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RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concerns have thoroughly been reviewed. Case #104 was overturned and 30 days loss of good time was' restored on April 22,
2010. ’

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved.

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act. In order to appeal, you must fill out the attached Notice of

Appeal F orm and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt.
Mﬁ@_ 3 RoAS
- Sighature 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 theAgency’s final
response to this matter,
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SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
: ADMIN-IST-R-A»T»IVE---LA-W COURT

Billy Lisenby, # 200273, ) Docket No.: 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP
. ) [Grievance No: LCI 0620-14]
Appellant, )
) Hon. Deborah Brooks Durden
V.. )
)
South Carolina Department of Corrections, )  RESPONDENT’S BRIEF
' )
Respondent. )
)
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the Administrative Law Court (“ALC”) pursuaqt to the appeal
of Billy Lisenby (“Appellant”), an 'inmate incarcerated with the Department of
Corrections (“SCDC”) serving a thirteen (13) year sentence. Appellant filed a Step One
Grievance, LCI 0620-14, on June 6, 2014, claiming his sentence was not being calculated
properly. This grievance was investigated and denied when it was determined SCDC was
properly calculating the sentence. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance on August
18, 2014. This grievaﬁce was also investigated and denied on March 30, 2015.
Appellant filed his Notice of Appeal April 12, 2015. Because appellant’s sentence has
been properly calculated, the final determination of the Department should be affirmed.

JURISDICTION

The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of
the South Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742
(2000). When reviewing SCDC’S decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in_

an appellate capacity. /d. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Subsequently, the supreme court



clarified the ALC’s appellate jurisdiction over inmate appeals in Sullzvan v. S.C. Dep't of

~ Corr., 355 S.C. 437 586 S E 2d 124 (2003) In aff'rmmg, as modified, the ALC’s en

banc decision of MeNeil v, S.C. Dep't of Corr., 02-ALJ-04-00336-AP (September 5,
2001), the supreme court held the ALC’s juﬁsdiction was limitf;d to (/) cases in which an
inmate contends prison officials have erroncously calculated his sentence, sentence-
related credits,'or custody status; (2) cases in which SCDC has taken an inmate’s state-
created liberty interest in major disciplinary hearings; and (3) cases in which an inmate’s
confinement implicates a State-created liberty interest. See Sullivan, 355 S.C. at 443, 586
S.E.2d.at 127 (emphasis added).

Moreover, regarding categories (2) and (3), supra, the_ supreme court has
consistently emphasized that the liberty or property interest implicated must be one that is
State created. See Wicker v, S.C. Dep't of Corr., 360 S.C. 421, 602 S.E.2d 56 (2004)
(emphasizing that the ALC’s jurisdiction extends only to those cases involving the denial
of “state created hberty interests” and that the Court’s holding [i.e., in Wicker] “is not to
be v1ewed as expandmg the jurisdiction of the [ALC] in any other circumstance.”); Slezak
v. 8.C. Dep't of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding that the ALC “may
summarily dismiss those appeals that do not implicate an inmate’s stare created liberty or
property interest”) (emphasis added).

In this case, appellant éontends thaf SCDC has incorrectly calculated his sentence.
Consequently, the ALC has jurisdiction to hear his appeal.

| STANDARD OF REVIEW
The ALC should not disturb findings of an administrative agency if those findings

are supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole. Pearson v, JPS



Converter & Ind. Corp., 327 S.C. 393, 489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct App 1997) Stated
dlfferently, an Admlmstratlve Law J udge“may not substltute their judgment for that of an
agency “as to the weight of the evidence on questions of fact.” S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-
380(5) (amended by 2008 Act No. 334, § 5, eff. June 16, 2008). Additionally, “an
Administrative Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agency’s decision unless
substantial rights of the Appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly
erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the whole Record, arbitrary or affected
by an error of law.” Matthews v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., Case No.: 04-ALJ-04-00248-AP,
available at http://www.scalc.net/decisions. aspx?id=1203&q=4 (filed Dec. 21, 2004)
(Anderson, A.L.J.); see S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5)(e); see also Marietta Garage, Inc.
v. 5.C. Dep't. of Pub. Safety, 337 S.C. 133, 522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep't. of Labor,
Licensing & Regulation v. Girgis, 332 S.C. 162, 503 S.E.2d 490 (1998).

