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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .
ADMINISTRATIVE Law court  GENERy, CouNs

Kevin L. Fowler, 222318, Docket No. 14-ALJ-04-0355-Ap '
, Appellant,
vs. | ORDER

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (“ALC” or “court”)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed April 10, 2014 by Kevin L. Fowler (“Appellant”), who is
incarcerated ‘wi-th the South Carolina Department of Corrections (“SCDC”). “

Appellant filed a Step One Grievance on September 11, 2013, claiming his sentence js

- not subject to the requirement that Appellant serve Eighty-Fiye percent (85%) of his sentence

violation. Id. ‘ '
When reviewing the SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in an

appellate capacity. Id. at '380, 527 S.E.2d at 756. Consequently, the review in these cases is

limited to the record presented. An Administrative Law Judge may not substj egjudgmen

for that of an agency "as to the weight of the evidence on questions of fact." SELLE 1 b
| - AlIE > 8 714
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23-380(5). The ALC will not disturb the findings of an administrative agency if its findings are
supported by substantial evidence on record as a whole. Pearson v. JPS Converter & Indus.
Corp,, 327 S.C. 393, 489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App. 1997). “Substantial evidence” is evidence which,

considering the record as a whole, would allow a reasonable mind to reach the conclusion

reached by the administrative agency. Trimmier v, S.C. Dep’t of Labor, Licensing & Regulation,
405 S.C. 239, 246, 746 S.E.24 491, 494 (Ct. App. 2013) (quoting Porter v. S.C. Pub. Serv.

Comm’n, 333 S.C. 12, 20, 507 S.E.2d 328, 332 (1998)). The . possibility of drawing two

inconsistent conclusions from the evidence does not prevent an administrative agency’s finding

from being supported by substantial evidence, Grant v. S.C. Coastal Council, 319 S.C. 348, 353,
461 S.E.2d 388, 391 (1995) (quoting Palmetto Alliance, Inc. v. S.C. Pub. Serv. Comm’n, 282
S.C. 430, 432, 319 S.E.2d 695, 696 (1984)).
| LAW/ANALYSIS
On October 4, 2012, the Appellant plead guilty to Distribution of Heroin, second offense

and was sentenced to a terms of ten years’ incarceration. Distribution of Heroin, second offense
is in violation of S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53.3 70(b)(1).

The requirement that an inmate convicted of a “no parole” offense serve 85% of the
sentence is found in S.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-150(A), which reads:

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, except in a case in which the
death penalty or a term of life imprisonment is imposed, an inmate
convicted of a "no parole offense" as defined in Section 24-13-100 and
sentenced to the custody of the Department of Corrections, including an

or good conduct credits, and is to be applied to the actual term of
imprisonment imposed, not including any portion of the sentence which has
been suspended. Nothing in this section may be construed to allow an
inmate convicted of murder or an inmate prohibited from participating in
work release, early release, discharge, or community supervision by another
provision of law to be eligible for work release, early release, discharge, or
community supervision.

Under S.C. Code Ann, § 24-13-100, a “no parole” offense is defined as “a class A, B, or C
felony or an offense exempt from classification as enumerated in Section 16-1-10(d), which is

punishable by a maximum term of imprisonment for twenty years or more.” Distribution of
2
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Heroin, second offense is a Class A felony. See S.C. Code. Ann. § 16-1-90(A).

The Appellant contends that his conviction is not subject to the requirement that an
inmate serve 85% of the sentence. Appellant relies upon language added to S.C. Code Ann. § 44-
53-370(b)(1) by the Omnibus Crime Reduction and Sentencing Reform Act of 2010, which

reads:

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person convicted and

sentenced pursuant to this subsection for a first offense or second offense

may have the sentence suspended and probation granted, and is eligible for

parole, supervised furlough, community supervision, work release, work

credits, education credits, and good conduct credits.
See S.C. Act No. 273 (June 2, 2010). The Appellant contends that with the enactment of the
Omnibus Crime Reduction, the General Assembly’s intention was to lessen the punishment for
drug offenses, and to provide for prot;ation and parole for offenders who were previously
ineligible for probation and parole. The court agrees that it appears from the plain language of
the statute that the General Assembly intended to allow inmates convicted of drug offenses to be
eligible for parole, therefore removing certain drug offenses from the “no parole” category.
Based on the language of S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-370(b)(1), Distribution of Heroin is no longer
intended to be a “no parole” offense and work credits and good conduct credits should be applied
to the eniirety of an-inmate’s sentence when he is sentenced under § 44-53-370(b)(1).

