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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
The Honorable H. W. Funderburk, Jr., Administrative Law Judge
: Docket .No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

Dawan-Chatinan #172972, -

Appellant

RBCEZVED
_ NOV 14207
3C Court of Appeas

Respondent.

VS.

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Dawan Chatman #1 72972 appeals the Order of the Honorable H. W. Funderburk,
Jr., dated October 11, 2017. The Attorney for the Appellant recelved a filed copy of thlS
‘Order ﬁom the Administrative Law Court on October 16,

| - ». Imo, SC 29063
* November 13, 2017 | (803).732:5507

Other Counsel of Record:

Office of General Counsel .

South Carolina Department of Corrections
P.O. Box 50666 -

‘Columbia, SC 29250



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In the Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIV ELAW COURT
The Honorable H. W. Funderburk, Jr., Administrative Law Judge
Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

Dawan Chatman #172972.,
Appellant, , :
w | RECEWEH
'Souﬂi Carﬁlina bepartment of Corrections, | ' | ND Vv 14 2017 |
| | Réspondent.’ SC COUft Of Appe
'CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jacquelyn E. Miller, Secretary to Tommy A. Thomas, Attorney for Appellant certify
that I have served a Notice of Appeal on Office of General Counsel for the South Carolina
Department of Corrections and the South Carohna Administrative Law Court by depositing a
copy of same in the Umted States Maﬂ postage prepaid and the return address clearly shown on
said envelope to:

Melissa Arnold, Esq. _ : S.C. Administrative Law Court
Office of General Counsel 5 1205 Pendleton Street
South Carolina Department of Correctlons Columbia, SC 29201

. 4444 Broad River Road '

Columbia, SC 29210

Jacquelyn E. Miller
- Tommy A. Thomas, Esq.
Attorney for Appellant -
7588 Woodrow Street
P.O. Box 88
Irmo, SC 29063
November 13, 2017 : (803) 732-5507




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Dawan Chatman, #172972 Docket No. 17-ALI-04-0200-AP
' Grievance No.: RCI 10-17
Appellant, '
Vs, ORDER

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

- This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (“ALC” or “Court”) pursuant
to the Notice of Appeal filed March 21, 2017, by Dawan Chatman (“Appellant™), an inmate in the
custody of the South Carolina Department of Corrections (“SCDC” or “Department”). ‘

Appellant challenges the decision of the SCDC in his Step Two Grievance, denying Appellant’s
contention that he was improperly sentenced to serve forty (40) years for murder to be served

_concurrently with a sentence of twenty-seven (27) years for armed robbery.

The Department also denied his Step One Grievance because the sentence for forty (40) years for

murder was on the sentencing sheet.

: .STANDARD OF REVIEW )
The ALC’s juris‘dicﬁbn to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South Carolina
Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The ALC’s appellate
Jurlsdlctlon in inmate appeals is limited to state-created liberty interests typically involving: (1)
cases in which an inmate contends that prison officials have erroneously calculated his/her
sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; and (2) cases in which an inmate has received

punishment in a major disciplinary hearing because of a serious rule violation. /d.

FILED
OCT 11 2017
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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‘When reviewing the SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in an appellate
capacity, Jd. at 380, 527 S.E.2d at 756. Consequently, the review in these cases is limited to the
record presented. An Administrative Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agency’s decision .
unless substantial rights of the Appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly

~ erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the whole record, arbitrary, or affected by an error

of law. See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5) (Supp. 2016).

DISCUSSION
Appellant was convicted of murder under S.C. Code Ann. § 16-3- 20(A) (Supp: 1998) and was
sentenced to a term of imprisonment of forty (40) years. Appellant contends that the statute that
went into effect on January 1, 1996 (See versions of 8.C. Code Ann: § 16-3-20(A) (Supp. 1995))

“allowed a sentence of thirty (30) years or life imprisonment.” That reading is incorrect.

S. C Code Ann § 16-3- 20(A) that went into effect on and after January 1, 1996, reads as follows

A person who is convreted of or pleads gullty to murder must be punished by death,
by imprisonment for life, or by a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment for

~ thirty years. [Emphasis added.]

“The trial judge could not impose a sentence less than thirty (30) years and the Department.must
impose the sentence on the sentencing sheet unléss it is ambiguous. Here, it is not, and the ALC
has no authority to correct an unamb:guous sentence that has been properly pdlculated and applied.

‘An erroneous or “illegal” sentence would be for another forum. It is therefore,

ORDERED that the decision of SCDC is AFFIRMED.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

e 54‘4% /

Columbia, South Carolina

October 11,2017 | “H. W.Fynderburk, Jr. ,
' ' Administrative Law Judge
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STATE OF SOUTH.CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

?“K;QﬁOGS

Dawan Chatman #172972, ‘Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

Appellant ‘
: - REPLY BRIEF OF APPELLANT

V.

South Carolina Department of
Corrections,

Respondent -

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

In response to the Respondent’s Brief, Appellant wéuld reply'as follows:

The-Respondent contends that the Appellant’s sentencir[)g was correct because it can only
rely upon the sentencing sheet. However; this Court has the ol;portuni,ty to review decisions and
make legal determinations based upon the substantial evidence in the record. Moreover,- under .
SC Code Ann. Section 1-23-380, this'Court can overturn a matter for an abuse of discretion. The
Department has the discretion to take into account outside “factors in rhaking its sentencing
determinations. it, is clear however -from its brief that _it never exercises discretion. Never
exercising any diécretion in matters is in fact an abuse of discretion. As such, its decision can be
overturned.

The Respondent also contends that estoppel is generally used only in confract cases.

~ However, estoppel doctrines have been used in numerous other manners including criminal and

civil cases..See State v. Brown, 201.S.C. 417, 23 S.E.Zd 381 (1942)L - Appellant relied upon the

statute in effect at the time of his sentence and made decisions to his detriment, as such, his
sentencing decision should be overturned.

OCT 12 2011
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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Gee6e6 CONCLUSION

For the reasons set forth above, the Appellant re’:spectfully .re(']uest_s that the decision of

the South Carolina Department of Corrections be reversed.

Respectfully Submitted,

October 12, 2017
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 17-ALI-04-0200-AP

Dawan Chatman #172972, ~
Appellant -
v. :

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Resjq,ondent

CERTFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jacquelyn E. Miller, Secretary to Tommy A. Thomas, Attorney for Appellant certify -
"that I have served a Reply Brief of Appellant on Office of General Counsel for the South
Carolina Department of Corrections by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage
prepaid and the return address clearly shown on said envelope to:

Melissa Arnold, Esq.
- Office of General Counsel
South Carolina Department of Corrections
‘ 4444 Broad River Road -
‘ Columbia, SC 29210

‘ Q}\A/U \S’f m
SR Jatquelyn(Ey Miller
T@X. homas; Esq.
Attorpey for Appellant

7588 Woodrow Street
P.O. Box 88

Irmo, SC 29063
(803) 732-5507

October'12,2017
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OCT 12 2017
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP
Grievance No.: RCI 10-17 ‘

Dawan Chatman, #172972,

Appellant,
RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

V.

