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_STATEMENT OF Issue oN APPEAL

The Administeative Low Court erred in offirming +he Sevth Corobna
sz?(rmebnif o;_F Cc_v?;_rr&c_:h‘ans’%c'lec..sngn Whiln i+ dl \ej,r%mg.g:{'kf Sou-Hh
Covreoline artraent 0T Ceormections  Correc & v ] “ a
+me cre&ve‘i'p +v his sentence and +he Arﬂell’{arﬂfp ~ed Ixﬁggr;*rﬂ;‘ %1;1
bvrden of pi‘ow‘nj the South Carsline Depovdment o carrectons /) Y‘.pper‘iy
cal cwloted , his Septence.Thus; the Admimstrative Law Covp Violeed
pellents Due Process Rights (of liberty interest) and violated Appellonts

L3

vights +o Equal frevechion of +he laws cights of +he y,5 const Amend.
‘q,l QAJ _ﬂ(oCO”S+’4f1Lil/31




STATEMENT _OF ASE

Apfal'lcw\‘l' £iled his #Twnital Brief ofF Appellond and {(Dest(}na’h?:‘h ot
_/‘,AWH’W To Be Zncluded T The Aecord On Appeal Noon Avsust L2y ,Qofk .
b lerm dent £iled i+& " Inifia| Brief of Respondent’ gny/ “Designation
c'FbMD\ erVlon NMovember 2[1 A024. }qf)laf,ﬂaw}’ feceived ﬂes}aonJen.{—fq ”.J_m-hql
Brief of Respondent® pnd “Designahibn of Motker " on November 26, 2024,
(see: Apf‘@”nvﬂé‘ Ysovth Corsling Depoarkment of Correctitms ~ Receup ¥ of l“qu’l
Corfespondence Verication-form) Porsvant To Rule 208,SCACR, Rules of Tnial
Briefs,C0) (3) Reply Briet) Appellant has Jo days Fo £/g bis feply Bpek.
This maKes December ¢, 95514, his covrd deadlne date fo Fle his
Reply Brief.

Nowy Appellond svbmiks his Reply Brief.



STANDARD of REVIEW. .

. S.c.Code Ann.$1-23-GI0(B) sets forth +he Standard of veview
for s Appellete. Court when Sitfing in, TRYIew of o decision by the
ALC.See S.C.Dep'# of Corr: V. Mi'/chell, C\S'ﬁ $:€,2d 233, %‘301 (ci./?fp«&oo?)
The Covrt of Ap?:qls may,a:ﬂ‘frm The decision of remand”’+ & case for
furher 'pfoce(ed,‘njj /'or-n" Moy reverse or u‘b‘fy +he decisien /¥ t+he
SubsFfantive rights af 1%'@_ pedrfioner have been pred‘udfced because. Fhe
‘Fn"nd»'uj J conclusion) or decision 1§ s

Coﬂf,l-,‘}—u-h'onal or J")'a‘t'uﬁr’ pfov:k/bn-f/'

G i vislabion of Constitubins o0 i %
h excess e e @ quthor » )
CC) 'mosde, upoi] Wl/qu/-ﬁ)[ PVDZ&OJU’fej' '/7/0 e ajenc}.//

(d) affected by ether erer of law~
(&) Cleacly erfonecvs in view of the rédiable, probetives and svbstantial eviderce

on 'fi’l whole ret:or‘;l/‘or
(F) arbifracy or Capriciols o character'zed by abuse of disccetion or clearly

Unwarranted e;errc:‘_s’e of discretien.
s.c.code Ann.$1-33-610(8). “The. veview of the admistrative /e»;'/

Coprl-5s ozler l:i’lus-f' be ?n-/vhs,d zl‘e ﬁeiqa;ecofd‘“__zﬁs ”znbjnrzpp]epq,
o o 4na| decision of an adminisirative agenc e Standard e \
appeilate review is wWhether +he ALCS Fin zgjq;ge Sugported by J’ubm‘hql
cvidence S Sanders . s.c.Deplt of Corry) 665 &/ 24 231, 434 Cot App. #005)
“However, when Fhe [ssve on Teview raseS a queshien’of lowy Fhis court
"Mn}/ reverse the decision of Fhe ALC wheie b i’s V/E/qﬁ"om of a
vision or i+ 1s aFfected byan erver of /faw Torrence y,

<t App. 2081)

