/ca §
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge) . $5 $ §—
3%to County (if paid in instaliments) 3 '
TOTAL $ —

Clerk of Court/ Depu glejk A =
Court Reporter: &,u_ad@ =y 21

SCCA/217 (03201 1Y

F

PTUP

days/hours Pubhc Serwce Employment

ObtainGED [

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

Random Drug/Alcohol testing 0

Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
pmts. of § beginning

. $ _ paidto Public Defender Fund.

[0 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
§ 47.12 requires $5 i
during probation. .-

]
‘

Presiding Judge : \ <
Judge Code: Al37 (A)IMnm, |78 :
Sentence Date: S5.2/)-/4

)



-,

rm*em of SOUTH CAROLINA @ )
? g Y
SOUNTY OF York )
STATE T vs. )
) Dennis Rodger Davis Jr )
KA _ , ;
ace: BLACK Sex: M Age: = 31 )
JOB: ¢ "'_,_Ass#-\ ' " )
\ddress: o )
lity,State,Zip:  Rock Hm SC 29730 5560 )
JL#: . SID#: )

‘CDL YesD No[] CMV Yes[] No[J Hazmat YesD No(]
n dlsposmon of the said indictrnent comes now the Defendant who was

“TOY DISTRIBUTION OF MARIJUANA, 3RD OFFENSE (5:20 YRS)-—

GENERAL SESSIONS

* IN THE COURT 2%

INDICTMENT/CASE#: _ 2013GS4602971

A/WH - 2013A4610200214

Date of Offense; _4/5/2013
S.C.Code . § :_44-53-0370(b)2)

CDR: Code # 0188

TAQRIGINAL

[} CONVICTED OF or

in violation of §- 44-53-0370(b)(2)
A NON-VIOLENT [J VIOLENT EZSERIOUS

As Indicted, [:]Lessér [ncluded Offense,

of the S.C. Code of Layws, bearing CDR Code #
[JMOST SERIOUS

- 0188
((}Mandatory GPS(CSC

w/minor Ist or Lewd Act) .
* (defendant’s initials)

[]§17-2545

“he charge is: (] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.
“he plea is: Wiw or Recommendatio Ne otiated Sentence, [] Recommendation by the State.
EST. /
MITEST: ~ 72806 -L(,,\ 1e025Y
Hamittor; ender T.pesc SC Bar# Defendant Atton{ey for Defendéht .SC Bar#

NHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the -

or a determinate term of {Z@ays//years or

- ind/or to pay a fine of §

tate Department of Correctlons,

[J under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed
provnded that upon the service of -

{T] County Detention Center,

years
days/months/years and/or payment

of8 . ; plus costs and assessments as appllcable‘ the balance is suspended with probation for , /

nonths/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard condltlons of

)rob ion, which are incorporated by referetice.
CONCURRENT or [] CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

» :] “The Defendant is to be given credit for tlme served pursuant to S.C. Code

yy the State Department of Corrections.

2073 &SY4 2970

§ 24-13-40 to be ca]culated and applxed

7] The Defendant is to be placed on the Céntral Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Coc{e §|7 25 135. )

>ursuait to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of 2 violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
“Yomestic Violence ) to ship,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

:]REST[TUTION: E] Deferred [] Def. Waives Hearing [(Jordered  PTUP .
fotal: $ . plus 20% fee: $ . days/hours Public Service Employment
>ayment Terms: Obmin GED - [J - i
7] Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

- . -May serve W/E begining
Recipient: * Substance Abuse Counseling O
‘Fine: $ Fandom Drug/Alcohol testing |
jla-t- 206 (Mﬂessmems 7.5 %) § Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
j 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge? - $100  § [m- pmts of § beginning __ .
14-1:211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 7§ b

3 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 % $ - paidtoPublic Defender Fund

3 56-1-286 (DU Breath Test) $25° % Other.
oviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $

3 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25

C Se—

j 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150

3 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) 350 $

} 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) - $40/ea §

roviso 90.5 (SCCIA Surcharge) $5 $5 -
$% to County  (if paid in installments) $

TOTAL . : SO
“lerk of Couxt/ Deputy Clerk ' '
“ourt Reporter: ’ Q,LQQO M e TExd

S3CCAEYT 03720110

O Appointéd PD or appointed other coursel,
§ 47.12 requires $500. i
during probation.

. P'qesiding Judge
Judge Code:
Sentence Date:




' lnm_ate Name

Assigned/Recommenged Custody

- SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTME
. DIVISION OF CLASSIFICATION

“ MINIMUM:

Inmate Number

NT OF CORRECTIONS
& INMATE RECORDS
_ CUSTODY AND PRIVILEGES

Dcnhfs . -

 aess=g

© MINIMUM 1N

. MEDIUM-

SMU

_ (MO).. __. (MOR). (M1 (ME) |. (SD, DD, PC, PHD) -
ACCESS TO . s “Inside the perimeteror _ o ' . o 1
PROGRAMS & Qutli?li‘(ije lhT peri nre;;er off _ : OUttlsnlfLe thT pen'_ms;er on. Inside the perimeter - ) Inside the perimeter Selected cell activity only
ACTIVITIES institutional prope institutiona » prope! ; - : ‘ c
) - ) | Inside the perimeter or Allinside the perimeter All inside the perimeter | None except job assignments
ACCES S TO JOBS Outside the peri[nete_r off SCDC Outside the perimeter on _ o o within unit for Statewide PC which
i : property i ’ institutional property Under armed supervision outside - | Under amed supervision outside - ig i st
’ : L L the perimeter the perimeter 90-days) -
WORK/EDUCATION ‘| 3 until meets behavior & time ' None, except 7 for Statewide PC
‘CREDITS 12 2 requirements_rto MOR, then 5
. ) automatically to 2 - :
) . S . i : . ’ . Refer to OP-22.16 for Death Row, .
4 S AN 100 week limit $100 week limit $100 week limit $30 week limit OP-22.12 for SMU, OP-22.32 for
| ACCESS TO CANTEEN | # 3 o : R : Statewide PC. Pre-Trial SK
o inmates are eligible for canteen
' : v ' - - = privileges.
. See SCDC Policy/Procedure OP-22.09, Inmate Visitation, OP-22.12, Special Managament Unit, OP-22 1 1, Maximum' Security Unit, or OP-22.32, Statewide Protective Custody for
| ACCESS TO VISITS information on vi§itaﬁon ppvileges. : S L R o :
' o . : ! . . . Up to 1 call per month (depending
* Normal Normal Normat 4 calls per month .1 upon'Security Deltention level .
' T%iggfl?):lg ' S o designation) Statewide PC ~ 1 per

day

rhis does not affect access to legal telephone calls. -

Pr_ojectedReIéase Date as of: ©C—A—c> oen 71, 201©

\el

Sentence Start

Detainers IN(ONE

Max-out

=TT

‘

_

* Labor Crew Eliibilty I\,
Date _ 5!2\!114 ,

Parole Eligibility ==l 1w

sFika____3| 11 L=

Sentence Length _.

i

Annual Hérd.shi?pReview_ Month MQ\!