)
)
)
)
)
) Honorable HW. Funderburk, Jr.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) : '
)
)
)

Respondent.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
This case is before the Administrative Law Court (ALC) pursuant to the appeal of
Dawan Chatham (Appellant), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of Corrections

(SCDC or Respondent). Appellant filed a Step One Grievance on January 3, 2017,

. claiming SCDC inCorfectly calculated his sentenpé pursuant tb S.C. Code § 16-3-20. .

SCDC investigated and denied Ap.p.ellant’s griévapce. Appellant. ﬁled a étep Two
Grievance on January.‘25, 2017. ‘Again, SCDC investiggted and denied Appeliant’s
grievance. Appellant sﬁiasequeﬁtly. filed his‘ Notice of Appeal on March 21, 2017.
Because SCDC properly applied Apbellant’s senfeﬁce as ordered by the trial court, the
final determination of the Department should be affirmed. |

STATEMENT OF FACTS

On December 17, 1998, a jury convicted Appellant of Murder pursuant to S.C.

- Code Ann. § 16-3-20, for which the trial court sentenced him to 40 years in prison.

Sentence Sheet, Indictment No. 98GS4029036. Appellant now claims that his sentence

was incorrectly calculated and he should have only been sentenced to 30 years.




- JURISDICTION

- The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of

the South Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 _

(2000). In McNeil v. South. Carolina Department of Correcziohs, 00-ALJ-04-00336-AP
(September 5, 2001), the ALC interpreted the breadth of its jurisdiction pursuant to A4/-
| Shabazz. That decision holds that the ALC's appcllaté jurisdiction n jnmate appeals 1s
limited to th fypes of cases: (1) cases in which an inmate contends that prison ofﬁcials
have erroneo‘:lsly calculated his sentence, sente11ce-relat¢d credits, or custody status; and
(2) cases in Which the SCDC has taken an inmate's state created liberty interest as
punishment in a major discipliﬁary hearing. Jurisdiction of the ALC was most recently
addressed in Sullivan v. SCDC, 355 S.C. 437, 5_86 SE.Zd 124 (2003). _
| In this case, Appellant contends that SCDC has j.ncorrectly calculated his
sentence. Coﬁsequently, the ALC has jurisdiction to hear his appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

A reviewing court” will not disturb findings of an administrativg_agf:ncy if its
findings are supported by spbstantial evidence 0{1 ;ecord as a whole. _Pearson v. JPS
Con'vertez; & Industry Corp., 327 8.C. 393,489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App.'1997). “Substaﬁtial
evidenc;” is evidence which, ponsideﬁng the record. as a whqle, would allow a
réasonable mind to reaéh the éonclusion reached by the administrative agency. Hendley
| v. S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413, 481_S.E.2d.159 (Ct. App. 1996). The
possibility (.)f drawing twé inconsistent conclusions from the evidence does not prevent
an 'administra;[ive agency’s finding from being supported by sﬁbstantial eyidence. Grant

v. 8.C. Coastal Council, 319 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388 (1995). Administrative ageﬁcies

it
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are afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as shown in the deferential standard of
appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Public Svc. Comm'n of S.C., 332 S.C. 20,
503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).
o ARGUMENT

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

Appellant argues that SCDC has lncorrectly calculated his sentence because under
the statute in effect at the time of his conviction, “he should be sentenced for only th1rty
(30) years.’ Appellanz s Brzef page 1. However, SCDC 1s conﬁned to the face of the
sentencing sheets in determmlng the length of a sentence [unless c ] there 1S an
ambrgurty in the sentencmg sheets.” Tant v. S. Carolina Dep’t of Corr 408 S.C. 334
337, 759 S E.2d 398, 399 (2014) rehg denzed (July 10, 2014) Here, the trlal court’s
order is not amblguous The trial court sentenced Appellant to a term of 40 years upon his
conviction of murder. Sentence Sheet Ind1ctment No 98GS4029036 SCDC cannot alter
an inmate’s sentence. Id. As there IIS no ambrgulty in the sentencing sheet, SCDC has
correctly calculated A_ppellant’s sentence. | |

Appellant argues‘that‘ “the facts in this 'rnatter are sirnilar to those in equltable
estoppel case,’.’ 1n that Appellant nlade deterrninations regarding his liberty}‘interest based
on hlS understandlng of the statute. Appellant’s Brief, page 3. Equ1table estoppel
traditionally apphes to cases in contract law to stop one party from taklng advantage of
another when, through false language or conduct the person to be estopped has 1nduced

another person to act in a certam way, with the result that the other person has been -

- injured in some way. Blaek’s Law Dictidnary (lOth ed. 2014), _estoppel. That is not the

case here. Nobody induced Appellant to act in any way, nor did any party take advantage -



. | ) -
of Appellant through false language or conduct. Appellant was convicted by a jury of his
peers and the trial court sentenéed him uﬁder the statute.
Appellant Eas not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC incor_rectly calculated
his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requésts its decision denying Appellant’s

Step Two Grievance be upheld.

CONCLUSION

RESPONDENT S FINAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “subste_mtial evidencé on the whole
record” supports :th'e Depaﬁment’s final agency decision. Appellant has :the burden of
proving that the decision of the Dlepanment 1s clearly .erronebus, or arbitrary or
capricious, Or an abuse'of discretion. See Porter v. Public Service Comm 'n, 333 SC 12,
507 S.E.Zd 328 (1998). Appellant has not met this burden and his claim should be |
disrﬁiésed with prejudice. |

Respectfully submitted,

1Al ‘?\Q

“Melissa J. Arnold
Staff Attorney

" South Carolina Department of Corrections
‘4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221
(803)896-1278 :

September 26, 2017 -
Columbia, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Dawan Chatman, #172972,
Appellant, ) ’ .
_ Certificate of Service
o Docket# 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

1 hereby certlfy that a copy of the foregoing brief was thls date served upon the followmg
1nd1v1duals by placmg a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as follows

Inmate Dawan Chatman

Inmate Number: 172972
Ridgeland Correctional Institution
Dorm-Room-Bunk:*CB-0003-B"

The Themas
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Columbia, South
(803) 896-3922

September 26, 2017
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Case No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

Dawan Chatman #172972,

-Appellant - . o
SV BRIEF OF APPELLANT

South Carolina Department of
Corrections,

Respo__ndent '

STATEMENT OF ISSUES Ol;l APPEAL

" On Decéember 1-4, 1998,: I_)awan Chatman' (Appéllant), an inmate incarcerated with the
Department of Corrections (Department), went to trial in Richland County and was fduhd- guilty
by a jury: He_'was sentenced by The Honorable James Bérber to forty (40) years for Murder and
tlzventy-seven (27) years for Armed Robbery. The statute in effect at the time of the appellants’
sentencing (Section 16-3-20) allowed a senterice of thlrty (30) years or life imprisonment.: The
amendment to the murder statute v?en't into effect on January 1, 1996. During the- grievance
process to the department, Appellant argued .th'at his sentence was incorrectly calculated as he
k should:be sentenced for only thirty (30) yea:rs However, Appellant has a forty (40) year sentence
for murder. After properly ﬁhng grievances with the South Carohna Department of Correctlons

Appellant seeks relief w1th the- appellate tribunal of the Admlnlstratwe Law Court.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Gre-

This matter isbefore the South Carolina Adrmmstratwe Law Court pursuant to an appeal of

Dawan Chatman, an inmate incarcerated with the Department of Correctlons since Ma% %, Eﬁ E —

1

- SEP 20 2017
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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Appellant initially filed a Step one grievance on January 6, 2017 stating that his sentence was
.. being interpreted incorrecﬂy: pﬁrsuant to §16-3-20. Tﬁis grievance was received on January 6,
, 20‘17 and forwarded to the Warden on J anﬁéry 18, 2017. This Grievance was denied. On March
3, 2017, a Step'ﬁvo Grievance was filed. This grievance was denied on.March 3,.2017. The

Appellant received a copy of t&s denial on March 15, i(j On April 14, 2017, Appellant filed
the bt Law 7hs aﬂl’«f A %7%%4 _ 7540

a notice of appeal with tm‘rbﬁﬁ-& For the reasons set forth below pellant argues that his

sentence was incorrectly calculated.

