
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

FlCOUNTY OF BERKELEY

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

.---Dt--L · ·
.

NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

1fJZ? fEB I AH 10: 39
STATE OF SOUTH CAROL??A•J ,-- r,

ST?TE'S MOTION TO REOPEN DEFENDANT'S
._._CLER?\o'?!?G AND OBJECTION TO CREDIT FOR

vs. BERKELE COUNTY. SC GPS MONITORING

STEPHEN MICHAEL RIVERS,

DEFENDANT.

INDICTMENT 2020-GS-08-01764

The State moves this Court to re-open the sentencing hearing of Stephen Michael Rivers. The

Court's decision to grant credit for monitored house arrest is prohibited by § 24-13-40. The Defendant

cited and included the text of§ 24-13-40 as authority for his argument in his Motion to Reconsider but

provided the incomplete text ofthe statute; omitting the portion that expressly prohibited granting credit

for monitored house arrest (see State's Exhibit One). 1

After a guilty plea on September 25, 2023 to Voluntary Manslaughter, this Court sentenced the

Defendant to twenty-five (25) years suspended to eleven (11) years of active time and gave him half

ofthe requested credit for pre-trial house arrest under GPS monitoring, which was five hundred ninety­

six (596) days. The State objected to any credit being given for GPS monitoring as the Defendant had

a revocation hearing and violations while on bond.

The Defendant filed a motion to reconsider this sentence on September 26, 2023, requesting

the Court give the Defendant full credit for one thousand one hundred ninety-two (1,192) days ofcredit

for monitored house arrest, and to reconsider the active sentence of twenty-five (25) years suspended

to eleven (11) years. That Motion was granted. The State requests the Court reopen sentencing and

deny credit for monitored house arrest pursuant to§ 24-13-40 (4).

1 Defendant omitted the following sections from his motion: § 24-13-40 (3) when the prisoner commits a
subsequent crime while out on bond; or
§ 24-13-40 (4) has bond revoked on any charge prior to trial or plea.



Procedural History

On March 20, 2020, the Defendant was arrested for Murder and Possession of a Weapon

During the Commission ofa Violent Crime.

On March 24, 2020, Defendant was released with several conditions, including a GPS monitor,

and strict house arrest (See State's Exhibit Two).

On October 29, 2020, the Defendant successfully petitioned to have the GPS monitor removed

(See State's Exhibit Three).

On January 8, 2021, the State filed a Motion to Revoke Bond based on evidence of the

Defendant's violations of house arrest. (See State's Exhibit Four)

On January 26, 2021, the State's motion was heard by the Honorable Judge Jennifer Mccoy.

At the hearing and in the motion, the State provided three instances of violations where the Defendant

went to a liquor store. (See State's Exhibit Four). During the hearing, the Defense admitted to these

violations and offered evidence of the Defendant's ongoing battle with alcoholism. After an

opportunity for both sides to be heard, the Court found there were violations to the bond, and the Court

revoked the bond in part and ordered that an ankle monitor be placed back on the Defendant. (See

State's Exhibit Five).

On September 25, 2023, the Defendant pied guilty to Voluntary Manslaughter, this Court

sentenced the Defendant to twenty-five (25) years suspended to eleven (11) years of active time and

gave him half of the requested credit for pre-trial house arrest under GPS monitoring, which was five

hundred ninety-six (596) days.

On September 26, 2023, the Defendant filed a motion to reconsider this sentence, requesting

credit for all of the time the defendant spent on house arrest as well as a reconsideration of time

sentenced to SCDC. 2

On Sept 28, 2023 the State filed a Response to Motion to Reconsider Sentence (See State's

Exhibit Six).

On January 17, 2024, the parties received an email from the Court stating that the Defendant's

Motion was granted, and the Court was amending the sentence to 25 years suspended to 7 years with 5

2 Previously referenced -State's Exhibit One



years of probation to follow, and credit for the 1,192 days spent on the electric monitor (See State's

Exhibit Seven).

No order was filed by the Court, but an amended sentence sheet was executed and sent to the

South Carolina Department of Corrections on January 31, 2024 (See State's Exhibit Eight).

Law and Analysis

South Carolina Statute§ 24-13-40 was amended in June of2023 to include two conditions that

prohibit granting credit for pre-trial monitored house arrest:

§ 24-13-40 (3) when the prisoner commits a subsequent crime while out on bond; or
§ 24-13-40 (4) has bond revoked on any charge prior to trial or plea.

Both of these sections were omitted in Defendant's Motion to Reconsider (see State's Exhibit One). The

Court was provided text of the Statute without the above sections. The full text of the statute reads:

SC Statute § 24-13-40, Computation of time served by prisoners:

The computation of the time served by prisoners under sentences imposed by the courts of this
State must be calculated from the date of the imposition of the sentence. However, when (a) a
prisoner shall have given notice of intention to appeal, (b) the commencement of the service of
the sentence follows the revocation of probation, or (c) the court shall have designated a specific
time for the commencement of the service of the sentence, the computation of the time served

must be calculated from the date of the commencement of the service of the sentence. In every
case in computing the time served by a prisoner, full credit against the sentence must be given for
time served prior to trial and sentencing and may be given for any time spent under monitored
house arrest. Provided, however, that credit for time served prior to trial and sentencing shall not
be given: (l) when the prisoner at the time he was imprisoned prior to trial was an escapee from
another penal institution; (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 reduction of his sentence for the second offense; (3) when the prisoner
commits a subsequent crime while out on bond; or (4) has bond revoked on any charge prior to
trial orplea. (Emphasis added).

The State's objection to credit being given for 1,192 days on monitored house arrest are governed

by section four of the above statute. Credit should not be given because the Defendant had a revocation

hearing, and a revocation was granted. In the State's motion to revoke bond, the relief sought was a full

revocation of bond to have the Defendant incarcerated, or in the alternative, a partial revocation to add

back the GPS monitor to the Defendant. The hearing of January 26, 2021, with the Honorable Judge



Jennifer Mccoy not only made a finding on the record and in a written order of violations, but they were

also admitted to freely by the Defendant. The State is asking the Court to follow the statute and not give

credit for monitored house arrest based on the admitted and founded violations and partial revocation

while out on bond.

Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, the State contends that granting one thousand one hundred ninety-two

( 1, 192) days of pretrial credit is prohibited by § 24-13-40, and request that the Court reopen the

Defendant's sentencing hearing and deny any credit for monitored house arrest in accordance with the

law.

