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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Darius Gould, #189007,. Docket No. 18-ALJ-04-0192-AP
: -Appellant,

Vs.
FINAL ORDER

RECEIVED
NOV 02 2015
SC Court of Appes

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or. court)

i

. South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

N N N N N N N N’ N’ S N

pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed on April 27, 2018 by Darius Gould (Appellant), an inmate
incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department). The Appellant
alleges that the Department is misinterpreting S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-370(e) and incorrectly
classifying his numerous drug convictions as no parole offenses, which'requires him to serve
eighty-five (85) percent of his actual term of imprisonment.
STANDARD OF REVIEW

The court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000-)‘.. The
Al-Shabazz decision explained that “procedural due process ié guaranteed when an inmate is
deprived of an interest encompassed by the Fourteenth Amendment’s protection of liberty and
property.” Wicker v. S.C. Dep't of Corrs., 360 S.C. 421, 424, 602 S.E.2d 56, 58 (2004) (citation
omitted). Such as a liberty interest is at stake in the calculation of an inmate’s sentence. Tanf v.
S.C. Dep’t of Corrs., 408 S.C. 334, 341, 759 S.E.2d 398, 401 (2014) (citation omitted) (“There
can be no doubt the length of an inmate’s incarceration implicates a constitutional liberty
interest.”); see also Sullivan v. S.C. Dep 't of Corrs., 355 S.C. 437, 441-42, 586 S.E.2d 124, 126
(2003) (quoting Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 369, 527 S.E.2d at 750) (recognizing that A/-Shabazz
created review in the ALC for sentence calculation cases).

In sentence calculation cases, the court sits in an appellate capacity, applying the appellate
standard of the Administrative Procedures Act (APA). Al-Shabazz,338 S.C. at 3}2;‘7183), i?; S%dm
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at 754-56. Conséquently, the court’s review is limited to the record. S.C. Code Ann.-
§ 1-23-380(4) (Supp. 2015). Additionally, the court may not substitute its judgment for the |
judgment of the agency as to the weight of the evidence on q'ﬁestions of fact, but may modify or
reverse the decision of the agency when substantial rights of the appellant have been prejudiced. -
S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5) (Supp. 2015). Substantial rights of the appellant are prejudiced
when the agency’s decision, including the agency’s ﬁndings, inferences, and conclusions, are in
violation of constitutional or statutory provisions; in excess of the statutory authority of the agency,
made upon unlawful procedure; affected by other error of law; clearly erroneous in view of the
reliable, probative, and substantial evidence on the whole record; or arbitrary or capricious or
characterized by abuse of discretion or clearly unwarranted exercise of discretion. Id.
DISCUSSION
Because this court exists to review the actions of administrative agencies and not the
actions of circuit court judges, this court cannot rule on the validity of the Appellant’s sentence.
See Engaging & Guarding Laurens County’s Environment (“EAGLE”) v. S.C. Dep't of Health &
Envil. Control, 407 S.C. 334, 344, 755 S.E.2d 444, 449 (2014) (quoting S.C. Const. art. [, § 22)
(recognizing ALC’s function of reviewing administrative action under the South Carolina
Constitution); Jernigan v. State, 340 S.C. 256, 259-60, 531 S.E.2d 507, 508-09 (2000) (citations
omitted) (distinguishing between collaterally challenging the validity of a sentence under post-
conviction relief laws and non-collaterally seeking review of the Department’s actions under the
procedure established in 4/-Shabazz). Instead, this court reviews the Appellant’s case to determine
if the Department is properly enforcing the Appellant’s sentence, pursuant to the order of the circuit
court judge and under the relevant laws. See State v. Bennett, 375 S.C. 165, 170, 650 S.E.2d 490,
493 (Ct. App. 2007). |
The Appellant pleaded guilty to Trafficking in cocaine, 28 g or more, but less than 100g-
First Offense pursuant to S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-370(e)(2)(b)1 and was sentenced to seven (7)
years in prison; Drugs, Manufacturing, Distribution-First Offense pursuant to Section 44-53-
370(b)(1) and was sentenced to seven (7) years; a weapons charge pursuant to Section 16-23-0030
and 16-23-0050(A) and sentenced to five (5) years; aﬁd the Manufacture, Distribution of cocaine
base-First Offense, and sentenced to seven (7) years in prison, all sentences to run concurrent. S.C.
Code Ann. § 24-13-100 provides that a “no parole offense” means a class A, B, or C felony and

Section 24-13-150(A) further clarifies that inmates who are serving time for a conviction of a “no
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parole offense” are not eligible for early release, discharge, or community supervision until the
inmate has served as least eighty-five (85) percent of the actual term of imprisonment impbsed.
Additionally, in accordance with S.C. Code Ann. § 16-1-20(A)(2), the Appellant’s conviction for
the offense of Trafficking in cocaine in viblation of Section 44-53-370(e)(2)(b)1, is a Class B
felony and therefore, a “no parole offense.”

The Appellant was sentenced on June 22, 2017 to seven (7) and five (5) years confinement,
which amounted to two thousand five hundred and fifty-five (2,555) days. Eighty-five (85) percent
of 2,555 days is two thousand one hundred and seventy-two (2,172) days. Running the sentence
from June 22, 2017, with credit for time served, the earliest possible date the Appellant could be
released from confinement is May 29, 2023. The Record on Appeal (Conviction Summary)
reflects that the Department reached the same conclusion and the Appellant has established no
reason to differ from that conclusion, therefore, this court affirms the Department’s decision.

Based upon the foregoing, the decision of the Department is AF FIRMED
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

S. P@i_p}énskn
Administrative Law J udge

September 11 _, 2018
Columbia, South Carolina
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Darius Gould ¥ 153007 _
Docket No.: 13 -ALI-0Y -0192 -AP
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE - NOV 02 2018

SC Co
This Response Brief is to the vase; before the UGIQflAppea]‘waB

Law Court {(ALC)in response to South Carolina Department of
Corrsctions (S¢DC) Response to Appetlant Darius Gould appeal
Eilaed /\uqqsf 21, 2013 . Respondznt Arqgues tha+ Appullan%-

w 3§ properly classitied. APPUHJP araues that disreqard of
SF)@C(F\O law leads to am error in law and 3 miscalculation of

his semntence.

ARGUMENT

The FEr\dEthS by $CDC is inconsistent with the Court’s previous

llm}s i Simdlar $ifuaf|anbr Ln the case of Trore v. 7aub, ss9 $&ad
?97_6&0.‘:/4/,/3 7999}, the Courts was Prcv'ide.d with the :OPPOVTUHL‘{"}' to canstrde
the -s-arov;s}ons of 5.C.Code Ann. 44-53~370(e). Tn 72ub, The Court construad the
S’fa#ufory Pv’ovisfons to determineg rather §.¢. Code Ann, 24-21-410, a |ster
enacted statatory Pr”ov;s;on allo wed J:_.ior the Court to suspend Taub's
sermtence and 3*3\'11" probn-k}on éve.q fhou.cjh +he prov{s:ons of S5.C.Code Ann.
44 -53-370(e) preVCn+ad the sentence From bc[n& .Sd‘jPGi;ldﬂd and havinj

probation 3:’3»‘)%’8(’1_ Inh determination the Court established that the

provZSLOns o€ $.C. Code Ann. 44-53- 370 () prevenf[ng tThe sentence Lfrom

belngj sus{:cndca aad havlnﬂ probation -.c)r’a-nfe,d represen ted +he more

spco;F{o si-a tute when 1F come +o Taubh’s Sentence atarcg 'h’g m(jnd'
FILED

‘lc:rx“t'j k

SEP 0.4 2018

that the {ater 36ﬂ6s~al Statute 3“””‘} the Courts +he a
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t+he sentence in a criminal offense could no+t Preva'xi over
+he more Specl-f:ic f’raﬁ:{c)&;nﬁ statute.

Ever\'H'\ouah the 1ssue 1n T aud, was CO)’\C&@rnIna whe ther
tlhe sentence could be suspended or not the Court a'Iso:"'a&dlregsecj
subsection (&) of §.C. Code Ann. 44-53-370, when 1+ came to
Parolc 31;5§blli+j. The Courts esfablishéd that subsection (¢)
represented the more specific provision when i+ came +o
tra@f'icl«(nﬂ offenses and also established +hat eventhough
tlhe Pr.ovlsiqn exclud‘ed a mahciaforj ;ninirrjum., mandai‘orj
or not less than a terwm of imprisonment of f“went-J~FI\re
years nor more than ﬂ'v-\frw‘-j years from lac{nj e)fglble for
parole that it does not exclude 3 £iest ov second o@ée‘nse’
from bt‘;:hg} @l[«j;bie- When t+he prcvis\'ons of 24 -13-100 s
considered n connection +to subsection (&) of H4-53-370
dealimﬁ with parole e/llsib}l'.fj they borh represent s+'a+u+or]
law. S.C. Code Ann. 24-13-100, does not speak g,Pec,;{l{caHj
to hﬂ‘??]oking cases, but speaks about various sentences
that carry fwenty years or*‘ more makInS Pt ﬂe,neral faw.
(B/zex's L7w .D--'a-/—,'on_ar_-)/ 8" Ed.) Law that is nea'-i-hek; local
ne r COH\F;l‘)'_’.d to particular persons; A statute that ‘re,ini-e.s
to a subject of a broad nature.