* ns/Cust & Priv (For Inmate)

|
§
i
i




Classuflcatnon Case Manager/Desngnee (Print Name) L/‘

Your new projected dates are:

Projected Maxout Date:

i

If you provide additional Ainfo_'rmation_tc') counter this interpretation, that information will be
forwardedto ._t.h.e,,..%.CDQ,@?neral,ﬁo.unge!is office for review and necessary act.ion.,(if warranted). .

You have the fight to appeal thlS decision by filing an mmate grlevance pursuant to SCDC Policy
GA-01.12, “Inmate Grievance System

v

thsr\n
Signature: NA_/
N C

Time: (O I amA

lnmate Signature;
Z@%
Original: Ceantral Record

cc: Institutional Record
* [nmate . _
. _ ;

Revised 1/30/17



State of South Carolma T

Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Servxces

HENRY McMASTER JERRY B. ADGER. S e e
: Govemor . Dlrector , S
. 2221 DEVINE STREET, SUITE 600
-POST OFFICE BOX 50666. 4
. COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250
¢ Telephone: (803) 734-9220
: Facsimile: (803) 734-9440
wWw.dppps.sc,gov/
June 14,2017
The Honorable Jenny Kitchings'
Clerk of the South Carolina Court of Appeals '
1015 Sumter Street — 5™ Floor AR S A
Columb1_a South Carolma 29201' e o

RE Dennls Davns v, SCDPPPS

Dear Ms K1tch1ngs

Enclosed please find the orxglnal ]mtzal Brief of the Respondent and Deszgnatzan of Matter along
wn:h proof of service in the above-referenced case. : . ,

. _Thank you for your asslstance in this matter.

Smcerely, o : el

‘ %ans Jr..
‘ Ass1 General Counsel

TE:dn
Enclosures

cc: Dennis Davis .-

£



. < . STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from the Administrative Law Court : E
The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden, Administrative Law Judge
- Case No.: 2016-ALJ-15-0034-AP

* DENNIS DAVIS, #288558.........0oiorsvore e, e, +everero...APPELLANT

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND : S
PARDON SERVICES,...........cooves e RESPONDENT

|

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Dawn Nichols, Executive Assistant, hereby certify that I have served the within the Inifial -

Bfief of Respondent and Désignatioh of Matter, dated June 14, 2017, on the Abpé‘llaht this 14™

day of Jﬁne,‘2017, -b'y depositing a copy of same in the Urﬁtéd States mail, postag_e paid,

- addressed to:

, 'Denms Davis, #288558

Turbeville Correctional Instxtutxori—TA 111

1578 Clarence E. Coker Highway 378 - | | ‘ o0
' Turbevxlle S.C. 29162 : : :

I further certlfy that all parties required by Rule 54 to be served have beepserv, d

Dawn Nichols
Executive Assistant , '

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

P.O. Box 50666 ‘

Columbia, South Carolina 29250 -

=/

ey



© STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
. INTHE COURT OF APPEALS

o = Appe m the Adm1mstrat1ve Law Court . R
F he Honorabl - Debora 'Brooks Durden, Adm1mstrat1ve Law Judge
. . CaseNo 2016 ALJ 15 0034 AP Ce T

L 'Appe_llla‘t‘e Case Nq.:v2oi749006_63‘ o

n i

" DENNIS DAVIS, #288558.....:.. oot "_..'...APPELLANT', |

© §.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND
J.‘PARDONSERVICES...‘.-._F ..... e st beies e ieies oo RESPONDENT

INTIAL BRIEF OF RESPONDENT

'Tommy Evans, Jr ‘ .
' Assnstant General Counsel

South Carolma Department of Probatmn,
, . _ Parole and Pardon Services
v - P.O. Box 50666 '
o ' . ‘Columbia, South Carolina 29250

~ ATTORNEY FOR THE RESPONDENT -

22y
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL i |

1. Did the lower court err in affirmmg the decmon of the Respondent denymg the
Appellant’s parole ehglblhty due to hls prlor drug convxctlons" L .

209



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On March 8 and Aprrl 5 of 2013 the Appellant was caught in the possessmn ofa quantrty

, .____of marrjuana In both mstances the Appellant was arrested and charged w1th the offenses of -

"possesslon W1th mtent to dlstnbute marrjuana (PWID marrjuana) Upon further mvestlgatron it was -
determmed that the Appellant was prevrously convrcted on. two separate occasrons forv drug
' offenses Upon thrs deterrmnatlon the Appellant’s offense was upgraded toa thll‘d offense |
On May 21 2014 the Appellant appeared before the Honorable Edward G Wellmaker for
two counts of PWID Marljuana 3rd offense (PWID manJuana 3“’) Upon the conclusmn of tlns
' appearance the Court sentenced the Appellant to a one | hundred and twenty ﬁve rnonth penod of
- ’mcarcerahon for each count In 2010 the General Assembly passed the South Carohna Reductron':

‘of Rec1d1v1sm Act, Wthh went 1nt0 effect in 1] anuary 201 1. ThlS law allowed persons convrcted of

~ third drug offenses parole ehglblhty only 1f thetr pnor conv1ct10ns were for possessron of a

- controlled substance The Respondent conducted an 1nvest1gatron to make a determmatlon of the

: Appellant ] parole eligibility. The Respondent drscovered that on October 25, 2002 the Appellant
: was conv1cted of Trafﬁckrng crack cocarne Due to, thrs prevrous conv1ct10n the Respondent
' determrned that pursuant to South Carolina law he ts not ehglble for parole On June 27, 2016 the

) . Appellant was informed that due to his prior drug conviction he is not eligib‘le for. pa'role., -
Upon- receiving this correspondence the Appellant filed a notice of appeal before the:
.AdministratiVe Law Court (ALC)V. Within this appeal the Appellant_ argued that it was not the- -
intention of the:General Assembly for a person with a third cl_rug offense to be denied parole
'eligibility. The Appellant further argued that .the denlal of 'parole due to- the “no parole’;
. class'iﬁcation' is unlawful pursuant to the Bolin decislon. The Respo‘ndent argued that the Appellan‘t

was convicted of a third drug offense, and his prior offenses were not solely for possession,

LA
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therefore he is not elrgrble for parole. The Respondent further argued that the Appellant in the

Bolrn was convrcted of a second drug offense, 50 Bohn does not apply

On F ebruary~22 2017 the Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden 1ssued an: order afﬁrmmg

-"-'f-"‘?’f"ithe decrsron of. the Respondent W1thm thrs order the ALC determrned that the Respondent s o

| 1nterpretatron of the law was lawful and should be upheld Upon recelvmg the ALC deterrmnatron .
the Appellant/ ﬁled a notrce of appeal before the South Carolrna Supreme Court Per order of the'
: ’,Supreme Court dated March 21 2017 the case was transferred to the Court of Appeals |
Wrthln thrs appeal the Appellant argues that the ALC erred in therr decrsron to afﬁrm the.
decrsron of the Respondent The Appellant is of the opnnon that the statute allows hrm to become.
, parole ehglble Just not el1g1ble to recerve a probatronary sentence The Appellant makes an attempt

to compare this case to the Bolm dec1sron The Respondent argues that the dec1sron of the ALC

" was correct Due to the Appellant servmg a conv1ct10n for a thrrd drug offense and wrth prror drug

offenses not bemg for possess1on he is not elrglble for parole The Respondent will also argue that g ST

Bolm is not.on point w1th the present case; rt does not apply and should not be consrdered by this

