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Stadement_of Tssues_on fppesl.

Do appellant have a Legal right +o whilize
Mohon so 1o address Legal eoneernd o the Hdministrative
Law Court dudge, noead oF o Formal Brief, when circumstance
hinder appellant Form Filing o Formal BrieF pursuant 1o

AL e hule bo ¢

Tssue I © Did Hhe Administrhve Law Court Jucge Johiy
D Meieod errmenusly dismissed Appellant appeal For
Fuilure 4o File a Brief as re quired under ALC fule 60
reumstunce  hinder appeilant From Flidg « Tormg|
ALC Rule 6079

Tssue L ¢

when ¢
prieF pursuant fo

Tn Light of Judicial E comdminy; Did

Tasue IOL 7
S.C.AC. Mwlnkrpeﬁs"@d i‘%ppe iait Sendence She&+?
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Slylement oF the Case

On May 40,303, appellant filed a. South Cardlina, Department of
Correchms Request o stafF 4o Mr. Norman o Classificuhm official

requeshng o cushdy review based on appellent possessiom oftwo
digshncled sen%ncl‘nﬂ sheetfs. see exhibit L
on May 83, 3013, apeeilm}- Filed Department Grievance Sep T
alleging S.C. 0.C. classificahim has misindecpeded appellant sentence
Sheet; and Mr, Normaw didndt return +o appellant the sefenciiig
sheele that where atfached with Request to stasF Submited
Jo Mr, Norman. See <eyhibit -
on dune 2013, Appellant oppealed the Slep T grievance 4
aqenty Respmsible ofFicials,
on March 1904, appellant recieved S.C.DCHnal decisiin and
Fled o, Nehce oF dppeal | and On Rpril 16,804 ) Appelant Qppen(
oF S.C.0C. Final decisim was Filed with Sowth Cardling Court

o& Administrutive Law Court dudge John D, Mcfed,
see, Court Records  14Y—ALS -04 0324 ~AP- and Grtevance Vo
p.c.TIUGA3 Also 14-ALI-04 - 3aS RP- Grievance Vo P.CL 2673

on May 27,804 The hes pondent S.C.D.C. Filed ‘the Record for-
fppeal , pursuant fo Mmimstrahve Loaw Court Aule 59¢

A Mhgugh 5 On June 4,204, Qppeitanit Filed 6 Mdhom o Compel
R@ﬁpmdm{- 1o Sappi@meM HHhe Record, N[%mﬁh, on June 10201y
AL ddhn O.Moleod  dented Appellant Mrion,

See. exhibit L.
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'ijqume_m!- for- Tssue L

Do appellant have a Legal might Ho ulilizce Mohons sito address
Legal omcens to the Administrahive Law Court  insead ofF
-Fnlmg o Formal Brief) when circum@lynce hinder appellant From
Filing aformal b rieF pursuant 1 ALC Rule 0 7

on June. ¥, 201, Appellant Filed o_mthon o Compel Respmdent
5.0, 1o Supplement the Record althaigh on June 10,20,
dhe, Hmorable Jdhn B, Mcleod Dented Hppellant Request.gee exhibit 2
ﬂp{)ella% believes Hhe HNingrable ddhn D. Meleod  decision g Deny
Appedlant Mehon f compel Respmdent o Supp lement the Lecord
wus o, EMUC oFlaw, T correct the Honoruble dohy D.
Meleod, decision, Rppellant - relies on ALC Rule . 63 Mdhin
nihich 3Hudes “Nm/ mihon Filed shall be in writen farm
and shall sl the grounds for relieF and ‘the relief
smight - Bused n this mhon Appellant s permitled fo utihze
m(ﬂ’lm)_%ﬁﬂcfﬁ)rél Yhe ALJ decision IS nit- S‘upp(}»m‘cc{ by
fules szm‘dmg mfhans,  Farthermore , Appellant relies on
ALC Rule 59 mwhich strkes within Forty Five 45 days of
Hhe dule the case 15 assigned fo anh Administrative Law Judge
@W, oF assighmenk) ‘e agency Shall File the recoard with
the Caurty (mcludimg & stylement oF “the canlents oF the
record ) unless the fime For Fuling Hie. record is €xlended

by he Administrutie Law Jndge 4ssigned Yo the Appeal
Bused n ALC Rule B4EY The kespmdent S.C.0C Was
required o Filea Complele Recad.
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firgument for Tssue T
did the Mdminstrative Loaw Court wage i D Meledd

erroneaisly dismissed Rppellant appeal For Failire tofile a
BrieF ag required unde~ ALC Bule 0, when circumstance
hinder appellant From ﬁlmﬂ o Tormal brier pursiani ﬂL(‘_&d@go?

