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_ FORM 4 :
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA : " JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )
- IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ' CASE NO. 2014 CP-42-03334
‘Ralph L. ERWIN, SCDC #051231 ’ S. C. DEPARTMENT of Probation, Parole, and Pardon

Services and The STATE of South Carolina,

PLAINTIFE(S) DEFENDANT(S)
. “Attorney for : ] Plaintiff [] Defendant
Submitted by: the Court . or '
: ' [] Self-Represented Litigant
DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) ' ~. N~
1 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by ] jury. Thei 1ssucs = i
: have becn tried and a verdict rendered. c-“-. ' cc:_a)
X DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came 1o trial or hearmg bcfore the (.OUTL -~ 5: -
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. [] G _L, 2
[  ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; ] Rule 41@), . 5 ;
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); ] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); [ ] Other TX NG
| ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; [ Banl\ruptcy, - =7
[] Binding arbitration, subjcct to right to restore 1o confirm, vacate or modify b a
18] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT ( CHE CK APPLICABLE BOX):
O Affirmed; D Reversed; [] Remanded; [] Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING IOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, ~OR
- ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL. .
'IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [] See attached order (X Statement of Judgment by the Court:

This matter is before this Court on Petitioner's motion to‘broceed in forma pouperis in the filing of a Complaint alleging a '

" cause of action for false imprisonmant pursuant to the S. C. Tort Claim allowing Act. The petitioner is not presently incarcerated
and the only relief being sought is for an award of actual and punitive monetary damages. "In the absence of a statuto_ry
provision allowing the general waiver of filing fees .. motions to proceed in forma pauperis may only be granted where
specifically authorized by statute or required by constitutional provision” concerning a fundamental right. Martin v. State, 321
SC 533 1995 ' <

After consideration of the request and review of the complaint, this Court finds that the allegations made do not fit
within one of the statutory exceptions providing for a waiver of fees and the cause of action does not concern any fundamental
right that requires waiver of the filing fee. The petitioner's motion to proceed in forma pauperis should be and is therefore

denied. :
" ORDER INFORMATION

This order [X] ends [] does not ¢nd the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX
Conplete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount
should be enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

Judgment in Favor of Judgment Against Judgment Amount To be Enrolled
(List name(s) below) ' (List name(s) below) (List amount(s) below)
$
$
$

1f applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

- SCRCP Form 4C (03/2013) . Page 1



KMW’—‘ : 2053 : 9/26/14
. Judge Code ‘ Date

‘ Circuit Coﬁﬂhﬂge
I . For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
, 20 \b\ and a copy mailed first class or

. 'This judgment was entered on the /7 day o
placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on thiG [ day of (s, 20 (L{ _to attorneys of record or

to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Ralph L. Erwin

140 West Centennial Street, Apartment 38-B
Spartanburg, S. C. 29302

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY (S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Appearing Pro Se

Court Reporter:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON
PAGE 1.

This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.

g ~> -
R =
~r £
Pt )
= 3
P

- 1]
o~
=X
T o

~ <N

Page 2

SCRCP Form 4C (03/2013)



, , FORM 4 _
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ‘ JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

’/COUNTY OF YORK CASE NUMBER 2009CP4604556
(" -\THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS ' -
— Ralph Leroy Erwin ) : ) . ‘ South Carolina State Of
PLAINTIFF(S) - . . 4 DEFENDANT(S)
. - . Atthﬁéy»fo;': ] Plaintiff [X] Defendant
Submitted by: : . . ] Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)

(0 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury; The issues have been tried and a Qer_dict‘ rendered.
(g DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision
rendered. o _ ST T :
U ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): - ] Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);
[C] Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled);, = - [ Other: - '
[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): [QRruled0G)SCRCP; O Bankruptcy;
. [ Binding,arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 7] Other:
" . arbitration award, ) : . . ' o
] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[1 Affirmed; =~ [ Reversed; 7] Remanded; 1 Other:. S
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN
THIS APPEAL. s . ' . :
{ g i1S ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: _ (X See attached order; (formal order to follow) [ Statement of Judgment by the Court:
Final Order of Dismissal
' : o ORDER INFORMATION ,
This order [X ends [] does not end the case. | C _ Additional Information for the Clerk:

Judgment Against ]
(List name(s) below) (List name(s) below)

(List amount(s) below)

na . ) na ) -{ na

~

If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be addressed by way of
motion pursuant 10 the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at the time the form and final
order are subritted (o the judge may be provided to, the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the official court order for judgment details. -

s/ Jfee §. tlford . . 2113 , 073012012
. Circuit Court Judge ’ Judge Code - Date
" CPFORM4M ‘ : ’