Respectfully Submitted,

ssistant Solicitor
Ninth Judicial Circuit
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COUNTYOFaERJŒLEY

State ofSouth Carolina,

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Stephen Michael Rivers,
MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

OF SENTENCE AND COMPUTATION
OF TIME SERVED

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
FOR THE NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

WARRANT NOS.? 2020A0810200307 & 308

Defendant

vs.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

___________
)

TO: THE HONORABLE BENTLEY PRICE
JuUe Rochester, Assistant Ninth Clrcuit Solicitor

PLEASE BE ADVISED AND TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant, Stephen Michael

Rivers, through his undersigned attorney, hereby moves and requests· of this Honorable

Court that the sentence imposed on the Defendant, Stephen Michael Rivers, on September

25, 2023 be reconsidered.

The Defendant, Stephen Michael Rivers, pled guilty to Voluntary Manslaughter, The

Court sentenced the Defendant to 25 years suspended to 11 years tncarceratíon. The

Defendant has been on house arrest to include GPS monitoring for 1,192 days (from March

25, 2020 through October 30, 2020 and from February 1, 2021 through September 25, 2023)

before this guilty plea. The Court denied to give credit to the Defendant for all of the time

served and only gave the Defendant credit for 596 days. The Defendant is indebted to the

Court for accepting his guilty plea, but would like to request that the Defendant be given

credit for the full amount of time served which totals 1,l92 days.

The Defendant would move for a reconsideration of the sentence for the following

reasons:
1,. The Defendant is informed and believes that the Court erred in denying

credit for time served on GPS monitoring and house arrest under S.C. Code
Ann. Z4_-13-40. The statute states:

"The computation of the time served by prisoners under sentences
imposed by the courts of this State must be calculated from the date of the
imposition of the sentence. However, when (a) a prisoner shail have given



notice of intention to appeal, (b) the commencement of the service of the
sentence follows the revocation of probatíon, or (e) the court shall have
designated a specific time for the commencement of the service of the
sentence, the

a. computation of the time served must be calculated from the date of
the commencement of the service of the sentence. In every case in
computing the tíme served by a prisoner, full credit against the
sentence mustbe given for time served prior to trial and sentencing
and may begiven for any time spent under monitored house arrest
Provided, however, that credit for time served prior to trial and
sentencing shall not be given: (1) when the prisoner at the time he
was imprisoned prior to trial was an escapee from another penal
institution; or (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 reduction of his sentence for the second offense."

b. HISTORY: 1962 Code Section 55-11; 19S2 Code Section 55-11;
1948 (45) 1808; 1973 (58) 181; 2010 Act No. 237, Section 67, eff
June 11, 2010; 2013 Act No. 34, Section 1, effJune 7, 2013.

Additionally. the Defendant requests that his sentence of 25 years suspended to 11

years incarceration be reconsidered. Given the Defendant's lack of criminal history and the

nature and circumstances of the case, this sentence is incongruent with the goals of the

justice system. ln the interest of justice and fairness, it is appropriate for the Court to

reconsider the length and terms ofthe sentence imposed. A more Jenient sentence would not

diminish the seriousness of the offense but would more accurately reflect the totality of

circumstances surrounding this case. Further, the sentence imposed is excessive and

disproportionate when compared to sentences impose in similar cases. A Defendant

similarly situated, but with a harsher degree of culpability and violence, with a less

compelling argument für mitigation, was given a more lenient sentence during the same

Court term ímmedíately after this defendant's plea.

WHEREFORE1 the Defendant respectfully requests and prays that this Honorable

Court allow the Defendant to receive credit for time served for 1,192 days from March 25,

2020 through October 30, 2020 and from February 1, 2021 through September 25, 2023 and

also that his sentence of 11 years incarceration be reconsidered.



Manning, SC •/September? 2023
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) Warrant Nos.: 2020A08102000307 - 308
)
)
)
) CONSENT BOND ORDER
)
)

) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

March1'Í2t
(\ Arvv.A,,

.IA A '
SC

¡vv o '

In this matter, Defense Counsel has requested a setting of bond due to the extenuating
c.

circumstances created by the COVID-19 pandemic. The above-named defendant was arrested on

March 20, 2020 for the charge(s) ofMURDER and POSSESSION OF A WEAPON DURING A

VIOLENT CRIME. The Defendant's bond was denied by the Honorable Brian West.

After considering the circumstances of this matter and based on other recent bonds set in

similar circumstances, the Ninth Circuit Solicitor's Office and counsel for Defendant, Shaun C.

Kent, hereby agree to the following modifications:

1) Defendant's bond is set at $75,000 to be posted with a reasonable surety.

2) The Defendant is to be released only through GPS monitoring.

3) The Defendant is required to reside at 102 Pelican Lane, Ladson, SC.

4) The Defendant shall have a curfew from 8:00 p.m. to 8:00 a.m.

5) The Defendant is only allowed to leave bis residence to attend work, church or the

grocery store.

6) After six months ofno violations of the GPS requirements, the Defendant may petition

the Court to have this requirement removed.

7) The Defendant shall not violate any State or Federal laws.

These conditions shall remain in place until furth

It is so Ordered.

Defendant

STEPHEN MICHAEL RIVERS,

vs.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF BERKELEY

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
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Assistant/Solicitor
Ninth Oírcuit Solicitor's Office
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Criminal Char¡in1 Docmna,t No.

STAIB OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF Berkelcv

-------------------

. .."',·"'

º¡'

General SessionsINTHE
CERTl?UE COPY

ORDER SPECIFYING ME1HOOSAND

CONruTIJ??SE
?--rLI

? n1-:>
,;:-?.
.,. .? .

BAIL PROCEEDING
FORM li

v.

Rivers, Stephen Michael

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

NAME OF DEFENDANT

Offense Charged: Murder/ Mu,:der-r2O20Aoe1O20030e1

At a bail proceeding conducted by the undcnigncd judge. for the defendant named above. it was determined by lhe court (chcclc one or both):

I!] The release ofthe defendant on recognizance will not reasonably assure his 1ppcamice u reqlliml.

? The release ofthe defendant on rec:ognizancc will result in an unreasonable danger to lbc community
.

This determination wu based upon the following findin,as of fact

Nature of Circumstances of Offense; Must Notify Court Immediately of Change of Address

e·.é:

(

,_... ,
··:. ·..

... ...

..-

[Considmtions: N1t11re and Circumstances of the afremt char¡ed, the defend1111'1 family lies. employmmt, fin.m,cial re101U'Ce11, charactOI' and mental condilion. the
lenatl! ofhi, ruldence in the community, hù m:onl orconvictions, and sny record offlisbl ro noid prosec111ion or failore to appear 11 other coun praceedinp.¡

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

I. That the above nanlCd defendant be released from custody on the condition that he wil I personally appear before the designated court at the
place. date and time required ID answer the clwge made apimt him and do what shill be onlcred by the court and not depart lhc Stale without the
permission of the court and be ofgood bcllavior.

