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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Thomas J. Torrence, #094651 ')~ R ~
‘ ) Docket No. 10-ALJ-04-0637-AP.
Appellant, ) ' ' ‘
, ) |
VS. ) ORDER .
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) F l L E D
Respondent. ) - ~ March 2, 2012
.o ) . )
- B SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
- STATEMENT OF CASE ‘ ‘

* This- matter is before the Admmlstratlve Law Court (ALC or Court) pursuant to the :

appeal of Thomas J. Torrence (Appellant) an inmate incarcerated with the Department of

‘ "vCorrectlons (Department) In July 2003, Appellant filed a grievance with the Department

challenging the Department’s calculation of his pre-sentence Jall credlt Specrﬁcally, Appellant

- claimed that he was owed approximatély five years of pre -sentence jail credit for time he served. o

E After mvestlgatmg the matter, the Department determmed that Appellant was entitled to roughly
two hundred four (204) days of pre- -sentence _jall credit and awarded him that credit. Appellant

: recelved the Department’s final agency decision regardmg the matter on July 12, 2010. On July
28, 2010 Appeliant filed thrs appeal. Aﬁer a careful review of the record and the arguments .

’presented, the Court afﬁrmsthe demsron of the Department.

BACKGROUND

Appellant began servmg a sentence of twenty one (2 l) years for armed robbery on

| January 12, 1979. He was released onparole for that sentence on January 23, 1985. While on
parole, the Appellant was implicated in c'rime's committed in-Charleston an'd Lexington Counties. -
- Appellant was arrested on April 7; 1987 for two counts of murder, armed robbery, and .
kidnapping in Lexington County, South Carolina. On October 30; 1987, the~Appellant. was /
convicted in Charleston County, South-Carolina of Acceséory After the Fact of Murder and -
received a ten (10) year sentence. By Order dated January 27, 1988, the Parole Board revoked
Appellant s parole because of the October 1987 conviction and ordered the Appellant “to serve
the remainder of the original sentence imposed in the ﬁrst mstance; to run from the date of

commitment until the final date of expiration of the maximum sentence.” In May 25, 1.992,- a



Lexington County jury found the Appellant guilty of two counts of murder, one count of
burglary in the first degree, two counts of armed robbery, kidnapping, first degree burglary and
‘criminal conspiracy. The State Court Judge sentenced the Appellant to three life sentences on
the murder and burglary charges, such that the A‘ppellant would not be’elilgi/l\)le for parole for
thirty (30) years; t\Nenty-ﬁye (25) years each for two armed robbery convictions to be served
: ‘consecutively, and ﬁve (5) years for criminal conspiracy to be served consecutlvely
In May-2003, the. Appellant filed a grievance claimmg entitlement to jail time for the |
' | period from April 6, 1987 until his sentencmg on May 25, 1992 for the Lexington County :
charges.? After the Department conducted an audit, decision dated May 25, 2010 was issued
giving the Appellant 206 days of jail credit for time spent in jail from April 7, l‘98‘? to October
30 1987 The Appellant appeals this determmation | ‘ o
| STANDARD OFREVIEW =
The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the Southi
 Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The

Court’s appellate jurisdiction in inmate appeals is limited to state created liberty interests

typlcally 1nvolv1ng (1)« cases in which an inmate contends that prison ofﬁc1als have erroneously
calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; and (2) casés in which an

inmate has received punishment in a major disciplinary hearing as a result of a serious rule

" violation. 1d.?

' - When reviewing'the Department’s decisions in inmate grievance .matters, the Court sits in
an appellate capacity. Id. at 377; 527 S_.E.id at 754. Consequently, the review in inmate
grievance' cases is limited to the record presented. See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(4) (as ‘
amended by 2008 S.C. Act No.1334) (“The review must be conducted b’y_‘ the court and must be

! Appellant filed an action for Post Conviction Relief (PCR) in Lexington County Circuit Court (Circuit Court) in
1995 regarding the sentence start date. The Circuit Court denied PCR relief in December 2002 as the issue was not
. proper as a PCR matter. -

2 1t appears the Department did not initially handle the gnevance properly, and thus it allowed the Appellant to
refile his grievance. .

3 In Sullivan v. S.C. Dep’t of Corrections, 355 S.C. 437, 586 S.E.2d 124 (2003), the Supreme Court also
found that other conditions of confinement could potentially implicate a state created liberty interest. However,
those interests are “generally limited to freedom from restraint which. . . imposes atypical and significant hardship
on the inmate in relation to the ordinary incidents of prison life.” Id. at 442, 586 S.E.2d at 126 (guotmg
Sandin v. Conner, 515 U.S. 472 484 (1995)).- .
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confined to the record . . .”); see also S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-600(E) (as amended by 2008 S.C.
Act No. 334) (directing administrative law judges to conduct appellate review in the same
manner prescribed in § 1-23-380). An Adrninistrative Law Judge may.not substitute his
judgment for that of an agency “as to the weight of the evidence on questions of fact.” S.C.
Code Ann. §‘ ]-23-3‘80(5') (as amended by 2008 S.C. Act No. 334). Furthermore, an
Administrative Law Judge may not reverse or nrodify an agency’s decision unless.substant‘ial
rights of the appellant have been prejudieed because the decision is clearly erroneous in view of
the substantial evrdence on the whole record arbitrary or affected by an error of law. See
Sectron 1-23- 380(5) see also Mar:etta Garage, Inc. v. S.C. Dep’t of Pub. Safety, 337 S.C. 133,
522 S.E.2d 605 (Ct. App. 1999); S.C. Dep’t of Labor, Licensing and Regulation v. Girgis, 332
S.C. 162 503 S.E.2d 490 (Ct. App. ]998) | |

DISCUSSION

Appellant contends that the Department erred by not granting him jail credit for the =

period of time when he was arrested for the crimes in Lexington County in April 1987 until his
sentencing for those crimes in May 1992. ‘ '
SC. Code Ann. § 24-13-40 (2007), provrdes in pertinent part that:

In every case in computing the time served by a prisoner, full credit against the
sentence shall be given for time served prior to trial and sentencing. Provided,
however, that credit for time served prior to trial and sentencing shall not be
given: ... (2) when the prisoner is serving a sentence for one offense and is
awaiting trial and sentence for a second offense in which case he shall not

~  receive credit for time served prior to trial in a reductlon of his sentence for
the second offense.