Quof}na Justice Howard, 7are v .73ub, 513 $.E& 24 797,
App. 7999 ) subsection (&) of §.c. Code Ann. 44-53-370, Prouide.&
3 Si'a'f"ui“or“y scheme of Selﬁ'renc(fxﬂ for +raFFIcP~in3 offenses.

ﬁ‘eé SrPsre y_ De la Cruz, 302 §.¢. /3, /5. 393 & £. 2d /7Y (/990)

?



Sentences become Pv-oSz»-e,gs;velj 3f~e,ai-er based upon the

+y{.>e and q’uam—}f:’- of controlied substance involved and +he

numbear of offenses. In addition to auH‘in—}gq the Sen‘renc,.‘ma

Fa'rameiﬂers for srve,o??-(o Jt’r'nFFick(»'n:j‘ o'F:‘l‘ié‘ﬁrse's.. (emphas[s added.)

"Subsection (&) contains the %ﬂ-oﬂowfh::} Par+'tnenf \anﬂuaae}:
A person conviceted and Sentenced under this subsectionm

to a mandafory term of }mpr{sommeﬁf of +wen’rj‘ “Five yrss

a ma;~;&3+orj mainimam term of imPrlsonmemf‘ af ‘rwen“{*j'

o

£ive years, or a manda‘('orj minimum term of 1mr-»sonmens’-

of no+ less +han +w6n+j~ Five year's nnor more than
fh(r‘*’j years 15 wnot alicjibie for paroie, extended

werlk rejease,; as [::rcu{d'ed in section 2L4-13-6I3, or

Suparvésed l}ur\auﬂh, as provlded 5

o Section 24-13-T10-
S.C. Code Ann. g‘—f’%fSTS‘S"IO(c) (Supp. 1998)

Just,ce Hownavd goes on fo say. Lt thas becomes clear the

laﬁ?slaifut*c a'ssisned an add«tiona)l m@ah;hﬁ within Subsection

() +o ‘anj, sentence descrﬂbed as mzlndn'i;‘or'y' o as a

mandatsr iDUMmMd s L add. . +ion to re Uit en 3 maﬁd:ﬁf'or
b/ 9 J

Yerm of ;snPr‘nsonrﬂcnf to a2 person sentenced as 2 third or
quse%uehf offender under Fhe xwﬂai’xc{ai-or‘j Pr"ov{s;on )5
no T Cl«'3§b£e for paf“olej ey tended work release or sqlaervisecf
@uriOU3iw. See Starfe v -./013/75”0/7). 270 S.C- H44, 279 §.£ 24 6006 (1981

(ieﬁfs.lzxi"u‘re‘s decision +o mandate minimam S&n’rcnofn(j +erag
’Ahd_denj the offender parale. eix'sibﬁl;*-kj For 2 Porhon thereof

‘s an aPproPrl'a%-e, exercise of i¥s’ Pow;—;r.) in contrast, 3



person sentenced 3s a Yirst or second offender, +110u3!1
subjected to a required minimum fterm of imprisonment,
15 not preciuded unélef ﬂwe statute from receiving parole,
extended work ré\"a'ase."éx;-'Su-Pe'rvi.sed "Furloucji-x.cemphas[g
ddded.)

The Court made t+ cicar +hat a later enacted
:jener‘al law could not ref:lacc .evar‘ilelr‘ specific Jaw Td.
F;urfhermor‘e., Yo read subsection (e) of <§ 44 -53-370, as
rhc‘dh[haiess as ScDC has stated wviolates the rule that
Lorbids a statute +to read im 2 way that render a
'tnoi”f'ion rnea;—;[haiess and re%uires that ¥ be read n a2
W ay .ﬂ—.ai' 3lvé~s all cf itg parts me,an[nﬂ. Ia de,'s::,'r'[b{nf;!'
the aPpi.cabie i)qn;shh—,@n{- the statute Procllfms that
SISELS conviction defendant must be Pun.‘si—weduas Follows
F othe c‘,uahfﬁ"\y invoived 15 and no part of flre tere of

Emprfsonmen't‘ may be Suspcnded nor probation 31‘an’rad

-1

and if that seatence is for fweni-J«-{:i\/e, years or more
Padrale 3 6o+ eligible. A review of the owverall senfcno{hi
sclheme reveals that this 's not imconsistent. Sece J(Fare
v. Alls, 330 se, $28, 531, Sco §E 2d 78/, 762 (/998) (I n
COh5+r‘ufx13 S’i'a't'u‘i‘orj lanﬂuaﬂc:, the statute must be
read as 3 whole, 4and sections which are pacty of the
Same Sf‘nfu-f-orj faw mus+t be construed +Oj(’3f[’\6(" and
¢ach one give etfect, +f it can be done by 3ny reasonabie

C,c:nsi-ruci‘;an-) T he Ljeneral rule of S+a+u+orj construction



s that 3 sPeciFic statute prevails over a more genesal

one. Wooren v. Sowrh Carelf;na Dept. of Transp., 333 5. c. 464,

4/ 8. 2d 355 (/999); Atlas Food Sys- 3 Serv., Z:;e. v. Crane,
359 J‘,c.'S“\s-'éJ"s?az S.E 2d &858 (/995). Furthermore, the
ernactment of 2 later 3e,neral s+atate does not repeal an
earlier more specific statute. SAare v. Taub, sv9 S& 2d
797 (App. /999) Atlas, 39 s.¢. 558, 462 56 24 §59 { citing
27, ms V. /-)/:r’-o'n, 3rz2 s.&. 3il, Y40 S E.2d 357 (/994)) Qur
‘Sqlor'e,me, Court has liKewise i"ejec,‘f'ed +the Px~otao$11"-toxﬁ +hat
the amendment of a ‘ﬁencral Si‘af‘ufe,> irnPl;eCHj aftfect+ an
carlier specific statute, S"acogn(zing That repeal by
Lmlsifcai—ion is distavored and is found only when +wo
starutes are fncapa'bie of any reasonable reconcilemeant. Td
Also oi't‘fha Aarris v, S7rate, 349 S.¢C. f6, S62L I E 2d 3l
(2002) Quof]ma Justice Moore under 5.C. Code Aan. b-1-60
(Supp- 2000) Certain offenses are defined as vicieat crimes.
This S'PeciFic,;Hy includes drug "t'r'ai:-?{c,K]nﬁ as d'e{:ine& in
5.¢. Code Ann. 44-53-370(e¢) as a violent crime. Thig
Class)fication affects a defendant's parole status. See, .95
S.¢C. Code'§§ 24 -2i- 610 (2000) (Mus+ serve at least one-+third of
sentence for violent crime) and -645 (?arol.e, revlne;\, cyery +wo

)’63!"5) (cmPHas(S added.?

CONCLUSTON
Based on +he ovepwhelm(nﬂ evidence on record bj

Appellant the +r~aFF[cK.’n3 statute 15 +he more spac}{:ic,



taw and the fact that S.C. Code Ann. 44-53-370() (1) 1S
more specific law when {t comes o the Appallanf’s
sentence 3ad makes it the controlling statute. Appeilant
should be re-classified and should be 3ivan all Privileggﬁ.ﬁ

based on Speoimc}o TraF{zicK}nﬂ statute,

Respectfully submitfred,

ﬁ,s COd P wapey

Darius Gould ¥195007
vtacdougall Corr. Lust.
1516 Old Gitliard Rd.
P\?dgev'illc‘;l SC La4T2

S@P*'i‘enwbe,r 4 , 201%

Ridgeville, South Carolina ’




HENRY McMASTER, Governor
BRYAN P. STIRLING, Director

August 21, 2018

The Honorable S. Phillip Lenski

South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

1205 Pendleton Street

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Reference: Inmate Darius Michael Gould, #189007, vs. SCDC
Docket No. 18-ALJ-04-0192-AP

Dear Judge Lenski:

Find enclosed an original and one copy of the Respondent’s Brief on the above
referenced case. Please file the original in your office and return a clocked-in copy to me in the
enclosed self-addressed envelope.