2. That the •bo..e named defendant be released from custody provided a$ follows (check all that apply):

CASH IN LIEU OF BOND

O The defeodant, acknowledges himself to be indebted 19 the State ofSouth Carolina in the sum of S to ICCurt his release from
custody. Should the defendant fail to comply with all temu and conditions ofIbis Order, this surn ofmoney is subjcct ID being forfcilcd 10 the State.

CASH PERCENTAGE IN LIEU OF BOND

O The defcndam, atknowlcdgíng himselfto be indebted to the State of South Carolina in the full amount ofS
,
his release 10 be

obtained by payment to the court of % (not to exceed lOY,) of the full amount oflhc bond, deposits S

----,----,-
to secure his release

from custody. Should the defendant fail to peñonn the conditions of this Order, the full amount shall be levied on his re,I and personal property for
the u.se of the .nare.

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SllRETY
I!] The defendant will prO'Vidc good and sufficient surety approved by the court, in the fonn hereinafter set forth in this Order. acknowledging an
indebtedness to the State in the amount ofS 1S 000 00

3. That the defendant shall appear at (cbeek one):

I!) the term of COURTOFGENERALSESSIONS bqiMingon Aprill?,2020 at ....12Q_ o'çlock, PM,

at General Sessions • 300 B California Avenue/PO Box 219/Mom:ks Comer, SC 29461 t ( 843/ 719-4400

and remain there throughout Jhat tcnn of court. Ifno disposition is made during that term, the defendant shall appear and remain throughout

each 111ccccding 1mn ofcourt until final disposition is made of his cue. w;less otherwise ordered by the c:ourt.

O the session of O. MAGISTRATE COURT [}1 UNICIPAL COURT beginning on at o' clock.

at------------------------------------------------·If no final disposition is made during that session, the defendant shall appear at such other times and places as ordered by the court.

BondAmounl(al, S15 00D.OQ {CS) gr $7!1,000,00 {SB) INmALS 01' Dl!l'IINOANT

,t, That the defendant will notify the court promptly ifhc changes his addren Cram the one conlllined in thia order 111d he will çomply with those

condition, described hereinafter in the Order.

StGNAT\JJU! Of nJDGE DATE

ORIGINAL AND ON£ COPY OF THIS FORM AR£ TO BE COMPLETl!:D IN 11:VER'V BAIL PROC.E£01NC IN WHICH IT IS USED

SCCAJSI IA (Rnised J/1G12} Oricinal CDpY For Tit• Trial Caurt • Copy For Tbe Defendant



ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY DEFENDANT

I wtdcrstand that ifl violate any condition of this Order. a warrant for my arrest will be issued.

I understand and have been informed that I have a ri¡¡ht and obligation lo be prescnl al 1rial and al,o\lld I fail 10 attend the CC\lrt, the trial

will proceed in my absenœ.

lt hu been explained lo me that if I fail to appear before the court IS required, a warrant for my arTCst will be issued.

102 Pelican Lane

ADDRESS

Ladson, SC 29456

SIONAT\JllB OF OEl'El\'OANT

CITY/STATE/ZIP

2?73-2561
SOCIAL SEr.URITYNUMBER

TELl!PHONI?

007599718 (SC)

ORJVER'S UC'ENSE OR ID NUMBER

DAT!

ATTORNEYREPRESENTING ACCUSED (IP XNOWN)

SPECIAL CONDITIONS OF RtLEASE

L O Placement in custody. ln? defendanl is placed in lhe cunody of:
NAME or PERSON Oll ORGANIZATION

ADDltliSS CITYl!TATE ZIP

who acrees (I) to supe,vise the defendant IS Kl forth by the court, (2) to 111e every effort lo wurc the appcaran" of the defendant Ill all 5':hedulcd

hclrings before the court. and (3 J to notify the court immediately in the event the defendant violates any conditions ofbis release or disappears.

TELEPHOloo'f;

SIGNATUIU! Of' CUSTODIAN (If APPJtOve>)

b. oc] Rntliclions on Travel, Association or Residence. The defendant will comply with cadi ofthe following conditions:

Must reside at 102 PeDcan Lanwe. Ladson SC.

DATI!

Ç, O Pan-time Release. The defendant will be released fr?m cuslody from
TIMI!

o' clock,

____
o' clock,

TIME

on on condition that he return 10 lhe custody of
DAn{S)

Il

NAME OF PEASON Olt OllGANIZATION

______________L_OC_A=Tl?Oli---------------
IS designated.

d. O Olher c,¡nditions. The defendant will comply with the following olhct conditions ofrelease:
No contactwith victim's family directly ·or indirectly; GPS monitoring: OJrffm 8PM to 8AM; onty may leave. to attend wor1<, church or oroœ-y
store

CERTIFIED TRUE COPY
DATE

(843) 899-9355

Palmatto Surety Corporation

NAME OF SVU:TT BONDSMAN COMPANY

125 8 West Main Street

Bennett Bail Bondi/Nicholas Bennett

N.\ME OF INSURANCE COMPANY

109 River Landing Drive. SÚlte 200

ADDll?SS OF SVKIITY BONDSMAN

Monc:k& Comer, SC 29461
('JTYISTA11:17.IP

APPEARANCE RECOGNIZANCE WITH SURETY

On lhe 24th d&y of March 2020 ,
penionally appeared before 1h111111dGfligntd judge the

sumy named below who acknowledged himself indobtod lo the State ofSouth Carolina, in the sum of $ 75,000.00
,
1ucll sum to be

l1vied on his rul and pcraonal property for the use of the State, should named cltfcnclant fail in pcrfonnin¡ the conditions of this Order.

The surety, bcin¡ dul)' sworn, says tbat he is a residen! and ftee bolder wilhin the State and is worth the sum acknowle
underwritten herein, over all his debts and liabililies, and exclusive ofpNlperty titempt from execution.

ADOWS OF INSURANCE COMPANY

Char1eston, se 29472
CITY/STATE/ZIP

fonnApprond by S.C. Attorney Ooaoral
Section 17-15-40

Ma?h 21. 2012 SCCAISIJA(Revisod l/2012)
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STATE OFSO'UTH ·c.u:oLINA
COUN'tY-·OF·BEitlŒJ:.EY

STATE PP. SQUTH:CAllQLINA

Y&. . •

S!EPSEÑMICilABL,RIVERS,

.Defendant
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)

')
.)

. )
. )

)
)

-?

INTÍ-mŒ>.URT OF o?·SËSSloNS
NINTH-roDICW.. CIRCUIT. . .

W'-au&Ilt'Nas:: l02ó.4:0B:102Ó003Q7,. 308
.

AMENPBD·BOND ORDBR

FlLEfi.
. .

. .