A ~Court. The 1n1t1al brlef of the Respondent follows i o

' ARGUMENTS

1o The ALC was correct in therr determmatlon that the Respondent did not err in
decldmg that the Appellant is not ellgrble for parole due to hls prlor drug convrctlons

The Appellant ﬁled a notrce of appeal before the ALC to decrde on the va11d1ty -of the .

determrnatron of .the Respondent in ‘denying the Appellant S parole elrgrbrhty The ALC has
jurisdiction over this cause of action due to the decisions of the South Carolina Supreme Court i in

. Al-Shabbaz v, State, 338 S.C. 334, 527 $.E.2d 724 (2000), and Furtick v. S.C. Dept. of Probation.

l’arole and Pardon Services, 352'S.C. 594, 576 S.E.2d 146 (2002). The Supreme Court in each of -

| these decisio_ns gave the ALC the ability to review the Respondent when they declded that an

Z
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' 1nd1v1dua1 Is not ehglble for parole whlch glves appellant _)Lll’lSdlCthIl to th1s court upon the final

decrsron of the ALC

.. In Al Shabbaz, the South Carolma Supreme Court created a new avenue by wh1ch mrnates o

could_ seek rev1ew of a ﬁnal decrsron of a state agency 1n non collateral” matter related to a

' 'convrcuon or sentence The Court held that mmates could appeal those ﬁnal agency decisions to :

-the ALC and ultlmately the Court of Appeals pursuant to the Admrmstratlve Procedures Act Al-“
Shabbaz at 376. In Al Shabbaz the Court recogmzed that “these adrmmstratlve matters typlcally
_anse in two ways (l) when an 1nmate 1s drscrphned and pumshment is nnposed and (2) when an
' :rnmate beheves pnson ofﬁmals have erroneously calculated hrs sentence sentence-related cred1ts |

or custody status ? Id at 369

| In F urtrck the Court noted that appealable final decrsrons by the Board anses in the latter
rnanner where the 1nmate aIle ges that the Department erroneously detennmed he was not ehglble
for parole The Court held that in order to detexrmne whether an inmate’s claim agamst the |
' .Department is entltled review. by the ALC, itis ﬁrst necessary to determme whether the mmate :
hasa l1berty 1nterest in garmng access to the Parole Board Furtlck at 149. The Court de01ded that
the permanent demal of parole 1mphcates a liberty interest sufﬁcrent to require at least mlmmal
due process. Id The ALC had the abrhty to make thlS decrs1on in an appellant capacity. They can .
only make a determmatlon regarding if the Respondent followed the law in the demal of parole
eligibility. In that capacity, the decrsron of the ALC was lawful, The fact the Respondent followed
: South Carohna law in the denial of the Appellant s parole ehglbrhty
The Appellant argues that the Respondent erred in making the determination that he is not
eligible for parole due' to his prior conviction for trafficking crack cocaine. The ALC wasv correct

in affirming this decision. The South Carolina Code of Laws specifically states:

_ 353




, 'Notwrthstandrng any other provrsron of law a person conv1cted and
-sentenced pursuant to this item for a tlnrd or subsequent offense in

~which all prior offenses were for possession of a controlled

. ':_substance pursuant to subsectlons (©. and (d); may have the .

o "sentence > suspended and probatron granted and is ehglble for parole v sl 0

- -gupervised:- furlough commumty supervision; :work Telease, Work LR T
- edt - and good conduct- credits: In.all other 1 =
suspended nor probatlon granted

S C Code Ann §44 53 370(b)(2)(2016)(emphasrs added)

The Appellant argues that due to the last sentence of the statute he is ehgrble for parole Thrs 1s, E

. _
1ncorrect Wrthrn the statute rt clearly states that an’ mmate convrcted of a thlrd drug offense is

' el1g1ble for parole only 1f the1r prror drug offenses were for possessron If the leglslature wrshed

: :'for mmates convrcted of a thrrd or greater drug offense be allowed parole regardless of the1r prror )
- record that condltlon would not be in place That last sentence relates to 1nd1v1duals servmg a thll‘d;

v offense whose only prrors are for possessron Those 1nd1v1duals are ehglble for parole but not'

: 'probatron thrs does not apply to the Appellant It is clear by the wordmg of the statute the General. :
Assembly w15hed for an mdlvrdual convrcted of a thrrd offense not be el1g1ble for parole unless' A
their prror drug offenses are only for possessmn Thisi is the intention of the General Assembly and +
followed by the ALC Words must be grven their plain and ordlnary meaning wrthout resortmg to' '

) subtle or forced constructlon whrch limits or expands the statute’s operatlon Rowe V. Hyatt, 321
S.C. 366, 369, 468 S. E 2d 649, 650 (1996) |
In readrng the entire statute it is clear that the legislature wrshed all prrsoners convicted of
' a ﬁrst or second offense be allowed parole elrgrbrlrty The statute clearly states ‘a person convicted
and sentenced pursuant to thrs subsection for a first offense or second offense may have the
sentence suspended and probatron granted, and eligible for parole supervrsed furlough :

community supervision, work release, work credits, education credlts, and good conduct credits.”

~ S.C. Code Ann. §44-53-370(b)(2)(2016). If the Legislature wished for all individuals who have |
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commrtted prior drug offenses regardless of therr seventy parole ehgrblhty the statute would have

- ot lrmrted parole ehgrbrhty for tlurd offenders who prlors were only for possessmn The Appellant

. i:v.,reads one sentence. and expects ‘the. Court to_only apply_that sentence and’ no_other portlon of the_

- :portron that spec1ﬁcally demes the Appellant parole ehgrbrhty Statutes must be read asa whole '

R _"_.'and sectrons whrch are part of the same general statutory scheme must be construed together and

: each grven effect 1f it can be done by any reasonable constructron Hrgg;r_rs V. Stat 307 S C. 446 'V

o 449, 415 S.E. 2d 799, 801(1992)
The Legrslature never 1ntended for all 1nd1v1duals sentenced toa drug offense under tlns

o . statute parole elrglbrlrty The Appellant isof the op1mon that tlns law was' created to allow mmates '

B

' .eas1er access to the Parole Board whrch is true Thrs law was created in order for there be a .
.,reductron of 1nmates and to allow for evrdence based practrces to be apphed in order to lower the 'l o

' amount of rec1d1v1sm however there are hmltatlons The General Assembly wrshed for -

4

1nd1v1duals w1th a. ﬁrst and second offense to be allowed parole elrg1b1hty They also wrshed thlrd

‘ '_offenders to. be allowed parole e11g1b1hty only when all the prlor drug offenses were for possessron L

- ,Because th1s does not apply to the Appellant he was lawﬁllly demed parole ehgrbrlrty, Wthh was

B ..correctly upheld by the ALC. .. | |
It is clear that the mtenuon of the General Assembly was to allow parole only for certam
' 'drug offenders If an offender does not ﬁt the cntena he cannot be elrgrble for parole The»

‘ Appellant only uses a smgle sentence to support his argument and totally ignores the entrre statute

whrch Clearly denies him parole eli grbrhty. The ALC was correct in cons1der1ng the entire statute’ _

in making their cleclis'ion in affirming the decision of the Respondent.’A‘Court should consider not

merely the language }_of the particular clause being construed, but the word and its meani_ng‘ in -