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me at (803) 896-
3922, ‘

Administrative Assistant
Office of Ggneral C,’ounsel

N

Enclosures

cc: Inmate Darius Michael Gould, #189007

AUG 23 2018

SC ACMIN. LAW COURT

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Telephone (803) 896-8555

http://www.doc.sc.gov  E-mail: corrections.info@doc.sc.gov



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Darius Michael Gould, #189007,
Appellant,
Certificate of Service

Vs Docket# 18-ALJ-04-0192-AP

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

S’ N N N N N N N N N

Respondent.

[ hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing brief was this date served upon the following
individuals by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as follows:

Inmate Darius Michael Gould
Inmate Number: 189007
MacDougall Correctional Institution
Dorm-Room-Bunk: C2C-0007-A

Y
/ h RSN 1/ o

( Cheron Hess \l\
JAdministrative st
Office of Geneyal Gounsel

P.O. Box 2178
Columbia, South Carolipa 29221-1787
(803) 896-3922

August 21, 2018 :
FILED
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
Darius Gould, #189007, ) Docket No.: 18-ALJ-04-0192-AP
) Grievance No.: MACD 3-18
Appellant, ) '
) RESPONDENT’S BRIEF :
V. )
) Honorable S. Phillip Lenski
South Carolina Department of Corrections, )
)
Respondent )
)

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the Administrative Law Court (“ALC”) pursuant to the appeal
of Darius Gould (“Appellant”), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of
Corrections (“SCDC”). Appellant filed a Step One Grievance on December 22, 2017,
seeking a change to his sentence calculation. This grievance was iﬂvestigated and denied
when it was determined that SCDC has propérly calculated Appellant’s sentence.
Appellant filed a Step Two Grievance on March 7, 2018. This grievance was also
investigated and denied. Appellant subsequently filed his Notice of Appeal. Because
Appellant’s séntence has been properly' calculated, the final determination of the
Department should be affirmed.

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 MceNeil v. South Carolina Department of Corrections, 00-ALJ-04-00336-AP

(September 5, 2001), the ALC interpreted the breadth of its jurisdiction pursuant to A/-

Shabazz. That decision holds that the ALC's appellate jurisdiction in inmate@&i;}alii Yoo A=

AUG 23 2018
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limited to.two types of cases: (1) cases in which an inmate contends that prison officials
have erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; and
(2) cases in which the SCDC has taken an inmate's created liberty interest as punishment
in a major disciplinary hearing. Jurisdiction of the ALC was most recently addressed in
Sullivan v. SCDC, 355 S.C. 437, 586 SE.2d 124 (2003).

In this case, appellant contends that SCDC has incorrec"rly calculated his sentence.
Consequently, the ALC has jurisdiction to hear his appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

- A reviewing court will not disturb findings of an administrative agericy if its
findings are supported by substantial evidence on record as a whole. Pearson v. JPS
Converter & Industry Corp., 327 S.C. 393, 489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App. 1997). “Substantial
evidence” is evidence which, considering record as a whole, would allow a reasonable
mind to reach the conclusion reached by the administrative agency. Hendley v. S.C. State
Budget & Control\Ba’., 325 8S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d 159 (Ct. App. 1996). The possibility of
drawing two inconsistent conclusions _from the evidence does not prevent an
administrative agency’s finding from being supported by substantial evidence. Grant v.
S.C. Coastal Council, 319 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388 (1995). Administrative agencies are
afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as shown in the deferential standard of
appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Public Sve. Comm'n of S.C., 332 S.C. 20,

503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).
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ARGUMENT

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

On June 22, 2017, Appellant was sentenced to seven years for Trafficking in
Cocaine, 28 — 100 grams, in violation of SC Code Ann § 44-53-370(e)(2)(b)(1). See
Sentencing Slléet Indictment 2016GS2101437. Appellant has additional current
convictions for Illegal Drugs- Possession, Possession of a Weapon, and Crack
Distribution. See Sentencing Sheets for Indictments 2016GS£101437, 2016GS2101434,
and 2016GS2101433. Appellant argues that his trafficking sentence does not qualify as a
“no-parole” offense. However, Appellant’s trafficking conviction clearly falls under the
85% “no parole” statute because the offense is a Class B felony which carries a
maximum sentence of twenty-five years. See S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-370(e)(b)(1)
(stating that first-offense trafficking in cocaine, 28-100 grams. carries"a sentence of seven
to twenty-five years); S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-100 and -150 (generally, stating offenses
carrying more than twenty years are 85% no parole offenses) and S.C. Code Ann § 16-1-
20(A)2) (“A person convicted of classiﬁed offenses, must be imprisoned as follows: (2)
for a Class B felony, not more than twenty-five years.”).

Appellant argues that the tollowing language contained after subsection E of S.C.
Code Ann. § 44-53-370 requires that he be eligible for parole:

A person convicted and sentenced under this subsection to a mandatory

term of imprisonment of twenty-five years, a mandatory minimum term of

imprisonment of twenty-five years, or a mandatory minimum term of

imprisonment of not less than twenty-five years nor more than thirty years

is not eligible for parole, extended work release, as provided in Section

24-13-610, or supervised furlough, as provided in Section 24-13-710.

Initially, this language does not apply to Appellant’s conviction because he did

not receive a “mandatory” or “mandatory minimum” term of imprisonment of twenty-

(U¥]
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five to thirty years. More importantly, this language does not repeal, implicitly or
otherwise, the 85% provisions as applied to Appellant’s drug trafficking offense. The
above language became effective on January 12, 1995. See S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-
370(e)(7) (Supp. 1995). At that time, theré was no law requiring an inmate to serve an
85%, no-parole term, so the provision prohibiting parole for certain serious drug
trafficking offenses had meaning. However, subsequently, on January 1, 1996, the 85%
“no-parole” statutes were enacted. See S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-100 and -150 (Supp.
1996). These broader statutes require 85%, no-parole terms for all sentences for cléss A,
B, or C felonies or those exempt trom classification but carrying a possible penalty of
twenty years or more. See S.C. Code A.rm. § 24-13-100 and -150 (Supp. 1996).
Additionally, as a part of the January 1, 1996 enactments, S.C. Code § 24-21-560
was added, which requires that all inmates sentenced for 85%, “no parole” offenses must
be released directly to a community supervision program under the supervision of the
Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon Services for a period not to exceed two
years. See S.C. Code Ann. § 24-21-560(A) & (B). All of this subsequent legislation -
including SC Code § 24-13-100, § 24-13-150. and § 24-21-360 - to the extent it
conflicts with the language in S.C. Code § 44-53-370(e)(7), supersedes —370(e)(75. See,
e.g., Williams v. Town of Hilton Head Island, S.C., 311 S.C. 417, 421, 429 S.E.2d 802,
804 (1993) (in instances where it is not possible to harmonize two sections of a statute, a
later legislation supersedes an earlier enactment); State v, Brown, 317 S.C. 55, 58, 451
S.E.2d 888, 891 (1994) (“More recent and specific legislation supersedes prior general

law.”).
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Therefore, Appellant is not eligible for parole and must be incarcerated for at least
85% of his sentence. See S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-150(A). Appellant’s sentence start
date is June 22, 2017. See Conviction Summary prmtout from SCDC’s Offender
Management System. Eighty-five percent of Appellant’s seven year sentence is
approximately five years eleven months and twelve days. Appellant’s current projected
maxout date is May 29, 2023, which is approximately five years eleven months and
twelve days from his sentence start date.

Appellant has not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly
calculating his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests its decision denying
appellant’s Step Two grievance be upheld.

RESPONDENT’S FINAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “substantial evidence on the whole
record” supports the Department’s final agency decision. Appellant has the burden of
proving that the decision of the Department is clearly erroneous, or arbitrary or
capricious, or an abuse of discretion. See Porter v. Public Service Comm 'n, 333 S.C. 12,
507 S.E.2d 328 (1998). Appelllant has not met this burden, therefore the Department’s
decision should be upheld.

CONCLUSION

Appellant has not met his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly calculating

his sentence, and the Department’s calculation is supported by substantial evidence.

