STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Emmanuel McFadden, #124011 ) - Docket No. 13-ALJ-15-0035-AP
)
Appellant, )
)
vs. )
) ORDER OF DISMISSAL
South Carolina Department of Probation, )
Parole and Pardon Services, )
)
Respondent. )
)

This matter is before the Administrative Law Court (“ALC”) pursuant to the appeal of the
above named “Appellant”, an inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of
Corrections. This appeal of a parole denial was assigned to me on August 15, 2013. Pursuant to
ALC Rule 60(A), Appellant was required to file an original brief with respect to this appeal
within sixty-five (65) days after the Date of Assignment.

On November 6, 2013, Respondent South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and
Pardon Services filed its original brief. Pursuant to Rule 60(A), Appellant was supposed to file
his original brief on appeal on or before October 21, 2013, prior to Respondent filing its brief.
Instead, Appellant filed a “Reply to the Respondent Brief” on November 20, 2013. |

Pursuant to ALC Rule 62, an Administrative Law Judge may dismiss an appeal for
failure to comply with the rules of procedure for appeals, including the failure to comply with

“any time limits set forth in the rules of procedure for appeals. Appellant’s failed to file an
original brief as set forth in ALC Ruie 60(A).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED, WITH

PREJUDICE.

J%.hn';D. McLeod, Judge
S.C. Administrative Law Court

December 5, 2013
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