“Substantial evidence” is evidence which, considering the record as a whole,
would allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that the administrative
agency reached. Hendley v. S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d
159 (Ct. App. 1996). 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, 461 SiE.2‘d 388
(1995). ‘Administrative agencies are afforded wide latitude in rhaking decisions,\ as
shown in the deferential standard of appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Pub.
Sve. Comm'n of S.C., 332 S.C. 20, 503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).

Finally, in deciding appeals from inmate grievances, the ALC must consider that

prisons officials are in the best position to decide inmate disciplinary matters. In A/-



Shabazz, the supreme court “underscored that since prison officials are ,in, ‘the best
pgsitibn’ to dééide mmate dxsmplmary matters, th;: Courts and therefore this tribunal
adhere to a ‘hands.off’ approach to internal prison disciplinéry policies and procedures
when reviewing inmate appeals under the APA.” Matthews v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., supra,
pége 3. (citing Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757 (statﬁng that “[c]ourts
traditionally have adopted a ‘hands off’ doctrine regarding judicial involvement in prison
disciplinary procedures and other internal prison matters . . . .")); see also Pruitt v. State,
274 §.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980) (referring to the traditional “hands off” appro‘ach of

South Carolina courts regarding internal prison discipline and policy). | |

ARGUMENTS

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

Appellant is currently in SCDC custody serving a thirteen year sentence for

assault with the intent to kill, failure to stop for police and assault on a correctional

officer. In thi_s appeal, Appellant claims his sentence has been incon‘eqtly calculated.
Specifically, Appellant contends the good time he lost inﬂseléct'disciplinary hearings,
which was later returned to him, has béen incorrectly calculated resulting in an incorrect
max out date,

In response to Appellant’s_ challenge to SCDC’s calculation of his good time
credits and other sentence-relatedi:redits, SCDC Branch Chief for Records Management
and Release, Michael Stobbe; performed a manual calculation confirming Appellant’s

sentence has been calculated correétly. The final explanation by Mr. Stobbe addresses

several disciplinary cases which Appellant has also raised in other grievances, as they all



factor into the calculation of the maxout date. The summary provided by Mr. Stobee is

presented below verbatim with emphasis added:

All SCDC release dates are projected.

Assumptions are made, that on any particular day the release date will
remain the same as long as nothing changes in the inmate’s record that
will affect their release date. (These factors are statutory service time,
inmate confined; statutory good time, 20 or 3 days a month; earned work
credits and/or eamed educational credits, -

Inmate Lisenby earnis 20 days a month good time.

~ As I demonstrated in yesterdays’ e-mail this inmate’s projected release
“ date is correct, whether you verify it separating the consecutive sentences
(ten and three) or verify them as a total sentence of 13 years.

Questions have been raised in regards to the taking away good time and
restoring good time of disciplinary offenses #104, #106, #116, and #134.

Case #104 offense date was 03/03/09. Hearing date was 03/31/09 and
inmate forfeited 20 days and lost 30, for a total of 50. The hearing results
were entered 04/01/09. Inmate’s monthly earning rate was 50.42 (not on
EWC/EEC). Release date moved from 03/05/16 to 04/03/16 = 29 days.
Case #104 was dismissed and entered on 06/04/10. Inmate’s release date
remained the same at 07/13/16. It is noted that during the period from
[03/31/09 and 06/04/10 this inmate was convicted of offenses #106, #108,
#109 for total of combined good time of 210 days.

Case #106 was reheard on 10/26/09. The decision increased the loss of
good time from 120 to 150. There is nothing to give back.

Case #116 offense date was 09/18/10. Hearing date was 10/06/10.
Originally entered on 10/08/10 » on which inmate’s earning rate was
50.42. Inmate lost 20 good time days ( had already forfeited 20 days for
the cycle for the convictions of offenses #114- #115 08/25,27/10.
Inmate’s release date adjusted from 09/20/ 16 to 10/11/16 some 21 days.
On 12/08/11 offense #116 was overturned/dismissed , 20 days of good
time was restored. Inmate’s projected release date remained the same at
04/19/16. Inmate’s monthly earning rate at this time of was 57.42 days.
Inmate had been convicted and forfeited/lost a total of 130 days between
09/08/10-12/08/11.