Therefore, Respondent respectfully requests this Court uphold its decision.

wn



Respectfully submitted,

P A

Kense:}7 E. Barrett

Staff Attorney

S.C. Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221
(803) 896-8508

August 21, 2018
Columbia, South Carolina
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D"epar tmen to f’ ; HENRY McMASTER, Governor
_ BRYAN P. STIRLING, Director

July 6, 2018

The Honorable S. Phillip Lenski

South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

1205 Pendleton Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Reference: Inmate Darius Michael Gould, #189007, vs. SCDC
Docket No. 18-ALJ-04-0192-AP

Dear Judge S. Phillip Lenski:

Find enclosed a copy of the Respondent’s Record, consisting of I[nmate Grievance
MACD 3-18, in the above referenced case. Please file the original and return a clocked-in copy

of the cover letter in the enclosed envelope. i

Si_ncerel)\f\,‘ /
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/ ‘ JW,LQV*"\._ !
{ A
N
Cheron Hess/ \

Administratl{ve As\;sistant
Office of Gé\neral Counsel
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Enclosures

ce: [nmate Darius Michael Gould, #189007
File

JUL 042018

5G ADMIN. LAW COURT

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Telephone (803) 896-8535
http://www.doc.sc.gov  E-mail: corrections.info@doc.sc.gov
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document was this date served upon the
following individual(s) by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as

follows:

[Inmate Darius Michael Gould
Inmate Number: 189007
MacDougall Correctional Institution
Dorm-Room-Bunk: C2C-0007-A

Columbia, South Carolina
July 6, 2018

{

r\_\. l\
// ¥ \ | / .
i TR T } o

k\Cile/ron Hes&\ JZA‘
AdministrativejAssistant

South Caroling Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road

P. O.Box 21787

Columbia, SC ©9221\-1787

(803) 896-3922 \\J

i
i

FAPSCY S ;
M e g &

'2.

5

JUL 09 2018

"0 ADMIN. LAW Goum-



[l

7 T LQL@Q?S
£
. WaR 14 208 iy Offce sz Oy 00 _?/
i wbBCius M Gould £P 5 20 grivanceNo, MOCIS-Eoerf o
&@%ﬁ% SR et LI Code: General
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@MSK‘-‘\J”’H‘ 3 :
SCDC NUMBER: ___ %4007 /i g OF CLestiicarny Policy
. . - - " ,;u_'_'q._’_ﬁ 1y 14.% "“-:D D. .H /
INSTITUTION: __fnedpuaatl CT Y - W@ i e e -
HOUSINGUNIT _ Q72-C—7A LA 2018 Date Received e

IGC Initials .= A
WORK ASSIGNMENT__1.29cdd /Do %ygvg% n Ja

INMATE'S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): e <.C Ve ot Coftectione,
ft‘.i;anc& o1 Srohion 16-1-60 tohen dealng with ey pvole. e\ieé;l).‘i;\Ly -
Mmgploced . The Proviwien og- - -0 avm | del.’nes tohat 1% Oeyis ) de red.

& velend arime ond dses  viod speals in relercoce 4o parole e licy: b, Uﬂ/.
tohen & Ccomigs o e ‘aeﬂ%enclng \'QcDg\iﬁzmen'f* dor whe O-E—LQﬁ%Q ot
T(c)ﬁtiai-,ir\c& i decard de Secdion Y4-43- 370 (t’)('z)(b)(l) dhe fradder 15
addiessed ander e Sdatedes ff""’"s“o”‘- 'lru(*%t’t’ Wiole dhen 1+ Cores Lo
Mg pérc\\e zzf;%_; b“l;ly Unenumerdted '\30(&‘“0?:\?\0 wnder  Secdion UU-S3~32p (<)

o éxQ\U\dEé. Sé’(\'\"e(’Ct’S o4\ mciﬂc}ajmf '26-11{5) )\ndﬂdé'&!”/ ﬁ");,jn'muw~ ’Z‘g_‘-/"SJ
. 4+ WRoeg dWdv 25 ¢rs o rrelfe Afroi havin

A e RS S B TR e (. Ye
fars \e ond cthar P"‘.U‘ \‘9‘%‘-5—5 a?PH’pc:L. R (A.JCL BT~ O

GGrievant Signature Date

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

I'have reviewed your concern. In your grievance you stated that SCDC is misplaced in its interpretation of Section 16-1-60. You further stated that SCDC
is denying your eligibility for parole as your sentence under Section 44-53-370 () (2) () (1) does nol deny you the same. The Warden responded to your
concemn on SCDC 10-5, Step | Inmate Grievance Form dated 2/27/18. You were convicted for violating SC Code of Laws 44-33-0370 (EY{(2)(B) (1),
offense Trafficking In Cocaine, SC Classified as No Parole and Violent, 7 years; 44-33-0370 (B) (1), offense Nlegal Drugs-Possession, 7 years; und 16-23-
0(030-0050-(A), offense Possession of Weapon, 5 years, SCOC is in compliance with SC Code of Laws in your inmate classification. [f you still do not
understand your classification, you are advised to speak to your classification caseworker. You have not shown that SCDC Stafthave performed their job
duties inappropriately.

Therclore, your gricvance is denicd.

Y ou may appeal this decision under the South Caroling Administrative Procedures Act to the South Caroling Administrative Law Count. In order to appeal,

you must complete the attached Notice of Appeal Form (Foan) and submit it as instructed on the Form within thicty (30) days of receipt.
/@giature v/ { / !}éte
peg

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-
cedure. [hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is the Agency’s final
response to this matter.

Grievant Signature Date IGC Signature Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCOC 10-5A (Navemdry 1597)



=11 ' T
. P\m SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT &~ CORRECTIONS ¢
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. ‘ Policy
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ACTION REQUESTED: ‘AH(J

ACTION TAXEN BY IGC: [[] PROCESSEDR [} UNPROCESSED {] OTHER

IGC Signature Date

{(CONTINUE DN REVERSE SIDE) . )
SCODC 10-5 {Rev. October 2013)



WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASON:

Q
g

Inmate Darius Gould 189007: <~ g
This is in response to MacD-0003-18 your concern has been reviewed.

You state that you need help being re-classified and being granted all privileges that

you are supposed to have. I have contacted Mrs, Bailey Classification Case Worker..She
stated you are sentenced to Trafficking Cocaine which under the State Statue 44-53-

0370 (e) (2) (b) (1), is Violent. Based upon the State Statue 16-1-60 your charge is

classified as a Non-parole offense, you are required to serve a Mandatory Sentence of

no less than 5 years, 11 months and 12 days of your 7 year sentence in which no part

can be suspended nor probation granted. This Is your Sth drug offense.

Based on this information your grievance denied. FER

Based on this information, I consider this matter denled. If not satisfied with my response,
see Step 5 below.

Cut T il 22219
7 ~—
Warden Signature Date

1 sccept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed.

I do not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal,

AP U - | 3-5-%0ly ML N slalig

Grievant Signature _ Date _ @ Signatufe Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP 1 GRIEYANCE FORM

i

™3

An iaformal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1 by sending an Inmate Request to Staff
Member {(RTSM) form or Kiosk reference number to the appropriate supervisor. A copy of the unswered
RTSM must be attached to the grievance when the grievance is filed. ,
Complete each section in its entirety writing only in the space provided for inmate use. No additiona) pages
will be permitted.

OCniy one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form.

Submit the completed form by placing it in the Grievance Box at your institution within eight (8) working
days of the date on the RTSM response; policy grievances can be filed at any time. Disciplinary and
Classification Review appeals must be submitted within five (5) werking days of the hearing/review., Do not
write in the space provided for the Warden's response.

If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible officiai
within five (5) days of your receipt of the Warden's decision, by placing your Step 2 appeal form In the
Gricvance Box at your institution,



Offender Management, System

Inmate Request

[Today's Date: 1/28/18 9:37

MName: GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL
1Booking #: SCB0045817

Permanent &; SCP0045817

Reference #: 17-757246

Date Requested: 1128/17 1506

Request Type: Classification

Requested By: Kiosk

Request Details: IF 24.13-100 IS UNCONSTITUTIONAL, WHY AM | CLASSIFIED NO PAROLE.'AND CAN { BE RE CLASSIFIED
BECAUSE OF THIS FACT. BECAUSE 24-13-100 CONFLICTS WITH THE OMNIBUS CRIME BILL WHENIT
COMES TO TRAFFICKING.

Officer:
Disposition Date: 1

1Jisposition: Complete

130117 10:51

Request Responses
Date

Author Note

T173CAT7 1052 .

£021448 Read the Stale Status you were sentenced under 44-53-0370E 28 1.