(emphasis added)

The South Carolina Couit of Appeals stated in State v. Bogg 388 S.C. 597, 696 S.E. 2d
597 (SC App. 2010) that Section 24-13-40 mandates prisoners receive credit for the time served
prior to trial unless one of two exceptions exist with one of the exceptions being the prisoner is
already serving a sentence on a different offense. Importantly, “[o]ur supreme court has defined
‘time seﬁed,’ as it is used in section 24-13-40, as ‘the time during which a defendant is in pre-
trial confinement and charged with the offense for which he is sentenced (so long as he is not
serving time for a prior conviction).”” State v. Higgins, 357 S.C. 382, 384, 593 S.E.2d 180, 181
(Ct. App. 2004) (quoting Blakeney v. State, 339 S.C. 86, 88, 529 S.E.2d 9, 10-11 (2000))

(emphasis in original).



In the present action, Appellant was arrested for the Lexington County murders on April
6, 1987. Appellant Was sentenced to ten years for a crime in Charleston County on October 30,
1987. Because the Appellant started serving his ten year sentence for Accessery After the Fact
~on October 30', 1987, the Appellant is not entitled to jail time served for the period from October
30; 1987 to May 25, 1992. It is undisputed that Appellant began serving his Charleston County
sentence on October 30, 1987. In addition, the Appellant’s parole was reveked on January 27,
1988, and the Appellant was ordered “to serve the remainder of the original eentence imposed in
the first instance; to run from the date of commitment until the final date of expiration of the
maximum sentence.,” Therefore,'under Section 24;1 3-40, Appellant stopped accumulating pre-

sentence jail credit on October 30, 1987,

|  CONCLUSION . A
The Department has given Appellant jail time credit for the period between his arrest for

murder burglary, kldnappmg and conspiracy in Lexington County on Aprll 6, 1987 and his
sentencmg for accessory aﬁer the fact in Charleston County on October 30 1987. The Appellant .
was serving a sentence for accessery after the fact beginning October 30, 1987‘whlle the
A'Appellant was awaiting trial :on mult.iple charges 4in Lexington_C_ounty. It does not appear that
Appellant was entitled to any ad'ditlonal pre-sentence jail credit. In this case, the Department ‘
~ awarded Appellant over six months of pre -sentence jail credit. Accordmgly, the Court. ﬁnds

Appellant ] appeal to.be w1thout merit. -

B . ‘ORDER |

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Department’s dCClSlOI'l is AFFIRMED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED . ‘ : I '
Ralph King Anderson, IIT "
Administrative Law -Judge -

March 2, 2012
Columbia, South Carolina
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- point Delgado was representing appellant as appointed counsel.
Delgado had earlier left the case because of appellant's inability
to pay his fee. Dale DuTremble then'represented appellant until he

became a United States Attorney. Delgado was then appointed to
. : . : { .
‘represent appellant.

| At this September 3, 1991 hearing, appellant's appéinted‘
counsel,‘Delgado, moved to be relieved on the following articulated
basis: he had "three other death penalty cases, one of whiph is
going to trial in Riéhland County on October 7, [and] I am counsel
on two 6thers, both which are in the appéllaté stages." ROA p. 32, .
lines 12-16. Delgédo_concluded, "I havé-nbt,had'the time to be
able to dQ for Tom what he deserves." ROA p. 33, lines 6-7. 'Judde
Eppes relieved Delgado as appellant's attorney.® ROA p. 35, lines‘ E
6-12. - | o

Appellant, pro se, argued his motion ﬁd dismiss for the lbng
delay based ppoﬁ the Sixth Amendment to the United States
Constitution and the South Carolina Constitution.  ROA p. 5, 1ineév
18-24. Appellant, reading from his motion, told the judge, "in
February of 1988, defendant was moved -from Central Correqtional'
inStitution to LexihQﬁbn County Jail‘fof the purpose of trial by

motion of the defendant's attorney and consent of the solicitor and

trial transcript. The September 3, 1991 hearing is referred to as
"Supp. Tr." ' o

¢ Robert Theo Williams and William Rast were later appointed
to represent appellant. The fact they requested a 1limited
continuance at that late point, almost five years after appellant's
arrest, and after Judge Eppes' ruling that appellant was not
deprived of a speedy trial, is irrelevant. Judge Eppes' order, as
will be seen infra, is the law of the case.

2495 q
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‘the administrative judge."

‘following:

In May of 1988, defendant was returned to CCI,
and one codefendant .[Michael Torrence] was
tried. In June of 1988, the other codefendant
[Donna Torrence] was allowed to plead gullty
to reduced charges. '

4‘Also, in June 'of 1988, defendant's attorney

wrote the solicitor requestingea,disposition"

'of charges, thereby  asserting defendant's

right to trial.® That's Exhibit B. Supp. Roa

p. 44.

In ‘August of 1989, defendant wrote attorney

'Lrequestlng contact with solicitor's office to

- wrote presiding judge Trequesting a speedy -

reiterate plea of not gullty, again assertlng“'

right to trial.® See Exhibit C and C-1. Supp.
Roa p. 46-47.. _ o , R

In June of 1991, defendahtaappeared in court

for .a hearing requested by attorney to

withdraw as counsel.. Defendant previously

' trial, among other -requests. Trial judge said
- motion was not in proper form. That's Exhibit

" D. Defendant has letter from South Carolina

Circuit Court Administration stating defendant

. N ’

6th of this week -- five months has caused

defendant to- suffer extreme anxiety and -

prejudice; limited his possibility of defense,

suffered severance of family and - social

. contacts; limited possibility of impairing
.defense,; limited ability to  confer with

potential defense witnesses or even keep track-

5 In

Dale Dutremble,
a year and would like to dlspose of it by plea or trial.