Offense #134 offense date was 01/31/13. Original hearing date was

_02/11/13. Inmate’s f,_:,aming...rate,.was..5.0.42.---Eor--vthi-s-offense-thc--ir}m'agg‘-lgs__t o

a total of 260 days- good tirre. Note: healso lost an additional 60 days of
good time for offense #135 that was heard and entered on the same date
02/12/13, that has been restored on another action 01/09/15, but was
included in the adjustment of the release date from 05/12/17 to 11/18/17
some 190 days. On 04/29/14 offense #134 was reduced to 30 days lost
good time, however it should be noted that the adjusted release date
perfected on' 04/29/14, resulting in the release date moving from
02/25/2018 to 11/18/17 some 99 days. Note this outcome still contains the
60 days of lost good time not yet overturned from offense #135
(overturned 01/09/15).

Michael J. Stobbe

Branch Chief Records Management and Release
South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC)
P.O. Box 21787 / 4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787

Phone # : 803-896-2074

Fax # : 803-896-2749

Email : Stobbe.Michael@doc.sc.gov
The manual calculation conducted by Mr. Stobbe is attached and it conclusively
demonstrates SCDC has correctly calculated appellint’s sentence.

Appellant has not carried his burden.to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly
calculating hi'»s sent‘ence.’ Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests its decision denying
appellant’s Step Two grievance Be upheld.

RESPONDENT’S FINAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
' BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “substantial evidence on the whole
record” supports the Department’s final agency decision. Appellant has the burden of

proving that the decision of the Department is clearly erroneous, or arbitrary or

capricious, or an abuse of discretion. See Porter v. Public Service Comm’n, 333 S.C. 12,
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NIKKI R. HALEY. Goxerpor.
C T UBRYANP STIRLING. Diveer

August 10, 2015

South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

| .
i The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden
| , :

~

1205 Pendleton Street
Columbia, South Carolina 2920

Reference: Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273 vs. SCDC
' Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-01 78-AP
Dear Judge Durden:
Find enclosed an original and ope copy of the Respondent’s Brief on the above
referenced case. Please file the original in your office and return 3 clocked-in Copy to me in the

enclosed self-addressed envelope,

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not \hesitate to contact me at ( 803) 896-
3922, . ’ ’ o S

E. Dee Dee Bowers
Administrative Assistant
Office of Genera] Counsel

Sincerely,

Enclosures _

¢c:  Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273
File

i

P.O. Box 21787 . 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 . Telephone (803) 896.%8555
' http://www.doc.sc.gn'v E-mail: L‘brrccﬁons.inl'()(qiduc.sc.gm'




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. COURT- - - -

Billy Lisenby, #200273,

Appellant,
ppelian Certificate of Service

VS. Docket# 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

vvvvvvvvvv

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing brief was this date served upon the following
md1v1duals by placing a copy of the same via mai] to his/her last known address as follows:

Billy Lisenby, #200273
Ridgeland Correctional Institution
DRB: CA-0003-B

S i —

E. Dee Dee Bowers

Administrative Assistant

Office of General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road

P.O. Box 21787

Columbia, South Carolina 29221- 1787
(803) 896-3922

August 10, 2015
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
-ADMINIST RATIVE LAW-COURT

Docket No.: ‘15-ALJ-O4-01 78-AP
- [Grievance No: LCI 0664- 14]

Billy Lisenby, # 200273,
Appellant,
Hon. Deborah Brooks Durden

South Carolina Department of Corrections, RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

Respohdent.

)

)

)

_ )

V. )
)

)

)

)

)

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the Adminis‘t%ati?e Law Court (“ALC™) pursuant to the appeal
of Billy Lisenby (‘»‘Appellant”), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of
‘Corrections (“SCDC”) serving a thirteen (13) year sentence. Appellant filed a Step One
Grievance, LCI 0664-14, on June 17, 2014, claiming his sentence was not being
calculated properly. This grievance was investigated and denied when it was determined
SCDC was properly calculating the sentence. Appellant then ﬁled.a Step Two Grievance
‘on August 18, 2014. This grievance was also investigated and dem'eci on March 30,
2015. Appellant filed his Notice of Appeal April 12, 2015. Because appéllant’s sentence»
has been properly calculated, the final determination of the Department should be

affirmed.
JURISDICTION
The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of
the South Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v, State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742