? . Nciº·. ·•LEAHGUERRYDIJPRE£
,

•
CLERK OF COORT

BERK!ELEY.¢oliNTY. SC

!his

? --·bcfote me .by w.ay .of:motion. of dio l)cfendant .to :have ms .bond modified ..

·

.
???theB<m.4-0rdet ofMarch

:21, 2020
•.

Tim.-??vo-naQ1ec!Dàd??-

?
op.? ?o, .

.

: .. 2020·-?.thè:c;b•?f??-,?iionofaw??--Vïolcmt:Crlm?. 9n?h?4? 2?():

??t-'!'81 gœbted ?boïid bcfœe'Tbe H?nónble RogerY.?witli thefoll?condltio? · ·

·
·

_
l}. D??¡-?ilcS:?-ict.it S?5,P® to \lo·?:Wi?-?rèasœfabl?-?-
2f nè.?t?:io-?rel??t.tbrousli GPS mo?.. .

..3) The nef'endabt:is -?to-reiîde,àt 102-P.elican? tafla? SC.

4) TJié:De?endimt !ih:tU'bave
?

óut(éw ftom.8;00,?..m.Jo 8:00.a.m.

S) Thé:Deftmdrmt,ds œ1y·a11owac1.1o.leave·bi??- to auenttw?e? or tli?grocery.stc>'re.

.6) Âiœr:"sîx??-ofno v.iól??s ofth? GPS tcquinmicms. tl;le Defèo4mt.?petjtion ?-Court

to·?ddà:??=t?? .
.. . ·.... ,

· ,7). : TheDcfend? shall ·n?tviolâte-any ?të ·or'l1édem1 l_liws
.

.
.P? at ?.Y'!I hearmg -WU. the State of Soutq ·Qirolme,:repies? by.Assistant· _Solioitor··

??- Sàs: IS-?-- th.e 'victim's. siiw, B?Jly. W-àikm ne n•aoot 'was :present ?ong.:?-hís.

a?s,? e, Kent?MasonW• I>efen,¡e??-reqµ?'?t.Par.agn_ph 6a??.?e? :

since ?e?t-? had-? -vio?? of. ??.S-reg_uµ-ements alnèo· p?•ccsd ·up? ltini. -A:'f?itîQDaJI)',
.

·

.. ·· dèfens?·C;OÛDsçl;rcguested•tllat:?grap'14·?? alsó·be ,;nodUied
'° tbat.ttie Oe!eildant cónld propérly

.
· -:·

· · ??-?t -c.tlonjob: · · · ·
· · ·

·. ,.

·.
·: lfmd:? t11e·J?,ofèn?_has

not
??nmviolatitlii-of·tpfl??cnis plaèed Upon-}µin on

-?içh:24.: :

_.
·

·:. :·
·

:_

·

2?. J.??Jl.!id)?·js????r?e-???• ?Qlld?bfs.?ified. and remove the restrictjoij of ·

Çi?S.?-: What?s:U(Qte, -th? -D.efendint's bond shall be modified:so. tbat.hè can· attend- wo,it at a-

mororcas?·tQne. This ?e; Jiowe?,.sliall-npt ?beY,ond 1:()0 ?11\. ... 7:00·p.m. How?, 1 Jlso:
..

.

..
· .

. . . . . .
. ?:itijnec? that?? the Defmd111t ts ieportcd-1,y·ANY:ONB fut \rlÓ.làtiori.of liis:?ua? ·ilm:st:(??-

. .
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STATE OF SOUTII CAROLINA
C.?r--1

COUNTY OF BERKELEYl ¡
IN?COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

eo NINTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Zazt JAN
- .

AM 11 : 14

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIIiA
-·

·MOTION FOR BOND REVOCATION
LEA,i Gutt RY DUPREE OR MODIFICATIONCLERK i F COURT

vs. BERKELE COUNTY. se
Arrest Warrant #2020A0810200307

STEPHEN MICHAEL RIVERS, Arrest Warrant #2020A0810200308

DEFENDANT. Indictment #2020-GS-08-01763
Indictment #2020-GS-08-01764

TO: E. MASON WEST, ATTORNEY FOR STEPHEN MICHAEL RIVERS

Please take notice that on January 25, 2021, or as soon thereafter as this matter can be heard,

the State in the above-entitled case will move before the Presiding Judge of the Court of General

Sessions for a bond revocation.

The motion is based upon the following:

1. Defendant in the above captioned matter was charged with Possession Of A Weapon

During The Commission OfA Violent Crime and Murder on March 20, 2020. He was

released from incarceration on March 24, 2020, upon posting a $75,000 Dollar bond. A

condition of the Defendant's bond was that he be of"good behavior." (A copy of said

bond is attached hereto as Exhibit One.)

2. The conditions ofhis release were "No contact with victim's family directly or indirectly;

GPS monitoring; curfew 8pm to 8am at 102 Pelican Lane; onlymay attend work, church,

his attorney or grocery store."

3. On June 23, 2020 upon Defendant's motion, he petitioned and was granted to be allowed

to visit his parents at 3483 McLeod Mill Road Johns Island, SC 29455 (A copy of

amended bond order is attached hereto as Exhibit Two).



4. On October 29, 2020 upon Defendant's motion, he petitioned and was granted the

removal ofhis GPS device. In addition to amending the curfew from 7am to 7pm, Judge

Dennis added this condition: "I feel it is necessary that if the Defendant is reported by

ANYONE for violation of his house arrest (unless he is visiting his lawyer, seeking

medical treatment, attending work for a place ofworship) the Solicitor may immediately

request a Bench Warrant." (A copy of the Amended Bond Order is attached as Exhibit

Three).

5. The State was informed by the sister of the victim on December 21, 2020 that the

Defendant was violating his bond conditions. Ms. Watkins hired a private investigator

to follow Mr. Rivers and observed him on at least 3 occasions over the span ofone week

violating his bond order by shopping at the SNJ Liquor store, which is not permitted in

the existing order. (A copy ofthe report is attached as Exhibit Four).

6. The State did not exercise its option to seek a bench warrant before this hearing and we

are asking for revocation of this Defendant's bond, or in the alternative, the resumption

ofhis GPS monitoring until trial.

Respectfully Submitted,

(_.Jµ ??·"Ju é Rochester
sistant Solicitor

inth Judicial Circuit

Moncks Comer, South Carolina
January 8, 2021



Da•: 12/19/2020

Âllipmmt: Sllffelllanœ
Investigator: Lei T. Klvua

Confidential lnveitiptlv• ?"port

Client's Attór
Subject: Stephen Riven

Gold Shield Investigations
Les T. Klvana NY}>D Detective (Ret.)