7. bn June 133004, Rppellant Filed andther mﬂ,m} and € plated
Fo dhe Honorable Johy D.tciedd Hhak withadt an ad eqliate Kecord
Appellant il Firfeat a Stadement on Issue on Kppeal Based
on Hhe circumsdance oFthe Respmdaonts faulare o fvide afall
Record B
Farthermore. , Tndesprle. oF the. circumstgace Pppellant st
Resiested o the Caurt to Review the concerns dppellant Tiled
within Np‘p#“cwl- gﬂm@‘wl stulement For ﬁppeql,

—he. Respmdent came on Record June 25,201, com platning Had
v ﬂppellad- Leter was attmphag 1o c(rcumvent- Yhe procedural
rules oFthe Court, and SC0.C (< ndt /prdwdecl with 6 wohoe of
Appellunt specific piint oF argyment an Kppeal Y

on dine. 27,8014, e Honorable dohn D. Mcleod issued a Order o
Digmissql  bused on Nppellant Fulure $o camply with Rule 60.
}Qppeﬂmd- be lieves the Honorable ddhn D. Mcleed dec iSion 12
Dismiss appelant Appeal) I 10 vidlahon oF statutocy provision
Sc. Cide of Law 1-23- 350, and S,C. Gatle of Caw -23-6(0
Qapellam- primimany dicument prode a general Statement
1 accord ance +o ALC Aule 698 gadthe Adminstrchive
Law Ce/w-l, ac Kmm)‘*/c(qed' s comcern n it order of Dismissd
Therefore, ‘e Court WS able {o Liberqlly cough Constye
Npp{“cm(- Concerad
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Argument o Tssue ur

T Light of Judiciul Ecmomy; Rppellant ask s Cow+
fihear ; d S.¢.0C. Mis inder petated  Nppellant Sentence Sheet?

fppellant disagr ced With SC.D.C. Final decisim, Inreqards b Hher
TInderpetetin o+ Appellant Semktnce S heets  Rppellant showed $C.0C

€loascation that there 1San ambigurty between ‘the st
“and DR Cude appearing gh Appellant Sendence sheets,
bn May 242013, a,ppeﬂm*f- Filed o Snith Canllna. DepartmentoF
correchuns Reguesk to stafF, 4o M Normaw a class ifrcarhim gfhicil
m;,ueshmg a custidy meview bused on appilant posscssionof
w0 disshncled Seadencing sheels, see attached R.TS,
$or a c(/i/wplek/ ‘review oF appellant comcern, ’Q‘%Wﬂ@
Tn his K&qae@- o SFF. @Tﬁ) disposthion i+ steled.
The. Shibude lb=1-50, matches whak (s 10 the Com puder
Therefre  in review ¢F In Normaw  disposithon statute
jb—1-0 15 cied as %4 @ C(M‘\iLﬁ”li%ﬂ ﬁq%mfy ﬁ%ﬁwpﬂﬂﬂw
Senbence. Farthermore, on May 3020 18 Appellant Fled o
R.7s + S-C 0.C. cylaJSr'v‘iéaﬁWn s, Acaumsi le. see
f,ﬂmbi“" ﬁr‘ a cmfmp/p;f—{, review ﬁ‘/:APPe”CimL conger.
Al%(m@h . T this Re quest CLTS) dis posrtom by M. Ugcms;le,
Tk shaks yw were Sendence To C D& (e 151 which (s
o Ve Crime of atleapt of Yhe Principal ofFense,
Tin your case, ‘the pﬁnupul Fnse 15 ﬁuimappmrj Your-
Kidnapping has been classitied as GHempt fo comm it
per Chiracled code for e offnse n wir duty Rase
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Qrﬁq ment o Lssue Ul covbinued

Because ymt Wwere Sendence unde~ C D.R. Cobe IS,
Hhe offense carries ‘the same pe:me?&B a3 the actual
Crime oF Kidnapping,

In rﬂawew'aF M&Ogunsﬂa disposihom ﬂppellan{- dis ajregi witt
Yhis Inderp etuwhmn oF appellants sentence sheet (nregards

b C.D.R (e 51 being ¥he carrect means For classiicabi,

fopellant seadence , fppellant base “Hhis disagree ment
essenttally on e Fuct Hhat C DR, Coks in genery! dondt
Define o centence pen %‘ﬁ/,

fpellaat Learned Hhis via reading a variety oF cuselan
Hhat discuss simihar Cmeerns + appellant Concerns
Jor example T, State VS Sennett J755.C. [6S €50 S, £
Ugo S.c. App. August 14,2007 TH hdlds ot

ecause Hhe Suth Cardinn Cde oF Laws (s'he om*/w:)llmﬂ
AMc/n‘h{ Fur olwssrﬁmﬁ(m/ deFiation and P@ma/t“ﬁ&g Jo
Criminal oFFenses a Stutle  isded m a Sentence
Sheet and ndk oo C. PR, cle will dictule G ¢ rimpng(
Sendene  Td iy stele vs Benned,

Now with “he kmau/leclje, of Sdute Vs Benmetd ﬂpp{!/q,,f
o sserts Hat S C,0C classvficahon 1s €l‘FﬂYl€6/u5’«/
classiylag and Inkerpefutuny Semeace sheet as
a f]l?MﬂcL for RelieFia Hus npflﬂw( Issue
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Conclusion

p

IQP,MHC(VH' &Weoﬂ S‘letc[ !}e/ g!‘un\l&( with 1‘69“/@"]70)3
d{i{—m {mj ‘Hﬁe_ pn/pel‘ C/l@SSlﬁcodwn tnd %fﬂq‘%r‘
Rppellant sentence.
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