A
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' conjunctron Wlth the purpose of the whole statute and the pohcy of the law Whltner V. State 328 )

S. C 1, 16 492 S E 2d 777 779 (1997) It is clearly the 1ntent of the leglslature that 1f an mmate

i _does not fall under the crrtena W1th1n th1s statute he should not be granted parole elrgrblhty The e

-' ::Appellant falled to fall under th' crltena so he was demed parole ehglblhty pursuant to South
g Carolma law ThlS decrslon was lawfully made by the Respondent and properly upheld by the
ALC who followed the mtent of the leglslature A law rnust be mterpreted reasonably and
. practrcally, consrstent w1th the purpose and pohcy of the General Assembly Abell V. Bell 229
- SCl49lSE2d548 550(1956) | ) o |

| The statute clearly states that parole is only afforded to a person conv1cted of a thlrd or

‘ subsequent offense 1f the1r prlor drug offenses were only for possessmn That crltena would not
have been mcluded if the General Assembly w1shed all md1v1duals regardless of the arnount ‘of
. prlOI‘ drug offenses be allowed parole e11g1b111ty If a statute s language is plam and unamblguous

and conveys a. clear and deﬁmte meamng, ,there is no need to employ rule of statutory

_' mterpretatron and the court has no nght to look for or 1mpose another meamng Pachal V. State

Electlon Comm n, 317 S. C 434 454 S. E 2d 890 892 (1995) The terrns of the statute are clear

. no individual W1th a thlrd drug offense can be allowed to appear before the Parole Board unless a]l
of therr prior drug conv1ct1ons are only for possessmn The Appellant has a prior offense for ‘
trafficking crack cocaine so he is not eligible for parole. Since it was applied properly the decision

of the ALC was correct~ and it should be afﬁr'rned.v. When the terrns of a statute are clear, the court

must apply those terms 'according to their literal meaning. Cootler v. Moore, 351 S.C. 207, 212,

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

o
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2. The Bolin decision does not aApp_ly_to the present case so it was proper for the ALC “
not to consider it in the final decision, - S e '

. SC.Debt of Comestions, 125 5.¢, 276 781.8..23 914 2015 I Bl s et B

" Defendant’s convictions for second-offense ‘Conspiracy o
“manufacture methamphetamine were nio loniger no-parole offenses;
for which defendarit 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 thouigh the Act

- did not amend definition of the term “no parole offense” in statue

* describing types of df_fense_s'fog__whiqﬁ'qffehdet was not eligible for -

Bolin, at 276

85% 6ffense. This is due to the statute allo.wing an inmate 'sen.tenccd to a second offer_lse parole
) eligibility. The Ai‘;pellanf is cur‘renﬂy‘ se.rvin‘g"a vscn:t'ence for 'PWID maﬁjuanai_ 3, 5o Bolin does

—

not apply.

however, sihée this offense was a C-Felony it sti]] fell within the “no parole offense” classiﬁcétion.
In Bolin, the Court decided that the law changed, so.the offense of the Appellant wag nd longer a -

~ “no parole offense.” So inmates serving a sentence for these offenses are no longer subject to the

eighty-five pérCent term of mandatory imprisonment,




T e

W\

_never changed allowmg parole ehglbrhty for PWID Manjuana 3“j The Appellant is responsrble
for servmg at least elghty ﬁve percent before any release from mcarceranon The statute states '

notwrthsta.ndmg any other provision of law whlch means an. earher statute does not apply See

recent and specrﬁc .statue should prevall s0 s to repeal the earher general statute) The Appellant

| lS of the oplmon that thrs apphes to h1s offense however it does not. Thls only applies to an’
1nd1v1dual who has commrtted ﬁrst and second offenses ora thrrd offense only when the pnors
are only for possess1on whrch does not apply to the Appellant The Bolm dec151on was clear the
statute changed for first and second offenders s0 they are the only ones that are guaranteed parole
»ehgxbllrty There are extra cnterra that must be met for a person servmg a third offense The
Appellant does not sat1sfy these crrtena so he cannot be allowed parole eligibility. Accordmg to |
- the statute the Appellant is not ehgrble for parole ona th1rd offense unless their pnor offenses are

3 only for possession. That is not the case in this cause of action. The ALC d1d not right thmg in -,

l , afﬁrmrng the decrslon of the Appellant a decision that should be upheld by this Court

S BYY

5 58 SC. 533, 443 SE. 2d 544 (1994)(were twg. stat‘utes e in conﬂrct the more _- L



CONCLUSION

Based on the foregomg reasons the Respondent respectfully requests the ﬁnal dec151on of

the Adm1mstrat1ve Law Court be afﬁrmed T 4

South Carohna Department of Probatlon
. Parole and Pardon Services -
P. Q.Box 50666
L Columbta South Carolma 29250
, (803) 734- 9220 ‘
~ Columbia, South Carolina
- June 13,2017 -

w
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF ‘APPEALS

.- . Appeal from the Administrative Law Court . :
The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden, Admmlstratlve Law J udge
: : -Case No.; 2016 ALJ 15 0034-AP

Appellate Case No.: 2017-000663

DENNIS DAVIS, #288558............... ST oeireeisioninnin.. APPELLANT
V.

S.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION, PAROLE AND |

PARDON SERVICES, ......ccoooounriricssnsesscssessren el .RESPONDENT'

\

' DESIGNATION OF.MATTER ‘

In addmon to the matter de31gnated by the Appellant the Respondent proposes the

followmg to be 1ncluded in the Record on Appeal:

1. Complete Record on Appeal in the Administrative Law Court Dated Oct. 12, 2016
2. Order Dated F ebruary 22, 2017

~ The under51gned hereby certtﬁes this Designation contams no matter whlch Is lrrelevant to

\ thlS appeal

 June 14,2017

Hoy

v,‘...l;ﬂw e




‘cc:. The Honorable Jenny Abbott Kitchings

e

State of South Carolma
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Serv1ces

HENRY McMASTER

Governor

". JERRY B. ADGER

Director

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

S - www.state.sc.us/ppp
June 14, 2017 R
Dennis Dav1s #288558
Turbeville Correctional Instltutlon TA 111

1578 Clarence:E. Coker Highway 378
Turbev111e S.C. 29162

, Dear Mr. Davis: :

Please find enclosed copies of the m'atter we dfesignéte‘d for inclusion in the Record on Appe.al. .

V Sincerely,

To@%vam’ . - . o : -
sistan . | .

As General Counsel :

Clerk of the South Carolina Court of Appeals

<o

4

vz

Ay



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
~ In The Administrative Law Court
DocketNmpber 16-ALJ -1 5_-0_03.4

. APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
- Department of Probatxon . Parole and Pardon Servwes

R

»’DENNIS DAVIS #288558.....'.'.'.?..1..'"5.'L.'."-.;;'.‘;.-;;.;..".'.ﬁ.."._1._:.&.'..:.-'.._.;.f.:._.f.‘;...i‘.'.'_..i._f.'...}_.._....APPELLANT |
. 's.C. DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLEAND '» ST
 PARDON SERVICES, e RESPONDENT
, |
RECORD ON APPEAL o

.Tommy Evhné, Jr.
' Assxstant General Counsel

South (‘arolma Department of Probatlon,
Parole and. Pardon Semces . oo
‘P.O. Box50666 o

Columbla, South Carohna 29250

(803) 734- 9220 - ‘

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT .

B
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| '1 Respondent s Letter Dated June'27 2016

-----

o "-Indlctment and Sentencmg Sheet 02-GS-46-2405 ........ ..... 1.

. .Ind1ctment and Sentencmg Sheet 02 GS 46 2406........;; ....... b i e AR VI
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. : Staté of South Carolina :
Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

NIKKI R; HALEY" ©.lii... JERRYB.ADGER

" =~ Govemor. - Director -
. ,
2221 DEVINE STREET, SUITE 600
: ‘ : ) POST OFFICE BOX 50666
[ ) COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29250
— Telephone: (803) 734-9220
Facsimile: (803) 734-9440 -
WWw.dppps sc.goy/
June27,2006 ~ T 3 ]
Dennis Davis, #288558
Ridgeland Correctional Institution .
PO Box 2039 ' L

 Ridgeland, South Carolina 29936,
Dear Mr. Davis: -

On May 21, 2014, you were convicted of Distribution of Marijuana, tl.li_rd'offen‘se, incIndictment

. Numbers 13-GS-46-02970, 02971, Pursuant to South Carolina law a pérson convicted of this

. offense with two or'more aggregate violation of the law relating to drugs is not eligible for parole.

A review of your prior record reveals prior drug convictions, therefore, your current offense is

ineligible for parole pursuant to South Carolina law. You will not be considered for parole on this
Sincerely
Matthew C. Buchanan
,General Counsel

MCB:dn" _

H4.)




3 ‘STATE' OF QOUTH CAROLINA
¥, couny o York

i .

STATE V8.

. i Denms Rodger Devis Jr

Race:- BLACK. Sex M’

DOB: | T SS#( '

'v.'_Ag.e: ‘ 31

Address, 7 oA

Clty,State pr

ai mdxctment Comies. now

Yes[j: t‘loD

)
)
)
)
) .
-)
)
)
)
D
)

‘IN: THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

INDICTMENT/CASE# 2013(354602970

AIWE: 2013A4610200176 t/
Date of Offensé:  3/8/2013 .
SC.Code § : 44-53. 0370(b)(2)

CDR Code # ot 88

58 ¢ Defendant who was D CONVICTED OF ‘or PLEADS,
TO DIS'I‘RIBU’I‘ION OF MARIJ'UANA 3RD OFFENSE (5-20 YRS) :
in vwlatmn of § 44 53 0370(b)(2) o of the S C Code of . Laws, beanng CDR Code # 0188 : o
B[ NON-VIOL [] VIOLENT ﬂSERIOUS BMOST SBRIOUS [:]Mandatory GPS(CSC D § 17-'25-45
. W/minor 1st or Lewd Act) -
The charge is: . As Ind:cted, DLesscr Included Oﬁfeusc DDefendant Wmves Presentrient tg Grind Jury. (defendant's xmtxals)
"The plea s ] [j Re ommendation by the State,

K Without Neg

D Negonated Sentence,

Defendant

Mate Deparhnent of Correctlons,

10027
SCBaF

E] County Detention Center,

Attorney for Defendé‘nt

ears or D under the Youtbful Offender Act not to exceed yeer_e
and/or to pay a fme ofs provided that upon the service of ’ days/months/years end/or payment’
of § 3 plus costs and assessments as apphcable' the balance ig suspended thh probatxon for

,months/yeans and subject to South Carohna Depaﬁmeut of Probauon,

probation, whioh ara- mcorpomted by reference
{1 CONCURRENT or

by the State Department of Corrections,

0. CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
0 The Defendant is:to be gwen credxt for time served puxsuant 10°8.C. Code

Parole and Pardon Servxces sm.ndard condmons of

§ 24~13-40 to.be calculated and apphed

{ The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Regmtry of Chxld Abuse and Nf‘glect pursuant to S.C. Code §l7-25¢]35.

. Pursuant to 18 U S.C Section 922 it is unlawful for a person eonvicted ofa vtolnﬂoh of Section 16—25—20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence ) to shtp,trensport,possess,or_ receive-a ﬂrearm or ammunltlon . ) ’

Total:  § plus 20%.fee:

[ Orderea

Payiment Terms»..

[0 Setby SCDPPPS

Regcipient:

*Fine; |

§ 14-1-206 (Assments 107.5 %)

§ 14- -1:211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcherge) $100
§ i4-1-21 HAX2) (DUI Sorcharge) . 8100
§ 56-5-2995 (DU} Assessment) . 812
- § 56-1-286 (DU Breath Test) $25
Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500
'§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce, Funding) $25

§ 14<1-213 (Drug Court Sun:harge) $150

§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Tést Fee) $50
8 36-5:2942() (V ehlcle Assessment) $40/ea
Proviso 90.5 (SCCJA Surcharge)

hcd
- W

ﬁ“ﬂ“lt ”i”f"f"F/‘“ ‘,

3% o County Gf pmd in installments)
TOTAL ‘

" Obtain GED

" pmts, of §,

_ SPECIAL CONDITIONS : .
DRESTITUTIQN [] D:ferrcd [] Del. Wiives Heahng '

PI’UP

dxys/hours Public Service Employment

Attend Voo. Reimb or Job  Corp.
May serve W/E beginmg :
Substznce Abuse Counselmg
Ra;ndom Drug/Alcohol testing

Fine: may be pd in equal, consecutlve weekly/monthly
§ paid to Pubhc Defender Fund
Other: _. :

a .

ClerkofConrijDepugjgl DY u% ;tﬁ mft
Court Reporter: (A 28n 541 /24 i -

SCCAR17 (03/2011)

0 Appoxnted PDor appomted ather counsel,
§ 47.12 requires $5 e paid to Clerk
during probation. . 7 '

y

o
&~

Presxdm gJudge <
“hidge Code; Al37 l.t)i ﬂf?mm— Ve,
Sentence Date: - S /. 14




STATE OF s,o,u_TH CAROLINA) . INDICTMENT
COUNTY OF'YORK', )

. AtaCoutt of General Sessnons convenéd on August 22, 2013, the Grand-Jurors
of York County present upon therr oath L T -

'_DISTRIBUTIO_N‘ or= MARIJUAN |

‘On or about March 8 2013 the Defendant Denms Rodger Davis Jr aka Denms.
Roger Davrs Jr, dld manufacture, dlstrrbute dnspense deliver, purchase ald abet;

i
‘

attempt or conSplre to manufacture drstnbute drspense dehver or purchase or
possess W|th the xntent to manufacture, dlstrlbute drspense deliver, or purchase '
maruuana, a Schedule 1 controtled substanoe Sald lncrdent occurred in York County

South Carolma all in violatton of Sectlon 44- 53 370 of the Code of Laws of South
' Carohna, (1976 as amended) ; S

Against the peace and dignity of the State, a d contrary to the statute inysuch
case made and provided. - o ' C / ,

S 2 AR
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"WITNESSES -~

npcxéy NO. 2013-GS46- » Ogﬂ f\ D

The State of- South Carolma

County of York

" YCMDEU\Avidon
5
" de P

:hf'

- COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS * |

" August 22, Term 2013

. ARREST WARRANT NUMBER{' o

201 3A4610200176
ACTION OF GRAND JURY
. ll .
Eﬂ',l
— el

e

Date

Foreperson of- GrandJ ry .