426 Blue Dragonfly Drive Charleston, SC 29414
Cell: (843) 822-3508

Bmaik:goldshieldpi@oomcastnet
Website: goldshieldpi.net

SulDJDJÙ)' ofm•estlptlon

Assignment Detan.: Cli?t,. _ *Jiielted ?eßlanœ be conducted o• ?henRiven in order to determine If be vlolatei a court ordêred Bond.

Pertlaept:lnformafion:
mfermed m, that Stephen .Rivera allegedly murdered her brother and il

released from being lncarœrated on à coa? 1n..-. S.,.ncL
Stepben Riven raides at 101 Pellan Street Ladson, SC. Stephéli drivea a red BMW that be
lœeps pârked ? his prap, ud ? ma1"D Chevy pickup SC tag ?LP. CUent enr.aied me
a photo ofStepheil who ·1141yn öld.

- lnffldudvd§aae1Dap1·.e Atttvtn:
Wédnesday n-embet9,"*0-
3:bS·p.ni.. Iwaspn1ent ln the vicinity ofStephenRiven relideneé, 102 Pelican StreetLadson.
Stephen'$Ç? plékup trukwu pa? ln hit driv?y.
5:SI p.m. Ste:plaèn earn? out of?houe,? Id# Chevy ?d _,,vefi'o.- th!D •rea.
6:03 p.m. 8-p:hea arrived at SNJLlqaor Store 4520 Ladson Road Summerville, SC.
Stephen parked ln the front Clli'balde IJld w•t Wi41e the Uqaor ltore.

.6:08 p.m. Stephen eame out of the Dquor atôrè earr)'ing â bq, entered his Chevy and drove
f.rQm ...e,rea.
6:14 p.m.. Stephen arrived baek at bis realc1eaee and went Inside.
7:30 p.m. SurvfJIDanee dlleontinued.

-1-
Oold Shield Invesf:igadons



Frid•>' n_..ber 12, 202()
.3:00 p.m. Iwu present in the vicinity ofStepheil'i raideilcé. Stephen's Chevy truck wa1 in

hil drf\leway.
3:45 p.aa. Stephen lett in Ids Chevy.

.3:53 p.m. Step?en arrjv? ,at SNJLiquor, puked eurbside and w•t baside.
3:55 p?m. Step.hen left the liquor ?? carryi,ng·a b_ag, entered hu Çbèvy ad drove home.

Weönesd?y D.tcembel'.16, 2œO
3:00 p.m. i wu pnstnt hl tb.e p8:J'ldiag:làt Yiemn1 SNJ Liq1ton..

!? PJ.D. I ol>aerved • nsd BMWSc tag ÏIDB-274 put{ mrhilde ln frolit oftile liquor store.
I bmeIVed Stèpll.? tlie BMW.. go intQ the licjà?t-?
5:38 p.m. ·Steplma eame out of the liquor store carrying a bag, entend Ids BMW ùd drove
home. ·

I ?nd•?etl a ?e Plate lnquhy on the BMW S? tag KDB-274 which came bac:k
registered to Stq;h-. Rivèn.

On ?d.ler surveillance? I followed Stephen to 3483 McLeod MID Road JQhu1 Island
lVÍddl 11 his parent's houiè.

Clieát CoDuD.uidçadoin lbvestigator has been in phone contact with client.

Recrommeadatiou: Consultwith .atterne,•.

Cue. Status: Closed -at this time.
Thank you very mu? ?r--the opport),mi.ty to be of service. Sho_uld you have ·any questions or
?tqUJre,, fln1hJ)'¡?on, please contact our office at (843)-822-3508. ·

?-ir?Les ·r.? lQvana;;{
Priv• ?veatigator
License# 2485

Nb · ·Pabliè tor South Carolla.à
My Çomndnlon 1£s;pire1

-2--

Gold Shiékt Investigations

l_, W««r - ·-..__¿ --;c......,c....,]
MJÇHAEL N. BOWERS

.Notar? Pl#bllc·Sttte of 8011th èlrollne. ¡

My Commlaalon Exs,lr••
.

Februa 06, 2010 . .·-? ··:i: .
.

(O ;:..:;.¡:,?



STATE'S EXHIBIT FIVE



STAT.e OP sotrraCAROLINA
-COUNIYOFBERIGELEY

·STAIE'OF-SOÙTH CAROLINA

YB.

)
l
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

lNTBE COURT OF <JENER.Ai SESSIONS
NINTH :rt:rDICIAi.·CIR.CUIT

WamntNos.: 2020A08102000307
-

·308
. ; .

. JAN t& ?1

ÇASe ·
_..:

·
kO·

·

.
LËÄff GUEMY '1UP,RE!.

.
·

·
· ·-çLSKóF·COURT · -

.·aERl(ELE\'GClUN?i? ·

..
•:,

This atter.comes ?IDe uppn the Motion of the.State of·South Caioli:Da t9?e.th?-abo'vé
D!DDedD?i·\)ODd'.xçvoked

·or in th? alœmJttve;to????u;o?ëd. SP?¥,. i??-di?·· · :
.

·.

Nm-. rotmncd.b? ?--• GP? ankle-?: A?i:nbolld.r?? hearing was·h? àil

1?- . .

.26,2021. P1'8Sërlt-att?u1hearingwastbe?.:bis-attomeyB,ShamllC,enîÇ1.d?W?thevict;im1s
sbter';fldlly_\Vàtis;_ and.th? SœteofSO'llth·??raièntedby Ju& RDcliesœr.

By way
oi?aclè¡ro?d tbe Defendantwas-?Man:h ·2, 2œo tbr? chargCll·ofM?-and

P?on.-ofá Weapoxi.Dudng â Violent Crlmc, ·Ou Maœh 24, 2020 theDISièDdant was?ted ä:-?.
befur.è The?le?serYoung.with the-followmg·qmditions: · · · ·

..1} Defimdant•s bond is:set.at S7S,OÔO ;to be.posted with.a·rea&mable snrety.

2J ·The Defèndant ?tobe re?·only through_OP$ InDDitorin&

3). ·The Defettdant iuequirèd to resièie·at 102 Pt!licm Lane.-.Ladsbn..SC. · · · · .:
. . . . .· . . . . . . . . . . . •.

?) lheDèfen?t?ba?a? D:om 8:00 p?. to_.8:00?-- ·
.,_ -- ·

.

S) The. Defendant is only allowed to lcávc his residence to attend wórk,é?or the_gh)cerr ?re. . ·

.

.
6) Afœr $ix. momJlj ofno

viólaticms Qfthe GPS ?uíreJne.t$., theDofendant may
.petitii>n.?O>?

. . . .

to li.a??r?mt..removed.
7-) lbeD? shalln?violate.any State-or.Federal laws.

. . .
_ .