In this case, the Department has calculated the Appellant’s sentence as if he was
convicted of a “no parole” offense and is not applying work credits being earned by the
Appellant tol'the initial 85% of his sentence, and is only using them to reduce the portion of his
sentence remaining after he has served the initial 85%. If the Appellant had been sentenced prior
to the 2010 Omnibus Crime Reduction and Sentencing Reform Act, the Department’s calculation
of his sentenée would be correct. Howe;/er, as stated above, thié court finds that the 2010
amendment to § 44-53-3 70(b)(1) removed the Appellant’s crime from the “no parole” category.
Because the Appellant committed his crime and was sentenced subsequent to § 44-53-
370(b)(1)’s revision, the Department should calculate the Appellant’s sentence by applying his

earned work credits and good conduct credits towards the entirety of his sentence.!

' The court finds specious the argument put forth in SCDC’s brief that nothing in the 2010
amendment to §44-53-370(b)(1) is incompatible with the Department’s interpretation that after
2010, an offender convicted of distribution of a controlled substance pursuant to the subsection
must still serve 85% of his sentence before he is eligible for parole, supervised furlough,

3 .
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Based on the foregoing
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal is REMANDED for the Department to
calculate the Appellant’s sentence without applying the “no parole” pffense requirements found
in 8.C. Code Ann. § 24-13-150(A).

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

S. Phillip Lenski
S.C. Administrative Law Court

August Z/E & 2014

Columbia, South Carolina

community supervision, work release, work credits, education credits, and good time credits.
Prior to the amendment, inmates convicted of no-parole offenses pursuant to §44-53-370 were
eligible for parole, supervised furlough, community supervision, work release, work credits,
education credits, and good time credits after they had served the requisite 85% of their sentence.
To accept SCDC's interpretation of the §44-53-370(b)(1) amendment would be to hold that the
General Assembly amended the statute for no purpose whatsoever. Such an interpretation is
unreasonable. ' :




attorney(s).

August 28,2014 ,
Columbia, South Carolina

' Leah E. Garland

Judicial Law Clerk

FILEp
AUGZBZUM

-~ "CADMIN 1 COURT



SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

INMATE NAME:_ Lt Fondest

Yy Mo lsiss
k- General

'SCDC NUMBER: 2223/ 8 f : &

INSTITUTION: __ Leizshto. CoZ . | SEP 12 2913 Dise Hegp

HOUSING UNIT: __Shanediss 72 /,4 rﬁ? SHAW ¢ PREA

‘ 7 F CE  Date Received Y IQ”/D ‘5 »
'WORK ASSIGNMENT: £ /t’/’ end " 1GC Initials ‘P,W\/

ek

:. STATE GRIEVA\LL (mdude documenmnon 'md dqte of mc1dunt 1f SCD( Pohcy 1nd1c1te which pohc;)
The K0 Cepewnt HAssembly FPpssed Fhe Zolo  amMl dus

éé’f/}ﬂe B, Civing Hhose Cowviched of 77 20 And 3@
;OFFf/vsej Unel ex 5.¢. Y4 -57-370 7‘[6 3244%4//%/27 /‘?’9/'} Yo

;Z‘e(““" Eovel Arere, Lol Corech s /4/\5/ o e €/

il

,C_z Vhes e Coniiciled on ow AL ferz é/.'//\e /;/Z 2eold.
T wHS Lonviited on  Ochidex Y, 2612 Ffox A

i,f//kd)a/lb/u (/Aé/ffd f(/ (;z/f g yy“le 370 HArd vy ju

peSe

%' Beco/ve She WSIL Foo Eocd Lime, /A/wz/c //zcaz///v ,4,\5/

/7/{0/.@ f)//y, é/ //b,_
T Sudmhhedd p jleavesT | (See Atk ?r/Jfﬂ A1y
//ﬂewo//(e/g o SchHe /L/é‘/?(/ét/Aﬂ/[éff Srare Crass L

In S A,
)4—1/’.,\/ "
;

/2660657'//;3 s Z"\/Ow/ &V/l 4;»14 NG F ZC’(?/ s ~G %AL
5@’7&'54)%77 /?/ /w?L 7LU (’00‘-/ )[//yre’ waﬂ/c f//t‘-’z// /j ﬁZ/\c/