&(‘g\r\ OYD ~+4>Q‘34/f [
CoMestong. T4 S A7 [

The primary rule of statutory construction requires a determmatlon of the/ General

ARGUMENT

Assembly's intent. Mitchell v. City of Greenville, 411 S.C. 632, 634, 770 S.E.2d 391, 392 (2015)
("The:cardinal rule of statutory interpretation is to -ascertain and effe_cth_ate the legislative intent
whenever possible."). Where the statutes' language is plain'-and_ uhambiguous,~ "the text of a

statute is considered the best evidence of the legislative intent or. will." Hodges v. Rainey, 341

S.C. 79,;.85l, 533 S.E.2d 578, 581 (2000). "A.'statute as a whole .must receive a practical,

reasonable and fair interpretation consonant with the purpose, design, and policy of lawmakers."

State .v.: Henkel, 413 S.C.:9; .1 4, 774 ,S.E.Z_d 458, 461 (2015), reh'g denied (Aug. 5, 2015). The.
statuie in effeet at the time of Appellant’s sentenc'inlg‘ allowed.a sentencing of thirty}yearsr (30).
Appellant relied on the thirty year provision of that statute in all .decigiens relating to his triel in
Richland .County. Had Appellant'kno@n that the statute would change, he wou‘ld_; not ha;/e made-
various decisions felating to his céee_ strategy... As a result of 'this -reliance, Appellant was
prejudiced and suffered detriment in the amgunt of an additional ten year sentence to jail time.
Often confused with waiver, equitable estoppel ) focuses on a party's detrimental
rel_iance on another party's- conduct while a waiver analysis focuses on.a paﬁy's "ymequivocal
in’;en;[ to relinquieh a known right." 7 S.C. Ju.r. Estoppel and Wai'v.er § 17 (1991). Neverth_eless, '

, :



Courts acknowledge that "the distinction between waiver and estoppel is close, and sometimes

..the doctrines merge into each other with almost imperceptible gradations." Parker v. Parker, 313

S.C. 482, 443 S.E.2d 388, 391 (1994).

The facts in this matter are eifnilar to those found in eqﬁitable estoppel cases. In those
cases, the elements to find estoppel are: (1) the presence of a promise unambiguous in its terms;
(2) reasonable reliance upon the promise by the party by whom the promise is made; (3) the

reliance _is expected and foreseeable by the party ‘who makes the promise; and (4) the party to

whom the promise is made must sustain injury in reliance on the promise. Illinois Valley Asphalt

v. J.F. Edwards Construction Co, 45 Ill. Dec. at 878, 413 N.E. (2d) at 211; See Huggins

Construction Co. v. Southern Bell Tel.,‘276 S.C 663; 281 S.E.2d 469 (1981).

)
Y.

The statute pnor to the amendment was clea1 and unamblguous Appellant as aresult of .

tl‘llS clear language made determmatlons regardmg his hberty interest on-the ba31s that 30- years

10 years,prilson time. Asa result, the department should be equitably estopped from imposing the

additional sentence.

CONCLUSION

. For the reasons set forth above, the appellant ;espectfully requests that the decision of the

South Carolina Departnient of (}Qrfeetiehs be reversed.

Irmo, SC 29063

September 19, 2017

vl

L
J



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0200-AP

Dawan Chatman #172972, -
Appellant
V.o .o

.South Carolina Department of Corrections, .

L Respondent

- CERTFICATE OF SERVICE

L B
I J acquelyn E. Mlller Secretary to Tommy A Thomas Attorney for Appellant certxfy
~ that I have seérved a Brief of"Appellant on Office of General Counsel for the South Carolina
Department of Corrections by depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepald
‘dhd the return address clearly shown on'said envelope to:: l . : ,

.Office of General Counsel.::
South Carolina Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road
Columbla SC 29210

%ﬁww

Ja quel n 1ll
A. Thomas;” Q..
Attorney for Appellant
7588 Woodrow Street
P.O. Box 88. '
: . Irmo, SC 29063
-September 19,2017 S . (803) 732-5507"

FILEC
SEP 20201 -
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Dawan Chatman #172972,

Appellant |
ATTACHMENT TO

NOTICE OF APPEAL

V.

South Carolina Department of
Corrections,

Respondent

Notice is hereby given that Dawan‘ Chaf:maﬁ #172972 does hefebif appeal the final
decision of the South Carolina Department Qf Corrections dated March 3, 2017 and received on
March 15, 2017, a copy of which is attached. A general statereent of the greunde -for appeal ie as
follows: | |

1. Appellant initially filed a Step one grievance on January 6, 2017 stating that his
sentence was being interpreted iﬁcorrectly, pursuant to §16-3-20. |

2. This grievenee was. recei\}ed lon January 6, 2017 and forwarded to the Warden on-
January 18, 2017. This Gnevance was denied.- - |

3. On March 3,2017, a Step two GTlevance was filed. This grievance was demed on

March 3, 2017.
4. The Appellant argues that his 'sentence is calculated incorrectly as follows:

I believe that my sentence is calculated improperly or is an illegal sentence. - I went
to trial in Richland County on December 14, 1998. Ihad a Jury trial and was found
guilty. I was sentenced by Judge James Barber to forty (40) years. for Murder and
twenty-seven (27 ) years for Armed Robbery.

~ The statute in effect at the tlme of my crime and ‘sentence: (Section 16-3-20) allowed
a sentence of thirty (30) years or life imprisonment. This amendment to the murder
statute went into effect on January 1, 1996. I have a forty (40) year sentence for

murder.



e | ~

My sentence is incorrect because according to the Statute it could only be thirty (30)

TOI\ THOMAS
Attorne) Appellant
P.O. Box 88 :

' - Irmo, SC 29063

- Other Counsel of Record: (803) 732-5507
SCDC, Office of General Counsel S

‘4444 -Broad River Road

Columbia, SC29210-

Attorney for Respondent

Irmo, South Carolina
April 15, 2017
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ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

Your grlevance was. rev1ewed and because of the content, your gnevance
was forwarded - to- the Warden for his" rev1ew/dec:181on See Warden’s'

decision.