44.

could make motion in writing. That's Exhibit
An unquestionably substantial delay qf,four
years and five months -- that will be on the:

Appellant then'told the judge the

this letter, dated Juﬁe 10, 1988,'appellant's attorney,

told the solicitor "I have had this case for over

¢ This 1ettef actually is dated July 13, 1989. This is the

said he had no intention of ever pleading guilty.

10 : |
ag96  \O

' same letter in which appellant stated his plea was not guilty and




of them, impaired memory and willingness of
witnesses to testify for defense; loss of
opportunity for concurrent sentence . .. .

RdA p. 6, line 18 - p. 8, line 16. (emphasis added).

Appellant.told the judge that his first attorney [Delgadoj
withdrew because his parents were having problems paying his fee.
ROA p. 8, lines 17-25. Appellant said his neXt attorhey, Dale
‘Dutremble,IWas assigned to represent him but then went to work asg
a U.S. attorney. - Delgado was thens reappointed to repreSent
-appellant "because he was familiar with the case." ROA p. 9, lines
1-8. | ‘- o |

'Appellant,epparently was served with a Notice of Intent to
Seek the Death'Pena;ty just befo;e this September 3, 1991 hearing.
ROA p. 3,Vline8'9~16,‘ In e colloquf with the.judge that»spans'o#er'

seventeen pages of the transcript, appellant discussed the case law

.sufroundinq the constitutional righp to a speedy trial. ROA p. 9
line 10 - p. 26, line 4. . | o . |
The solicitor then told the'judgevtpat appellant and his:
brother were charged: with tﬁo murdefs, kidnapping, and other
related charges. ROA p. 27, lines 1-4. He said, "l[wle had -

intended, in the middle of 1988, to try both defendants together,

and that's,ygggAﬁe wanted ;6 do. But, you know, the Supreme Court .
has said very clearly that the state should not try two people a;i
'one time now when both of them are facing the death penalty. 'séé
that was the problem back in 88 . . ." ROA p. 35, .lines 14-20;;

The solicitor added:

We tried the brother, Mike Torrence, in 1988,
and the jury returned a death penalty verdict.

2497 |\




That case had several novel issues in death
penalty law in South Carolina which would
apply to this case. So it was the feelings of
the parties involved that there's no use to go
ahead into the case against Tom Torrence
without some guidance on the case with the
‘Supreme Court on Michael Torrence.:

'ROA p. 27, line 22 - p. 28, line 4.
The solicitor urged that there were some negotiations
regarding a possible "thirty year life" sentence "that didn't pan

out." ROA p.'ze, lines 5-22. The solicitor also cited the "legal

technicalities" involved in the Michael Torrence case and the fact

that "Mr. Delgado was going to make a motion to be relieved of
counsel in this case for Thomas . Torrence" as explanations for the

delay. ROA p. 29, lines 14-17.

The solicitor then mentioned that, at a hearing before Judge

'Baggett, appellant said he "wanted Judge Baggett removed from the
‘case because he had appointed two lawyers ‘at two different times -

by judges of the eleventh judicial circuit, both of which, in his

opinion, were ineffective and not"conduciVe té.the'be;terment of
:his case.'™ This Qas in June of 1991. Addendum to Supp. ﬁoa; P.
12. The solicitor said Judge Béggett told appellant to bring‘the
matter to this Court's attention. The\soliéitor added that this
Court then-instructed that "this maéter be brought back down or the

Circuit Court level to iron out the attorney conflict." ROA p. 30,

\

lines 4-8.

Résponding to the solicitor's remarks, appellant said "I just
want to‘point out that my brother Michael and I are two separate

individuals. Now, what the Supreme Court is doing on his case has

12 ~"\3\
2498 |




" not in traffic cases where a Uniform Traffic Ticket is used. The checklist should be attached to every arrest war

“hearing and was turnished a Request for Preliminary Hearing Form (SCCA PH-1).
. Yes. No_

- 8. Date of first appearance ____ ;( - = I 7

CHECKLIST FOR MAGISTRATES AND MUNICIPAL JUDGES TO BE USED IN CRIMINAL CASES IN WH|c
’ ARREST WARRANT HAS BEEN ISSUED (lNCLUDING TRAFFIC CASES) 1

The checklist is to be used in all criminal cases on which action is taken pursuant to an arrest warrant (mcludrng
cases), whether triable in Municipal, Magistrate or General Sessions Court. The checklist should be used in comp
with the Orders of the Chief Justice. The checklist should be used only in those cases where an arrest warrant is i

the time of the.bail proceeding or first appearance of the defendant before a magistrate or municipal judge.