Inmate Request

Page 1 of 1
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ROAI200D sty

OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

Sy -

05/18/18

ROAI200M RECORD AUDIT APPLICATION Cu56427
OMROAUDA DISPLAY RECORD AUDIT

SCNCE: 189007
NAME.: GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL

b
AUDIT TYPE: 01 RECORDS AUDIT

AUDIT DATE: 07/11/17

<
Ly
o
Tt
~3
51

\TED

93]

¥Y: CRUM, AUDREY

RECORD AUDIT DISPLAYED...
CLEAR: SUMMARY

CURR STATUS.: INCARCERATED
CURR LOC....: MACDOUGALL
CURR CUSTODY: MR1B

CATE: 07/11/17

ENTER : DISPLAY NOTES PE3 t FORWARD
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CMTIT00M

CMTI700D

sCDCH > 189007

GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL

. OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

cCs
AE INCARC
NUM T X CONV OFFENSE YRS MO
_ ¥ S00001 2 N CRACK DISTRIB 006 00
Y00189007
C00002 3 N RESISTING OFF 004 00
C00001 2 N COCAINE DISTR 004 00

MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTER>...
PF4~MODCONV  PF6-NON-SCDC PRIORS

OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
COMMITMENT APPLICATION
COMPLETED SCDC PRIORS

05/22/18
C052640

CURR LOC: MACDOUGA

SCDC CLASSIFICATION..: VIOLENT
SENT SENT SENT CONV VIO
DYS DATE START PROJ COMP STAT IND

000 11/03/95 11/03/95 12/01/1998 COM N N

000 07/29/93 07/29/93 07/28/1997 ACT W N
000 06/16/92 06/16/92 06/16/1996 ACT N N

PAGE: 0001
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343 22 lueduay, vidy <L4; 4LULQ

e

DISIL00D scl JJOFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 05/22/18
DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM C052640

SCDE ID: 1839007 _ DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL

CURR LOC: MACDOUGALL

_OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT PURCHASED TV ¥
. SERIQUS MENTAL ILLNESS: N
QFFENSE . TYPE OFFENSE HEARING NET GT DHO OFF
CASE# DESCRIPTION ACTION DATE DATE LOST DECISION LVL

_ 00002 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI 12/10/95 01./09/36 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00001 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR,6 PR MINOR DI 12/10/95 01/09/96 00000 CONVICTED 3
*#*¥END OF LIST#*# :

PAGE 0001

SELECT A RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER> TO DISPLAY OR <PF04> TO MODIFY
Pr4-MODIFEY PF6-DISMISSED/NOT GUILTY PF11-QUIT PFLO~-MAIN MENU



CMTIL00D 5CY
OMCOMITA COMMITMENT APPLICATION
. _ CONVICTION SUMMARY

SCDCE > 185407

;OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

\

05/18718
C056427

CURR LOC: MACDOUGA

GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL SCDC CLASSIFICATION..: VIOLENT

QFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
INCARC SENT SENT
NUM CONVICTION OFFENSE YRS MO DYS DATE

__* S00005 TRAFFICKING IN COCAI 007 00 000 06/22/17 06/18/17 05/29/2023 ACT
500004 ILLEGAL DRUGS-POSSES 007 00 000 06/22/17 06/18/17 12/18/2020 ACT
500003 POSSESSION OF WEAPON 005 00 000 06/22/17 06/18/17 12/18/2019 ACT
500002 CRACK DISTRIBUTION 007 00 000 06/22/17 06/18/17 12/18/2020 ACT

MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTER>...
PE3-ADD PF4-MODIFY/REVOKE PFo-DISPLAY CONSEC

SENT COonNv
START PROJ COMP STAT

= -

ZZHEQH
ZZZLUO0

PES-DETAIN PF12~-SUMREPT
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12:22:20 Friday, July 06, 20}

CMTI200D S% OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTE!.

OMCOMITA COMMITMENT APPLICATION

SCDC #: 189007 INQUIRY cCur L~
GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL NONCONFORM &iF77: M TR

OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

CONVICTION NUM: S00005 INDICT NUM: 16-GS-2101437 Wir BIRGEEEAAEE E

_ DATE SENTENCED..: 06/22/2017 JUDGE LAST..: BROWN oD
" STATUTE: 44-53-0370(E) (2) (B) (1) CDR CODE.: 2359 (G~ [~ @ N
OFFENSE: 3545 TRAFFICKING IN COCAINE OFFENS,. N Y YL
CHARACT: F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 01 OFFENS:. o2 B
PLEA...: G GUILTY TYPE OF COU&™. ... 01 o
TYPE SENTENCE... : S8 ADULT-STRAIGHT SCDC JURIS . w. . 75/ ¢
TOTAL SENTENCE...: 007 00 000 MAND SERV R% oThE I f
INCARC SENTENCE..: 007 00 000 PAROLE FACT«. ....: 2~
PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 000 PAROLE SERV o 79G
HIP SENT.........: 000 0O 0OO ;
RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: : "
CONVICTION STATUS: AC ACTIVE SENT START : oA e 27
CONSECUTIVE IND..: N SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE Cl.. . '
DNA OFFENSE IND..: Y EEC ELIG: Y SCDC CLASST .
SEX REG: N PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: A CRUM

NO PAROLE: NO PAROLE CREATED BY.: L SNOW

PF8-NEXT CONVICTION PF9-DETAIN PF4-RF:

7/06/18
© 052640
S CDOUGA
COURT: N

1. 0400301



12:22:23 Friday, July 06, 201

CMTI200D S OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTi: ; i/06/18
OMCOMITA COMMITMENT APPLICATION 152640

SCDhC #: 189007 INQUIRY o : “DOUGA
GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL NONCONFOR! ! - _IRT: N
- OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

CONVICTION NUM: S00004 INDICT NUM: 16-GS-2101434 . o ~3100231
_DATE SENTENCED..: 06/22/2017 JUDGE LAST..: BROWN :

STATUTE : 44-53-0370(B) (1) CDR CODE.: 0183 GT. Do

OFFENSE: 3590 ILLEGAL DRUGS-POSSESS OFFENS AN I R

CHARACT : F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 01 OFFENSY co ;

PLEA...: G GUILTY TYPE QOF COQU~ : . "ISSIO

TYPE SENTENCE... : S ADULT-STRAIGHT SCDC JURIS Lo

TOTAL SENTENCE...: 007 00 000 MAND SERV ¥

INCARC SENTENCE..: 007 00 000 PAROLE FACT. : HEQ.

PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 000 PARCLE SERV SRR

HIP SENT......... : 000 00 000

RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: - o : 1000

CONVICTION STATUS: AC  ACTIVE SENT START : 2 . 'D:

CONSECUTIVE IND..: N SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE C' - o . .OLENT

DNA OFFENSE IND..: ¥ EEC ELIG: Y SCDC CLASS” . “"TOLENT

SEX REG: N PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: A CRUM /17

NO PAROLE: NOT APPLIC CREATED BY.: I SNOW e 06717

PFR-NEXT CONVICTION PF9-DETAIN PF4-R::



12:22:28 Friday, July 06, 2018

CMTI200D S OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYST: 2 2 7./96/18
OMCOMITA : COMMITMENT APPLICATION "h2640
SCDC #: 189007 INQUIRY Ui T DOUGA
GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL NONCONFORM . i ¢« JRT: N
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

CONVICTION NUM: S00003 TINDICT NUM: 16-GS8-2101433 ¥/ : . ~400091
DATE SENTENCED..: 06/22/2017 JUDGE LAST..: BROWN

STATUTE: 16-23-0030,;16-23-0050(A CDR CODE.: 2364 (V' HA.

OFFENSE: 5212 POSSESSION OF WEAPON OFFENC - 4

CHARACT: F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 01 OFFENSE. 1

PLEA...: G GUILTY TYPE OF CCI'? ‘1 ‘1SSI0
TYPE SENTENCE... : S8 ADULT-STRAIGHT SCDC JURIE 1 g

TOTAL SENTENCE...: 005 00 000 MAND SERV [* :

INCARC SENTENCE..: 005 00 000 PAROLE FACT- : ’ ' TEQ.
PROBATION SENT...: 000 00 000 PAROLE SER’ -

HIP SENT..... ....: 000 00 0OO

RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRED: - . - 73000
CONVICTION STATUS: AC ACTIVE SENT START : . ID:
CONSECUTIVE IND..: N SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE ' - LOLENT
DNA QOFFENSE IND..: Y EEC ELIG: Y SCDC CLAE. - . "' IOLENT
SEX REG: N PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: A CRUM : /17
NO PAROLE: NOT APPLIC CREATED BY.: L SNOW 26/17

PF8-NEXT CONVICTION PF9-DETAIN PF4-21.0 N



12:22:36 Friday, July 06,

CMTI200D %9, OFFENDER MANAGEMENT S¥Y:i7
OMCOMITA COMMITMENT APPLICATION

SCDC #: 189007 INQUIRY

GOULD, DARIUS MICHAEL NONCONFO ] -

OEFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
CONVICTION NUM: S00002 INDICT NUM: 16-GS-2101432
DATE SENTENCED..: 06/22/2017 JUDGE LAST..: BROWN