SCCA SCRCP-Form 4C (Revised 10/2011)




For Clerk of Court Office Us¢ Only

This judgment was entered on August 1, 2012, and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box onAugust 1, 2012, to attorneys of record or to

4 'A\.i parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Ralph Leroy Erwin ,

Daniel E Grigg Office ofthe Attorney General P.O. Box 11549 Colhmbia,
SC 292111549

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFE(S)

Court Reporter

CPFORM4M
SCCA SCRCP Form 4C (Revised 10/2011)
\

-~ ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

: GDavid ttamilton

David Hamilton - Clerk of Court




)

Y ' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
- COUNTY OF YORK - ) i SIXTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUI.T_
)
)
| - ) |
Ralph Leroy Erwin, #51231, ) 2009-CP-46-4556 . =
- Applicant, ) o : 20X oo
SR SR o o T
. S ) go:_ A
V. T . m
) FINAL ORDER OF DISMIS‘éALf T Q
o ) <85 & =
State of South Carolina, ) B E o s
- _ ) -
Resporident. )
‘ )

This matter comes bef6r¢ the Cquﬁ bursuant to an appliéatidﬁ for pd's‘t-cdnviétion‘r‘elbief
(PCR) filed October 19.2009. The Res.ponden.t(the' _Stat_e) made its Return a‘.nd. Motion to Dismiss
on May 14, 201 2, requesting that the Application be summan'lf dismissed. Pursuant tb fhis request |
and after reviewi.ngv the pleadings in this matter and all df the réc,_dfds attached thereto, this Court_‘ .
. issued a Conditioﬁal .(.)rder of ‘Dism‘i_ssal dated May 16,2012, p;ovisiona]ly denying and dismissing
this action, while giving the Appliclant’twenty (20) days from the date of sery_ice of said Order in
: which to éhéw why the dismissal should not bécome final. |
In a document titled “Obj ection to Conditional'.-Order of Dismissal _Merhofahduni in Supp;ort thereof”
ﬁléa June -5, 2012, the Appljcant contends this application cannot be 's‘ucces.sive bécause he did not
receive a hearing on the merits in his prior PCR actions and bec;ausc of this, thére has been no final
and cpmplete order from this Court.. This Court has reviewed the Applicant’s response to the State’s
.m'oti;)n to dismiss in its entirety, in c;)nj unction with the. original pleadings, and ﬁpds that a sufficient

reason has not been shown why the Conditional»_vOr‘der of Dismissal should not become final




Contrary. to the Applicant’s éssertion, he received an evidentiary hearing in his 1991 PCR case on
October 21, 1992, pursuant to which this Court denied and dismissed the application by written

Order on Det;_ember' 17, 1992, which addressed the issues raised at the hearing (emphasis added).

* The Applicant hasl shown no reason why his current i'ss_ues' were not litigated in his first PCRI'hearing.u

Further, S.C: Code § 17-27-90 states ‘_‘[a]ll‘,grouhds for relief twailable tokan applicant under

this' chapter must be raised in his original supplementai or amended application. Any ground ﬁnally

‘ ad)udlcated or not so rarsed or knowmgly, voluntarily and intelligently warved in the proceedmg that

. resulted in the convrctlon or sentence or in any other proceedmg the applicant has taken to secure

relief,'may,not be the-basis for a subs_equent application, unless the court finds a ground er»rehef

asserted which for sufficient reason was not asserted or was inadequately raised in the original,

‘suppiementél or amended application.”
.Additionally, thrs Court ﬁﬁds the current-allegations are barred by res judicata. Res judicata.
I;rohibits subsequent actrons:t)y the same partiee on the same issues. Bell v. Bennett,.'307'S.lC. 286, -
| 414 S.E.2d 786 (Ct. App. 1992). A final judgnterlt on the merits_rrr ‘a.prio'r_ action bars subsequent

consrderatlon of those issues in a new action. Foran V. USAA Casualty Ins. Co., 311 S C. 189 427 .