The checklist should be retained in n the office of the 1udge for three (3) years, at the end of which time it may be detac'
from the warrant, and drsposed of. It shouid be transmitted to the Clerk of Coutt in cases for trial in the circuit coyfl

should be pAnsmitied-te~ttre Clerk of Court in appeals. 74
4 /VZ:S .County é)&, /V7 "/ Warrant No(s).
A/ C é{ Ottense(s) '%{& OCr~

—

\

|. BOND PROCEEDING AND CONDITIONS OF BOND (For Non- Batlable Offenses, Proceed to Section Il)

1. Date of bond proceedmg - <
2. Was the defendant informed in person by the judge that he would be ordered released pendrng trial on his owf own

recognizance without surety in the amount specified by the court, unless the court determined in its discretion tha
such a release would not reasonably assure the appearanoe of the defendant as requtred or unreasonable dange

1o the community would result? Yes _ No B
3. In determining the conditions of release did the court take into account: the nature and circumstances of- the crim ‘-;
charged, the defendant’s family ties, employment, financial resources, character and mental condition, the teng“'
of his residence in the community, his record of convictions, and any record of flight to avoid prosecutton. or tarlure
to appear at other court proceedings? Yes. No

4. Which Bail Proceeding form was used? Foom 1 ________ Form 2

5. The defendant was informed that he must appear at

[date of trial or appearance-‘

(place of trial or appearance] on ' - 19
6. In cases within the trial jurisdiction of the circuit court, the defendant was mtormed orally of his right to a preliminan]
hearing. Yes___ No i

7. th cases within the trial jurisdiction of the circuit court, the detendant was mtorrned in wnttng of his right wva prehmmary

Il. FIRST APPEARANCE OF DEFENDANT FOR NON-BAILABLE OFFENSES

9.In cases within }h}pet jurisdiction of the crrcurt court, the defendant was intormed orally of hisrightto a prelnmrnaq

hearing. Yes,
10. In ca)se;evg\l\m the trial |unsdict|on of the circult court, the defendant was informed in wntrng of his nght to
No ;

prelimina aring and was furnished a Request for Preliminary Hearing Form (SCCA PH-1).
Yes.

Hl. RIGHTS OF THE DEFENDANT ' ~

11. The Defepdant was informed that he has a right to a trial by jury, as provided in the Sixth Amendment toth7
United Stgse§ Constitution, and Article |, Section 14 ot the South Carolina Constitution.

Yes No 4 , ‘
12.The Defengant was informed that pursuant to the th Amendment to the United States Constitution, he has th1 ‘

right to remdin silent, and that anything he says can be used against him in a court of law. L i

Yes. No
13. The Defendant was rntormed that he has the right to talk to a lawy/eran/d have a |awyer present at.any time dunn’

interrogatizn or questioning by law enforcement officers. Yes
’ ﬁ‘ ,“'v

)

| ‘ M/ '_:_,
2607 \3 Lex. Co. C.C.C.E.5 C ;ﬁ
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" following defendant: P e e B SRt et s e e S —
: 788792 e
M&L—Ag ‘Rdeﬂsg Address‘g \‘ N W
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ‘fh
one

":J #E . E ‘ County . : '
on the day of J ,19 f 7 L lXI‘N.GTON Municipality (Circle one) J\f R “ 5 4O Y.\ Y
) T Scaase e — ~ THESTATE o

rCement Officer ) : ' ; Address; -

Signature of Constable or Law En' - against

This warrant is certified for servier . In THOMAS JOHN 'TORREﬁCE o ‘ _ ——
- Cou sty (Circle - : : Name ,
-mcinality one) N L : : . , : g
Address: 16 '2' Acacia St. Address ol
The accused Is tg /e arrested am 2d bfougm beld(e me N’
to be dealt with“according to law. . Charleston, § C Phone .
' Phone : __SSN___ Name o ;
§ - (Ls. . . m [ 2 LI
Signatyfe of Judge . Sex_ M\ Race_\A)__Height -5 /0 Weight /7D Address > e B
- S = i,
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' ) B '/ , . ) - hedd» ] o5 P o
Y 7k, 2 w8l - -- PRy =
q . : . ‘ 19.C _ — ' Address =
th__— IR ) 4 ’A Y00 Code (or Ordinance) § ‘ : ‘

Attorney {gs Defendant

Date of Offense ___2—11-87

Date of Disposition

Disposition

Sentence

Co-Defendants
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FIRST APPEARANCE HEARING

Date | 4/ 6 1986

Nature of charges:

1. Do you understand charges and penalties? era::,

‘\

2. You have right to remain liient, sand that

4

[
-

—-r
anything you say can be used against you

court of law. yes, : ’

Hmo [y

3. 'You have the right fo talk to a Lavyer and.
heve a Lewyer present during xntertogation o&g
queetxonxng by Law Enforcement Offxcere. 744

4. fIf you would lxke to be represented by a Lavyer
and cannot afford one, a Lawyer w111 be appoxn;ed
to represent yop..\1CQ |

'5. You have a right to a E:eliniqery Hearing?

Yes _::T

6. You bnve a r;ght to bail hear;ng before a Circuit

(And wvas given a forn)

Court Judge. You may ‘wish to consult vith.a
Lavyer before this hearing.

7. Do you request a bail to beAnet'in your case!?

YASE

Administrative Judge
for llth Judicial Circuit
Public Defender
Defendant's Attorney (if
any)
‘Solicitor's Office
Clerk of Court

lS A TRU"

l\l\l\l\ N\

No

Yes_!(:e

Aol *Mw%—&ﬁw

COl

e

2
w-/.u- /4>
Lex. Co. C. CC.R

2659

'-—L.‘__.M“
» C.Sj
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ST%;F OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT FOR .
| )
COUNTY OF _charlesran ) ACCESSORY AFTER THE FACT OF MURDER
At a Court of General Se'ssions, convened on ) - '
‘the Grand Jurors of _ Charleston County present upon their oath:

That Thomas Torrence did in Chérleston Counﬁy on or about the 28th day of
March.1987, knowing that Michael R. Torrence had murdered Cynthia Williams,
did-assistfhim after the fact by disposing'of the body all in an'atteﬁpt to aid,

him in escaping punishment.