Stafvto vo
_S'.C.Deﬁ‘ryt apﬁ cou’f-/ 8¢| s.€. 28 36,41




- ARGUMENT

¢ ) \ S < ‘nq
The Adminstrahve Law Covrd erred in aﬁf{‘rmmg The, {'ouHa caroli ‘
J;i;onﬁ‘mw'l’ of Correchons' decision when /i Je%qm;rteA,Me: Souvth CQF){):Q
Depayiment of corrections correctly applicd Appeliants Jail Hime qed:+*

his senteace and the Appellant Fided +o carry his borden of provihg +he
Swith carolina Depardment of cofTections fmproperl 'cqlc,ulnﬁfe,d his {en%’mcm
Thusy the  Administrative Law covrt wibleted Appeilants Doe frocess R H—‘S.p
Cof Liberdy interest)and Vielated Appellant’ rights 4o Equal froteckon e
the laws nights of the UiS. const Amend1¥ and S.2. Const Ard1)3.

ar

ﬂéSponJen'f’ i‘“ ,‘,l’.; {/Z)’II;L"QI 80’)&,‘# Op Mpbnderp,—" Cehhl‘nves ./3 'Ff‘llL/ '%O

acknowledge or fefute wWhy jn the €ase Massey V. South Carplivg_Depayriment

of _cortections, 2021 WL 1441295 it applied MasSseys fa// Hime ered’+ +o both
of MeasSeys consecuhive Senteaces and not both FAGpellants consecotive
Senfences’ also. (See’ 7Respondents Zintial Brief of gespondentil) 7he
Administiahve Law Courd alse falled +o acknows ledse. ‘that Respondent gae
Massey W jail fime served cred'y applied 10 both of his Consecudive senrences
ond no# Appellants consecotive Sentences. Respondent and +he Adminis trashve
law covrs State that Appollant-is net entitied 4o receive tis joul fine.
eredit move than oncebut they both continved 4o -t +o qc.kr\@w/ed,'j'e_ \
OF refotet that Respoident ll“ij”/m Mimepte. Massey bis faf] Hme. Srociit
liberty fnteresd) add Y‘l"/ﬂk-/;‘v' to 571101‘ Pretechon of laws rbhdsaf he

uis tonsh Amendild dnd SiciConsh Ak, 3, Appeilant’ joil +ime credit
3’?7\)1& hoye been appi,‘e,d To WS consecvivye sentence morl Fhan on¢9d(05+
liKe Mossey recleved his jall Hime ered more #han ohce applied 3 both
o Ma\'s.s’gycmﬁ-féwf—l‘Vg, Ssenteneces, '

- Siclcede, Ann, 24 = 3~Ho. Com;uh#on o Hme served by Prisoners,
Mmandates prisoners’ recelve eredit for e Seryed prior o fria] vnless
one (?P r‘;‘-g/ excepfions exis “"/i'lﬂbr‘ oF the four e;lzce,a-}/éns ap;oé)/ #o <
Appellents Sentences, Having e consecu Ve Senjence. is not ene of: the.
'ﬁavr 6)((’.6;0-}15'15 +o 7”/1& Mo\n&cx‘}’o'f%/ /anjvc}je, Y 5‘/’a+u~i~e. .9\‘[-13-—4/0« and &
COMSew-}—.\Vg, 59’(\%@\5{, eey Vlo{*’ ar 4, fE//ﬂVt'}’ From r‘ecan‘vfm 'Qlll h'meservgd
credit dedvefed from each of I‘U(-S"Séi’tfe;’l(:&S- },7‘& respondent bafled #,
QCKIIUW/QJJ& or %1”& ot s%é/ﬁwf excdp-/—mn_{ Jon/./, G/Dpl/V 7o /4P/08//0t«}7,+
s 4 Inr'-fr’t}-l ng ,:)‘&F of Respondent! 74e AdminiStray ve Jaw’ covrr
MK”@W/BCL}&A n 15 arf‘/&’/ Faat!fIn fhis CasSe jnesther exception o
secion Y-/3-%0 apples +o App elantM C'_s’ce.'\/?dm,',,,:!mﬁ‘,& Zary Covid
order-pase €) This Statviel foor exCephins dontk apply o Appelfnt-
ond mandages he receive Hme served Crediys applied o hys Consecotive
Sentencess

A1l Appellants seffencing sheets state he was +o recefve fime

served credif-dedveted fomg each of WS fovr sentences pursvant-to
statvte L9-/3-70.see Appellant’s sentencing shebts,) wané. St fote
Mede Mﬂ,VLA,a,.,L,,(}/ 'ﬂt”‘z‘f' @egpgnde”/— Qﬂpl)/ '4?/03”%7’—6,/5' J“ill/'vl’l'mt
Sexvved Credi') $o all éoﬂ) of his Consec.utive Sentences qﬂd & Ve
Apreland 6 corre

, et max oud dade, Lespondend comtnues +o 4all

acknewledse or re-fupe thay sy -A y .