/%’ZI/(’ [/( é/é

= /efplvfz/ #/Z&’Sfa/\'?c’ o ?/&//3 s PR 72“/{67 /4’717[4(/"6/

exs Ju 2
/\)/ /\-ﬂ‘)( 0/\- J/)’) I N f////\,5 % é*),«//\@\,.ﬂ/\cto Z/L/'(/(f g(DC

/ 3 MNo f-b//dwlr\-s ‘%}15 ZéngLM-T:UfE' :I?&.Hl‘u/' ;/\‘ /4/9//)—/‘1\-;

Coocl Fime, Luoclc - Eted, 1 onel  faole  Elig b )
Sl Coce  Y4-S3-370 |

ACTION | _R)EQUFSTED To Be Ahnctord Fhe [—oa(/ﬂfrlt}h;" _
;#Ac/ /ﬁ/z'uff L/r5;/7/ /)%. indez 5.0 Cocele _9/9’?-33 ‘370

Co~elewr

Wen X Z}fﬂcfl e

PodSeanT

To e %,/,» e /77 Zoto  amarbus (Zime BASL Lo

SPECIFY HOWSAND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BY GRIEVANT:
- See A++Ad«eJ ZEG\, esT ﬁ“é( /44\451,\;::3,(«15

)A»QAI\-(I”)’I M)’“c/l ﬁ IJIB

Grievant Slgnature

(CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIDE)

Date




o

SCDC 10-5 (Rev. May 2013)

. gt

wA IBEASHECNISK AND REASON:

=

This 1s in response to KRCI-1363-13. All pertinent information and
documentation has been reviewed. Nothing has been found to support your
allegations that you are entitled to receive work credits or good time. Case
Manager, Mrs. Your was interviewed and indicated you are not eligible to
receive work credits due to you have a mandatory 85% sentence.

Based on this information, your requested action is denied. If not satisfied
with my response, see Step 5 below.

\ " ,
Wiine C vl QQL 10-28-i3
Warden Signature ~ Date

[ accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed

E/ [ do notaccept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal.

Grievant Signature

K> £ R /5//[//3 @ ,f\ /)YV(W L

Date [GC Signature Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP | GRIEVANCE FORM

I

An informal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1 by sending an Inmate Request to Staff Member
(RTSM) form to the appropriate supervisor. A copy of the answered RTSM must be attached to the grievance when
the grievance is filed. ° '

Complete each section in its entirety writing only in the space provided for inmate use. No additional pages will be
permitted..

Only one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form.
Submit the completed form by placing in the Grievance Box within five (5) days of the date on the RTSM response;

policy grievances can be filed at any time. Disciplinary and Classification Review appeals must be submitted within
five (5) days of the hearing/review. Do not write in the space provided for the Warden's response.

If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible official within five
(5) days of your receipt of the Warden's decision, via placement in the Grievance Box.
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JVRESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL’S DECISION AND' REASON

Gur concern has beeu rewewed Although you are ehgxble for: parole per- ,e‘2010 Sentencmg Reform Act you must stlll serve'a

i mandatory minimum of 85 % of your 10 year sentence W]'llCh totals’a minimum servrce of 8 years and 6 months 1f you are not granted
: "f'parole You are recelvmg all good tlme and work credrts possnble i

] re, your grlevauce 1s demed

You may. appeal thls decmon under the Admlmstratlve Procedures Act to the Admuustratwe Law Court In order to appeal you must
ﬁll out the attached Notlce of Appeal Form and submJt it as, mstructed on the form w1th1n 30 days of l‘CCClpt

. Grievant Signature =

“IGC Signa@rej' LT D

o ‘ , (SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)-
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

_STEP 2
INMATE NAME: ée,v n mowler

SCDC NUMBER: AR2 3)¢

INSTITUTION:

HOUSING UNIT: .

WORK ASSIGNMENT:

N

Office Use Only
Grievance No. _<£¢/ /363 -/3
Code: General '
"~ Policy

- Disc. Hear.

, Class. .=
Date Received __
IGC Initials

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction):

The following is in response to the inmate’s appeal to the Administrative Law Court (ALC).

mﬂbﬁy\/\jﬂ 20 nnens ?/zz)/ﬂd/k/'

Grievant Signature / ~ Dhate

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

In order to comply with the order issued by the Honorable S. Phillip Lenski, your sentence has been recalculated. Based upon the new

calculations your projected max out date is October 3, 2017.