(2000). When reviewing SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in



an appellate capacity. /d. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Subsequently the Supreme-court -

 clarified the ALC’s appellate Junsdxctlon over inmate appeals in Sullivan v, S.C. Dep't of

Corr., 355 5.C. 437, 586 S.E.2d 124 (2003). In affirming, as modified, the ALC’s en
banc decision.of McNeil v, S.C. Dep't of Corr., 02-ALJ-04-00336- AP (September 3,
2001), the supreme court held the ALC’s jurisdiction was llmzted to (/) cases in which an
inmate contends prison officials have erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-
relaied credits, or custody status; (2) cases in which SCDC: has taken an inmate’s state-
created liberty interest in major disciplinary hearings; and (3) cases in which an inmate’s
conﬁnemen_t implicates a stete-created liberty interest. See Sullivan, 355 S.C. at 443, 586
S.E.2d at 127 (emphasis added).

Moreover, regarding categories (2) and (3), supra, the' supreme court has
consistently emphasized that the liberty or property interest implicated must be one that i is
State created See Wicker v. S.C, Dep’t of Corr., 360 S.C. 421, 607 S.E.2d 56 (2004)
(empha5121ng that the ALC’s jurisdiction extends only to those cases involving the denial

of “state created liberty interests” and that the Court’s holding [i.c., in Hicker] “is not to
be viewed as expanding the jurisdiction of the [ALC] in any other circumstance.”); Slezak
v. 8.C. Dep't of Corr., 361 SC 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding that the ALC “may
summarily dismiss those appeals that do not implicate an inmate’s State created liberty or
property mterest”) (emphasis added).

In this case, appellant contends that SCDC has incorrectly calculated his sentence.
Consequently, the ALC has Jurisdiction to hear his appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The ALC should not disturb findings of an administrative agency if those findings

(O8]



are supported by substantial evidence on the record as a uhole Pea;son v, JPS
'Converter & Ind. Corp 327 S C 393 489 S E 2d 219 (Ct. App 1997). Stated
differently, an Administrative Law J udge may not substltute their Jud gment for that of an
agency “as to the weight of the evxdence on questlons of fact.” S. C Code Ann. § 1-23-
380(5) (amended by 2008 Act No 334, § 5, eff June 1o, 2008) Additionally, *
Admmlstratlve Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agency s decision unless
substantlal rights of the Appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly
erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the whole Record, arbitrary or affected
by an error of law.” Matthews v, 8.C. Dep’t of Corr., Case No.: 04—ALJ-O4-OO248-’AP,
available at http://www. scalc.net/decisions. aspx"td—1203&q—4 (filed Dec. 21, 2004)
(Anderson, A.L.J. ); see S.C. Code Ann, § 1-23- -380(5)(e); see also Marietta Garage, In.-c
v. S.C. Dep L. of Pub. Safety, 337 S.C. 133, 522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep't. of Labor,
. Licensing & Regulation v, Girgis, 332 S C. 162, 503 S. E.2d 490 (1998).

“Substantial ev1dence” is ev1dence which, consxdermg the record as a whole,
would allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that the admxmstratlve
agency reached. Hendley v. 8.C. State Budget & Control Bd 325 S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d
159 (Ct. App. 1996) 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, 519 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388
( 1995). Administrative agencies are afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as
shown' in the deferential standard of appellate review. Heqzer of Seabrook, Inc. v. Pub,
Sve. Comm 'n ofS C.,3328.C. 20, 503 S.E.2d 739 (1998)

Finally, in deciding appeals from inmate grievances, the ALC must consider that



prisons ofﬁcxals are in the best position to decide inmate dlscxplmary matters. In —1!—

"Shabaz_, the 'supreme court “underscored that since pnson off‘ c1als are in the best

position to decide inmate disciplinary matters, the Courts and therefore this tribunal
adhere to a ‘hands off approach to internal prison disciplinary policies and procedures
when reviewing 'inniate appeals under the APA.” Matthews v, S C. Dep't of Corr., supra,
page 3 (c1tmg Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757 (stating that ‘[clourts
tradltxonally have adopted a ‘hands off’ doctrine regarding Jjudicial mvolvement in prison
disciplinary procedures and other internal pnson matters . . . .”)); see also Pruitr v, Staze,
274 8.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980) (referring to the traditional “hands off” approach of
South Carolina courts regarding internal prison discipline and policy).