”’ f/?%f% e 77
IGC Slgnature Date

Grievant Slgnatﬁre' . Date -

5CDC 105 {Rev. November/1997)
(CONTINUED ON REVERSE SIDE)



WARDEN'S DECISION AN, ¥ason: 7 =p = L V7 —

oD
s -

<D
LN i TN W

‘.CHAT\/LAN DAWN 172972 S e

; ':The Iudge Would have to amend your Qentencrng Sheet 1f is mcorrect

Thrs isin response to your Grlevance RCI-0010- 17 AL pertlnent 1nformatron has been
1ev1ewed Accordlng to Cla551ﬁcat10n your Sentencmg Sheet states 40. years for Murder

lBased on thls mformatlon your gnevance is demed If you aré not satrsﬁed Wlth my

J

[ dec131on you may. appeal to the appropriate respon51ble ofﬁr:lal w1tmn 5 days of recerpt
 via the Inst1tutlonal Grrevance Coordmator B . o

%5//7 |

P T -:-4'~Warden Signature
accept the Warden s decrslon and con51der the matter closed . '
‘Ido not accept the "Warden's decision: and wish to appeal.

Grievant Signature

A)W/c o5y f mdémﬂewt— %71//74

IGC Slgnature Daté

~

| INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLET'ING"S.TEP 1'GRIEVANCE FORM

An mformal reso]utlon shall be attempted pnor to the- fllmg of Step 1.

. Complete each. sectlon in its'entirety;, wntmg only in the space. prowded for 1nmate use.

1
2

3.

q

Only one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form. o SRS

Submit the completed form to the Instltutlonal Grievance Coordinator within fifteen ( 15) days ofan
alleged incident; policy grievances at any time. Do not write in the space provided for the Warden'’s
response. ' o ' ‘

If you are not sat1sf1ed with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible
official within five (5).days of your receipt of the Warden’s decision, via the Instltutlonal Gnevance

Coordinator.



- ANCE F@RM -..:Z;a_, . L Y
5., AR O3 Low

RESPQ%ABJ‘V ﬁh@délce‘sh m%@ aégg]?or&%ﬁ@m'your sentence calculatron is mcorrect You further

,:‘alleged that you were found guilty‘of murder and armed robbery in a tra11 that took place in Richland County on
a 40) years for murde and twenty—seven (27) _years for armed robbery. The
-G, ' 117 ou have not” -

o Warden responded to your conc
Do provrded any documentatron that § /
s contentranhat there is an error. in your Sentencmg ‘Sheet, that 1_ .‘ _»: Ll

ey v-;A_Therefore your gnevance 1s demed

| You may appeal th1s decision under the South Carolma Adrmmstratlve Procedures Actto the ‘Séuith r6lir .
. Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you must complete the attachedNotrce oprpealForm Fom and submit .5
. itas instructed on the Form Wlthm thu'ty (30) days. of recerpt : T ' LU e

E The decnslon rendered by the respon51ble official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grlevance Pro-
- cedure. 1 hereby acknowledge recerpt of the offlc1al s response and understand this'is theAgency s final
‘egsponse to this matte :

Vo TP =277 WL%W/)%% 35 /7

Gnevanthgnature - . Date = IGC ngnature Date

- (SEE REVERSE SIDE ﬁoR lNSTRUC’ﬁONé)

* .5CDC'10-5A (November 1997)




CHfIlOOD , SC{T)OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

A

CMCOMITA . : COMMITMENT APPLICATION

SCDCH > 172972
CHATMAN, DAWAN -
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

INCARC

NUM CONVICTION OFFENSE YRS MO

_ S00004 ARMED ROBBERY 027 o0
. * S00003 MURDER ) 040 00

S00002 STRONG ARM ROBBERY 008 o0
S00001 COCAINE DISTRIBUTION 008 00

MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTERD>...

CONVICTION SUMMARY

SENT
DYS
000
000
000
000

05/08/17
€056427

CURR LOC: RIDGELAN

SCDC CLASSIFICATION..: VIOLENT

SENT SENT

CONV VIO

DATE  START  PROJ COMP STAT IND
12/17/98 12/17/88 11/22/2021 ACT V Vv
12/17/98 01/14/98 01/04/2038 ACT V' V
05/17/93 12/01/92 10/23/1998 ACT N N
05/17/93 12/01/92 10/23/1998 ACT N N

PF3-ADD PF4-MODIFY/REVOKE  PF6-DISPLAY CONSEC PF9-DETAIN

PAGE: 0001

PF12-SUMREPT



RORI200D SC{~)DFFENDBR MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 05/08/17
G @-2;4R@§IQOGM - RECORD AUDIT APPLICATION | ' C056427
*7 7 OMROAUDA ' DISPLAY RECORD AUDIT - : '
' CURR STATUS.: INCARCERATED
SCDC#: 172972 o o CURR LOC....: RIDGELAND -
NAME.: CHATMAN, DAWAN - v , CURR CUSTODY: MI2

AUDIT TYPE: 02 MAXOUT AUDIT

AUDIT DATE: 11/30/98

UPDATED BY: ROBINSON, DAISY DATE: 11/30/98

RECORD AUDIT DISPLAYED... e R
CLEAR: SUMMARY . : ENTER:DISPLAY NOTES ~  PFB:FORWARD -




eA T w s suiinaU Yy 3G Y VU LI L 0 . /cs\

. . . ’ i Q:’lf‘ . ':« .
ROAI200D S(TT)OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM o 05/08/17 0 UﬂUJQE}“’
ROAI200M RECORD AUDIT APPLICATION C056427 '
OMROAUDA . DISPLAY RECORD AUDIT

' o ' CURR STATUS.: INCARCERATED
SCDC#: 172972 o CURR LOC....: RIDGELAND
NAME.: CHATMAN, DAWAN - CURR CUSTODY: M12

AUDIT TYPE: 02 MAXOUT AUDIT

AUDIT DATE: 09/15/98

UPDATED BY: HEYWARD III, ANITA ' DATE: 09/15/98

RECORD AUDIT DISPLAYED... - . B
CLEAR:SUMMARY ’ ENTER:DISPLAY NOTES - PF8 : FORWARD




e

\ e aROAI200D so(ﬁ)oFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM - 05/08/17
4 UiC@ZQgArzooM 'KECORD AUDIT APPLICATION - . C056427
~ OMROAUDA DISPLAY RECORD AUDIT ~ . .

: _ ‘ : CURR STATUS.: INCARCERATED

CURR LOC....: RIDGELAND.