Charles Molony Cor’ } ’ é



i \ .
Form16 , ) o A }
 Form Approved by | . ' L e : g’
; 8.C. Attorney General -
. Section 17-13.180 )
N MaICh 15, 1978

' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -
f ‘ ARREST WARRANT

COUNTY OF Charleston

%:' TO ANY LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER OF THIS STATE OR COUNTY OR OF THE MUNICIPALITY OF
Charleceton , AND ANY CONSTABLE OF THIS MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT: -

"It appearing from the attached affidavit that there are reasonable grounds to beheve that {name of defendant]:

.Thomas John Torrence SCSID# 00121646

1

K3

4 did on the 30 day of __QOCHODC/ ‘ 19 87
; vxolate the cnmmal laws of the State of South Carohna as set forth below:

DESCRIPTION OF OFFENSE !
Violation of parole pursuant to Section 24 21-680. -

Now therefore yoq are empowered and directed to arrest the said defendant and bring Thomas John Torrence
: i before me forthwith to be dealt with according to law.
A copy of this Arrest Wan-ant shall be dehvered to the defendant at the time of ita executwn, or as soon thereafter as is practlcable

Done at Charleston - _ ,3.C. this 0 : - — day

. '(X#Oh@f" _ 19_az N o
f" Y Al Ve (L.S.).
Slgnature of Probation and Parole Agent
"Karyn F. Malloy -
:? ’ . - - X ' ' ' ' K . ‘ - ‘ . . ) ' . ’ - ,-—.ﬂ‘ Tf “'\‘..‘ ' -. :,‘ ".‘x .
: - o - I A .
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA -~ . BT j
: | ' S AFFIDAVIT%- L o8
;COUNTY OF _Charleston : o - . LT A . s
Pereonally appeared before me, one Karyn F. Malloy i : ' ' : ‘A\I% s Q“\C
w g, nfiar;t beut_ig dul ’I% erv;'_oenﬁ,c daeposes and eaye that [name of defendant] -, | . .~ - Ce\'\“a\ RQCU
dxd wrthm this County and State on the 20 day of OCbbG/‘ , 19 87 ‘;, violate
the criminal lawe of the State of South Carolina in the followmg partlculars : ) ,
OF OFFENSE

N

PESC P’EIO%
arole v-olation concurrent to. Section.2 80 in- that the parolee herein_-na.med has

violation the conditio
and Commuhit 1
above named parolee on_the 23 day.of January 1985.

i The Affiant states that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant named above d1d commit the cnme(s) get forth and that -

“guich probable cause is based on the followmg facts: -
.Failure to refrain from carrying a concealed weapon during the period of his parole. Failure

‘to pay supervision fee. (Subject owes 3$120.00). By Failure to refrain from the violation of .
any state, federal, or municipal law. Oﬂ oober 30, (C}Q)

AP ESIon Conly  Gea®7a] chSS/a)S (AL
Such actions constituté. vioIation of conditions 8, 10, and 12 of his. original parole agreement.

Swom to and Subecnbed before me /
</ Q//

th]g .c~~ﬂ/ B day of , 19 /g‘)//l . }/ / / /'lf. o «':I:A-' .-

2 7 /r - / - ‘ Choloprl, LAl

! // //'/[//%’ AL /l 2% N A AL (LS) " Karyn F. Malloy [ Affiant !

1 ngneture of Notary Pubhc Address - PQ Rox 2277 .
My Commission Expires [QQ( Z‘ gog Charleston, S.C. 29403

Phone 724-6700

(Form Continues on Back) \ \—v
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. TQ THE CLERK OF COURT FCR
OTHER CONDIT IONS. W M V%l/ 3 Q

' *COST'QNDaﬁ§SESSﬁENTS.

- ) . R o

s RO R ST B
‘ } fotn Ll
JSTATE OF SUUTH CARCL INA ) N THE COURT OF .jNERQL SESSIONS
COUNTY OF LEXINGTON ) :
5/7 oo ) ARRAIGNMERNT
[NOW -Gs-3a-__ /) &8 ) : 47
/ < ) ;
‘Q. W. 8 [ﬁj 7f{ :‘_),( )
.w‘"'“’“' ‘
THE DEFENDANT. : T T IS PUT TO THE
BAR AND ARRAIGNED, AND-UPON HIS/HER ARRAIGNMENT PLEADS GUILTY AS CHARGED.
ATTEST: ‘ e ‘
JOMN A, BEARDEN, CLERK OF COURT ~ DEFENDANT
LEXINGTON COUNTY : : o DATE 'SIGNED

»/,,ZL \4/42/Z€éa «s S E.@ T é’N cE cre

THE DEFENDANT ; 4, AR ‘C}%ﬁJ{ A K)Q )Z/Cge(/ 1S COMMITTED

DF CORRECTIONS

T0 THE bTQTE DE“T

o i Sl iane o ma ‘“"“ S——— ‘ '/”' —,
o Fem—— )e. T 3 SPY/ 7R <
: ) . I
_ [ Pl ] A e L M §
_aesaag%fizz | e~ e e ,
YES /N0 /244;7;f¢k4%2rzru // PROPERY] Dﬂmgéc s / .
' TO BE PAID_ - i _

S i
f/q_

DATE \z/)’\«&-tgjl/ /9702

069 STDING /JuDG
NON-=WAIVA ,

NON= E . s ~
'NOT WAIVED s | . <:2§%éi /;/

§£Z? 77 /JDHN AT BEARDEN, CLERK ' T
-  LEXINGTON CO NTY,,(:()

J ,/M;% ‘g

»+PAY’ TO VICTIM'S COMPENSATICN FUND IF SUBROG1§?5‘
qﬁ% > GOLD (DEFENDANT)

TOTAL ' 3

DATE S -y 50
Vi

WHITE(CLERK QOF CQURT) YELLOW(JAIL)



r WM?

| TO THE CLERK OF CDURT FOR S

- OTHER CDN?ITIONS

A a i ..,.';;-vﬂ‘:ab\
L

70 BE. PAID

NOT WAIVED. s

SN N Y I S

i%éﬁL%?@SFsEEITNE$SSLlNQ ;; 'IN.THE COURT OF L éERQL SESSIONS

tnow I —cs-aa- ,/5é§;2, : ARRAITGNMENT o
Cawn_O TS
b THé_“EFEmﬁﬁmf%—*'**"" — ; 4 “;” ;;’”ﬂﬂ;ﬂ,ﬁ M?E-EQT'fo e

e o

S—

° BAR AND QRRQIGNED AND URON: "HTS7HER ARRAIGNMENT PLEADS GUILTY AS CHARGED.

