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Stctdement of the Case

The APPQHQI\'\‘ was Contected on lo-g-1¢ b/ Sches QICLSS’{:/-CO"*”OH"
Personel ond +old that he was o e ?rese/\'[' ot on T heam/;?
Fhe €°\\Bw;,\j “"*y - The Tce hearipg wos Conducted the Fellswing
c\c».\/ 1©-9-14 where e AM)Q”&A"‘ was PVQSQR{" Several QcY(eSpcnjld,—
ANCes taeve sent 4o scpe ofCicials understood o be authorifative
\SSueS\Q?%aﬁuxﬁzaA+hgsux:heaﬁn<sASG'RS”FP°FHRAQGQB“
endered From the Tcc P\eqr{/\tj , #he Appelloat was Contacted o
12-3- |y by Sepe Ste¥t/personel ond infscmed e was 4o be
‘HCV\S@O“"'Q& e neyd doy . On 12-Y-Jy the Appe)icv\* with all
s belongings wag brousht to the +ronspertadjon afee., Abler
Several Neurg of d‘z\&},/ +he Appell ovd—} without his be.lcaflj f\njs was
Sent back 4 the igcm{—l—os*7« to await Cucther n StrucHons.
ONA-8§- 1y 4, Appe//q/\;'l' was Contacted b7 Scpe SKFP/WQFSO/IQ[
cw:é. LS 4o |d Qer 7L)7,‘,5 was /W//iﬁed/ ot which Hme he was
gWen back his beIij {,5;, On 12-9- 14 4he Appellant Filed o Stef
D Erievonce o\HemPH@ o esuludion. scpc sﬁ@/pusor\el gave back
‘ '/ VeSPONSR on 2.25_s4 i wWhich fhe Appelland- §iled
& SJ’Q@ () GFI‘Q\J"CU\QQ of l2—3o-/v, The acenc (scne) RS a(\ded{b*l’\e-
54—%‘) Q) with Hheie £ y o~ I f '
inal decision on S-28-/5. The Appe)lm+ Brled a
ND'HLQ of APFQQ( + Hthe /Zje,\cy’a‘ deci Ston onthe Admins 4'rq+|‘\l& Lo
Courd ard Hhe \\65400/@&/& ON 6-23-15 The Admini stredye Lowo
Cougt &{S:Y\ESSed the afpeal ‘oy otder on Sef{-@v\laer A5 9o /5
The Appellont (g o Notice o Jppeal on all pactias on Sephember l#h
.:Lo:‘s. The Appellont ord the Respondend served TR Spons ve pleadings.
This Final Brief s bzfﬁ Served O{j‘&-":ﬁ the P"”"‘*"dj .
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Acq wment
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The A&MLI\\S{'FCC\UV{ Law COU\.P\— waS A 8 N & \7

INSkont-appeal. - | L Courd
SQSLO:)‘\'QQ&\JJL( Contends thet ,Jr\r\e Adm,msjﬂ(‘i’»‘l ,\\IQ ;\ Q\Z@/\&U\Qﬂ\’
Property dismissed Hhe Appellants flpﬁﬁo»l TRgey Aj . ncﬁi\/\f‘;@d’e

oF the prison SIoPF becouse Hhe l/\s\—w&‘ Cose OQA odod i
oMy Shale - Created \herty or propecty t/_hLef est, 5& ency
He AQPQ“M’\”S Inihal Qrie?/ SCHC s a Sh*e.ﬁr'ecﬁce , 0&7{ s
?\u\—\'\or-‘z% bV Stede aw +o be self Sustaning h7 e QI.V:;/}) A
' policies 4o Secve Hhal pucpese (ROA pp,S‘-lO), That w
se\F melees the Instont case one thal 'lmpl'mc&es G‘\ State -
Q\‘QCG,\-ec\ l'i\ser+7 terest where this instondt appeal s ,OAQ Uha-
Hengt " SADC o R Crols Q“-‘”V"Q}‘ out the same pc?ltu% by lovws
e a9ency has ‘EMP'ITMQ;\{-«@QQ Jo Keep i+ self 5usf-qan7 g
Fathermere 4his appeal alss is Challenging Constitubionally
Protected PVOPU\7 l{\%ﬁres-ﬁ/ ban the Appellants c\‘Hb’r/l\Q/~
Client Pr\\r{‘\edﬁes b2t Violoted when the SCPC offieials
Secrched his lQJQ,l MQ\VU;CU{ O\,\*\'S}AQ Wis Pre_;eﬂc&/ also o
Vie\eXian oF Scie's po\‘tcy (ROA pp_s-lo). Those reasons eo—

L\jb\ PR Tecsuns the Administrative Law Couct Should have

S\VQI\ el F{\Qc\ri;ts to the A/o}gQ[/M{’g qfapealg T wes ;(V\profﬁf
For the A&mmfsjrrqﬂr.'\/e Law Vedse Yo Summerily dismiss the
ApPellanks appeal so Hhed Mmakes Haig amoeoj to this Courtd
("fﬁ)f{ For }’\Q&('Hﬁ, baiég the ALC hed dhonce +o FU‘HV ol

dodicode Hhq Ueam (Lepp v, SLIMV, 387 5.¢. Sow, 692
S.E.ad s¢s (Court o Appeals 2el0) .
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this appeal in on cﬁriremp¥ o Hhesort 'H\e Cguvl', Much
oF the laws Cited A 3(\,\@ RQbPD/\&OJ\;’\_S ]_:/\‘14'1‘04 B(‘;TQ,‘F
Concern intecnal prisen’disciplines “policies and the
“hoads of% qwro&ch” of Courts In ‘H)C?SQ/ /V‘CCH"&(“ but-
s awexx\ N Ao Wy Concerns &LSC[@II/\OJ ,Oc?h cies,
This appeal is one Qo{\Cemi/\mj e Vielation or Prisen inkrfhlg
Qomp&dr pa\[e{es - And SCHC has adm,ted scPC officials
hes Vieloted policies [y this NS tont Case but does 17
Think 1+ has Teached Constilulioned ~‘r‘5v&x‘, From the plesdugs
cf\; the Appellont W is Ueer i hhas tecched Constitutional
?\‘(\sﬁi‘ —Jr\\& AgRNLY Suppose to @_\\cy\-ec,{/, Add Honel ly e AMJ,.,
oy Cﬁi :;E:ﬂeji ﬁovlCnmpmsé&mf\ s oly Ror actual doages
o al distress ownd ANY felry as SCPC afers.
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Conclusion

For the TeasonNns Se{— por-\rb\ i/\ ‘H/\Q ckr\c,]u{V\e/\'} Q\boVQ the
Appellont askg that Yhis Coust be in ajreeﬂ/\e/t']' with What
he Sead and Tule g c\ppea\ " Ravor of his Rcl/uesjra
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