" STATUTE: 44-53-0375(B) (1) CDR CODE.: 3014
OFFENSE: 3558 CRACK DISTRIBUTION
CHARACT: F FACILITATION OF COUNTS: 01
PLEA...: G GUILTY TYPE
TYPE SENTENCE... : S8 ADULT-STRAIGHT SCDC
TOTAL SENTENCE...: 007 00 000 MAND SERV [
INCARC SENTENCE..: 007 0O 000 PAROLE FAC.:
PROBATICON SENT...: 000 00 000 PAROLE SE#"
HIP SENT......... : 000 00 00O
RESTITUTION REQMT: N AMT: .00 JAIL CRE: 7
CONVICTION STATUS: AC ACTIVE SENT STAL -
CONSECUTIVE IND..: N SPOUSE ABUSE: STATUTE
DNA OFFENSE IND..: ¥ EEC ELIG: Y SCDC CLAS:
SEX REG: N PRED OFF: N LAST UPDATE: A CRUM .
NO PAROLE: NOT APPLIC CREATED BY.: L SNOW

PE2-NEXT CONVICTION PFO9-DETAIN PF4-

7/06/18
7152640

v 1L DOUGA
M 7 7JRT: N

e T 7 04000092

17000

e oy,

{OLENT

I VUTOLENT
/17
S A6/17
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COUNTY OF (D Floren - . ; L
STATE Vs, ” ) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2016-GS-21-01437

_. Darius Michael Gould )  A/WH _2016A2120400301
AKA: . )  Dateof Offense: _5/25/2016
Race: . y SC.Code § :_44-53-0370(e)(2)(b)1
DOB: )  CDRCode#: _ 2359
Address: )
City,State, Zip: ) SENTENCE SHEET
DL#: SID#: )
*CDL Yes[] No[] CMV Yes[] No[] Hazmat Yes[] No[]
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was (] CONVICTED OF or XIPLEADS
TO: Drups / Trafficking in cocaine, 28 g or more, but less than 100 g - 1st offense { -254 89,000 )

A%
in violation of § 44-53-0370(e)(2)(b)! of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 2359
[J NON-VIOLENT VIOLENT [XJSERIOUS (JMOST SERIOUS ~ ["JMandatory GPS(CSC [1817-2545
w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)

The chargeis:  [X] As Indicted, {JLesser Included Offense, []Defendant Waives Preseatment to Grand Jury. {defendant's initials)
The plea is: DWith/ofgLNegotiations or Recommendation, (O] Negotiated Sente7ce, (X] _Recommendation by the State. “Zgg

[ AL q&w g : Q} ?1) }

{7 SC Bar# Defendant Attorney for Defendant ~SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the State Department of Corrections, [J County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of z dayslmonths@or (J underthe Youthful Offender Act not to exceed vears

and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with  probation for

months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parcle and Pardon Services standard conditions of

robation, which are incorporated by reference.
!.Dzl/a ONCURRENT or | [0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: /%// ,@f S L2
The Defendant is 1o be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code .~  § 24-13-40 1o be calculated and applied
by the State Department of Corrections. 78
(] The Defendant is to be placed on the Central RZistry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-135.
Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 15-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Pomestic
Violence ) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
(IRESTITUTION: [ Deferred (] Def. Waives Hearing [(Jordered  prUP
Total: 3 plus 20% fee: $
Payment Terms:
[T Set by SCDPPPS

days/hours Public Service Employment
Obtain GED | o
Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp. ReXN
May serve W/E begining O—2 2

— N

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseﬁ%%(% EX 0‘7
*Fine: 5 Random Drug/Alcohol testm&’f-o /'\90
§ 14-1-206 (Assessments [07.5 %) 5 Fine may be pd. in equal, consedigiveyydel mo@y
§ 14-1-21 1(AX(1) (Conv. Surcharge) 5100 5 1 U550 pmis. of $ beginm’%g (N OL
§ 14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) 100 "§ - . . (O >
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) 512 T3 5 _____ paidtoPublicD "fe‘%&r@&“
§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 3 Other: mTS "’Ug
?roviso 61.6 (Public Def/Probation) 3500 3 ¢ RN
j 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 A g \fD
j 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) 5150 [ s
3 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $
3 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) 540/ca  § [ Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,

3% 10 County  (if paid in installments) $ 72.55 Proviso 61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk

during probation and shall be collected before

"OTAL A Zr any other fees. - .
“lerk of Cotrt/ Deputy Cleg! \,,// L@Ul,é(,u presiding Judge L e

Judge Code:

. B/
-0urt Reporer: s {127 Sentence Date: §-22-79
CCA217 (07/2016)




N . { Ty S At WV UL UL URIVLIGAL DEISIUMNYS v
COUNTY OF +) Floreng ™ ;
STATE VS, ¥ ) INDICTMENT/CASE#:  2016-GS-21-01434
— Darius Michael Gould )  A/WH __2016A2120400231
AKA: )  Dateof Offense: _3/9/2016
Race: __Sex: Ag: M) sCCode § :_44-53-0370bX1)
DoB: & SS# ) CDRCode# 0133
Address: ) o )
City,State, Zup. :
DL¥: SIDE: 2 SENTENCE SHEET
“CDL Yes[] No[] CMV Yes[T] No[] Hazmat Yes[J] No[]
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was ) (J CONVICTED OF or KIPLEADS
TO: Drugs / MDP, Narcotic drugs in Sch. I(b) & (c), LSD, and Sched. II (Cocaine)- Ist offense / o-13 ] 25‘000)
in violation of § 44-53-0370(b)(1) of the 5.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0183
NON-VIOLENT [(J VIOLENT [JSERIOUS [JMOST SERIOUS [JMandatory GPS(CSC [1§17-2545
w/minor Ist or Lewd Act)
The charge is: As Indicted, [T Lesser Included Offense, [[JDefendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (defendant's initials)
Thepleaiss  [JWithout Negotiations or Recormncndation,/_\ [J Negotiated Sentence, & &ommendation by the State, 24 !
A E > : i . ¢ i ¥ i
Jepenin@]éhn C g’) 5C Bar# Defendant ffefney for Defendant SC Bar#
WHEREFORE, the Defendint is commited to the E]/sme Department of Corrections, (] County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of Z days/monr (] underthe Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of $  Plus costs and assessments as applicable®: the balance is suspended with  probation for

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

robetion, which are incorporated by reference.
pr‘_’ﬁﬂ NCURRENT orrp [J CONSECUTIVE 1o sentence on: /%/ 4 Zﬁéf/r S 22-77)
E}/'(T;hoe Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code 5" 24-13-40 to b calculated and applied
by the State Department of Corrections, %< % -
[] The Defendant is to be placed on the Centraj egistry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code §17-25-13s.

Pursuant {0 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is uniawiul for a person convicted of a viglation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic
Yialence ) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a {irearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
TIRESTITUTION: ] Deferred [7] Def. Waives Hearing (] Ordered PTUP
fotal:  § olus 20% fee: $
‘ayment Tems:

days/hours Public Service Eme‘[oyment
<(\

Obtain GED J ©
] Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp,, C}\~ %
— May serve W/E begining @ %\?:'\(@)
ecipient: Substance Abuse Counseling ‘af‘o }_5‘7 "\
2
Fine: 5 Random Drug/Alcohol testing @:\ Q % '9\’/
14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) 3 Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive %'gynﬂhlywo
[4-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) §100 "5 1 =000 pmts.of § ___ beginming ¢, A % 0‘3
14-1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) 5100 , .
56-5-2995 (DU Assr:ssmcm)g $12 g > paidio Public Defender ﬁ,&’@w =
56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) 25 73 Other: )
‘oviso 61.6 {Public DefProbetion) 5500 Y @
14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 $ AW
14-1-213 {Drug Count Surcharge) %150 s“ufz%é"%l
50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 5
56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea 3 (0 Appointed PD or appointed oiher counsel,
ato County (if paid in installments) $ £ Proviso 61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk
during probation and shall be collected before
YTAL $273. l S any other fees.
) M I \ s Presiding Judge f{i) -‘/%f
trk of Court/ Deputy Clerk /4 A 4 M e Judge Code: __ 2 %) 7
urt Reporter: i 02/ Sentence Date: a— 22— 7>

CA217 (07/2016)



IR S S M VANR WA USAVIVAL JIDIUNYS

COUNTY OF &) Floreng ™) ' (3

STATE Vs INDICTMENT/CASE#: __ 2016-GS-21-01433
o Darius Michael Gould ATWH:_2015A2110400091

A :-

)
)
)
)
) Date of Offense: _2/13/2015 ,
Sex: - Age ) sCCode § :_16-23-0030; 16-23-0050(A)
: )  CDRCode# _ 2364
s - ) ’
)
)

City,State,zip: B
DL# 4 SID
*CDL Yes[] No[J] CMV Yes[] No[] Hazmat Yes[] No[] '
In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was (] CONVICTED OF or XIPLEADS
TO: Weapons / Sale or delivery of pistol to, and possession by, certain persons unlawful, stolen pistol [ 0-5 V3000 )

N I rd

in violationof § 18-23-0030; 16-23-0050(A) of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 2364
NON-VIOLENT ™} VIOLENT [TJSERIOUS [JMOST SERIOUS (OMandatory GPS(CSC , [08§17-2545

w/minor 1st or Lewd Act) T8
The charge is: As Indicted, [JLesser Included Offense, [[JDefendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury. (defendant’s initials)

The plea is: [:]Withogt Negotiations or Recommendation, {J Negotiated Sentence, (X] Recommendation by the State, =54
AT? : g ¢

AN A S i N )T )
L/ " Jepeninfgd, John ) SC Bar# Defendan omey for Deféndant SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the @/ﬁ; Department of Corrections, [] County Detention Center,

for a determinate term of é days/months/,or [J underthe Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years
and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment

of ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for

SENTENCE SHEET

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

probation, which are incorporated by reference. ’ _
NCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: // AT

{*] The Defendant is to be given credit for time serv;i{pursuant 105.C. Code  § 24-1330 to be calculated and applied

3y the State Department of Corrections. ey

_} The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to 8.C. Code §17-25-135.