THE STATE

Fereperson of Pelit Jury
Date:

vs;
- DENNIS RODGER DAVIS JR. AKA oo
DENNIS ROGER. DAVIS RO

 Indictment for-..

. DISTRIBUTION OF MARIJUANA, -

SC-Code: 44-53-370(5)(2)
CDR Code_:_-_Ofl 88 ..

After-being ‘f'ully advised as.to my
legal rights;, I hereby ‘waive presentment
to’ the Grand Jury. .

—

Defendant

B Bc.exn\r"rll je.v\.r Jf‘..
ST -fhemby appear in my:own proper. person and plead
o ~_guulty to lhe within: md«ctment or to '

»&M,M

Defendant




3

3 .

4

: 'The plea is:

IN 'fHE COURT:QF GENERAL SESSIONS

. 2013GS4602971 -

STATE. OF SGUTH CAROLINA - )
COUNTY OF  York )
STATE VST ) lNDlCTMENT/CASE#

, De"ms R°dg°fD°"'3~'f ) AW 2013A46 10200214
ARA : : ) DatcofOffense: _4/5/2013
Race; BLACK ~_ Sex M . Age: 31 j SC Code § ;_44-53- 0370(b)(z)
DOB: { T ss#l . { )  CDR Code #: 0188
Address: \ ‘ pe ) o
City, State, Zip: " Rock i Hill sc 29 0- )

BLE ... SID# T y oo
*eDL Yes[:] No[] 'CMV Yes[] _Vat Yes[] No[J-t =

- I dlsposmon of-the sald Indi ictment: cpmes now (he Defendant whio was

01'

[] CONV[CTED or—*
“TO: DISTRIBUTION OF MARIJUANA, 3RD OFFENSE (5-20 YRS)
in violation of '§ 44- 53-0370(b)(2) . __oftheS.C. Cade of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0188 - L
= NON-V[OLENT (3" VIOLENT - gasxzruous : []MOST SERIOUS DMandatory GPS(CSC 06172543

The ¢harge ls

WHEREFORE the Defendunt 1s commned to the

months/years and subject t

probgtion, which are mcorporated by reference.
Q%ﬂONCURRENT i3

" by the State Department of Corrections. .. :

4, As Indxcted, E]Lesser lnc]uded Offcnse,

] CONSECUTIVE o setence on:
O The Defendant is to be glven credit for tlme served pursuant t0 S.C. Code

‘W/minor Istor Lewd Act)

[:] Det‘endum Wnlves Presmtment t Gradd Jury:
. [] Ne jotiated Sentence

(defendant's initials)

0 Reeommendanon by the' State

o ]

n°1&¢

o Defendéqt-
b/t‘ate Departmnt of Correctlons, [] County Detentlon Center, 4

20/3

Atton{ey for Defendél\t

.SCBark

fora: determmate tenn of { Zﬁ/days/ @‘ /years or [ under the Youthml Offender Act notto exceed . years
and/or to pay a ﬁne of$ o ; prov:ded that upon. the servwe of ] days/months/years and/or payrnem
.‘qf‘_s- . S pl ' osts and assessments as apphcable‘ the balance is suspended wlth probntlon for “

] South Carollna Depanmeut of Probatlon. Parole and Pardon Servu:es standnrd condmons of

kSt 2970

§ 24-13-40 o be calculated and applied

]
O The Defendant is to: be placed on. the Ce}ntral Reglsuy of Chlld Abuse and Neglect pursuant t0 S.C. Coc e §17-25-135.
Pu rsuant to 18 U S .C Sectlon 922,lt ls unlawful for a person convicted ofa violation of Sectwn 16-25-20or 16-25-65 (Criminal

Domwtic Violence )to shlp,transport,possess,or T

DRESTITUT[ON D Deferred D Def. Walves Hea

ecewe a ﬂrearm or ammunition.
SPECIAL CONDITIONS.
ring [J ordered PTUP

days/hours Public Sérvice Employment

Total: § "plus.20% fee:--

Payment Terms: Obtsin GED -

[ Setby SCDPPPS : Attend Voc. Rehab. orJob Corp.
- i’ . May serve W/E begmlng

Recipient: Substance Abuse. Counseling

*Fine; Random Drug/Alcohol testing

§ 14-1-206° (Assessients 107.5. %)

O

Fine may be-pd. in equal consecutive weeldy/monthly

§ 14-1-211¢A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 pmts, of § beginniiig
14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surchirge) $100 . nal :

g 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessrnent) $12 5. paid to Public Defender Fund

§ $6-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 Other:

Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) £300

§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25

§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150

§ 50-21-114(BUI Bréath Test Fee) $50

§ 56-5-2942(1) (Vehidlo Assessimett) $40/a § . . -0 Appomted PD or appomted ather courjsel,

Proviso 90:5 (SCCJA Surcharge) . $s s 5~ § 47.12 requires $500.bg paj d t" Clar

3% to County (ifpaid i in mstallments)' s dunng probation. (YA

TOTAL

Clerk ofCourt/ Deputy C
Court Re_porter

lé.\f{ooﬁ& .

Presiding Judge

Judge Codé:

~ Sentence Date:

SCCA/217 (03/2011)

Iy




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINAY . INDICTMENT
. : ) Lo :
. COUNTY OF YORK. ) .

,_‘At a Qourt of: General Sessrons convened on August 22, 2013 the Grand"durors. ,
; York Counfy present upon their. oath . e i @ :

DISTRIBUTION OF MARIJUANA

On or about Apnt 5, 2013 the Defendant Dennrs Rodger Davis Jr. aka Dennis

) Roger Davis Jr did manufacture drstnbute drspense. dehver purchase ard ‘abet, -
attempt or consplre to’ manufacture drstrlbute dlspense dehver or purchase or
': possess wrth the intent to manufacture drstnbute drspense deliver, or purchase
- marijuana, a Schedule | controlled substance Sard incident occurred in York County,
. South Carolrna all in vlolatron of Sectron 44-53 370 of the Code of Laws of South ,
Carohna (1976 -as amended) , RS '

Agamst the peace and drgmty of the State an contrary to t"e statute sUch '
case made and provided 4\,
| L]

' / UASSISTAM@LYC‘I‘I’OR 4

~ : . . _ )

7 5y




- STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) | INDICTMENT

o )
COUNTY OF YORK )

: At a Court of General Sessrons convened on August 22 2013, the Grand Jurors
of York County present upon their. oath :

DISTRIBUTION OF MAR!JUANA

On or about Aprll 5, 2013 the Defendant Denms Rodger Davrs Jr. aka Denms
Roger Davrs Jr dtd manufacture dlstnbute -dispense, dehver purchase ald ‘abet,
attempt or consplre to manufacture dlstrlbute drspense deluver or purchase or
possess with the mtent to" manufacture drstnbute drspense deliver, or purchase
maruuana a Schedute I controlled substance Sard incident occurred in York County;
South Caroltna all in vlolatlon of Sectron 44—53 370 of the Code of Laws of South

Carolina, (1976 as amended)

. Agalnst the peace and dlgntty of the State an contrary to t'e statute |
case made and provrded 4\ o

.