Thereafter, œi:è>ctober29, 2020 the Defendantper:itio;icd the Court to have the-n:strictiQDs:OfàP;s

ankle monitç,11.remóved.?g_that it badbeen .six ·months and he bad·bad DO vfolacions. The-Rc;,??ble
'!',

?eyDemiis=io?lhe anlde.moni??th tbe·fô?restriqti?:
1) Defentjanits bo4d-?.aet at$7?100010 be posb:d with a reasmiab!,c 111,lRrty

..

2) The Dc:fen?t ii, r?ed 11nm GPS m?ting.
3) .

The.l)et'endant is rcqniredto-? l!1 102 Pcqcan Laile,.Ladson. SC.

4) l):ie·Dmdänt?-?? cÛtfew from 7:()0p.m.
to 7:00a.m:

S) 1be Defendani ? ODly alloweti ·to leave .his residence 1ll auend. work, church,, dor;tor wïhs, the
groceey stote·or.visit bis ittomey. ?Defendant.shall be·allowed to visù his piotb&r's rèfridence.

. . ..



at 3483 McLèód Mill Road. J?.Jsbmd, South Carolioa 294SS. So 'lo,ng i1Z ? .¢mp]? this
.

visitation be is not_ in_ violation of tbe aboYe-m.eDlioned requiremmrtS of bis eárl;ier setbo? If

?
repon. a vialatión ofDeféndant"s .hDUlè mt,.the Solic?r-may imm.ediatèly:

? ?- .

:Bench W.&mmL·

·6) The J:?efundantsb&Unot?olate any St,aœ or}:edeqdlaws. ??e:Defendmit.yio???S? C:JI'.

. ,Federal Iawa., ?:Solicitor.may lmmedi{Ltely request a BaaçhW.a,mmt: ·
.

. ' .

During today'shearing the State of.S?.Catolinapurforth inftirmation thatwhi:18·°'11on?oiuj the
Dè?alliviolated??j Cf?f!it,I:Îonorible

?
Deimis's Order? goœg·fo aliquqr?-?D??-occlisions. -?dant aëkliowièdged that oàcb of? weœ·a:?olaticm..of'th? i=ditiç,? ·Of?s.­

bond. In bisdefensèMr??vers?ded tbe ?witb·mfonDatimionhisalèoholism? "1:th ?tie_à- ·

in?tty?? his problmi. :\Vhat's?·1hedcfdnscptovided infbun?œ:Î-irom lii8 ·9-CJC:k)1:5
.

sho?- tbat.Mtrllivm•waneceiving?· llbots tucombathisad?
FlNDINGS

I find that the.Defendant is'in viólàtion ofhis"boJ1(1.
.
.Àlthoµgh·the violations m.minor, ther ?­

v.iolations D011étheless: Based-upDn the nature of the violations, however, a füll revocation?es-ilotà?peir­

? b.e.n?. The-Défendant cm be prop?Íy mainfiined througll'tlini>-?duction of·? ?-?e
' " . . . ..monítoring.de\dce for aperiod of'nÏllety {90) days. After 1haÚ1iDety _(90} days_the Defeudiint mayi,btition.

tbe cowtto·have??èmonitor.œ.moved so loDg as he has 'no additional vi?lati.omi ofthe cœdition of

his blind.

ORDER

?RE-the orifPDBl:?er-1$-now ameodeèito rètlectthe foI!,owjqg concfi:tiÓùs:
.

1-) Dof.cmdmt'1 bond is set àt $7S,OOO·t? be posœd with.a reasonable surety.

2.) · TheDefemúmt sball ha;e GP??'.for aperi?ofmiiety (90) days. 'J;h?tbb
D?t?petition the Cow::t to have tb:c,molÙtOr œm.owd so long as .?.are ?o .,,¡ê;J.¢?.

of1ho ?ndition ofliiJ?? Solicitcít.s _Ofljçe JDÍ.Y..coosr:n? to this?oval·witb?i tht: .

??of1l"?. ·
.

3) The-Defimdimt is reqwnid..to reside at 102-Pelican.Lene.-?ón..SC
.. -

4) ni?:n·?t shall?:a aurœw from 7:00p.m. to 7:00

? . . .

S.) _the D?? is cmly allowed to leav.? bis miçtenée to- attmid '."'oik. c;hµrch, do?tor..viáits·,.tht

groceey store-or? his âttomey.· The Defe? sMll be allowed to visit his mothcr1s-?œco.



6) The.Deii:Ddant a1mll not :violate any State or Fedetal laws. Ifthe Defendant-violà?? Sta!? ?­
F-1emflaws

•.
the.So?r ºmayJmmediátely. requesta Bench_Wamnt.

11' IS SQ ORDlßŒ:D?-

• I ..

.

1??:i021.
M:œcb-Corœr, SC

.--



STATE'S EXHIBIT SIX



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BERK.ELEY

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

NIN'TH ruDICIAL CIRCUIT

STATE OF SOUTII CAROLINA

STEPHEN MICHAEL RIVERS,

DEFENDANT.

vs.

STATE'S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S
MOTION TO RECONSIDER SENTENCE

.

,·· ?,·•1 ·. ?Indictment #2020GS08ot'764;
. ? · 11

.-.,.r. rr,Í'" 1:??
. i -o ...-r· -· ·. ir­,.,; · ,::. Ñ \

,. - . e;:,?--':.!,,,:

#' r'1"1
,. 1 , . I

1 i
?-('"·>··. .,....?
c::.c-. \¡ i::·.\{(-

r:,? ,_
For its reply. the State asserts that the guilty plea entered in the above-meá?ôiièd c@F

was proper. The test established by Boykin v. Alabama, 395 U.S. 238, 89 S.Ct. 1709, 23 L.Ed.2d

274 (1969) is whether the record establishes that a guilty plea was voluntarily and

understandingly made. In order for a defendant to knowingly and vohmtarily plead guilty, he

must have a full understanding of the consequeaces ofhis plea. State v. Hazel, 215 S.C. 392, 271

S.E.2d 602 (1980). He must also have an understanding ofthe charges against him. State v.

Lambert, 266 S.C. 574, 225 S.E.2d 340 (1976).

The State asserts that the guilty plea entered in the above-mentioned case was voluntary,

the Defendant expressed to the court that he understood the nature ofthe charges and the

punishment that could be imposed, and a factual basis was established for the plea.