>ursuant to 18 U.8.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Domestic

/iolence ) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a firearm or ammunition,

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
_JRESTITUTION: [} Defesred [[] Def. Waives Hearing (] Ordered PTUP
otal:  § plus 20% fee: 5 days/hours Public Service Employment
‘ayment Terms; Obtain GED O o
J Set by SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp. (('\9]‘
— May serve W/E begining - C}}-\\-f‘{,\
eciptent: Substance Abuse Counseling LJQS)@%_.% 0‘7
Fine: 5 Random Drug/Alcohol testing ‘5}, G X A
14-1-206 (As t5 107.5 % ; ; ; ’%/
206 (Assessmen 5 %) 3 Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive wee%y/ﬁ%g%b]g, &
14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) S100 8 JODQS~  pms.of's beginning 5> o
14-1-311(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) 5100 "3 . . G A T o,
56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) 312, 3 b paid to Public Defender Fmd//)_qﬁ%. A~
56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) 525 7% Other: P
oviso 61.6 (Public DefProbation) $500 $ Q q@
[4-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) $25 AY R :
14-1-213 (Drug Coun Surcharge) $150 3
50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 3
56-5~2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea  § P (] Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,
%o County  (if paid in installments) 3 < 7Y Proviso 61.6 requires 3500 be paid to Clerk
- during probation and shall be collected before
JTAL 5 (24.7) any other fees.
P
Y . Presiding Judge 2) /M/Jzﬁ/—
irk of Court/ Deputy Cley} «_//d é g é ué(_j_g Judge Code: /2/'5’0 /
urt Reporter: / 27 : Sentence Date: &=22_ /7

CA217 (0772016)



r,,;.i - —— vfj?l\l WA SR VAL QLIDIUINS g:
Yo
INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2016-GS-21-01432

A/W#:  2015A2110400092
Date of Offense;  2/4/2015

)
)
)
)
) SCCode § :_44-53-0375(BY1)
)
)
)
)

COUNTY OF ) Floreng' ™y
STATE VS
’ Darius Michael Gould

AKA: ’

Race:
DOB:

CDR Code #: 3014

Address: |y

City,State,Zip: SNSRI L ‘

DLE: B ) SID#: SENTENCE SHEET

*CDL Yes(] No[J CMV Yes[] No[] Hazmat Yes[] No[]

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [J CONVICTED OF or XJPLEADS

TO: Drugs / manufacture, distribution, etc. of cocaine base, Ist  { ¢)='5 }25,0#0) ‘

in violationof § 44-53-0375(B)(1) ° of the 8.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR, Code # 3014

NON-VIOLENT [J VIOLENT [JSERIOUS [JMOST SERIOUS {(JMandatery GPS(CSC (J§17-2535
w/minor |st or Lewd Act)

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

ATYE%};%L_(_ q%—l& "/*‘

The plea is: Without Negotiations or Recommendation, (J Negotiated Sentcnz, X chdation by the State. T ¢

Okpertmger,kﬂ@ C SCBaré Defendant Attormey for Defendant SCB
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the State Department of Corrections, [] County Detention Center,
for a determinate term of Z days/month@r [0 under the Youthful Offender Act not to exceed years

and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided that upon the service of days/months/years and/or payment
of § » plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with  probation for

montjis/years and subject to South Carolina Departient of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
e

prgbation, which are incorporated by reference. _
NCURRENT or [0 CONSECUTIVE 1o sentence on: /%// ﬂ(ﬁéw' 7 5~ L2-4=Z

¥] The Defendant is to be given credit for time :;:;vcd pursuant to S.C. Code ¢ § 24-13240 to be caiculated and applied
by the State Department of Corrections. Cor S

[J The Defendant is to be placed on the Central egistry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code -§17-25-135.

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

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
[(JRESTITUTION: [T} Deferred (7 Der. Waives Hearing (JOrdered PTYP
Total: plus 20% fee: 3 days/hours Public Service Employment
°ayment Terms: Obtain GED 7 O
_1 Set by SCDPPPS Attend Vac, Rehab. or Job Corp. >N

May serve W/E begining 4QK@A

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling (Qgﬁj;% R
‘Fine: 5 Random Drug/Alcohol testi 5‘07/\
\ ; ne > )
j 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) ;) Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive l%\ :
j 14-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 5 {DC.OU pmits. of $ beginning C’CLG,, > )
| 14~1-211(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 3% . . <., A %
| 56-5-2995 (DUI Assessment) $12 5 S _—____ paidto Public Defender%xg.b'0 A
| 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) 525 T3 Other: O
Toviso 61.6 (Public Def/Probation) $500 3 Q C-‘ln

+ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) 825 3 25100 :

14-1-213 (Drug Count Surcharge) $150 S IAD.CO

50-21-] 14(BUI Breath Tast Fee) 550 $

56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) 340/ca § (0 Appointed PD or appointed other counsel,

3% 1o County (if paid in installments) 3 . 72¢ Proviso 61.6 requires $500 be paid to Clerk

_ during probation and shall be collected before

OTAL § 29% 7.8 any other fees. -
letk of Court/ Deputy (3/12;17 \/V (,J/é‘&‘g{jﬁ_ J}:‘;;::dgfdil:dge ,2 pLd '& T

durt Reporter: !wiiﬂﬂi Sentence Date: S~ 22— /7

SCA/217 (0712016)



COUNTY SUBMITTING FORM: 7

JATL TIME REPORT FOR SCDC TRANSFER
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE RECORDS OFFICE, PO BOX 21787, COLUMBIA, SC 29221-1187
OFTICE PHONE NUMBER: [803) 896-8531 TAX #: [803] 896-1217

PURSUANT TO SC STATUTE 24-13-40. . . In every case computing the time served by a prisoner,
full credit against the sentence shall be given for time served prior to trial and sentencing. . .

NAME: DETE OF BIRTH:
DARIUS MICHAEL GOULD I
SOCIAL SECURITYH RECE/SEX -
SIDR FBI#
ARREST WERRANT# OR RELERSE | RELEASE
DATE CHERGE TNOICTMERTS DATE REASON
Wit 201652120400301
06-22-17 DRUGS 06-26-17 scpe
I 2016-GS-21.01437
W#  2015A2110400081
06-22.17 WEAPONS 06-26-17 sCDBC
I 2016-G5-21-01433
S—
W#  201582110400092
06-22-17 DRUGS - 06-26-11 SCDC
1% 2016-GS-21-01432
W#  2016A2120400231
06-22-17 DRUGS 06-26-17 sCDC
¥ 2016-G5-21-01434
W#  201682120400301
05-25-16 PRIOR JAIL TIME 05-22-18 JOND
) i
W#  2015A2110400091
05-25-16 PRIOR JAIL 'TIME : 05-27-15 | . BOND
)
W#  201542110400092
05-25-16 PRIOR JAIL TIME : 05-21-16 BOND
e
W#  201682120400231
05-25-16 PRIOR JAIL TIVIE 7 05-21-16 BOND
{ APPROVED BY: 5GT. L PATTON DATE: 06-25-11

* REASON FOR RELEASE (1.E’ EXPLAIN IF TRANSFERRED TO ANOTHER COUNTY/CITY JAIL, OR IFf INMATE BONDED).
PLEASE SUBMIT THIS FORM AT THE TIME OF THE INMATE’S TRANSFER AND ADMISSION TO SCDC, HOWEVER, I
UNABLE TO DO 5O, PLEASE MAIL OR FAX TO THE ADDRESS OR NUMBER LISTED ABOVE.