ARGUMENTS

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

Appellant is currently m SCDC custody servmg a thirteen year sentence for
assault w1th the intent to kill, fallure to stop for police and assault on a correctional
officer. In this appeal, Appellant claims his sentence has been mcorrectly calculated.
Specifically, Appellant contends the good time he lost in select disciplinary hearings,
which was later returned to him, has been incorrectly calculated resultmg In an incorrect
max out date, - |

In response to Appellant’s challenge to SCDC s calculation of his good time
credits and other sentence-related credits, SCDC Branch Chief for Records Management
and Release, Michael Stobbe, performed a manual calculation confirming Appellant’s
sentence has been calculated correctly. The final explanation by Mr. Stobbe addresses

several disciplinary cases which Appellant has also raised in other grievances, as they all



factor into the calculation of the maxout da

' presentedbelow -_x'}é:rt)»atim with emphasis added:

All SCDC release dates are projected.

Assumptions are made, that on any particular day the release date will

remain the same as long as nothing changes in the inmate’s record that
will affect their release date. (These factors are statutory service time,
inmate confined; statutory good time, 20 or 3 days a month; earned work
credits and/or earned educational credits, .

-Inmate Lisenby earns 20 days a month good time.

As I demonstrated in yesterdays’ e-mail this inmate’s projected release
date is correct, whether you verify it separating the consecutive sentences

- (ten and three) or verify them as a total sentence of 13 years.

Questions have been raised in regards to the taking away good ﬁme and
restoring good time of disciplinary offenses #104, #106, #116, and #134.

Case #104 offense date was 03/03/09. Hearing date was 03/31/09 and .

inmate forfeited 20 days and lost 30, for a total of 50. The hearing results
were entered 04/01/09. Inmate’s monthly eaming rate was 50,42 (not on
EWC/EEC). Release date moved from 03/05/16 10.04/03/16 = 29 days.
Case #104 was dismissed and entered on 06/04/10. Inmate’s release date
remained the same at 07/13/16. 1t is noted that during the period from
03/31/09 and 06/04/10 this inmate was convicted of offenses #106, #108,
#109 for total of combined good time of 210 days, ‘

Case #106 was reheard on 10/26/09. The decision increased the loss of
good time from 120 to 150, There is nothing to give back. '

Case #116 offense date was 09/18/10. Hearing date was 10/06/10.
Originally entered on 10/08/10 , on which inmate’s earning rate was
50.42. Inmate lost 20 good time days ( had already forfeited 20 days for
the cycle for the convictions of offenses #114- #115 08/25,27/10.
Inmate’s release date adjusted from 09/20/16 to 10/11/ 16 some 21 days.
On 12/08/11 offense #116 was overturned/dismissed , 20 days of good
time was restored. Inmate’s projected release date remained the same at
04/19/16. Inmate’s monthly earning rate at this time of was 57.42 days.
Inmate had been convicted and forfeited/lost a total of 130 days between
09/08/10-12/08/11.

te. The summary provided by Mr. Stobee is




Michael J. Stobbe

Branch Chief Records Management and Release
South Carolina Department of Corrections ( SCDC )
P.O. Box 21787/ 4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787

Phone # : 803-896-2074

Fax # : 803-896-2749

Email : Stobbe.Michael@doc.sc.gov

/

The manual calculation conducted by Mr. Stobbe is attached and it conclusively
demonstrates SCDC has correctly calculated appellant’s senténce.

Appellant’ has not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly
calculating his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests jts decision denying

appellant’s Step Two grievance be upheld.

RESPONDENT’S FINAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “substantial evidence on the whole

.rec,ord" Supports the Department’s final agency decisjon. Appellant has the burden of

proving that the decision of the Department s clearly crroneous, or arbitrary or

capricious, or an abuse of discretion. See Porter v, Public Service Comm'n, 333 S.C, 12,




» dlsmlssed wnth prejudlce

Respectfully submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF CORRECTIONS

L4 (.