SCDCH: 172972 .
CURR CUSTODY: MI2

NAME.: CHATMAN, DAWAN -

AUDIT TYPE: 02 MAXOUT AUDIT

AUDIT DATE: 08/06/98

~ UPDATED BY: HEYWARD III, ANITA DATE: 08/06/98

[

RECORD AUDIT DISPLAYED... : o N
CLEAR: SUMMARY ENTER:DISPLAY NOTES PF8 : FORWARD
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ROARI200D SC{ﬁjOFFENDER MAENACEMENT SYSTEM o 05/08/17 RN
ROAI20QGM RECORD 'AUDIT APPLICATION C056427 et
OMROZUDA o . DISPLAY RECORD AUDIT _

: o CURR STATUS.: INCARCERATED
SCDC#: 172972 A » CURR LOC....: RIDGELAND
NAME,.: CHATMAN, DAWAN - ‘ CURR CUSTODY:. MI2

AUDIT TYPE: 01 RECORDS AUDIT

AUDIT DATE: 04/07/98

UPDATED BY: ROWE, ERNEST . DATE: 04/07/98

RECORD AUDIT DISPLAYED.. . D .
CLERR:SUMMARY = °~ ~ - ENTER:DISPLAY NOTES PES : FORWARD




INTHE COURT { JMENERAL SESSIONS
9 INDICTM NT/CASE #:

s ,_Qﬂ_zafé »

éwgghb UULE CARKULEHYA 7 ;

J i
Sij s ( g %9%’/0&)

ﬁ//(/‘zﬂ- 7’1 /7(/572(/& ' DateofOffense /j/;////

: . )

w’ 3 )

)

)

)

)

comity 6t/ K EA (a n

S.C.CODE §: /6"~ ~70

AKA.
Race: CDR Code #: @ é/’ / 7 »
DOB: ' g
SSN: SENTENCE
DL#
SID#: D] PLEA TRIAL
In dxs osition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was . CONVICTED OF or | 2] - PLEA.DS
el1ce _ ].

in violation of § | __drthe S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # ||

[[] NON-VIOLENT I:] VIOLENT [] sErious [[] MOST SERIOUS -
The charge is: r_ﬂ As Indicted, - 7] Lesser Included Offense, [ 3] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand J ury
The pleais: m Without Negotiations or Recommendation . Negonated Sentence

/ ' K Recommendatlon by the Sta! / /Z

-Tsf /( / - ‘ )%)[L*(t i'-»// 2\ ) [&/( /&TJ(/ ,L-—
Sqﬁtextor ,}fe{dant At mey fir Defendant
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the IE: State Department of Correctlons, . County Daentxon
Center, or 3 under Youthful Offender Act for a term of ' days/mopn years
of§ —— daysimontl/years .

and/orpayment of-5

ST

X3
CONCURRENT or, . CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: e B
SPECJAL CONDITIONS: | =i B
N : . > .
[J RESTITUTION O Heard, 3@ Waived, & Ordered :l PTUP 2 5
Total: § ' 2 days/hours Public Service Employment
Pay Terms: ‘ _ ... L3I ObtainGED - '
' ' 41 Attend Voc Rehab, or Job Corps
Recipient: 3] May serve W/E beginning
- | 6] Substance Abuse Counseling
7] Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
*Fimer ... R S E Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive wccklylmonthly
§14-1-206 - Assessments 100% .......... $ pmts.of $ . _ beginnin
§14-1-211 - Surcharge .......oveuvnnnn. $ ' 8 3/7_-_—
(Exceptions: See §14-1-211) - [9] oOther: ais e - /f }/ 8

e ierrerenrinnenieeeean '. 7 -
o N

LU Pt A
L= - r 2 PRESITING JUDGE
_ 9?{ of Court/Deputy Clerk ’ : Sentence Date: [é'/ / //7 / 78
urt Reporter: [ ,/( Z 4. 4 : o Judge Code: ' I | l SCCA217 (1297)




D.I.AJ.L‘: UI‘ DUUE}‘ILMULIWA\,%F } /%
{ Aﬂ(/ )  INTHE COURT ' “GENERAL SESSIONS (,‘ C 9 (}
COUNTY 0}:/ 7 /C (o ) INDICTMENT/CASE #:
i 7?(33 <0 - . 37
) ATWH: éﬁ? o’?y?/
) Date of Offense: /.
) S.C. CODE §: -4/ -550 )
: ) CDR Code #: /13
DOB: _ _. Y ; 7] \Q/_ ?
SSN: M) SENTENCE
DL# — )
SID#: L) [1 pLEA /@’ TRIAL
In dlsi)ofﬂ n of the said dlCtElC. zn now the Defendant who was [j] CONVICTED OF or | 2] . PLEADS
/ /7&0/ <3 : |
in violatiop of § 720 the 5.C. Code of Laws, bearmg CDR Code# || /|5 7
l:l NON-VIOLENT Ij{flOLENT l___] SERIOUS MOST SERIOUS

{

The charge is: Indicted . Lesser Included Offense; Defendant Waxves Presentment to Grand Jury,

The plea is:

[] Without Negotlatxons or Recommendation .
\ . Recommendahon by the

/Lé—-r-—

- Negotiated Sentence _

Stafe
Z_Jcéﬁ/( 7

I;V

s

m} /
} g - A\ /
Solllntor * - _ Defcndant

WHEREFORE the Defendant is committed to the
Center, or . 3] Under Youthful Offender Act for aterm of

o

0fS pmded—ﬁre-senterrwb'e‘susp'en'ded‘npun'me‘servl
piusTosts and assessmentmppimamuspended w1th
!

TO SCDPPPS STI'\NDARD CO’\JD[TIONS OF PROBATION

. CONSECUTIVB to sentence on:
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

CONCURRENT or

D RESTITUTION O Heard 3 Wmved E‘ Ordered
Total: § .

Pay Terms:
Recipient: _
*Fine: ................... ‘.,.S_
§14-1-206 - Assessments 100% .......... 3
§14-1-211 - Surcharge .......onvun.... $
{(Exceptions: See §14-1-211)
§56-5:2995 (DU ...vvvvvnrnnnnnnnnns 3
TOTAE .......c...0 wees . /s !
D AP V_/%]/f/?é
Cleyk of Court/Deputy Clerk / /
urt Reporter: V/ AZT 2a

i

hHey rDefendant
State Department of Correcuons . County lsetentlon

> days/mon@aad{eﬁe—p&y—a—ﬁﬁe '

-———
-~

PYR@:P'\. D—b’l ""C

— days/hours Public Service Employment
Obtain GED :
Attend Voc Rehab. or Job Corps
May serve W/E beginning _
Substance Abuse Counseling
Random Drug/Alcohol Testing

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

Other:

Other: — ‘-
be%ﬁe%
PRESIDING JUDGE N // 7 Jee

Sentence Date:
SCCA217 (1297}

Judge Code:

EIEJ- IR »ll:ﬂdel




DOCKET NO, 93 65 40 —olblg

WITNESSES
RCS5D- Smalley

The State of South Curolma,

County of ___ RICHLAND

) COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

MARCH- TERM 1993

NP
. ContLr
.L vz{\ .v“‘ . . e R
’5’;'. J’Ir-// o
"'a o } i
- V’-I._P_, s
) ‘1!\__/"'

- THE STATE

ARREST WARRANT NO.

: i, '; The Mﬂénﬁl‘mwan CL\A{""\G\.’\

18 put.to: the bar and exratgned and upon ke
DAWAN CHATHAN :migmant Pleads cuilt;vﬁuciu:zged -+ ’Q,—e,dml’“m
» ~ ATTESTL

- DIRECT PRESENTMENT -.

-

D? 93078

;QNWA&A .

A,

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

werad 177 §hin |

Bl

brra_ 8. flgeatit

Fareman of Grand Jury / )

VERDICT

- Indictment for - o
Unl‘qwful. Drugs -

TRIBUTION OF CRACK COCAINE

mg\

sb

Shar=S Ryt o splsg

. Code: 44-53-370(a) (1)s(b) (1) PR /

7 Hordo

‘Foreman of Petit Jury

Date: o o .