;- e e
 ATTEST: -7

. . ./"’/

JOHN A. BERRDEN, CLERK OF COURT = - DEFENDANT

LEXINGTDN CDUNTY - DATE SIGNED

THE - DEF:NDQNT 7{2L/Y2? /f%L/Cﬁ (,JQQM‘”L //"(‘ ' [S-COMHITTED

TD THE TQTE DEDT OF CORRECTIDNS/m FOR A TERM Ong— “YEQRS -ﬁ'

RESTITUTION - FOR PHYSICAL INJURY s _

YES /. NO ' " PROPERTY DAMAGE s

DQTEM ,25—/772,
*COST QNDé?SS:SzﬁEN:
NON-WATVARLE $

£ 4/ AN Y

éi& — JOHN A, CLERK oséébuaT &

TqT.nL B e L!/T ) /LE<INGTO UC COPY L

«+PAY TO VICTIM'S COMPENSATION FUND IF SUBROGQTED;

7

aﬁ' - DATE C-28-92

WHITE(CLERK OF COURT) YELLOW (JARIL) FPINK{PROBATION) GOL.D(DE ‘:NDQNT)

[T



TE. OF SUUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF G }ER SESSIONS
NTY OF 'LEXINGTON : . .

? INDg.§ 2 —Gs—za—_J/§LCQ:5J

ARRRAIGNMEN T

TS=PETT0" THE

| THE -BEFENDANT —

AR

'BAR AND ARRAIGNED, AND UPON

4
v ATTEST:

"JOHN A. BERRDEN, CLERK OF COURT ) DEFENDANT
ﬁ LEXINGTDN COUNTY ' " DATE SIGNED

ﬁﬂé&k?y ﬁégiééézféa/ffﬁ S ENT t.N CE ees

rTHE‘DEF_NDQNT \,/%%Z%fTQ? szjé/i k~/2f4 16/%5624.,a s CDMMITTéD.

OF CORRECTrbNS/COUNTY FOR Q TERM OF MONTHS/YEARS

\ .

¢
‘4
Z
4
R4
%
3
x
-

O THE"STQTEfDEDT.

AND/BOR TO PRY R FINE DF $ . ; PROVIDED .UPON THE SERVICE OF

MONTHS/YEARS AND /OR PAYMENT OF 3 PLUS PAY/WAIVE COST AND

" ASSESSMENTS AS APFLICABLE«, THE BALANCE IS - SUSPENDED WITH. PROBATION FOR

MONTHS / YERRS.

RESTITUTION - . " . FOR PHYSICAL INJURY $_

PROPERTY DAMAGE $

.YES / NO

TO BE PARID

' TO THE CLERK OF COURT FOR _ [;/
" OTHER CONDITIONS -:;ZZ//1:7,A:ﬁZIZ;Vx/(ZL4A-c/<_, é(:éZZZ%%f41i<
. /:szfzzéﬁ// ,221;151‘ /£221¢ﬂ>c«/ /:lﬂL/1~ng_,“ﬁz%équk/a%”'

/

\

oare 5/R5To L

*COST AND ASSESSMENTS

’.NON—NQIUQBLE $ : _ . |
B : \~l%;/ﬁ 4/;K/A(f2<ééydézza7( i L

' NOT WAIVED $
| /JOHN A. BERRDEN, CLERK OF @
Y LEXINGTON COUNTY

PRE=IDING JubDGe

 TATAL S

=+PAY T0 VICTIM'S COMPENSATION FUND IF SUBROGATED.

k\x&g | oae S25-72 %;:

YELLOW (JAIL) PINK (PROBADREY

WHITE(CLERK OF COURT)
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f<fTaT¢ OF SUUTH CAROL'INA

'BAR AND QRRQIGNED AND UPON. HIS/HER_EEBELBNME :

- THE DEFENDANT_ -Q:Q;//'

DATE /%77°ﬁ/z;2:;’—r/é;§;iL/

- +COST amséfssessthTs

NON-WATVABLE ¢
NOT WAIVED s
TOTAL : 5

IR <z /C

P p [

) CIN THE COURT OF kERa SESSIONS
V:COUN'TY oF L_EXINGTON ) S g'.(;J\ -
‘ R "ARRAIGNMENT '
T IND# 2 2 _GS-32- /4/027 ) - W
! - ./ﬁ G2 BL )
foeewes LI ISEIND )
F T THE DEFENDQNT N T N~_ﬂ_““‘“‘~w~lS\QUT 70 THE

. ,—-’-—-'-.—‘"""'T
;LEQDS GUILTY AS CHQRGED

L
L. ATTEST: | aﬂ@ﬂﬂm-w~°ﬂ””
. T T .
o : , , . . _ ,
JOHN  A. BERARDEN, CLERK OF COURT = DEFEVDQNT SRR T
LEXINGTON COUNTY: : ' DQTE SIGNED : .

lé/Zzzb'\dé%Zéxﬁiéf - :Z;'E NC E S “f - <‘. ‘ 
// Lz@%{d(dé, 15 commiTien
X NPAY W

TO THE STQTE‘lEﬁT DF CORRECT, DNS o '“,‘?:*"~; S e

Y S i3 67{7z¢<,u;_;'  S
YES / NO : : ' PROPERTY DAMAGE $

7O BE PAID

TO THE. CLERK OF COURT FOR __ S
OTHER CONDITIONS j;%2bé5§j%2§;£ﬁ;;%i ;5%%%7"i3‘5

N Q|
WHITE (CLERK OF CQURT) YELLOW(JAIL) - PINK(PROBATION) GOLD (DEFENDANT)
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STATE OF SUUTH CAROLINA