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved.

" You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you must
fill out the attached Notice of Appeal Form and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt.

ﬂ L i

Date

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-
cedure. [ hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is the Agency’s final

response to this matter.

Grievant Signature

SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)

Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

- IGC Signature - Date



INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP 2 GRIEVANCE FORM

Complete form in its entirety, writing only in the space provided for inmate use.
2. State your specific reason for further appeal.v Do not submit any new issues for review.

3. Submit this completed form with your original Step 1 attached, to the Institutional Grievance
Coordinator within five (5) days of your receipt.of the Warden’s decision. Do not write in the space
prov1ded for the responsnble official.

4. The decision rendered by the responsible. off1c1al exhausts the appeal process of the SCDC Inmate
Grievance Procedure.

il
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«_STATE OF SOUTH'CAROLINA ) IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS \/
COUNTY OF SPARTANBURG )) ” o o
STATE _ VS. ' y  INDICTMENT/CASE#:. 2012GS4200579
Kevin Lapatrick Fowler ) A/Wi: M128647 '
AKA: - : i ) Date of Offense: - 9/14/2011
Race:  BLACK Sex: M . Age: © 40 ). SC.Code . § ._d44-53-0370(B
DOB:  10-29-1971 SS#: , - . 0185 ‘ ‘
‘ )  CDR Code #: i
Address: 5' Q ,A_l\l [N 7‘?)” 5/—‘76’ ) . ' ~ ;
City,State, Zip: SPartempP o~ SC 2770 ) SENTENCE SHEET /) C Vs /4 / 7Qf 0(
DL# 007040598 7 " “sipg. 7 ‘ :

. ' )
*CDLYes [JNo [] CMV Yes [ONe. [ Hazmat Yes ONe [

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Deféx%rg who was ] "CONVICTED OF or | X]PLEADS
TO: Distribution of Heroin 2nd 5--30 years and/or $50' . 3
in violationof  -§ 44-53-0370 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # - 0184
(X] NON-VIOLENT [J VIOLENT XIsERIOUS "[CIMOST SERIOUS []Mandatqry GPS(CSC [§17-25-45

- . w/minor 1st or Lewd Act)
E]Defendu’nl Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

O wishout Negotiationsor.Recommendation, - [J Negotiated Sentence, . » X, Recomm|e dation by the State.
v AN G £ A o . Do Do 36/0

SC Bar# "~ SC Bar#t

(defendant’s initials)

The charge is:  [X] As Indicted, - [Jtesser included Offense,
TheNeais:

Defendant Attorney for Defendant

HEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the [ state Department of Corrections, [J County Detention Center,

. for a determinate term of |0 daysimoaths/yvears ox " [J- under the - “'Youthful Offender Act not to exceed T years
and/or to pay a fine of § - ; provi ' service-of _ days/months/years and/or payment
. ‘ —\&_

of $ ; Plus costs and assessments as applica'ble*?; theba ith “probatien—for

ITOTITITS/YEars dnd subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probation, which are incorporated by reference, . .

g‘gONCURRENT or O "CONSECUTIVE to sentence on;

(] The Detendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to S.C. Code

§ 24-13-40 1o be calculated and applied .

by the State Department of Corrections.

[(J The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to §.C; Code -

§17-25-135. .

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal .
Domestic Violence ) to shib,transport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

[IRESTITUTION:

Total: § plus 20% fee:

D Deferred D Def. Waives Hearing

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
Ordered PTUP

days/hours Public Service Employment *

Payment Terms: -

Obtain GED O

Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

[1 Set by SCDPPPS

May serve W/E begining

E 0

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling 0

*Fine: " Random Drug/Alcohol testing O

§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 o) - Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly

§ 14-1.21 FHA)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 pmts. of § beginning s
© §14-1-24 1(A)(2) (DUI Surcharge ©$100 . . .

g 56-5-29‘()5 )((D)U([ Assessmem)g ) . S12 ‘ % ! 5 —————— Paidto Public Defender F

§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) $25 $ © Other:

Provisa 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $. -

§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) ) $25 $ ‘QS J1)

§ 141213 {Drug Court Surcharge) $150 B /501/))