S.E.2d 918 (Ct App 1993) Res judicata also bars any issues that could have been ralsed in the

former action. Id.:

1

The Applicant hada full oppdrtunity to litigate all allegations regardrng ineffective assistance
of counsel in both the state and federal courts. See 1991 -CP—46-1632; 2003-CP-46-2824; 6:07-959-

RBH-WMC. The Applicant specifically raised the allegation that “the statute of limitations has rurr

outon [his] sentence” in his 2003 PCR application. ‘That action was denied and dismissed as this

Court found no merit to his claims. Thus, this issue is precluded from being raised in a subsequent




éction involving the sarne parries and the same claim. The public inte‘resl in ﬁnality of judgments
requ1res that htlganon must eventually come to an end. Pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6), SCRCP the
Court demes and dismisses these clalms as barred by res ]udzcata

Accordingly, this Court finds no r}e'asorl why the COncllfional Or'der' of DismiSsal should noti
. become ﬁnal | |
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that, for the reasons set forth in the Court ] Condmonal'
_.Order of stmlssal the Apphcanon for PCR is hereby denied and dismissed with preJudlce '

This Court hereby 'notlﬁes- the Applicant that he must file and serve a Notlce of Appeal '
a within thirty (30) days of the serv1ce of this Order to secure appellate review. - See Rule 203,
SCACR The Apphcant s attention is directed to Rule 243, SCACR for the procedures following

’the ﬁhng and service of the notice of appeal.

" AND IT IS SO ORDERED this grﬂ‘gy of r)d/é‘f ,2012.

%7/%@

Le¢S/Alford }n/
ief Administrative Judge -

Slxteenth J ud1c1al Clrcmt

W , South Carolina.




EXHIBi$/é 002

/
P2
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) o |
9 IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF YORK ‘ )
91-CP-46-1612

Ralph Leroy Erwin, 51231,

‘Applicant,

~

i Sl S IR L e

vVS. ORDER OF CONTINUANC s

- | o Fh
State of South Carolina. ! =
. s

Respondent. 2? T

(’* [ \h g T
- _:*x: Iy 3 .

This matter comes before the Court by way of anDAppllgc;}oq;

for Post- Conv1ot10n Relief dated October 7, 1991. The Respondént K
nade ite Return and Motion to Dismiss on January 2, 1992. The
Applicant thereafter filed objections to the State's Return and
Motion to Dismiss dated'January 10, 1992. An%eﬁﬁd@ﬁﬂwaﬁy§ﬁéaﬁwﬁﬁ

rECourthousesior

wassscenvenedsinythe=York=Counts

wthh time the Appllcant was present in Court and represented by
e Akt

Paul A. Knox, Esquire. ‘The Respondent was represented by Lisa G.

Jefferson of the Attorney'_General's Office. At the hearing,

counsel for Applicant moved to amend the Application for Post-

——

Conviction Relief to allege the Applicant is being'denied due‘

process of law by the board policies and procedures of the South

—

e

Carollna Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon_Services in

regard.to the frequency with which the Applicant is being consid-

ered for parole and with regard to thevinability of the Applicént

to fully participate in the work release program. The Respondent

had no objection to the motion to amend. Counsel for both parties

moved - to oontinue this matter ig»order'to do additional legal

research on this issue and to secure the attendance of a necessary
T 7¢w/j72>




pl&”{'!‘( | EXHIEITZ | 003

witness from the South Carolina Department of Probafion, Parole,
and -Pardon Services to address the - history of that agency's
policies on these issues. |

Thus, this Court finds both Motions are well taken and~that
this matter.should be continued until.the next term of court for
_ post—cohviction relief ﬁatters in the Sixteenth_dudiciai Circuit.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That the Motion to Amend the Appli-
cation for Post-Conviction Relief is
granted;

2. That this post-conviction relief

matter shall be continued and re-
scheduled; and

3. That the Applicant be remanded to
the custody of the Respondent.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this ,Zf.*fday of e T ,
1992. %&?7/ S o f; |
(ﬁk&AZQéZZoa._.ZQZ _dﬂzz%:€£4>/
WILLIAM H. BALLENGER . /

Presiding Judge
Sixteenth Judicial Circuit

Walhalla, South Carolina.
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EXHIBIT 3

-/24

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

o

|| COUNTY OF  YORK

RALPH LEROY ERVIN

vSs.
91-CP-46-1612
 STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA |

ORIGINAL TRARSCRIPT OF THE POST ~CONVICTIOR RELIEF HEARI“G
HELD IN ABOVE- REF!RBNCBD CAUSE

YORK, SOUTH-CAROLIRA
HONDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1992