5 Wl Gioms

N3Z 0L QISYIIH - LLVQ

Yl con

£6-81-C  Q3ON3INIS 3LVQ

aNog NO TISYFII ILYa

} oo
5
<>
<>
o
[t
52
n .
g
0
RN
ol3 .
8 g
N
5|2
- =,
5
~N
\




WITNESSES
Invest.. J Gray - CPD
G
t:'ﬁ S

. \\ ¢ }
o s
W

A

4.’"'1' :
NEERCY
\*f**r\-. ?’fo

#70
\(‘:) (:_' () ‘{‘c/té
e Yk U’A
(‘
Qi’:'v‘

—

ARREST WARRANT NO. (C-876099

-~

o eam——

ACTION OF GRAND JURY

T~ _
'RUE BII]

Foreman of Grand Jury

VERDICT

Foreman of Petit Jury Date:

JANUARY

DOCKET NO. _%4' § | ,l; 5@6
The State of South Carolina,
RICHI.AND |

County of

—

I

. COURT OF GENERAL SESSIO'NS :

TERM ‘..59_?1__

THE STATE

- .

S

YSs.

DAVAN' LONTRAT CHATMAN fff pfgii%“efggbc‘w“" LO’\{’“*I C 1\3,0

beor arra " ey
8rraigment pleaq cuialntc; igned and Upon' Ef
—AFTEST; : v

. /) le S Tl Ed{ag-e»
TSI A~

Clerk of Court. “}. w«

51755
deer UC \f'q{“(jowC( |

————————
————

lndlcﬂ'ment for Armed

Robbery sidoRobivery |
S. C. Code §16-11-330
(139) . ' ' , : o L
‘ | | ) | =
| D
. . . ' , (.
bk e



40632 - Y

[

A S A |
g: QZ&Z P é[ COUNTY

Restitution 3\
. A\

to clerk fof

o R

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

The defendant Dawg\/\ C{’\ “év"\al/\

JSENTENCE

.7 ' (. '((«‘\f\ @ (’g(d(“

cnor 10.9% co 146 £

is committed to the State

Department of Correctlons/County for ‘a tern\ of

and/or to pay a fine Of 8 Ly

prov;ded upon

q\; - -months/.

the of

service

: plus pay/waive costs

_ months/years and/or payment of $
and assessments as applicable*,

months/years.

‘?& %
‘ 5\1\ T~

Yes/No

the balance

suspended with probatiOn for

‘

For physical injury $

property damage $ |

to be paiad

~I 0

I

t
It

Other condifionéi

Date ?' (- g Z—’;;‘j

[

*Costs and Assessments ’!&izzg

Non-waivable

Not waived

Total

‘Pfesiding Judge

. -,
- . . Ay .

: et .

. - .
. ' NS . .

ot Yy

e B

.

- Clerk of Court 7

**Pay to Victim's Compensation Fund if subrogated.

SCCA Form 217 (3/86)



P,
&/ SENTENCE

Ao clU: Z@aﬁé};
. /
STATE' OF SOUTH CAROLINA CASE No.q / ~es-0504

4/34&460 coUNTY

The defendant rz:kkuuow\ \\_ow\ Ve (:L\a maY]l  is committed to the State

Department - of Corrections/County for a term of 9 —- "months /
and/or to pay a fine of $ : prov1ded upon the servi¢e 'of
months/years and/or payment of $ . » plus pay/waive costs

and assessments .as appllcable* the balance suspénded'with probétion for

months/years
Restitution \\ . ; : ‘ ‘ For physical injury $
Yes/No - . .‘ : | property damage $.
to be paid | o | B
to clerk for . - S e ST

cher conditions -

Date Sﬁ' Y7;:C?é§;7 _ | ?“ . . ;jf'

Presiding Judger-
*Costs and Assessmen
‘ Non-walvable {

\ .

Not walvedx E .QL ' 1 o N
Total' \J\ ‘?43 o Tf . ’ . | . | . :

N ;-«:g‘.‘/ . ) » - . . . .
{%\ '.‘\‘\ ...4..,:,
A ﬂ‘:g“

.\‘:f-
b L otf . : w5 Zd
_’g;_,ﬁ;fg\- : | s Clerk of Court /

B N
s
P

**Pay to Victim's Compensation Fund if subrogated.

SCCA Form 217 (3/86)"



RAME . o CHATMAN, DAUAN T
'DATE BOOKED .~ 10-17:90
PATE RELEASED ON EOMD———"

DATE SENTENCED 1-11-91
DATE RELEASED TO PEN__ /-/ 2 2/

-
<D
-]
D

. . %

JFotm 9 - '

State of South Cxrolina
County of ¥ Righler!

.

In _.€ COURT DF GENERAL SESSIONS:
No. O3 -6S-40 - 27

. STATE S N Rt " Use of Ve WO Remisslon
' R b ’ 2 2 UL S AN ’ Rawe of Offanae
Doan Gnben A OREsT5
T TRDART | Lo . b() . : 5CDOCY or BOB
{ . Rl BN

SIDf__

fia )

LTy L A
WHherage the ;bovJ nauad;gé{iﬁinnt hes been charged with vialating the conditiona of

probation orderad on U-1b i ¢ 1 ¥V 40 the Court of General Sassions of _ Mipchinw

‘County ae set forth-in Ehe warrent or cltation filed herein, : )
After hearing tha evidence and baing duly advised, I find the defendant has viclated

one or more of the cnnd{}ionnjbf@nuporvlqinn as set forth in the nffidavit filed herein and
duted 13=7¢ .- - ., 19 H' . ‘a‘ropy of xhich .iu incorporated by refersnce. ..

IT IS ORDERED tha itha ) i;;n a :;; t a.:avokaa_und the sbove nemed defendant be
required’to serve bﬂ Nﬁyégngﬁgffgmﬁg%‘gh% XA monthe/ysars sentence identifisd .
R e % .

1

mbove, and/or pmy- N .3 the defendant is not to be reinstated on
probn&lon.: This action 1§hﬁgkqn‘;n‘thc_(graanncg/lbaancc)-of~tha”dnrnndunt, '

IT IS ORDERED that the susponded sentence be revaked mnd the ebove namad dsfendant be
required to serve wanthe/yaars of the originsi montha/yssrs... .. -
santence (and/or) pey. S . . - - § theroupon to bs tolinstated on probation
"av provided in the sontence identified above and subject to the conditiones oet forth
therein end not inconsistent with this order. 7This action is taken in the .

(pracancn/cbqohép) of the defendent,, .

