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PER CURIAM: George Lee Tomlin appeals the Administrative Law Court's
(ALC) order dismissing his appeal of the South Carolina Department of Probation,
Parole and Pardon Services' (the Department) decision denying him parole.
Tomlin argues the ALC erred in (1) dismissing his appeal when the Department's



decision was "arbitrary and capricious" and (2) finding Rule 609(b), SCRE, does
not apply to the parole board's review of an inmate's parole eligibility. We affirm'
pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:

1. As to whether the ALC erred in dismissing Tomlin's appeal: S.C. Code Ann. §
1-23-610(B) (Supp. 2015) (providing the standard of review for appeals from an
order of the ALC); S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-600(D) (Supp. 2015) (providing the
ALC "shall not hear . . . an appeal involving the denial of parole to a potentially
eligible inmate by the Department"); Compton v. S.C. Dep't of Prob., Parole &
Pardon Servs., 385 S.C. 476, 479, 685 S.E.2d 175, 177 (2009) (holding an order
denying parole and stating the parole board considered all statutory and
Department criteria constitutes a routine denial of parole and allows for limited
judicial review).

2. As to whether the ALC erred in finding Rule 609(b), SCRE, does not apply to
parole hearings: § 1-23-610(B) (providing the standard of review for appeals from
an order of the ALC); Rule 101, SCRE ("Except as otherwise provided by rule or
by statute, [the South Carolina Rules of Evidence] govern proceedings in the

courts of South Carolina to the extent and with the exceptions stated in Rule 1101],
SCRE]." (emphasis added)).

AFFIRMED.

HUFF, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.

! We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.



