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APPELLANT’S STAEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

1. Did the Agency depart from the requirements and mandatory language
contained in the Interstate Compact regarding the Parolee’s ‘Retaking’ and -
revocation of his parole status?

2. Did the Agency’s departures from the ICAOS Compact violate Parolee’s Due
Process Rights?

3. Did the Agency’s proceedings meet the minimum Due Process requirements
of the 4™ and 14™ Amendments and the ICAOS Compact?

4. Is the Agency’s decision “capable of repetition, Yet evading review” due to
the agency’s failure or refusal to issue the written final order of revocation and
refusing to acknowledge the Parolee’s defenses?

5. Did the absence of counsel, or the preliminary hearing justice’s failure to
inform Parolee of his right to hire or have counsel present, violate Parolee’s
Due Process Rights?

6. Did the preliminary hearing administrator proceed arbitrarily and capriciously
in the proceedings denying the Parolee his Due Process Rights?

Did the Administra Administrative Law Judge err in not recognizing a cause for a claim
to Judicial review of the preceding issues? S.C. Code 1976 Ann. 24-21-
1170(B) states the courts are supposed to enforce the rules of the compact.

Appellant pointed out several deviations from the compact rules and
regulations but the ALC declined to hear them. These issues are still valid,

outstanding, ar_ld unresolved.

Appellant is asking for a little of this Court’s discretion and leeway due
to the Appellant being a layman. Appellant’s intent is claiming that the ALC erred
in not reviewing the above issues to determine if procedure was followed. In
hindsight maybe a preface of “ Did the Lower Court err in not finding a cause for
a claim enough for review due to...” should have been added to the beginning of
each of the issues above. Appellant pleads with this Court to not let a case of
semantics or my ignorance of the law bar my issues. Thank you for your
consideration.
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STATEMENT OF CASE

Lo APPELLANT IS STRIViNG . To APHERE TO ONLY ~
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