FORM 1100

NAME:

RECEIVED

'E SIGNATURE:

INSTYITUTION/AGENCY:

TLORENCE COUNTY DENTENTION CENTER

DATE:




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

£
Docket No.: 18C0 92

+
Darius Gould = 189007

| . ,
Appellant Appellant’s Initial Brief

V.

South Carolina Department of

Corrections

Respondent

Nt e e M M e e S el e e Y

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the L\c{minis‘rraf‘ive Law Court (“ALC™)
pursuant o the appeal of Darius Gould ¢ nppe!!anf ’), an
mmai-e incarcerated in the Department of Corrections
(*scpe’.  Appellant filed 2 Step Cne Grievance on
olziminﬂ that SCDC was miscl.;SSEF)rinﬂ his sentence
Lor lra{-{-;cK«nc} in Cocatne pursuant tg $.C. Code Ann.
Heg =53~ 370 (e)€2)¢bI) as a no parole offense when in fact
he is entitled To parole eliaib?ilfj in accord to an uUnenum-
erated Sectiom of the statute’s provision. This grievance
was aneSTtﬁaTad and denied when it was determined that
Scbc had proper&jf classified the Appe,llanf s sentence
i accord 4o 5.C. Code Ann. 16-1-60 and based on his
AUmMerous dru3 convictions. Appallanf filed 2 SJcep Two
Grievance on 3.9.200¢ . This Grievance was also invest-
laafcd and denied. Appeliant Subsequexn+1j fited h:s
Notice of Appeal. Because‘APpeHanf,s Sentence has
been misclassified , +he final determination of the
Department should be reversed.

JURISDICTION

The Administrative Law Court’s J-ur(__sd;c‘&';on ToF)%BLE
1' v " ; i }u'"
MAY 17 2018

5C ADMIN. LAW COURT



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Darius Goutd ¥189007, ¥ Case No-Ti18co192
3
Appellant, 3
}
\_{” \
y CERTIFLCATE of SERVICE
Sauth Carclina Dgpartment of 3
Corrections, H
Re,spondc.nf, \

L he,re.b)r ce,rrf{)/ that L bavse this ‘7“‘:1&)' of mﬁ\{ ,2018
Served a copy cof the Appellanf’s Initial Brief, in the above-
c;api‘ionc:d action, with the Office of General Counsel b)/

depositing in the United States Mail via regafar mail, with

proper First—c¢lass postage affixed thersto.

Department of Corrections, SC
Qffice of General Gounsel
4444 Broad River Rd., Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221 -1737

61__ (4 T 199007

Darius Gould “189007
APPaHanf

Ridg@villa, South Carelina Fg LE«

MAY 17 2018
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT



Dear Appellant: 5/3/2018 Page 17

Below is information regarding your case which has been filed with the ALC. Please refer to the Rules of Procedure
(enclosed) for the time frames on filing briefs and other matters.

118C0192 189007 DARIUS GOULD MACD 003-18 |DOC 4/27/2018 5/4/2018 LENSKI

You must file all original documents and correspondence regarding this case directly with the above-named Judge and serve a copy on the
Dept. of General Counsel, S.C. Dept. of Corrections, PO Box 21787, Columbia, SC 29221.

SC ADMIN. LAW COURT



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

 Darius M. Gould 189007 , )
)
Appellant, )
)
Vs. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL
)
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) ,
) DOCKET NO -ALJ-04- - j
Respondent. ) GRIEVANCE NO.: NaeD 7 — G663~ z%‘/
) =
Notice is hereby given that D arus M. Gould 1§ 2007 does hereby
appeal the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Corrections dated 4 -5 - 18 and
receivedon_ 4 - 26 - (8 » a copy of which is attached. A general statement of the grounds for

appeal is (See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(AX(6)):
The Socuth Carolina Dcpart‘mer\‘l‘ of Corrections £5C¢DC) fails to

consider the ynenumerated paragraph of §.C. Code Ann. 44-53-370()
T J T

dealing with parole eligibility. If SCDC consider fthe Unenumer -
J 13 ~ [y

2ted paragraph it il come to their discovery that the paragraph
)] vy 4 vy t v} RBR

only excludes certain mandatory 25 year semtenmces for Traf?tcking
= 7 pos

Thereby allowing all other sentences tTo be freated as if (t were
= J

pargle eligible.
£ J

Darius ™. Gould 189007 y .;?/,‘m_,j (’_\ )\(‘/\
Appellant’s Name S\ig'x;e/d
Maaﬁougau Corr. Lnst.
151 Old Gilliard Rd. H4-27-1%
Mailing Address Dated

Ridgeville, SC 29472
City, State, Zip Code
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
[ hereby certify that I, (i~ Gav Id (your name), on the 27 _ day of !\M\ ,20 L8 in ?\\A%U E\,':\ \\Q (city),

South Carolina, served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States

Mail, postage paid, or in the mail room of the undersigned’s institution and addressed as follows:

Name of person/Agency served: Qu;c‘-"’ ok Qeneral Cornsge |
‘b\,?a‘-)v_em\ 6 Qalfeatronr §

5
Address: 444y Breod Qpver | o
City, State, Zip Code: Colwm ba  SC 29224 - )73’7 F g L ?jﬁ i
-.'i'560 Id @*\—)\A—\'d— | ‘ _\9
lP>ri?nlt ;our nar:e Sign y(;ur name APR 27 2018 \>\ Q'N

(See reverse side for instructions)
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT




-~ |

| ASOUTH ‘<AROLINA DEPARTMENT-OF-€O)

o

INMATE GRIEVANGE-FORM/ < /' i

i
49

S

&2

'i‘%ﬁ\ﬁ’ 14 2018 STEP 2 4/ Office Use O vopo3-/(8
\/Q/;' - Aacius M Goutd AR G 4 |20 Grievance No. MQUI>-erer T =
- H[&?ME OAME st Do Code: General

'SCDC NUMBER:

OF OLesqiFicaroy Policy
FEL¥paos  Disc. Hear, <

INSTITUTION: __fincounall CT. e o Heag—
: 8 Date Received 312 /¥
ING UNIT: -C7A ate Received _3
HOUS Ce IGC Initials [t

WORKASSIGNMENT:__ Lo /Do ¥BYpeC N

.

-~

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): The  =.C e Pt NI Celtectioyg
felianee 09 Secdion 16-1-60 tohen dedline w4+ y\u{ fx%ro)e, e'\;ov‘- bt"ii}/ '
Msplaced. The  provision of 16 160 o Iy delines twhot S Censi dered

A& Violend o0y'me odnd does et spec‘(\ﬁ W (e fercnce  de parcle eiccd.'
tehen i cemes ‘o wihe Sen#encém% (equimmen + for sle cblence of

T(e)i(it}w\'ngg in Accerd te 6@6—“0\’\V 44-53- 370 (e)(l)(b)(‘) e fadder 1S
O}de\(cssed wnded e =Yatudes ¥ (evision . -#u(‘H’\t’I/ Mofe  Gihemn 1+ Comes g
W‘\L‘ pé(ole é""h"l b;\{l\/ L»\()f('](/\vv'\‘?{(;i'\'éa \36(.:‘}%:3"6\\7% vndel  SechionN 44y-$3~320 (&
ot @xclnded Sentepces ot mandadesy 29 yrs, menddder minimaw Z2S s

o liL;/

!

s s © ¢ et 1295 4t 255 of peeie frore paving
faco e ond cther privloges apPled. Lles od  3-v-zoiw
Grievant Signature - Date

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

[ have reviewed your concern. In your grievance you stated that SCDC is misplaced in its interpretation of Section 16-1-60. You further stated that SCDC
is denying your eligibility for parole as your sentence under Section 44-53-370 (e) (2) (b) (1) does not deny you the same. The Warden responded to your
concern on SCDC 10-5, Step 1 Inmate Grievance Form dated 2/27/18. You were convicted for violating SC Code of Laws 44-53-0370 (EY@)yB) (),
offense Trafficking In Cocaine, SC Classitied as No Parole and Violent, 7 years: 44-53-0370 (B) (1), oftense Illegal Drugs-Possession, 7 years; and 16-23-
0030-0050-(A), offense Possession of Weapon, 5 years. SCDC is in compliance with SC Code of Laws in your inmate classification. If you still do not
understand your classitication, you are advised to speak to your classification caseworker. You have not shown that SCDC Staffhave pérfonned their job
duties inappropriately. .

Therefore, your grievance is denied.

You may appeal this decision under the South Carolina Administrative Procedures Act to the South Carolina Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal,
you must complete the attached Notice of Appeal Form (Form) and submit it as instructed on the Form within thirty O)dz of receipt.
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The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-
cedure. I hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is theAgency’s final
response to this matter. '
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Grievant Signature Date IGE@nm\ Q Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

—

SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)
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