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BeforeHOLLAND, JACOBS andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This 13" day of March 2014, upon consideration of the pattbriefs and
the Superior Court record, it appears to the Cibwatt

(1) On October 8, 2012, the appellant, Kristie tk&nrode, was indicted
on charges of Unlawful Use of a Credit Card, Thaftd Forgery in the Second
Degree. On January 14, 2013, Eckenrode pled guiltynlawful Use of a Credit
Card and was sentenced to two years at Level Vesudlga for one year of
probation.

(2) In May 2013, Eckenrode was charged with violgtihe terms of her
probation (“WOP”). At a hearing on May 23, 2013ckEnrode, through her

counsel, admitted the violation, was adjudged guiftVOP, and was sentenced to



two years at Level V suspended upon completiompétient drug treatment for
probation. This appeal followed.

(3) On appeal, Eckenrode contends that her dueegsocights were
violated at the VOP hearing when her probationceffireneged on a promise to
recommend a reinstatement of probation, and theer®upCourt denied her the
opportunity to speak. Eckenrode also claims that YOP sentence did not
properly credit her with time she spent incarcefrate October and November
2012.

(4) Having carefully considered the parties’ pasi on appeal, the Court
concludes that none of Eckenrode’s claims has mé&he record does not support
Eckenrode’s due process claims. The transcrifeeatsf that the probation officer
felt constrained to recommend inpatient drug trestnfor Eckenrode. It also
reflects that Eckenrode directly addressed the iSupeourt and was not
precluded from speaking further at the hearing.

(5) Inresponse to Eckenrode’s claim that she igleth to credit for time
she spent incarcerated in October and November, 208 State has included in its
appendix a “Delaware Department of Correction Levelime Served Report,”

which indicates that Eckenrode received creditthat period of time from the



Court of Common Pleas in a VOP sentence imposadiifferent case. Eckenrode
is not entitled to credit for time served againstrethan one sentence.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmenttloé Superior
Court is AFFIRMED.
BY THE COURT:

/s/ Henry duPont Ridgely
Justice

" See Villafane v. Sate, 2013 WL 85194 (Del. Jan. 7, 2013) (citing Del.décAnn. tit. 11, §
3901(c),(d)).
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