S+ate ‘F"L"L‘*‘ %’P PeUat wWes 4w rltagkﬁéettju@é‘,—ji iﬁﬁ?ggﬁéi%|¢
6




apphed 18 each of h's Sentences. The Adminis, hve Low covr#fod
qe‘.PiInoWkJ ed Jn 1¥s order Hhat: Tl Senmc“nj Shee,+.? ql?o ,}.da‘c;-%e_ A%!IW
was +v he~given credit for #ime Served €)1 lime credit) pursvant o |
Sectivn 24-13-Yo of +he Sovth Corsline ceode (Supp, 202.3) 1o be
Caleviated and apphed by #he Departmentd (seed Administrative Law
Courd cevder- page L)/ fffﬁszrd/n 1o 7he Sentencihg sheeks) Appellanit-

is ent'tled fo fime sérved? CSeBlAdmins prative/Lan Covrd order—

page ), and “Absen+ any ambsity in Hhe Seatencin Sheet, the covrsd
Must presume Thalt dhel Septencing Courth Sentedce 1y correct
CSee! fdmo'riu‘.s'mﬁ‘Ve 41;?‘/‘ co;“rf' d‘r'clﬁrz Pa e,é)b‘ 5 and 4 renes

« z Hs SendtiAein oS are am bigveuS gnd The Send

couTHs f‘em‘lz\ncz( fs corref. ’;/fe_ lﬁcfpenfeu'% should have applied Ap;ye\tciy;wl'@‘
Hime Served cred)'+ fo all both h'y conSecutive Sentences, As Stated
abavt:s/ ReSpondent JoeSn’i—quOVJledje_ o~ refvie fhe factual evidercs.
tho (l), espondent q!,nh‘e:cl Masseys qu’"l “hime credtd Fo both £ Masse %
Consecviye Sentences ‘and corvecied /Vlas_ce,/a/f; max oot decte, byt weon i

do 7he Same For Appeilant ¢ 2) S,c. code Annt 24~13-¥o. Compyfa-tion of hme

Served by Priseners, four ‘exceptions don't apply #o Appellants sentences,
and €3) é}\ Appallq{a~h’5 Seatencing Sheets are m}farldzfsft,a}a he was +o raée»Ve,

Wis Joail +'me Served credih applted 4o each sentence., Respendend rsnered
fkek)e ',‘m ,aer-fﬁm— aspects of Ia,éppeilan+$ case w:‘%hou-iv qln expliwf-)’,‘m
1€oh Finvous iy, 4o wWhy i'f done so.'# g agency achvin gvali¥res as tarblitraryl
oF ‘Capyicio0s) ‘£ it /S not (reasonable and "etaSonqut explaned!.) owlo ¥y Zph,
194 s.ct. 2040, 2053 Ca02Y) vndec this Standard ; afn agency r/cqm
lquoie ‘on impertant aspeci-of the problem® ' Sfiust Defet o o 4
Satisfactor E-X;o’anq%'on for tts action inclvding a vopilonal ConnecHon
between #le factS found and the choite made) M zd. Appellant has shown
and prove from +he above HFactval evidence that Lespondents decision
to ve¥ apply Appellantls josl Hme served eredit 4o both h's consecy Hve
Sentences aqnd Correct his max ovd date L arbittary and qurr(cJovS/‘
Especially when not addressing the above bisted $iree impovtand
aspects of Appellants cose-T7herefore, +he /)cqun"m'.f-/mﬁlfe Law 7
- CoUTHS ovder should not be affi'rmed becavse i vilblated Appellants
Dve Process Rights and Egual Protection of fhe laws rights of 1he

Vs, Consh Amend:i4-and S.¢C Consp Ardil, 3.