§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 % . ] N

§ 56-5-2942(J) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea  § I Appointed PD or appointed other counse,

Proviso 90.5 (SCCIA Surcharge) T35 3 ) 47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk ]

3% 1o County  (jf paid in installments)

TOTAL

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clerk iﬁ:\y

Court Reporter:

$ X ) during probation.
e R V(0]
Presiding Judge
Judge Code: ' A 2053
. Sentence Date: , 20[R

/Y-)/‘)/‘/\P
v b _

SCCA/217 (03/2011)

C—ouc
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- FPATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA B
COUNTY OF 'SPARTANBURG )
STATE Vs, ;

Kevin Lapatrick Fowler
AKA: ;
Race: BLACK Sex: M Age: .40 )
DOB:  10-29-1971 SS#: ‘ —)
Address: C l IN%Y 105/\ St+ree )
City,State,Zip: ltanbérs SC X330 3 )
DL# 007040598 7 Sip#: 7 )

*CDL Yes [JNo [] CMV Yes [JNo [J Hazmat Yes ] No O

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
INDICTMENT/CASE#: 2012GS4200580

A/Wi: M128651
Date of Offense:

S.C.Code § :
CDR Code #:

9/20/2011
44-53-0370(B

0185

* ] Y )
SENTENCE SHEET / C V S /4 /'Zof" oA

In disposition of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [0 CONVICTED OF or (JPLEADS
TO: Distribution of Heroin 2nd 5-30 vears and/or up to $50,000
in violation of § 44-53-0370 of the S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code # 0184
(] VIOLENT XISERIOUS [(JMOST SERIOUS (JMandatory GPS(CSC [1§17-25-45

[X] NON-VIOLENT

[X] As Indicted, [JLesser Included Offense,

The charge is:

D Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

© w/minor Ist or Lewd Act)
(detendant’s initials)
Recommendation by the State. €2 v ¢_

The plea is: [ IWithout Negotiations or Recommendation, - 2 Negotiated Sentence | '
ATjEsT. cruns L £ A Toh 6 Rockenbor ! b 40
JOR , JEMNIFER A SC Bar# Defendant Attorney for Defendant SC Bar#

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commited to the
for a determinate term of l 0 daysimenths/years os
and/or to pay a fine of § -— ; t

of §

e

[E/ State Department of Corrections,
(] under the

o plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the-batanveissuspended-with

[J County Detention Center,

Youthful Offender Act  not to exceed
" days/months/years and/or payment

probatien—for .

years

mentts7yEars and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of

probation, which are incorporated by reference.
CONCURRENT or [TJ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

[J The Defendant is to be given credit for time served pursuant to 8.C. Code

by the State Department of Corrections.

[[] The Defendant is to be placed on the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect pursuant to S.C. Code

{
4

§ 24-13-40 1o be calculated and applied

§17-25-13s.

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C Section 922,it is unlawful for a 1person convicted of a violation of Section 16-25-20 or 16-25-65 (Criminal
Domestic Violence )to ship,lransport,possess,or receive a firearm or ammunition.

SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

[CIRESTITUTION: I ] Deferred [} pef. Waives Hearing ‘ [Jordered  pryp

Total:  § plus 20% fee: $ days/hours Public Service Employment
Payment Terms: Obtain GED ]

[J Setby SCDPPPS Attend Voc. Rehab. or Job Corp.

. May serve W/E begining

Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling O

*Fine: $ Random Drug/Alcohol testing O

§ 14-1-206 (Assessments 107.5 %) $ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/mont y
§ 1-1-211(A)(1) (Conv. Surcharge) $100 S /00 o) - pmts. of § beginning ot }

14-1-211(A)2) (DUI Surcharge) $100 b ] ) St L

g 56-5-295)5 )(D)Ul Assescmem;; $12 : s —_— pa;d to Public De{ep,de

§ 56-1-286 (DUI Breath Test) - - $25 3 Other:

Proviso 47.9 (Public Def/Prob) $500 $ '

§ 14-1-212 (Law Enforce. Funding) o825 $ NS A
'§ 14-1-213 (Drug Court Surcharge) $150 § 42O ST .