1

IT IS ORDERED that the suspsnded mentence be revoked snd the sbove nsned defendant be

required to serve monthe/years {(and/or) pey §$ 4 the dafandant
is not ‘to be reinetated on probetion. This action is taken In the (pressnce/ebssnces) of
the defondant, . - : ' v fe
) . ) : . Lo A
— The defendant has previously servad monthe/years on this sentencs.’ v .
{21 - IT 15:0RDERED that the 'abovs neued defendant is .continysd on probstioch ‘¥ provided for

“in ths santence ideptified eboye and subject to the conditione emt forth.tharein and not
inconsiatent with thie srderl "Thie setion ia taken in the (prenepcg(-hgogca) of the

defondant, . [ >R
lonal Cenditia

. ordpre‘d by the Court: : S N ‘
. SR . — - 3 :
g T Boecd (6) yerrs \&- Cliscomhiue (D1 bhachien a5 g@r‘gﬂﬂrﬁ
. iy e e
. \\ v ’ ;:!> -
; SJ e > = M
im ‘5\\rel;i$\ ,ﬁéfk' Fl . F)b°>_:= )
e AN : IR . ‘-’.L'/i/‘r- J o
ﬂv*\v“)’)/ . o . V - - ] v'/z ,‘,j I . .: .':: [ A 3 g
R , 7109 4 I =T
Thie _11  dey of _ Jmunry , 29 91 Ny, Lo /’(‘ S
. ‘ - “hvita~ . o i » Preelding: Judge
(b‘}m i P . <y sg . '%%g :.A- Sﬂ" m‘l — ;1 :c"il"tuit

i-*k'hﬁ?uy'qra hereby edvised that undsr the law the Court may at eny tlle-ravoka“br*noqf?y
unz condition of this probation; dupoes reny lewful .special conditions it dsacs propsr; or it may
extend your period of probetion not ts sxceed five :(5) yeare, At any time within the'period of
your probstion, the -Court may, if it seed fit, impoee any judgment nnd sentence it might .have
iapaged in the firet instance. P L R . R

.. This de'to certify that I hals read or have had resd.ts me ths Order and the | -
Conditione set out therein. -1 agré Mtavws #ith such conditione end the conditions of By
@g' b e,
"t b gy

robation order idesntified above du Aod of n bation, h
his court ordei and my santencs 34 e y probation I have recelved o copy of

Lo | g
Vi o { : 2w s P
¥itneessd by: 5&-((.:"““‘1(4:! . d&lé ) (: )J i . DL .

] ! — . a w ) - Probationer

C. C. C f
\ «C., 0, p, ,&16. 8.. , 8t . , SC.

Signod thie day of
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GENERAL sngs ors3 6/2
. : o L)) 5t é
'ywjéﬁwaﬁ

Date of Offense /// J Lk 7
S.C.CODE & /"5~

 Remt P
| 'SENTENCE

El PLEA

: si ~:on of the sald mdlctment comes now the Defendant who was [ﬂ CONVICTED OF or . ‘PLEADS

e o/ftheS C. Code ofLaws beanng CDR Code#
. VIOLENT B SERIOUS ;' D MOST snmous

‘As Indxcted . Lesser Inc]uded Oﬁ'ense, . Defendant Walves Presentment to Grand Jury.
et k3 _;--

Wlthout Negotlatlons or Recommendatlon £ . Negotlated Sentence
- . Recommendanon by the

to . Def‘e{dant A mey for Defendant I :
T WHEREFO 2 Def endant 1s cormmtted to the Ig State D%tment of Correctxons . County Detentxon
E Center, ~3lT Under Youthﬁtl Oﬁ'ender Act for a term of

days/mon@orto-paya fine

o£$ 1 - pmmded-the—sentenee—be-suspended-upon.the.sennce of = s/menths/years .
and/orpayment—ol §—— m——t— p]us-eests-and'aSSessments-as-apphcable*~the-ba]aneesuspendedwlth '
T rob; I munths/yeamné SUBJECT TO SCOPPPS STANDARD CCNDITIONS OF PROBAT!ON

CONCURR.ENT or . CONSECUTIVE to sentence on

. RESTITUTION O Heard, I Waived, 3 Ordered - O PTUP | R
: Total: -$ : _E_ ) days/hours Pubhc Service Employment
* Pay Temms: ] _. [B] oveinGED £
, 4] Attend Voc Rehab, or Job Corps
‘ .. 5] May serve W/E beginning _
t: .

Recipien 0| Substance Abuse Counseling
— - : 7] Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
BFINE. et i P 3 } @ Fmemaybepd xnequal consecunveweekly/monthly ,
§14-1-206 - Asscssments 100% fee e, b i “pmts.of $ ____ beginning
§14-1-211 - Surcharge ................. s : 5
(Exceptions: See §14-1-211) - - B - Other' C/ S sSwmes //
§56-5.2995(DUI) ......... e, A
'TOT/Z/.% ..................... %// . /{ Qi [ } df é-‘-
Z/ﬂ/gfﬂ (et , [ //Z/ PRESIDT INGJUDGE({
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CASE}
00102
00101
00100
00099
00098
00097
00096
00094
00093
00092
00091
00050
00089

SELECT A

PF4-MODIFY

SC?QTQFFENDER MANAGEMENT

{_ JDISCIPLINARY SYSTEM

172872
DAWAN -
TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT

OFFENSE

DESCRIPTICN
SEXUAL MISCONDUCT
I/M UNDER INFLUENCE/P

POSS. OR/ATTEMPT ‘TO P .

USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U
POSSESSION OF CONTRAB
OUT OF PLACE

OUT OF PLACE

POSSESSION OF CONTRAB
DAMAGE ,DESTROY , PROP.V
POSSESSION OF CONTRAB
OUT OF PLACE

REFUSING OR FAILING O
POSSESSION OF CONTRAB

TYPE
ACTION
MAJOR DI
ADMINIST
MAJOR DI
MAJOR DI
ADMINIST
ADMINIST
MAJOR DI
MAJOR DI
ADMINIST
MAJOR DI
ADMINIST

- OTHER AC

OTHER AC

OFFENSE

DATE

07/22/16
01/14/14
11/24/13
12/06/12
08/21/11
07/30/09
06/25/09
02/23/09
11/16/07
10/16/06
06/08/06
10/17/05
10/11/05

SYSTEM

DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY

&ni
i :
.

05/11/17
C0526490

\ CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
PURCHASED TV REINSTATE

HERRING
DATE
08/03/16
01/22/14
12/18/13
12/18/12
09/12/11
08/05/09
07/23/09
03/05/09
/7
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PAGE

7/29/2017,7

{.

NET GT DHO
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LOST
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
00000
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RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER>'TO DISPLAY OR <PF04> TO MODIFY
PF11-QUIT

PF6-DISMISSED/NOT GUILTY

CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CLOSED

CLOSED

PF10-MAIN MENU

OFF
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DISII00D - SCP&\OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM  { ) 05/11/17

.  )DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM: - €052640
SCDC ID: 172972 DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY o
CHATMAN, DAWAN - : . CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT - PURCHASED TV REINSTATE 7/29/2017
_ OFFENSE TYPE  OFFENSE . HEARING NET GT DHO OFF
CASE# DESCRIPTION - . ACTION  DATE DATE LOST DECISION LVL

_ 00088 FIGHTING WITHOUT A WE ADMINIST 10/10/05  / / 00000 CONVICTED

_ 00087 REFUSING OR. FAILING O OTHER AC 03/24/05 ./ / 00000 CLOSED .

_ 00086 THREATENING TO INFLIC OTHER AC 07/07/04 / / 00000 CLOSED : -

_ 00085 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI 07/07/04 07/08/04 00000 CONVICTED

_ 00084 OUT OF PLACE OTHER AC 06/10/03 / / 00000 CLOSED

_ 00083 REFUSING OR FAILING O OTHER AC 08/29/02 / /00000 CLOSED
00082 SEXUAL MISCONDUCT ° - OTHER AC 08/21/02 "/ / 00000 CLOSED .

