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Bernard Bagley, #175851, Appellant,

South Carolina Pepartment of Probation, Parole and
Pardon Services, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2015-000478

PETITION FOR REVIEW : _
OF ORDER TO EXCLUDE MATTERS ALLEDGED TO NOT BE PRESENTED TO THE LOWER COURT.

Appellant respectfully move to have the Motion revive/considered by this

Court in an effort to receive a full and fair assessment of the claims initi-

ally filed in the lower court (ALC). When Appellant initiated this matter he

- 1ncorporated the preJudlced by amplifying arbltrary or’ capr1c1ous acts abroad

by statlng the respon81ble parties belng the body pOllth, which would include
the decision makers and the parole examiner.

To exclude the parole hearing transcript; the parole examiner's recommendation;
the prior supervision historyj the official statements from opposition; and the
COMPAS assessment input would allow Respondent to continue the far reaching powers
that abridge Appellant the right and privilege to know what he is against and .the
fairness to defend same with a lawful interest as his objective to prevail an on-—
going prejudice.

Retalliatory denial was and still is an unresolved issue where politics inter=
fere with fundamental fairness. In this case it is clearly shown that there is

a significant risk of prolonged incarceration aimed at deprivation of equality

favorable parole consideration of privileges secured by law..

_Respectlng the court and the law, Appellant merely wants an opportunlty to be a

tax paylng productlve citizen once agaln. Remorse has been displayed and this
Court know that the nature and serlous will never change absent a rational nexus
of present and future dangerousness meanlngful determlnatlon or conclus1on of

law. If what is being done to Appellant is lawful, then it would be lawful if
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the Court order the Appellant to be shot by a firing squad to appease those
in-opposition whose hearts are harden and rooted with hatred. Those who seek to
| see him die imprisoned profess to be christians and such, but have not the com—
: passion for grace.
j Appellant concludes by saying that he has met all the requirements needed to
prevail this obstacle, but the hearts of those in opposition he can not change;
‘ but the law equally applied is his only recourse of fairness. To be further
abridged is to be further denied equality and due process. Other before this
- parole board have prevailed worse, and the difference was that they were not a
former>police officer.
»i move this Court to act justly and render an assessment on the principles of
thaﬁ which is humanly right and lawfully applied.
I pray this Court will grant a due pelief :that is more far reaching than the

hindering forces that Appellant is experiencing in high places.

4848 Goldmine Hwy.
July 20, 2015 Kershaw, SC 29067
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I have served my Petition for Review on the Respondent by deposit—
iﬂg a copy of the same in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, on July 20, 2015, ad-

dressed to the following: Tommy Evans, Jr.
Assistant General Counsel
SCDPPPS '
P.0. Box 50666
Columbia, SC 29250

i ’ ' ' T ——Bernard-Bagley

| #175851/HD133/KER.CI
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July 20, 2015 Kershaw, SC 29067
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