Th.e Defendant entered his plea on September 25, 2023 to Voluntary Manslaughter,

without negotiations or recommendations. The defendant had ample time to consider bis guilty

plea; he was originally extended the offer to which he plead on March 1, 2021. The Defendant

has been represented by counsel during the entirety ofhis pending charges and has had

exhaustive opportunities to discuss the evidence and facts. The Court beard a Stand Your

Ground Hearing on May 9, 2023, and the Order denying immunity was issued by the Court on



.
June 1, 2023. Defendant pled guilty to the reduced charge of Voluntary Manslaughter, having

been indicted for Murder and Possession ofa Weapon During the Com.mission ofa Violent

Crime on October 7, 2020. Part ofhis plea was the State dismissing the weapons charge and

allowing a plea to the lesser included charge ofManslaughter. The plea was straight up,

allowing each side to advocate for a sentence of their own choosing. The State requested 20

years of incarceration. The Defense asked for a 3-year sentence and also to receive credit for

1,192 days spent mostly on GPS and house arrest with exceptions to his movements. Ifthe

Court would have granted the Defense's request it would have in effect given this Defendant a

"time served" sentence. The Court heard extensive testimony from both the Defendant and the

State during the Plea. The Court heard victim impact statements given by the Victim's sisters and

the Victim's father, and heard from the Defendant himself.

ISSUES

The Court heard and considered the previous violation by the Defendant while on bond

before it made its ruling as to credit for time served. The Defense asserts that be Court "erred in

denying credit for time served on GPS monitoring and house arrest wider 24-13-40," The State

disagrees. The statue provides that while pretrial detention credit must be given for time served

by a prisoner (while in a jail facility), credit may be given for any time spent under monitored

house arrest (emphasis added). This is clear that it is discretionary whether credit for monitored

house arrest shall be given and could be denied in its entirety. The State objected to any credit

being given, considering the prior violation by this Defendant while on bond. The State filed a

bond revocation which was heard and denied, but the Court found that GPS should be reimposed

in lieu of revocation. The State also objected to credit for time on GPS, as the conditions ofthe

Defendant's release were not analogous to a detention facility. He was allowed to have a curfew,



go to work, visit his mother at her home on the water, go to the store, and have freedom ofaccess

that prisoners would never be afforded. Toe Court found in its sound judgement a compromise

and gave halfcredit: 596 days.

The Defense requests that the sentence imposed, 25 years suspended to 11 years

incarceration, be reconsidered. The Defense asserts that the sentence imposed is "excessive and

disproportionate when compared to sentences imposed in similar cases. A Defendant similarly

situated, but with a harsher degree of culpability and violence, with a less compelling argument

for mitigation, was given a more lenient sentence during the same Court term immediately after

this defendant's plea." The State disagrees. The case to which Defense alludes is the State v.

Ja,•lin Smalls. The undersigned Assistant Solicitor has the benefit ofnot only being the assigned

prosecutor in Mr. Rivers' case, but also assisting the State in Mr. Smalls' Stand Your Ground

hearing, which was also before this Court. Defense's assertion th.at these two cases are somehow

similarly situated is incorrect. The similarities end at the charge to which they plead. To say that

Mr. Smalls had a harsher degree ofculpability and violence and with a less compelling argument

for mitigation would be inaccurate. Defense counsel in this case was not privy to the evidence

and Stand Your Ground hearing and is mislead about the Jess compelling argument for

mitigation. It is impossible to compare cases and facts to try to elicit some formula or matrix by

which the Court should be Jed. The Court rightly considers all of the facts, hears all of the

evidence, and makes a decision. ln the case of State v. Rivers, the Court fully heard from all

parties and gave a fair and just sentence; much less than the State requested and more than the

time served request ofthe Defense.



CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the State contends that the request for reconsideration is without

merit. Wherefore the State respectfully requests the Court deny the Defendant's motion for

reconsideration, without scheduling a hearing.

Respectfully Submitted,

I

Juli Rochester
istant Solicitor

?nth Judicial Circuit

Moncks Comer, South Carolina
September 28, 2023



STATE'S EXHIBIT SEVEN



Anne M. Williams

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Price, Bentley Law Clerk (Morgan Hill) <bpricelc@sccourts.org>
Wednesday, January 31, 2024 2:18 PM

Anne M. Williams; bpricelc; Mason West; Meghan Gilmer; shaun@shaunkentlaw.com;
jack; debbie; Summer; Julie Rochester
bpricesc
Re: State v. Stephen Rivers

CAUTION: This email originated outside of Charleston County. Do not click links or open attachments from unknown
senders or suspicious emails. If you are not sure, please contact IT helpdesk.

Ms. Williams,

No, but our office recently learned that the proper way to amend sentencing is to amend the sentencing sheet itself. I

apologize for the confusion.

Thank you,
Morgan

Get Outlook for
iOS<https://urldefense.com/v3/_https://aka .ms/o0ukef_;

! ! FyuNSH5wA9FHaKde !7EN8QtFOU2THRnLNYy2_s3 KyO61H

Cjwej1-qhe06QltFdWBPYlyDHOo8EuBacPy3MDBjnJkO6O1XQeSx790xx3fu$ >

-------------From: Anne M. Williams <williamsa@scsolicitor9.org>
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2024 2:01:41 PM
To: bpricelc <bpricelc@sccourts.org>; Mason West <mason@westlawfirmsc.com>; Meghan Gilmer
<meghan@scvan.org>; shaun@shaunkentlaw.com <shaun@shaunkentlaw.com>; jack <jack@shaunkentlaw.com>;
debbie <debbie@shaunkentlaw.com>; Summer <summer@shaunkentlaw.com>; Julie Rochester
<rochesterj@SCsolicitor9.org>
Cc: bpricesc <bpricesc@sccourts.org>
Subject: RE: State v. Stephen Rivers

*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please exercise caution before clicking any
links or opening attachments. ***

We have not seen an Order. Was one submitted?

-----Original Message-----
From: Price, Bentley Law Clerk (Morgan Hill) <bpricelc@sccourts.org>
Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2024 2:00 PM
To: Mason West <mason@westlawfirmsc.com>; Meghan Gilmer <meghan@scvan.org>; shaun@shaunkentlaw.com; jack
<jack@shaunkentlaw.com>; debbie <debbie@shaunkentlaw.com>¡ Summer <summer@shaunkentlaw.com>; Julie
Rochester <rochesterj@SCsolicitor9.org>; Anne M. Williams <willlamsa@scsolicitor9.org>
Cc: bpricesc <bpricesc@sccourts.org>
Subject: Re: State v. Stephen Rivers

CAUTION: This email originated outside of Charleston County. Do not click links or open attachments from unknown
senders or suspicious emails. If you are not sure, please contact IT helpdesk.

1



Good afternoon,

SCDC will not accept an order to amend sentencing, so Mr. River's original sentencing sheet has been amended in

accordance with Judge Price's ruling. No written order is needed.