. 00081 REFUSING OR FAILING O - MAJOR DI 07/10/02 07/18/02 00000 CONVICTED
_ 00080 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR, PR MINOR DI 07/05/02 07/16/02 00000 CONVICTED
_ 00077 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI 05/08/02 05/16/02 00000 CONVICTED
— 00075 FORGERY:OR POSS.ANY F ~ MINOR DI 04/10/02 04/15/02 00000 CONVICTED
00074 USE OBSCENE, VULGAR, PR MINOR DI 03/27/02 04/05/02.00000 CONVICTED .

_ 00073 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR,PR . MINOR DI 03/21/02 04/01/02 00000 CONVICTED
PAGE " 0002
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—  DISI100D : SCRC, OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM. /) .05/11/17

no i )DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM . . = . -~ C052640
O »{Q 172972 D1SPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY. .. . - 3 '
;;,- CHATMAN’ DAWAN - o ‘ CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
v Y V'OFFENDER TYPE ADULT STRAIGHT : PURCHASED TV REINSTATE 7/29/2017
OPFENSE " _ TYPE .OFFENSE  HEARING NET GT DHO OFF
CASE# DESCRIPTION : ACTION 'DATE -  DATE LOST DECISION LVL

00059 REFUSING OR'FAILING 0 ' OTHER AC. 07/28/00 / / ‘00000 CLOSED -
~ 00058 USE OBSCENE VULGAR PR OTHER AC 07/28/00..,/ / .-00000 CLOSED.: -
o PAGE 0003

_ 00071 EVADING A SECURITY DE MAJOR DI 06/18/01 06/27/01 00000  CONVICTED 3
_ 00070 THREATENING TO INFLIC MAJOR DI 06/08/01 .06/18/01 00000 CONVICTED 2
— 00068 THREATENING TO INFLIC. ° MAJOR DI 05/16/01 06/04/01 00000 CONVICTED . 2
_ 00067 OUT OF -PLACE ..  MINOR DI 05/10/01 05/21/01 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00066 OUT OF PLACE _ MINOR DI 05/10/01 05/21/01 00000 CONVICTED - 3
__ 00065 SEXUAL MISCONDUCT =~ MAJOR DI 05/08/01 05/18/01 00000 CONVICTED 2
_ 00064 FORGERY OR POSS.ANY F MINOR DI 05/03/01, 05/14/01 00000 CONVICTED. -3
_ 00063 THREATENING:TO INFLIC MAJOR DI 04/18/01 -04/30/01 00000 "CONVICTED © 2
_ 00062 EVADING A" SECURITY DE . MAJOR DI 02/28/01 03/14/01. 00000 CONVICTED 3'
_ 00061 OUT OF PLACE ) - MINOR DI 02/22/01 03/05/01 00000 CONVICTED 3.
00060 SEXUAL MISCONDUCT : ' MINOR;DI 12/08/00:-12/18/00 00000 CONVICTED. 2
-3
3
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OUT OF  PLACE
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ACTION
OTHER
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MAJOR
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MINOR
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DI
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MINOR
MINOR
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DETE
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07/18/00
07/14/00
07/05/00
07/05/00
07/05/00
06/13/00
05/24/00
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DISI100D . SCPQ OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM /") 05/11/17

Q NNAS9 S ) DISCIPLINARY. SYSTEM ; R . C052640
NN 15~ 172972 "-pLAy INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY : o
CHATMAN, DAWAN - CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
OFFENDER TYPE ADULT-STRAIGHT PURCHASED TV REINSTATE 7/29/2017
: OFFENSE TYPE OFFENSE  KEARING NET GT DHO ' OFF
CASE# DESCRIPTION - ACTION  DATE - DATE LOST DECISION LVL
_ 00033 REFUSING .OR FAILING O MINOR DI 04/16/00 04/25/00 00000 CONVICTED. 3
_ 00030 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR,PR MAJOR DI 03/08/00 03/16/00 00000 CONVICTED '3
_ 00028 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR, PR MINOR DI 02/12/00 02/23/00 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00026 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA MINOR DI 10/02/99 10/12/99 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00025 VIOLATIONS WRITE/POST - MINOR DI 08/03/99 08/10/99 00000 CONVICTED 5
_ 00022 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR,PR ~ MAJOR DI 06/09/99 06/17/99 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00020 USE OBRSCENE, VULGAR, PR OTHER AC 04/08/99 / / 00000 CLOSED 3
_ 00019 IN LIVING QUARTERS W/ - OTHER AC 02/05/99° / / 00000 CLOSED .
_ 00018 USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U ~ MAJOR DI 11/07/98 127/04/98 00300 CONVICTED 1
_ 00017 POSSESSION OF .A. WEAPO MAJOR DI 11/07/98 12/04/98 00000 CONVICTED 2
_ 00016 OUT OF PLACE . : MINOR DI 10/19/98 11/04/98 00000 CONVICTED 3
00015 THREATENING TO INFLIC MAJOR DI 08/19/98 09/03/98 00090 CONVICTED .2

_ 00014 IN LIVING QUARTERS W/  MINOR DI 07/29/98 08/28/98 00000 CONVICTED
- o PAGE 0005 o

PF4-MODIFY  PF6-DISMISSED/NOT GUILTY ' PF11-QUIT PFLO-MAIN MENU



DISI100D ' SC9£\§FFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM /™ 05/11/17 . 4 49
L Ay g

: ¢ PISCIPLINARY SYSTEM C052€40 7= 7 &
SEDC IR: 172972 DI>PLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
CHATMAN, DAWAN - ' . CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT PURCHASED TV REINSTATE 7/29/2017
CFFENSE ' TYPE  OFFENSE  HEARING NET GT DHO OFF
CASE# DESCRIPTION ACTION  DATE DATE LOST DECISION LVL
_ 00011 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA MINOR DI 07/11/98 08/10/98 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00010 OUT OF PLACE MINOR DI 07/11/98 08/10/98 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00009 IN LIVING QUARTERS W/ MINOR PI 07/04/98 07/31/98 00000 CONVICTED
_ 00008 REFUSING TO WORK MINOR DI 06/20/98 07/20/98 00000 CONVICTED
00007 OUT OF PLACE MINOR DI 06/20/98 07/20/98 00000 CONVICTED

00006 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI 06/11/96 07/02/96 00030 CONVICTED
_ 00005 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA MAJOR DI 06/07/96 07/02/96 00030 CONVICTED
00004 REFUSING OR FAILING O. MINOR DI 04/25/96 05/21/96 00030 CONVICTED
00003 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI' 03/09/96 03/26/96 00030 CONVICTED
00002 I/M UNDER INFLUENCE/P MAJOR DI 08/29/95 / / 00000 CONVICTED
- 00001 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA MAJOR DI 11/01/93 11/17/93 00000 CONVICTED
**4END OF LIST*#** ' .
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed to
be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
complies to the best of my ability with the April 15, 2014 order from the South Carolina
Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

May 7, 2018

ommy\A. ThoNas .
Attorney ellant
P.O. Box 88
7588 Woodrow Street

Irmo, SC 29063
(803) 732-5507
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