~ BEFORE: THE HONORABLE THOMAS J. ERVIN, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE

|l APPEBEARANCE 8

- FOR THE STATﬁs LISA G. JBPFERSON, ESQUIRE

'FOR THE PLAINTIFF: PAUL A. KNOX, ESQUIRE




10
1
12
13
16
15

0 e - s

- MS8. JB!Y!RSON: MAY IT PLEASE THE COURT. THIS IS

- THE HATTBR 0! RALPH BRVIN VERSUS STATE, 91-CP-46-1612. I AM

LISA JEFFERSON HBRE OR BEHALP OF THE STATE WITH STATE’S

WITRBSS CARL LUHBAR.- ‘THE STATE IS'READY TO PROCEED IR THIS

_HATTBR. THE»&P?LIC&“T; I UNDERSTAND, IS PRESENT WITH HIS
vATTORHBY. PAUL KHOX

YOUR HONOR. BBCAUSE OF THE RECENT DECISION IN PRUITT
VBRSUS STATE. HE ﬂOULD ASK THE COURT TO ASK MR. KNOX TO PUT
FORTH ON. THB RECORD THE SPECIFIC GROUNDS UPON WHICH HE IS
PROCEEDING 80 TKAT RB CAN BE SURE HHICHEVER SIDE PREPARES AW
ORDER T0 ADBRESS EACH AS RBQUIRED BY THAT DECISION.

_ THE COHRT#"HR. KNOX, ARE YOU READY TO PROCEED?

‘MR.. KHOX: YES, SIR. THAWK YOU, VERY MUCH. YES,
SIR. YOUR nouon. «zauavnmumﬁa“@”‘”’"u OPPOR"'I'"U'l"’IW‘EY&“TO‘@DISG«USSME%

MEC HﬁﬂﬁﬂI&%PQ&?”CQKVIG!&GN@RB LTEFEAPPLICATIONETSTROTEG

waammzmarf:&
@nnuxvz I8 spnczncamx 21-21 -- 24-21- -645,

‘-COﬁBTITU?EOK. (HREZBELIEVESE:

4 WHICK RBQUIRBD ?H&T VIOLBNT OPFBWDBRS SUCH AS HIMSELF BE
:PAROLBD - BB cunsxnnaza IOR == HAVE PAROLE CONSIDERATION

ELIGIBILITY Oﬂ TﬂO YEARS AS IT hPPLIEﬁ TO HIM BY THE EX POST
FACTO LAW BBCAUSE 1 BILI!VE AT THE TIME THAT HE -- HIS

MARK HAGOOD, RPR -~ 4TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT REPORTER




| ‘I’I | .‘I' 006 # ??é
| PAROLE WAS REVOKED IN 1985, I BELIEVE THE ~- THE

COMSIDERATION SHOULD HAVE BEBE -- THE PAROLE HEARING SHOUﬂD
HAVE BEEN ONE YEAR RATHER THAN TWO YEARS, 80, THE EFFECT OF

THE -~ THE -- UNDER THIS CRIME ACT WAS TO ~- AS=IT=APPLIBD=TO
vHiﬂ@@%ﬂGRERBEmﬂ%smmﬁﬁﬂ%smﬁﬂkﬂﬁﬂmsE%G%B%ﬁ%&%WDﬁTE%?RﬁﬂWGIE

M e W N e

YEAR=TO-THO=YEARS ™ ' ki

~

THE COURT: HASN'T THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH

8[l CAROLINA ALREADY ADDRESSED THAT ISSUE? :

1 M3. JEFFERSON: - YES, SIR. THE CASE OF GUNTER =~
19/ VERSUS STATE, WHICH IS STILL CURRENTLY A LAW IN SOUTH

11 CAROLINA, THAT HAS BEEN ADDRESSED, AND IT WAS RULED AT THAT

12“.TIHB THAT THE CHANGB IN THE STATUTE SO THAT THB FREQUERCY OF
13}

CONSIDERATION FOR PAROLE I§ A!!BCTBD NOT THE BLIGIBILITY
14

REQUIREMENT. 1IT IS NOT AR EX POST FACTO VIOLATION. /
e 15 AND, YOUR HONOR, I WOULD JUST TAKE THE~OPPORTUNITY -- I

 18j ADVISE MR. KNOX OF THIS. THIS IS NOT AN EXHIBIT. IT'S JUST
17y !OR‘THBICOURT'S INFORMATION. AS RICB“TLY AS fﬂBTBRDAY -- AND

18“ I'VE CLIPPBD IT ALL TOGETHER POR THE COURT S CONVENIBRCE --

19| THE COURT ~- THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH CAROLIHA HAS DENIED
20| CERTIORARI IN A CABB WHERE THEY WERE ABKBD IN'A PETITION FOR
21} CERT TO ADDRESS GUNTER AND TO CO“SIbER RE@ERS&L OF GUNTER