2 o T

P S

..-T0 BE PAID

=T A
DQTE~:}jL7;&,0215~ //?Q7:2\

. NON-WAIVAH

" NOT WAIVED 5

 «%PAY TO VICTIM'S COMPENSATION FUND IF SUBR

L_/(- LTI L s \‘.. uu;/"\
IN THE COURT OF ‘L. hERQL SESSIONS

=

COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

wn 57 o530 AL
Q.u;# xf%,ibf?%f)@ﬁé?él'

THEBEFENDANT <
. . ———

A RRA I GN M ENT

b

P "

—e—eee— 1S TRPUT TO THE

“.BQR AND QRRQIGNED QEB#BEQNfH = ER ARRAIGNMENT PLEADS GUILTY AS CHARGED.

T

~ JOHN A. BEARDEN, CLERK OF COURT _ DEFENDANT . ' T
]

DATE SIGNED

LEXINGTON COUNTY

ff&/é‘f/ MZZV/)%/ en .S EC}T E;N._'C E /;;:»;

THE DEFENDANT, (wj;/4/ )é;/ QMJJ 44/Yﬁz£c¢é;/xs COMMLTTED

" T0.THE STATE DEPT. OF comscnomsm FOR A TERM OF ,25_ _vems
‘THISﬁIS A CONSEC&TIVZ\SENTENCE-

RESTITUTION' FOR PHYSICAL INJURY $

YES / NO PROPERTY DAMAGE $

* ¥

TO THE . CLERK OF COURT, FOR _,

OTHER CONDITIONS ;fz:kv/ﬂjZAZZi;vcc.49«772$cv~4¢22:14ﬂ;,;Z§

+COST mNDa@é ESSHMENTS
£

$

i A ‘ lgéiﬂ'é77
TOTAL ‘ 5 £ L7

fED

ﬁ%/kﬂ- _ paTte S-LY 90

WHITE (CLERK OF COURT) YELLOW(JAIL) PINK(

ROBATION) GOLD (DEFENDANT)
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I[N THE‘COURT,OPJ - NERALT SESSIDNS

" STATE OF ' SUUTH CAROL INA
CDUNTY OF .LEXINGTON .

IND# 2;57 Gs-32- ?{:2 o .

1S PUT TO THE.T

A RRAIGNMENT
47

" THE DEFENDANT —
. 'BAR AND ARRAIGNED, AND UPON HLS%HEW/QRRQIGNMENT PLEADS GUILTY AS CHQRGED.\E
CATTEST: T < ' S ~ B f
: e . s DTS
e | , | ; 0
Z - - i \- :‘.Z
_?_JOHN A. BEARDEN, CLERK OFACDURT. DEFENDANT .gZQ
g LEXINGTON COUNTY. DATE SIGNED S
I 4
b : .
g éZV/ 24 sz%%éf S ENTENCE s«
'Z;’ / ) ” _/ 9 '
. THE DEF:NDQNT %%;L/”éﬁk/ =4 7 d‘/éfa&ézgﬁkf/”.' IS COMMITTED
' - 7 o
TO . THE "STATE DEPT O, CORRECT] ONS ,~m--w :~g~~— L T e : ™
Y , > : /4 : R P . = A S, '-4a,4*7am~4'

RESTITUTION FOR PHYSICAL INJURY $__

4YES / NO PROPERTY DAMAGE $_

< .70 .BEPAID

'”To THE CLERK OF COURT FOR

OTHER CONDITIONS

~

" "4COST AND SESS;
" NON- unluna‘_ $

. NOT WAIVED s

. %&V/J AOHN A PR
TOTAL _ s s - LEX INGTONL &
«+PAY TO VICTIM'S COMPENSATION FUND IF SUBROGATED. 7 .~ = '
| S DATE A - AS A2 et )

YELLDW(JAIL) FPINK(PROBATION) GOLD (DEFENDANT)

WHITE(CLERK OF COURT)
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“gTate’ OF SUUTH CAROL INA IN THE COURT OF -ENERAL SESSIONS

A COUNTY OF LEXINGTON

o)

: §g<? /,/4m/f ) ' ARRAIGNMERN.T : Jﬁﬁ .
INDw v £} -GS-32-_ (-7 ) : 9 o
ST ) Y R g . yéé—v
AW, 8 ) o Eéé*

“ , , p 1 -5 *_&(7 T
' THE —DEEENDANT— _ : — - z‘riJ_”,”ﬁ;;__Tg“ﬁUTMTO THE
BAR AND ARRAIGNED, AND UPON_ HLSAHER‘QRRQIGNMENT PLEADS GUILTY As CHARGED.

i e

P ATTEST: -7

“ . w : T B
' JOHN A. BERRDEN, CLERK OF COURT . DEFENDANT

;“"LEXINGTDN COUNTY - DATE SIGNED_ .

q %%42&,&2Q&§4 . SEzNTfruca/ $+ o

: L/

THE ‘DEFENDANT. \ 44’6;/%V” , <«é¥7/ \ 427324“4(C,£L»/.15 COMMITTED
OF CORRECTIONS/_‘- FOR ‘A TERM -OF. 5— mvggas .

10 THE bTQTE D

RESTITUTION . FOR PHYSICAL INJURY' $
YES / NO . PROPERTY DAMAGE $

3
j
!