Thank you,
Morgan

From: Price, Bentley Law Clerk (Morgan Hill) <bpricelc@sccourts.org>
Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 4:12:05 PM

To: Mason West <mason@westlawfirmsc.com>; Meghan Gilmer <meghan@scvan.org>; shaun@shaunkentlaw.com
<shaun@shaunkentlaw.com>; jack <jack@shaunkentlaw.com>; debbie <debbie@shaunkentlaw.com>; Summer
<summer@shaunkentlaw.com>; Julie Rochester <rochesterj@SCsolicitor9.org>; Anne M. Williams
<williamsa@scsolicitor9.org>
Cc: Price, Bentley Secretary (Tamara Walters) <bpricesc@sccourts.org>
Subject: State v. Stephen Rivers

Good afternoon,

After careful consideration of the issues presented in the State v. Stephen Rivers Motion to Reconsider Sentencing heard

on October 17, 2023, Judge Price has granted the motion and imposed the following sentence:

* 25 years suspended to 7 years with 5 years of probation to follow;
* Credit for the 1,192 days spent on the electric monitor.

Please prepare a short Order for signature.

Thank you,

Morgan Hill

Law Clerk
The Honorable Bentley Price
100 Broad Street, Suite 432
Charleston, South Carolina 29401
Phone: (843) 958-4450
Fax: (843) 958-5095

''"'"" CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE,..,..,.. This message is intended only for the addressee and may contain information that is

confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, retain, or disseminate this message or any

2



attachment. If you have received this message in error, please contact the sender immediately and delete all copies of
the message and any attachments.

3
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SENTENCE SHEET

2020A08 j 02Q010§
ôuzoa020
16-03,.0010

AiW#:
Date of Offense:
S.C. Code§:

COR Code#:)
)
)

)

)

Sf.P 2 5 2023

SC0l8408J8

•Cl
JlíJ
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l l ·?" (1lJ - \.
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THE COURT ÓF GENERAL SESSIONS
)

)

)
) INDICTMENT/CASE#: 1020-GS-Oil-01764

)

)
)

)

)

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BERKELE).'.

STATE

vs.
STEPHEN Mlél-:IAEL RIVERS

AKA: Stephen M RlvcrS; .Stephen Mièhecj Rjvers

Race: White· ·

Sex: M Age;

?SS#: Ufil00.8: 02/t0M79
Address: 102 Pç¡¡çan Loöe

Cl4'
1 State,

Zip: Ladson, SC29456

DL#•
.

007?99716 SID#

•<:DL Yes O No O CMV Yes D No O Hazmat Yes O No O

ln disposition of the above ln?ictment comes now the Defendant who was O CONVICTED OF or l8I PLEADS

TO: Voluntary Manslaughter

ln violation of§ t§dl}1loso of the S.C. Code of Lawe, bearing COR Cßde # mu

? MOST SERIOUS[) SERIOUS

(def.'s lriiti?li:

O NON.VIOLENT

The charge Is: o

? VIOLENT

As indicted, ?
Lesser Included
Offense; o

O Mandatory GPS O § 17-25-45
(CSC w/mino.r 111 or ese w/m.inor 3111)

Defendant Waives
Presentment to Grand Jury.

The ple, is: 181 Without Negotiations or Recqmmendàtlon, O Negot!ated Sentence, O
?T·

100'788

SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defen?ant is committed to the _rtstate Oepartment of Correction O County Detention Center,

for a detenninatete?•·,!,??... $1,..d
. .

.

O Yo;;:-1 Offender Act not to exceed__ years

and/or to pay a fine of$

__
; i>ro.vided that upon the service??-@rime Served and or payme.nt

. !5 ?pof $----:-,--; plu??? and assessments as appücable": the balance is suspended with probation for
.

·

month?and s1,1bject to South C.arolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conaltlons of
probat?ích are lncörporated by rèference.

The sentence shall run
O CO,RENT or O CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

?he
-??feo?1mt

i$ to !:>e given credit fQr time served pursuant to S.C. Code § 24-13-40 tob? calcul¡ifed and epplied by scoor
?)..

?
· ?molitlis

.

I") ?rictu?é time spent or, monitored house arrest prlor to trial and sentencing.
"· O The Defendant Shall be Released. from County Det?ntîon Center.

Pursuanf to 18 U.S.C. § 922 ?nd § 16-25-30 lt Is unlawful for a pers9n eenvtcted of a vlol!ltlon of§ 16-25-20 or§ 16-26-61
(Domet1tle Vlo!ence) to ship, transport, possess, or receive a flr•arm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:



STATE STÊPHEN

VS.
Miqt\'3-L RlVERS •IN'0IGTMENT/CAS?#; 2020?os-08--017b4

O PTUP after months/years

--- And Other Terms Ltsted Below:

o Substan0e Abuse C.ounsellng o Completion of GEO o Random Drug/Alcohol Testing

o Attend Voe, Reh-.?. Qr Job Corp o Nô Contact with Victim o Domèstic Viàl?nce lnJerventiOn Progràm

o Mental Health Counseling o May serve WIE
beginning:

o Sex Offeridet Registry pursuant to $..c. Cod.e § 23 ..3?30 o P1;1bllc Service amployment days/hours

---o Central Registry of Child Abuse and N?lect pursuant to s.c. Ce.de§ 11.25?135.

O Other:

---------------------------------
CJ RESTITUTION: O Deferred p Def. Waives Hearing o Ordered

ÎQtal $.

_
Pay.ment Terms:

Recipient

plus 20% fee: :$

_ Cl Set by SCOPPPS

--------------
·Fine;
Fine may be pd. in equat consec? weeklyimonthly pmts. of $ Beginning
§14-1·206 (Assessments 1'07.6%)
§:14.1.211 (A}.(1)(Conv, S1,1rottarge)

§1?-1 ?211 (A)(2)(0UI Surenargej
$,5.5?5-2995 (DUI Assessment)
§56-1-286 ('DUI fke:ath Test}
§14-1-212 (Law ?nforce. Funding)
§14-1-213 (Orug Court Surcharge)
§34·11-70(b)and(c), and 34-11-90.(c)and(d) (Admin F?ud Check C9urt Costs)
§50-21.-114 (.BUI Bre?th Test Fee)
§56-5-2942(J) (Vehicíe Assessment}
3% to County (if paid ln i.nstallments)
Cl Appoi,rited PD or appointed other counsel, Proviso requires $500 be paid te;>_ Cler?

during prot;¡ation and shall be collected bèforè any other f¢es

o § 17-}-30(8) Unpaid Application Fee to be paid to the Public Defender Fund

Presiding Judge:
e1e,rR bTCburtlOeputy Clerk:

J""'!,:.....1?....,-?H,..,,l,,_,,,,

..-.-...-_---,--?--Judge Code:
Court Reporter: =:îYêEtffo tóY re:? Sentence Date:

SCCA/217 (07/2021)

$100
$100
$12
$25.

$25
$150

$41
$5P
$40/eê(I

TBD

$

$
$ tt>a
$
$
$

$aS
$
$

$
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