STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Terrence Bradshaw, #320361, Docket No. 18-ALJ-04-0068-AP
Grievance No. KRCI 1348-17
Appellant,
vs. ORDER 'RECE I'vy
South Carolina Department of Corrections, M4 Ro 6 D
201
Respondent. SC\ onZ‘ 0 pr J
STATEMENT OF THE CASE Péals

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on February 20, 2018, by Terrence Bradshaw (Appellant), an
inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department). In this
appeal, Appellant argues that the Department miscalculated his prison sentence by not allowing
him earned work credits to which Appellant believes he is entitled. After Appellant’s Step 1 and 2
grievances were denied, this appeal followed.

ISSUE ON APPEAL
Whether the Department has properly calculated Appellant’s sentence.
STANDARD OF REVIEW

The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South

Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The

Al-Shabazz decision explained that “procedural due process is guaranteed when an inmate is

deprived of an interest encompassed by the Fourteenth Amendment’s protection of liberty and
property.” Wicker v. S.C. Dept. of Corr., 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. Tant v.
a” 7 b Dept of Corr., 408 S.C. 334, 341, 759 S.E.2d 398, 401 (2014) (citation omitted) (“There can

M ..2 be no doubt the length of an inmate’s incarceration implicates a constitutional liberty interest. )

Z

see also Sullivan v. S.C. Dept. of Corr. ,3558.C.437,441-42,586 S. E. 2d 124,126 (2003) (quonng
Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 369, 527 S.E.2d at 750) (recognizing that Al-Shabazz created review in
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the ALC for sentence calculation cases).



In sentence calculatron cases,: the Court srts inan: appellate capacrty, applymg the: appellate
standard of the Administrative. Procedures: Act (APA) Al Shabazz 338S.C.at 377—80 527 SE2d
at 754-56. Consequently', the Court sreview is lnmted to the record S.C.Code Ann § 1- 73 380(4)ﬁ

S.C. Code Ann, § 1= 23-380(5) (Supp 2018) ,
o | | DISCUSSION | |
& . On December 25, 2004 Appellant comnntted armied robbu‘y pursuant to. Sectron 16-1 1-
330(A) S.C. Code Ann § 16 11330 (’7015) He was arrested on December 29,2004 and held in.

the erllamsburg County Detentton Center On February 5, 2007 Appellant received.a, twenty-

: two¢year sentence.. The. Judge ordered that Appellant be given credit l“or trme served: Appellantr"

.' ~-was’ arrested o Desember 29 2004 aiid remairied in cu»tody of Williamsburg County Detentron.
Center until he was released tor the- Department on March 5, 2007, to complete hrs senterice.

Appellant ‘was gtven credrt for time served at the’ Wllllamsburg County Detention Center as his.

| ‘senténce start date was: backdated to the date-of his:arrest. Appellant argues that the: Department,:
) has® unproperly calculated hlS release date by farhng to give hrm all camcd work credrts to whrch 1 '

.. heis entltled The Court drsagrees v o
/i" fit v Sectron 24-13-100 deﬁnes a “no paxole offenSe in part as “a class A B,orC felony

et é a Kt 7 whrch is pumshable bya maxrmum ferm ofii unprlsonmcnt for twenty years or more ”S8.C. Code' o

f;?:,é‘j; 'Ann. § 74 13- 100 (2007) Sectton 16-1- -20 provrdes that armed robbery is a- Class A felony S C. |

,{ i/ﬁue




Code Ann,. § 16-1-20 (201'“)’; Because Appellant is serving; ‘time for a no. parole offense; he must
serve at leasf' elg,hty-ﬁve percent of his sentence S:C: Code ‘Ann.§, 24 13-150 (2007)

artmen may:noty

S umy
uté\ Appellant is servmg a no- parole sentence arid this, is not
eltgtble for “early release dtscharge or commumty superVISton” untll he has served etg,hty-ﬁve

percent of his:sentence.as provxded in; Sectton 24- 13 150 Thus the. mandatory servicerequirement

of etghty-ﬂve percent of Appellant’s twenty-two year sentence is; approxxmately etghteen years,

ng»-ggsd%g@er;ﬁg;mef% L2l

» ,:-w,t.w.t_t@n_d;th lepartment‘g‘

ORDER ‘ o
IT 1S’ THEREFORE ORDERED that the Final Decision” of the. South Carolma
. Department -of Correctlons is: AFFIRMED ' '
ANDIT IS SO ORDERED..

'.’,KOrah Brooks Dur,en Judge-'"
' -S:C: Admmlstratxve Law Court: .

January 10,2019 ,
Columbia, South Carolina S

Judu:mlw Clak
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