22| BASED OK THE RECENT FEDERAL DSCIBIO“..EARTICULARLY; AIKEN

23| VERSUS SENONQ, AND CERT WAS DE“IED IN THAT CASE. AND I WOULD
24

e —

JUST HAND THAT UP POR YOUR INFORMATION,

25 ' HR. KNOX: - YES, SIR. I UNDERSTAND THAT 10 BE -~

f” MARK HAGOOD, RPR - 4TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT REPORTER




w »

< e o e

o o

10

12§
13‘
14
15|

17,
18
19
20|

22
234
ZQLf
25

giﬂ,

/‘ ES 1"‘.’ ¢ §
' waa counr. DO YOU HAVE A COPY OF THE GUNTER,
~u~n—r s~R. casn?

.HR\ XKOX: 'YES, S8IR. I HAVE A COPY OF THAT CASE,

 8IR, AND I URDERSTA&D THAT IS CORRECT, THAT THE POSITIONM OF
“GUNTBR IS CORTR&RY TO THE POSITION OF THE -- THE PBTITIONBR
-HB. HOWEVER. CITEB FBDBRRL ‘CASES. THE CASE THAT -- THAT HE
_POIHTS OUT SPBCIZICALLY I8 ADKIHS VERSUS SHOW, 11TH CIRCUIT

couar rnsnuanv”issx. 1 asnznvs IT IS. HE CITES THAT

:Innxcarxuc HIS posxrzon. AND I UNDERSTAND WHAT GUNTER IS IN
.mnnus or rns:a nncxsxon.
1)

THE EE!EHDAﬂT FURTHER BELIEVES THAT ANY PAROLE RULES AND

REGUL&TIO!& HHICH INCRE&SB THE PI'RIOD OF HIS PARCLE -

SLIGIBILITY RBRB DLTBS FROM ORE TO TWO YEARS ARE ALSO

'CU“TRARY !O !HS E!’POST !&CTO LAH. AND I BELIEVE THAT ALSO

5 - HIB POSITIO! IS TO THA?, IT I8 THAT THE -- URDER THIS

'CRIHB &CT. ALSO PRECLUD&S HIM !ROH BEING CONSIDERED FOR THE
~PRB—RELBABB PBIVILBGHS ALSO. ‘YOUR HONOR. HE ALSO RDDS THAT
"A8 A VIOLATIOK OE BIB nx POST EACTO RIGHTS, TO0. SINCE THIS

CRIHﬁ OCCURRED BBPQRB THAT -~ BBPOR! THE -- UNDER THIS CRIKB
ACT hND GUHTER. "B ALSO TﬁKB THE POSITION AGAINST THAT T00.
?HE CQURT: GURTER HBLQ THAT THE STANDARDS

:GOVBRRING THB DEEBND&NT'S P&ROLB ELIGIBILITY HBRB NOT

cnausuo. BUT ann,frnn rnsounncv WITH WHICH A DEFENDANT COULD
BE consxnxnsn raa panona _ THERE WAS NO EX POST FACTO

 VIOL&TIOH IN THB APPLICATION. SOUTH CAROLIHA CODE, SECTION

- MARK HAGOOD, RPR - 4TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURY REPORTER




'w': i.;ff A 7fh5£hw77f}v;fﬁfﬁﬁfii§fF'ﬁ" —   66§ 5T'

MS. JEFFERSOK: YOUR HONOR, I DO HAVE THE COURT'S
INFORMATION. OBVIOUSLY, THE COURT IS VERY FAMILIAR WITH A

- 24-21-645.

COPY OF THE GUNTER DECISION, WHICH DOES ALSO ADDRESS THE
SECOND ISSUE --

THE COURT: I THOUGHT IT DID.

1
2

3
)

]
6
 7 |

MS. JEFFERSON: -~ AS TO ELIGIBILITY FOR WORK
RELEASE, AND MAKES THE SAME RULING AS FAR AS EX POST FACTO

e ®

' VIOLATIONS, AS SET PORTH IN THE LEGAL ARGUMENT IN THE STATE'S
10| RETURN.

11 MR. KNOX: YES, SIR. THAT'S THE POSITION OF THE
12| DEFENDANT IN THIS CASE.

- 13 ' THE COURT: GU!TBR ALSO ADDRESSES THE CONCERNS PHAT

14}l YOU RAIsE ABOUT SUPBRVISBD FURLOUGH.

is MR. KHOX: YES, SIR, IT DOES.