TO BE PAID.

vn"

TO THE CLEQK ar COURT FOR

OTHER CONDITIONS ‘7¢ZL<z,<jé;::Z:~;£f//’ /%%1¢%<Le<sqzz;~< ;2§rn»€«y,44£;:222¢4
\ e e T

paTE fd,
. . *COST amogﬁgs ssm
 NON-WAIVA K

NOT WAIVED B

ToTAL. 1 $

«#PAY TO VICTIM'S COMPENSATION FUND IF
S ﬁéa DATE ™

e Vi

wHITE(CLERK OF CQURT™T) YELLOW(JIARIL) FINK (PROBATION) G (DEFENDANT).
— 6 1992;;@;
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SOUTH CAROLINA L_ ARTMENT OF PARGLE AND COMMUNIT\ JRRECTIONS BOARD //(Q;J
Loiumbw, S¢ . _ ,ol‘f)o)q‘}

ORDER OF PAROLE REVOCATION

N0:00121646
oloa:
45010, 94651

WHEREAS Thomas Torrence was granted a parole on the 23rdday of

“January 19 85 by the S. C. Department of Parole and Community Corrections Board, said
" parole being conditioned upon the compliance of the Parolee with the foHowmg conditions,
as agreed to by said Parolee on the 23rd'day of January , 19 85.

I shall report immediately upon arrival at my destination to the Parole Agent under whose supervision I

am paroled, either by mail, telephone or personal visit,

I shall not change my residence or employment or leave the State without flrst procuring the consent of

my' Parole Agent.

I shall, each month until my final release, make a full and truthful report to the South Carolina

Department of Parole and Community Corrections Board.as instructea to do so by my supervising Parose

Agent.

I shall not use narcot1c drugs, except when properly prescribed by a licensed phySJClan.

I shall not use alcoholic beverages to excess and will not visit places of..bad reputation where

alcoholic beverages are sold and/or used.

I' shall avoid injurious habits and shall not associate with persons of bad-reputation or harmful

character.-

I shall in all respects conduct myself honorably, work diligently at a lawful occupatlon, ‘and support my

dependents, if any, to the best of my ability.

I shall. refrain from the violation- of any fFederal, State or Municipal Penal Law.

I hereby waive all extradition rights and process " and agree to return when said Board directs.

I shall net,.during the period of my parole carry a concealed weapon and will not purchase or use any

weapon.,

I shall promptly and truthfully answer all inquiries directed to me by the State Board and my Parole

Agent and allow him to visit me at my home, employment site or elsewhere, and carry out all

instructions he gives.

In accordance with ‘the Appropriation Act of 1985 as passed by the General Assembly, I shall pay a

supervision fee of $240 per year except for any perxod(s) of intensive supervlsiun during which the fee
- will be $10 per week.,

IT NON APPEARS to the South Carolina Department.of Parole and Community
Corrections-Board that the said Parolee, Thomas Torrence ", has violated the
terms of his Parole by failing to refrain from carrying a concealed weapon
:during the period of his parole; by fa111ng o refrain from the violation
of any state, federal, or municipal law. (On ‘October 30, 1987, subject was -
convicted of Aécessory ‘After the fact of Murder and received a ten %107} year
sentence in Charleston' County General Sessions Court), by ifailing:to:pay

superv151on fee. {Subject owes $120.00%. . ‘
RN

Such actions corl_stitute violation of conditions 8, 10, andvv E@ﬂ\&/hD

original parcle agreement.
: . o1 11338

r-':

ential Records Oﬁ\ce

. “IN CONSEQUENCE WHEREOF the South Carolina Department of Parole and Community .
" Corrections Board, under authority vested in said Board by virture of Acts 547 and 571 of
. the Acts of -the General Assembly, 1941 (as amended), does hereby declare the parole of
;. Thomas. Torrence revoked this 27thday of January , 1988 and herein orders the
‘return of said v1olator Thomas Torrence , to the SC Department of Corrections
to serve the remainder of the original sentence .imposed by the Court in. the first
instance; to run from date. of commitment until the final date of exp1rat1on of the maximum
sentence.

By the authomty provided in Section 24-21-30 of the 1976 Code as amended
this revocation is enacted by the unanimous vote of a three (3) member pangl of ‘the South
Carolina Parole and Commun1ty Corrections Board. .

ORDERED- THIS 27thDAY OF January » 1988 .

gk Oy T

Cha1rman V‘/ / VO A o

] | Received copy this 277 day of%; , 15¢..  Central REQOFdS Office o a S
~O
%M s - L Vv oS

Agent7 . .. . ...Parolee




CERTIFICATE OF PRO SE COUNSEL

The undersigned certifies that this Record on Appeal

\
complies with Rule 210(g), "SCACR, contains all material

proposed. by thelparties to be included in the ROA, and does

not contain any matter not relevant to the appeal.

- SLEARL T
" \Bﬁﬁas J. orr nce
#094651
Lieber Corr. Inst.

P.0O. Box 205 7 )
Ridgeville, SC 29472-0205

October 1, 2012

26
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S LUt OF Appeals |
i APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COQURT

Honorable Ralph K. Anderson, III, Administrative Law Judge

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
~ In The Court of Appeals
: \

Appellate Case No. 2012-210767
Case No. 10-ALJ-04-0637-AP

Thomas J. Torrence, #094651 . . ... . . . . APPELLANT
V.-

S.C. Department bf Corrections . . . . .'5 RESPONDENTS

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

N

The undersigned pro se Appellant hereby certifies thétghe
has served a true and correct copy of
Appellant’s Final Brief and Record on Appeal on counsel for

Respéndents, Christopher Florian, FEsg., by depositing .a

copy of same in the U.S. Mail, first-class postage affixed

thereto, this é;hd *day of October, 2012, addressed as
follows:

Christopher Florian, Esq.

Office of General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Corrections
P.O. Box 21787
Columbia, -SC 29221-1787

Tffg%ii;iuz>Q§{ \(QX&1}44__
Thomas J.cggjfénce

#094651 ’

Lieber Corr. Inst. SA-43
P.0O. Box 205

Ridgeville, SC 29472-0205
APPELLANT, pro se