§ 50-21-114(BUI Breath Test Fee) $50 $ i o : 3
§ 56-5-2942(1) (Vehicle Assessment) $40/ea  § (] Appointed PD or appointed other'eburiseh, s #
Proviso 90.5 (SCCIA Surcharge) $s 5$.55.00) - §47.12 requires $500 be paid to Clerk

3% to County  (if paid in instaHments) $ B YO - during probation,

TOTAL £ 4 RS

Clerk of Court/ Deputy Clegk
Court Reporter: LJ m/) M4 f

SCCA/217(03/2011) ﬂ lf

' Presiding Judge _Av
Judge Code: / N .\ =057
Sentence Date: 4‘; Q‘OIL




e . . STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA , e ngm
' ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT . o F m *m}
4. v
/{m/ z M/ez 2223/5 -

Appellant,

“ APR 15 2014

v ~ Norick oF SFERAL COUNSEL
' South Carolina Depaftment of Corrections,

' DOCKET NO___-ALJ-04-

GRIEVANCE NO.: KU(CZ /343 '/é

Respondent.

Notice is hereby given that %ét//l\/ e 6l/k£f "4’%3’/3 . does hereby

appeal the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Corrections dated _ 9=/ 7-/4 and -
received on _ &-/-/ , a copy of which is attached. ‘A general statement of the grounds for

appeal is (See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23- 380(A)(6)) 7/5 ,a;sgpﬂ/;/pé/\/f r uA/LAL\/ﬂ{[,L}/ Dé/l)//,{/@
T APPEURNT IS STduzody LighT To 7AE Plieces Ser oedl il THE SPTie
(4-53-3%(L)0)) THeREAVE VIOIATING TRE AOPELLINTS 118607Y ibrdesT
THE_LestouentT 1S MiSCoLCulstin:. apoausnrs Senrénte &/ wor Apo Il

- APPELLNT S GNED WORK CREDITS AND (00D CONDUCT LTS 75 APELMTS
- Audécred petensc DTE, PULSUsNT 76 7A€ 2010 Orpheus (ame BiL.

Meam 1. fovilet 4422::/5( .; o%/w Z 7&/&\,

" Appellant’s Name Slgned

Lisoy B N2f2# PO, foe 570 - fppie G, ﬂO/sl
M: ulm!Address t . - Dated

LB, SC 29375

. City, State, Zip Code ‘
CER leICA TE OF SERVICE

- I hereby certify that 1, /éV//I/ [ Euéﬂyourname) on the 74 day of APZ/L , 20 /4 in W(éity).

South Carolina, served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States

Mail, postage paid, or in the mail room of the undersigned’s institution and addressed as follows:

Name of person/Agency served: 0FFIC€ OF &/\’éﬂ/’((— &LUISéL SE DePf OF CoﬁZEC'fCWS
Address: L/LM ﬁmw ZIIZZ, ZOA&)

City, State. Zip Code: COLW’MIAJ. IC 29320

Ketn L. Foullee - Kt L. il
Print your name  Sign your name
(See reverse side for instructions)




Instructions for filing an appeal of the final agency decision from the South Carolina Department of Correcvions: -

D

2)

" You must complete the Notice of Appeal on the reverse side of these instructions and mail it to the

Administrative Law Court at the following address:

Clerk’s Office .

South Carolina Administrative Law Court
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224
Columbia, SC 29201 '

A copy of the Notice of Appeal must also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel at the Department
of Corrections. o - '

In order for your case to be processed by the ALC, a copy of the final decision from the Department
of Corrections must be attached to the Notice of Appeal.
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL

I certify that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed to be included

by the parties and not any other material.

Dated: December 16, 2014, /

Respectfully submitted,

[ SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS

Attorney for Appellant

Deputy General Counsel
S.C. Dept. of Corrections
P.O. Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221

© (803) 896-8508

RECEIVE[)
‘DEC 1 8 2014
8C Court of Appaals



THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Honorable S. Phillip Lenski -

* DEC 18 204
Kevin Fowler, #222318, Respondent, sc cQun of Apmﬂls

V.

Case No.: 14-ALJ-04-0355-AP

South Carolina Department of Corrections, Appellant.

8

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have served a copy of the foregoing Record on Appeal to
Respondent by depositing a cépy of same in the United States Mail, postage'prepéid,
December 16, 2014, addressed to the Respondent’s attorney as follows:

Tommy A. Thomas, Esq. |

P.O. Box 88
Irmo, S.C. 29063

S.C. Dept. of Corrections’
P.O. Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221
Attorney for Appellant