CoNeLUST ON

For o) the reasens s7ated) ///pﬂ//aﬂ'}’ regues

#+ 1hs court erse and
remond the Adminrstrafive Law Covrd5' decisibn °m,f .//Zi; ;’Z,ﬁ“é’m,?m

DeposFment of Corrections should be ordered apply Appetlants yail tme
<erved cvedit o both of Appellants consecytive’s el J
Appellont’s maxout date Shoold be corracted. erfences and

December & 2024

Respectful l}/ Submitfedy
S Gk T oo
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

Receipt of Legal Correspondence Verification

This is to verify that legal correspondence from (Name and Address):

S-C General C_mmSGJ ;
X0 Boy 2] ’78v7 RECEEVEE:
Colunahie. SC 272922]

=g

o

DEC 10 2004
Court of Appegc

Addressed to (Inmate Name, SCDC#, and Address):

Codis 7o Oohnsen 337543

QZ/eﬂdaZg §’C7?“V§C.:£)‘Qn((4 #/‘)’9 L/(e
(0SS 7 Revelutionery [frac/

Farfax Sc 298277

was received and logged in on SCDC Form 10-12, “Legal/Privileged/Certified Mail Delivery Log,” at the
/4 // €l kzch / € Correctional Mailroom on (Date) 2\5 November. 2o Z/'/,

- On (Date) Zé A/OI/ Cy bf’v' 202 L/ , the above referenced correspondence was delivered to
. Lot - j .
Inmate clbtr‘ 1Ll S [ John SN , SCDC # 53 /5 (‘/ 3 , and his signature

was obtained on SCDC Form 10-12, “Legal/Privileged/Certified Mail Delivery Log”.

Additidnal Notes:

; ﬂJQ /4//9140/a/€ /(- 2[@‘ 2.7/

Postall Director/Institution Date !

SCDC Form 10-29 (Created April 2018)
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-Ralp," K. Anderson Yaiim y Administradive Law 37)0393
Appe”q:l'e Case N 2024 -00048"T

Cortls Sohnsow # 337593, :3.::

oty SPROOF OF SERVICE
sou# Careline Depactment of Correc-hkns/é

&Spodeﬂ‘,’.- ))

T Curhs T. Johnsen, d hereby cerdify Hhat on +hls date,

£, servd e ol LRV ohgef)et seriel i fhe Foregeing
> o on

achom o o;\e.e Co;r a{g #e,eSamg.,r/(n '/142_ PUm"'/:;JM-S‘/'q/'&’; Mm‘b-‘é]ﬁ

lh"
iﬁ;’; l p'gﬁfigz prépaid, and oddressed as follows ]

South Carolina Courd of Apfeql.f Dept: of Genera| Cgunsel
Teany Abbot+ l<:'+ch-‘n3; ) clerk s.c. Dept. Corrections
fo.BoX lle29q f.o. BoX 211817
Cojumbio)S. €~ 29211 Columbm}S.Co 29231
SWORN of AFFIRMED 76 aI\J {UL‘C"'(L&J ‘e"e’fe' me- H'} RETTYITITITI
- © gqy of Decormioyz [ 2024, = By
S - O “ggga‘ 2

O

111955y,
C.
i
Y
P

A 00 \Q \
N 02‘ Q,r f UL I‘C . 2 "%[,{/l[/ .‘...: §
Y Cenissos Expires s R

Cortis T: Sohnsen, 33715 43

Allendale CvI"F3//{amc'm All

Velvilonary Tra
re51 é‘%.\?fﬂ‘X).ﬂc. .2‘(18-2

December 6/ 203 4

qaied!

351“'
g
PO
K

9

\\\S
&




&}ﬂ/ﬁs 7o S?Lm;on/ 339593
Allendale- ¢ T~ E3/ Hampton A46
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| DEC 10 2024
Sovth Cavslina Covrd- o Appeals SC Court of Appeals

"X@me Ab Lot K Hehin 9 5‘/6/&( K

Po.kox. 11624
Columbiays.cs 2911

D@c@mké(/ G Y, 0.0 Qﬁ/
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Dear clerk)
///a/'/z?/ pfmSt’/ ‘WC"\”J/ @“ﬁjo‘fa‘i for ‘F’é//gnj ' /6\1(‘

ofFice my .
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(9«') (L 0pckiEcate of 5&t"lfii&”/’“ | |
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