BY: b}
Stepheniq - Lunsford
Staff Attomey
S.C. Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road

Columbla South Carolina 2927
(803) 896-1940 -

August 10, 2015
. Columbia, South Caroling
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MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET

Rermaining to sanshie as of nexr cycle dare enter hne 4

U8/19/15 (14

NAME: Liscahy, Billy scnc #: 200273 T
J 360 DATE CALCULATION. - (Near=360-  Month—30- Bay = Dayy
"X 7 365 DATE CALCULATION - New =365 Month = 3042 Dav = D,
Sentence Length: 13 Years (1) Sentence Lengrh in Days: 4745
i Senrence Staer Dare; O3/19/08 (3)  NestCiele Dare US/19/15 (4)
alendar Sepvice Credis: (=) 2709 (5)
, [Good Time Creda (Gross). 1580 (6)
 |Geod Time Forfered: () 00 (7)
Gond Time Days Lost: (-) 260 (8)
TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: {+) 820 )
Eurned Work Gredir: (+) 191.832 (L
Laened Educanon Credyr, (+) ] (11
Eamed Exiea Credar . NA 12
|[TOTAL CREDIT: (Lines 3 + 9+ 10 + ] + 15 = e () 3720852

() 1024148

Averao Iomb_ly_Ag_grug i E;lté:
Service Days + Good Time  + LEWC
042(16) + 20 (17) + 7.242 (18} + 0(1Y) -

Divide Line 15 by Line 20=

+ LEEC

Enternssr evele date from fine 14-

Complere eveles fram hne 3

Pstmated final reele:

Projection of Rcrh—:-l-i;i;;'ﬁn;o Sernve:
BRI/

NSostescheey Fooan e 2%

Calendar Service Creid:
Geod e Credir
Laened Worked Credat.
Latned Education Ceedir:

TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: (lines 73

l}un aning to s: wisfy as of estdmated tinal L\CIL

Daily accrypal rare

Drvide dass rem. ung 1o cain thne 33;
Enier estimated final evele (hne 27;;
\dd dars from line 35

Caleulare to montk, dat and leas

(Tane 47 15 Jusser of Line 41 or next cycle date from hyse 303

PROJECTED R} RELEASE D, DATE:

17(21)

“whole nunber

[26) Est firad tyede from hue 23

by dady acerual (Lo 3 %

57.662 (20}
147 (22
(remamder)
08719715 (23)
21 (24

/19017 (25 |

or/1o/17

(+) 519
+. . i
(+) 123.57]
(+) [}

+ 29+ 3) + 3,

Service | (N)‘-l:\\l Daly Rue 238 wdB (35)FEEC Dult Rate (36 = 1258 3
. 33.38

DE/19/17

35

\ 12721717 (1)

(27
(28)
(29)
(30
(38
| (-)982.57)

4(38)
7(39)
(1)

() 02/19/74

MICHARL | & FORBBL
Em_luvee Name

US/N8/17

Date
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08/10/2015 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP 20f12
. “_‘:_. L _ \lAXOUT DATE CALCULATIOV \VORKSHEET
NAME: ' Cisenby, Biily SCDC#: 200273 ]
). 360 DATE CALGLT FION- = A¥ear =300 Mol HT Day =.Duy) w
& 365DATE CALCULATION - Year = 165 NMonth = 30,42 Day = Day)
Senitence Lengih: 1U Yenrs (1) Sentence Length in Da s: RILIL 12
Senrence Stare Dare; H/ L9/08 (3) Nest Cyele Dare: O7/719/15 (%)
Calendar Service 'QL redic; (+) 2678 (5)
Gaod Time Credit (Gross): 1760 (6)
Good Tune i?urfuilcd: (9 A0a )
300d Tune Davs Losr: () 360 (8
TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: (t) &0 )
Eneactd Work Creds: (+) 184.472 (10
Enned Education Credut: +) f L
Earned Exrea Credin: {(+) N.A ;'[2, B L
{TOTAL CREDIT. (Lines 5+ 9 + 10+ 1§ ¢ 12)= . 1667 47 ;’ 43
Remaining 1o satisfe as of néxt cvele dure (enter Jime 41 07/19/15 (14 (= ) 2102 15
: L\v_gggc_mr.!mgsmz
Service Days + Good Tmme  + LEWC + L1
(o) + (7 + (18) + (19y = — 2
Divide Line 13 by Line 2u=" —_— 2 {22,
) (whole number) < fremaindee)
Enter next evele date from bin. 14 _ (23)
Complese cveles from bac 21 (+) —_— 2
Lizumaced final eycle. » . (=) e (25)
Renjecting of Remaining Timeé tn Serve:
Newreyededare feoen e 23 20 Fst fnal evely {from e 23 S ()]
Calendar Seevice Credur: (-—) - (23) ’
Gaod Time Credir: (+) - (29)
Zarned Worked Credsr. (+) —_ (30
Eaened Bducanon Credir: _ (+) - 1)) "
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: (lines 26 + 29 + 3 + 31, N (32)
Remaining ta saostr as of le'.lmﬂL'd h—nl cyele i(:) - (33)
Daily accrual rate- ; ~
Sence (H+EXC Duly fan ISR R L 1T 2 kf S Dasls Rare (3 = (37)
Onende days vcm:uﬁmg tearn lige 33: be duly accrual {ine 37y= — (38
Enter vsumated final cvcle (ine 2° U 1))
Add days from line 38 (+) (41
Caleulure to month, day and veu (+1)
(Line 4215 lesser of Lime 41 or nexe cvele dae trmr bne 3
PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: (=) 07/19/13 (42)
' MICHAEL | STOBBE 08708713