L e " VL/ASSISTA T OLT’c‘FrOR ‘-

| / @)
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'WITNESSES

_YCMDEUWAVidon

B DQCKET_ NO. ’2&)13-6846- 0&“\’)\

: The State of South Carolina -

i ‘County of York

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

~ August 22, Term 2013

dc Ll .
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER N
2013A4610200214 ... . : ' THE STATE j e
. ~ _vs- .
B ACTION.OF:GF?\ND JURY DENNIS.RODGER.DAVIS JR. AKA
e DENNIS ROGER DAVIS JR..
§ TRUE BILL - o

Foreperson of Petit Jury
Date: i

Indictment for _
.- DISTRIBUTION OF 'MARI_JUANA

SC:Code: 44-53-370(b)(2)
CDR Gode: 0188

——— e v———

 After being fully advised as to my

legal rights, | hereby waive presentment

-to the Grand Jury.

. ‘Deéfendant

I Dnr\?f L'- D;Axrl :T'-'-V :

hereby appear.in My own proper person and plead -
guilty to the within indictment or to

- —

Defendant




es

DOCKET NO. 2013-GS-46- D&g\q\

After being fully advised as to my
legal rights,:| hereby waive presentment

to the-Grand Jury.

Defendant

| .DCY\'US' L )G—U\fn J-.

hereby appear in my own .proper person and plead
guilty to the within indictment or-to .

.

. " ACTION.OF GRAND JURY

TRUE BILL

; Foreperson of Gran ury .

Date: 6/23//7

" VERDICT

- © WITNESSES s
_YCMDEU\Avidon The State of South Carolina

County of York

' COURT ‘OF GENERAL SESSIONS
August 22, Term 2013
dc ’
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER | ~
2013A4610200214 THE STATE
VS.

DENNIS RODGER DAVIS JR. AKA

DENNIS ROGER DAVIS JR.

ancwao LQW

Forepe'r’so'n-_‘of Petit. Jury
Date:

Indictment for
- DISTRIBUTION OF MARIJUANA

SCCode: 44-53-370(b)(2)
CDR Code; 0188

Defendant

o~



U STATE OF sou[rn CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

)
‘ . ) II‘IDICTMEN’I’/CASE#
COUNTYOF ' \,{ ork . ) |
ST ' ) zﬂL -GS- J‘L(p ___Z‘/ b‘/
“KA \> ) AWE_C-78V7. 8L
) Date of Offense: /z——la P o S
_ AT Sex: mbe Age .7_0 ) §.C.Code §: M7 -375
DOE QSS# T ;‘,—prDRCode# L & /Q
.'):{_;-; TR

Cl ..... CASE RESTORED

m g )
L _}?SID# St p!3 5774‘}

bL#

' I.n dlSpOSltlon of the saxd mch comes no eDefendant who was D CONVICTED OF or. ms

' ’l/\@, dt' &o lvr)_? yanep /“""‘ r%;m.
in wolauonof§ t/ c/—s‘f ..,_?75' oftheSC Code ofLaws, éating CDR Code #_&
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'I'he charge 1s ‘ET/Indxcted, D Lesser Included Oﬁ'ense D Defendant Walves Presentxnent to Grand Jury
‘ 'I'he plea is: Wxthout Negotzatxons or Wommendanon, u] Negonated Sentence, DRecommendanon by the State

. S \ | : .’rney for Defendant
: WHEREFORE, the Defendant s commxtted to ,?.'i tate Department of. Correchons in County Detentlon Center
for a determinate term of - 5’ days/mo nthis /2 (fearsior [Junder the’ Youthful Offender Act not to exceed: ‘years
and/or to pay a ﬁne of$ . ; provxded tha upon the service:of . days/months/yea.rs and/or payment
of$ 5 ; plus costs and agsessments as applicable?; the balance is, suspended with probation for _
' months/yeam and ‘subject to South Carolina Department of Probanon, Pa:ole and Pardon Semces ‘standard conditions of -
_probanon, which are mcorporated by reference ' .

" The Defendant is to be given' eredit for /. ont}B jiltime. 0 e oo
CONCURRENT o O CONSECUl'l'VEtosemeneeon (222 oo E b m%

- SPECIAL CONDITIONS
0 RESTITUTION DHeard, OWaived, COrdered PTUP .
“Total: § . plus 20% fee: § - e days/hours Pubhc Semce Emplovment
Payment Terms: : o - ObtainGED ___.° -
'D se’t by SCDPPPS = . I Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corps

' R S MayserveW/Ebegmnmg ~
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§14-1-211(A)(2) (Surcharge) ......5___ me ke
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STATE OF SOUTHCAROLINA) ' INDICTMENT

. - )
COUNTYOF YORK = . )

Tl

o At'a Court of General "Sessions, convened on August 15 2002 the Grand Jurors”'
» .fYork' .ounty present upon therr oath :

_ That on or about Juna 8, 2002 in York County South Carolina the Defendant
Dennls Roger Davrs drd wﬂfutly, unlawfuﬂy and knowmgly selt dehver purchase ordid
o ;prowde f'nancral assrstance or otherwrse ald abet, attempt or conspire to sell
4 manufacture dehver purchase or was knowmgly in actual or constructlve possessnonv«
’ _. or. knowingly attempted to become in actual or: constructrve possessron of a quantity of
| crack cocarne. as deﬁned and otherwrse llmlted in Sectlons 44 53-375 and did Trafr ck
) in crack cocalne m an amount bemg more than 10 grams but less than 28 grams n’
vrolatron of Sect|on 44-53-375 Code of Laws of South Carolina, (1 976 as amended)

Y

Agamst the peace and dugmty of the State and contrary to the statute m such '

case made and provided. o
/ [ ° Sd :/»Mw?
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Date

>

' Foreperson of Pefft Jury

LA g A VN i L TP

The State of South Carolma
B County onork

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

_August 15, Term 2002 -

" THE STATE
vs.’

DENNIS ROGER DAVIS

.Indictment for

. TRAFFICKING CRACK COCAINE

-

* SC Code; §44-53—375
CDR Code 450

1

nuer” UGy uny auvlm:u as Wy

legal rights, | hereby waive presentment

‘to the'Grand Jury

Defendant

hereby appear in My own proper person and plead
guilty to the within: mdlctment orto

/}‘/‘/M/) [00"1}1/) S

- Defendant
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'I‘he charge is;” M Indxcted, o Lesser Included OEense,
W

a Defendant Waxves Presentment to Grand Jury. .