16§ THE COURT: OR WORK RBLBABE. WOULD CBRTAINL? BE
- 17} COVERED. UNDBR THAT SAME ANALYSIS. AND...

. 18“_ MS8. JEFPFERSON: YOUR HONOR, I NEED TO ALSO PLEASE

~ 19| POINT OUT FOR THE COURT'S INFORMATION THAT SECTION 24-13-610,
20|l WHICH CREATED THE EXTENDED WORK RELEASE PROGRAM, DID NOT GO
,»zi" ikro EFFECT UNTIL 1977, WHICH WA APTER THE APPLICANT'S CRINE
225.1n 1961; AND THEREPORE, AS APPLIED TO THE PACTS OF THIS cass.
23 THERE COULD BE NO EX POST racro VIOLATION BECAUSE HE DIDN'T

24|l HAVE THB RIGHT TO IT AT THE TIME HE COMMITTED THE CRIME.

25y ' MR. KNOX: EXCUSE ME. I DIDN'T HEAK THAT BECTION'

MARK HAGOOD, RPR - 4rn‘suoxcxan,cxncuxr-counm REPORTER




"ffgcouvxCTION?

'f_fnrracm N 1977

'Z:convxcwxox was,,ss1.ﬁ”3

;aarrsnsou;»

© MARK HAGOOD, RPR - 4TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT REPORTER

‘_ JEPFBR&OH:V ‘YES, SIR. 2¢~13-GiO WENT INTO

"fjhrnnvcounr,

raat-WAs RETER THE DATE OF HIS

JHF!HRSO!:

THAT'S CORRECT, YOUR HONOR._ HIS_

"rnn counr;

80 FOR ALL OF THOSE REASONS, THE

ION Is DENIED. ‘AND I WOULD ASK, MS.

Ir YO :WOULD. PLﬂASB. TO PREPARB THE COURT A

,;roauh&uwaxrwnu onoan:nuuuaaarxus THE -- THE HOLDING IR GUNTER
vsasus swawn.;

?HARK YOU. VERY MUCK.

HS erranson. THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

ALL RIGHT.

.




CERTIPICATE OF REPORTER

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COURTY OF FLORENCE

/(» -mo

I. MARK HAGOOD, RPR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER FOR

THE S8TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA AT LARGE, DO HEREBY CERTIPY THAT

I REPORTED THE PROCEEDINGS HEREINABOVE SET FORTH; AND THAT
THE FOREGOING PAGES NUMBERED FROM 3 THROUGH 6, INCLUSIVE,

-CO!STITUTB A TRUE AND CORRﬂCT TRANSCRIPTIOR OF MY

STEHOGRAPHIC 'REPORT.

WITNESS MY HA!D AT PLORBICE SOUTH CAROLINA, THIS

12TH DAY or !EBRUAR?. 1993.

'/yéRK.HﬁGOQDf/ﬂER ///




State of South Carolina Z Z

Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services

JERRY B. ADGER -~

Director

NIKKI R. HALEY

Governor

FINANCIAL SUMMONS
Name: /2&//,9/7 . 5%/&»

SID# poo 76 &’75

You are Eﬁéeby ordered to repost to the Spartanburg County Courthouse on

: April 2016 at _Q_,_bﬁ’_Mn the East Courtroom.

"Our records mdlcate that you are behind on your payments as follows (Please note, the amounts -
shown include payments also for thlS month):

$ - on Superv151on Fee (pay at the Probation Office)

$ A /0 />" % on Intensive Supervision Fee (pay at the Probation Office)

5 on GPS Fee (pay ét the Préﬁation Office)
$ on Drug Test Fee (pay at tile Probation Office)
$ on Pubhc Serv1ce Fee (pay at the Probation Ofﬁce)
$ - on Restitution (DACOR BORA - pay at the Probation Ofﬁce)
$ on Fine (pay to the Clerk of Court) on Indictment number
$ on Suréharge (iﬁcludés Public Defender Fund, pay to the Clerk of Court) on
Indictment number

You must pay the full amount shown. If you fail to pay or if you fail to report to the
Courthouse on the above time and date, a warrant may be issued for your arrest. If you pay
~ prior to your ordered date, you must bring me the receipt showing the arrearage paid.

7

_%batlon and Parole Agen

~

*QOriginal to the offender/Copy for the file*
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