-WHEREFORE _ghe Defendant is comnutted to the A
‘ determma - texm’of s/monthyye:
pay’ LD DO *&Qprovxded

The Defendant isto be. ngen credn for |

§
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-6 Depdrtme it

CONCURRENT or =.l:1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on' ¥

The pIea is; Ithout Negonanons or Recommendauon, D Negonated Sentence DReeommendatxon by the State
S Defendant e

D County Detenhon Center,
30r [(Junder the Youthful Offender Act nottoexcegd -

te Department of Corrections

(] RESTITUTION DHeard DWalved DOrdered . PTUP - ‘ ' :

. Total: $ plus 20% fee $_ days/hours Public Serwce Emplovmem ’

o Payment Terms R Obtain GED ' L
© Oset by SCDPPPS : Attend Voc Rehab, or Job Coxps

May serve W/E- begmmng :
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3% to County (xfpaxd in mstallments) $
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Judge Code:
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émm CcrrecuonJ

Hhite . Cleck

‘Sentence Date: __
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA) . INDICTMENT . .
COUNTYOFYORK = )

AL CoLirt" rfG eral Sessnons convened on August 15:’""002-"" '
ty Pv_esent upon thelr oath _

That on or about June 6, 2002 in York County South Carolma the Defendant |

~ Dennrs Roger Davns dld dlstnbute sell purchase manufacture or unlawfully possess
._ wrth |ntent to: dlstnbute a controlled substance fo wlt crack cocaine, within a one-half' .
mlle radlus of the gr0unds of a college or umverslty. that berng Cllnton Junior College

. not havmg been authonzed by law alli m vnolatton of Sectron 44-53-445 Code of Laws
o of South Carollna (1976) as amended

_ Agamst the peace and dlgni_ty of the ‘State. and contrary to _th_e sta_t_ute in such
v case made and provrded . . IR : ' -

' located in the city of Rock Hl” South Carolma such possession w:th mtent to drstrlbute o

1> _»6”}.\
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" ARREST WARRANT NUMBER
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TRUE BWAE
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The State of South Carolina
- County of York

. COURTOF GENERAL SESSIONS -

- August 15, Term 2002

- THE STATE
; s,

. DENNIS ROGER DAVIS -

i

M ey tuny HUVISEU 85 W llly

. legal rights; | hereby waive presentment

to the Grand Jdury:

~ Defendant -

hereby appear in my own:proper person and plead

. guilty to the within indictmentorto -

wrnfe

Foreperson of Pem Ju:y
Date .

.jndictment*fo'r

'POSSESSION.OF CRACK COCAINE 'WITH
- INTENT-TO DISTRIBUTE WITHIN
* PROXIMITY OF A GOLLEGE OR UNIVERSITY'
- SCCode: § 44-53-445
CDR Code: 108

 Defendant -

13
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5 smn OF sourn CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL snssrons

| D\IDICI'MENT/CASE#
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SQA‘\K}‘S quw’)a\rr‘s
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" DOE

_ ,AL‘CDRCode# D/ (g / 5 A R
Addrefsft. ‘a CASE RESTORED LT
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In chsposmon of the smd mdxctment comes.now' the Defendant who was O CONVICTED OF or m_XDS
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.’I‘he cha.rge IS st Indlcted D Lesset Included Offense D Defendant Wawes Presentment to Grand Jury
- The plea ist Whout Negonanons or Recomme.ndanon, D Negot:ated Sentence, D Recommendatxon by the State

: L Defendant y ' a‘LA .orney for Defendant :

: WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commntted to the E\State Department of Correcuons County Detentmn Center
fora determmate termof = . ,onths/years or [Junder the Youthful Ot’fender Act'notto exceed ___yeats
and/or to pay afine of $ H provrded that upon the serviceof .- daysfrnonths/years and/or payment .
of §_ : plus- costs and assessments as applicable®; the-balance i is suspended with probation for.

\_months/yeam and subject to Soutl_l Carolina Department of Probatlon, Parole and Pardon Semcm standard condmons of
probatxon, wlnch are xncoxporated by. reference ,

/@; The Defendantlsto be glven eredrt for / @onths_]aﬂ tlme . - S
,&CONCURRENT or. D CONSECU'ITVE to sentence on; _ (2P = ,ﬁw M
S SPECIAL CONDITIONS '

DRESTITUTION DHeard CWaived, DOrdered - PTUP e

Total: § " plus 20% fee $. . days/hours_Pubhc Semce Emplovmem
Payment Terms: - . : S _ Obram GED'_ '
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§14- I-211(A)(1)(Surcharge)...'....$ ileol L . YTRng '

S—_— : = fender Fund.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) - : INDICTMENT

. )
" COUNTY OF YORK )

2002, thel Grand_ ‘

Possssston‘,OF-MARUUAN'A

‘That on or about June 6, 2002 in York County, South Carohna the Defendant -
Dennis Roger Davis, dld possess a quantity of marijuana, a controlled substance under
prowsnons of Sectlon 44-53-110 ot seq Code of Laws of South Carohna (1976), as-
amended, such possesslon not havmg been authorized by law, aII in wolatton of Sectlon' '
,44-53 370 Code of Laws of South Carohna (1976) as amended. -

\

Agalnst the peace and dignity of tha State, and contrary fo the statute in suchik

_case made and prowded
| / /4 5 thn v

"~ ASSISTART. SOLIE!TOR

7 G0N



. 'WITNESSES .
L:EU \ Harris ‘ '
i N
B
asg —_—
" | ARREST.WARRANT NUMBER
619938V
. . e
* ACTION OF- GRAND JURY
@ {‘f’:ga_l"‘_' 'r;(f c
—

' Foreperson of Petit Jury R
Date~ -
) i ™

—_

'-:,.VDOCKE'I'-".NAQ. 2002—GS-46~ 4ot

The State of South Carolma
County of York '

- COURT OF GENERAL _SESS[ONS

" Septemiber 12, Term 2002

THE STATE -
vs. )
" DENNISROGER DAVIS
' vlndi__r:tméntfot

POSSESSION.OF MARIJUANA

SC Code: § 44-53-370
-CDR'Code:-0659

. | |
e hereby appear in my own proper person and plead -
jgunlty to the WIthIﬂ indictment or to

After being fully advised as to my

" legal rights, .| hereby waive- presentment
 fotheGrand Jury. -

Defendant

Defendant




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Adm1mstrat1ve Law Court
~ Docket Number 16-ALJ -15- 0_034

_ APPEAL OF F]NAL DECISION S
i Department of Probatlon Parole and Pardon Serv1ces R

DEN"NIS DAVIS #288558 ............. ST, E— APPELLANT ,;-

| S C DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION PAROLE AND
'PARDON SERVICES '

 CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

The under51gned certlﬁes that thls Record on Appeal comphes w1th Rule 610f the Rules of

Procedure for the Adrmmstratlve Law Coun and contairis all matenal proposed to be mcluded in
RS R .

_ the Record on Appeal by all of the pa.rtxes and not any other matenal

Tomm ans, Jr., ; (- -
t General Counsel

South Carolina Department of =~
Probation, Parole and Pardon Services :
P. O. Box 50666 ' _ ' S
Colurhbia, South Carolina 29250 R
(803) 734-9220 o g

October 12,2016 . . .

@



&

Dennis Davis; #288558

‘STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMIN!STRATIVE LAW COURT

-:-Appéi’l'ant,. _

‘DocketNo.: 16-ALJ-15 0034-AP i

~







Specifically; Section'24-21-610 sefs the minimum:amount-of fime that must:be:served, ofasentence
before:zan:inmate:reaches eligibility: See S.C. Code: Ann. | '..24_, 1:610 (20 7);..; However, the.

, term: of 1mprlsonment unposed Id at §;,_,
| ‘Howevé’r ‘this nif‘e 'fOr'n'o’paroie‘bﬁ‘éﬁses?has'b"een‘ modiﬁed fdr"cer‘iaiih §pét‘:iﬁb ‘dfféns’es.




: of”_th séme general'statutory ]aw,_'=
‘given ffect-