08/10/2015 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP
MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET

© NAME: Liscaby, Billy

SCDC#: 200273

'mployee Name i

Lmﬂr_)J

Jlmmlmrc

s

DN

L) =AOLDNFE-CALCULATION"- (Yeir 360 Nonth — 0 Dav - Day)
& 365D VTR CALCULATION - (Year = 363 Moath = 3042 Day - Dayy
Sentenee Jength 3 Years (1) Sentence Length in Davs: 10935 (2)
searence Staee Dre: 7719715 (3)  SenrCule D, (g 19713 (4)
Culendar Service Gredis; A (5)
Goud Ime Credis 1 Genss): 12 4+ 2 (6)
Good Tune Faefeited: (-) vn
Gnod Time Davs | ast: (-) 1] (3)
TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: (+3 32 9
Earmed Work Credse: te T80 (1)
Uarmed Fducanon Cred: i) " (1)
Vamed Extea Credis: :+) NA {12
TOTAL CREDIT: (lLunes 5+ 9 % 05117 12)= () 70380 (1%)
Rewmaming 1o sansh as of nest evele dase (enter hne A3 OR719/715 (H) (:) H)Z-I.(,Z . (_l 5)
Average Monghly Accrual Rate:
Service Davs + Gond Time  + WG + lL2C
M:’|6.+;Q-'l7)+7.2_42_:18)' 1Yy = 37.662 (20
Duwide Line 13 b, Line 0= 17 21 2169 {23)
(whale nun:ber. remander
Faternext o de date from e 1 NR/19/7135 (23
tomplete.eyvéles from bne 2 ) (+ 3 (24
Lstzmared final cycle: D1/19717 33, ‘
Projection of Remaining lime 1o Serve.
vk e fom b (23 4y 19/15 (20) Est. final G ele -from bne 24 0119147 (37
Calendar Scnvice Credir {+) 519 (28)
Goad Time Credir: (+) 340 (29)
Famed Worked Crodir: (+) 123571 (30
Famned Educanon Credit: (+) [} §15) ‘
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: {lines 28 + 29 + 30 + 3] [ s 932,571 132
Remaining to sanisfe as of esnmated final cycle. res 42,049 ‘33
ual rate: ' { T
Seniee | 34 -EWC Duly Rare 238.:35)+EEC Dy Rure 0(30)  1.238 3 j
Divide dinvs rems uning to earn line 33) by dads accroal (e 3T)= 33.965 (38) : |
éEn:cr e=tmated final ¢i e e 27 01 19717 (39) ; :
\dd dan s from e 38 +) 33 (40) '
Calculie to month, duy and year (12/21/ 17 (.“) ll :
Line' 4215 lesser of Lie 41 oe next oy ele date from line 30 ‘
PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: ' %,7/% S 0209 1T 43 ‘
MICHAFL J. STOBRE, =, ' 08708 15 |
|
|
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"~ DAILY [-CREDIT PER MONTH

- [TEVEL T Davs ¥ . CREDIT PER YEAR
| VORKED | CREDIT (e T PAYS T BATS 365 DAYS |
3 7 50 [ 15.0000 | 15.0000 ] 130.0000 180.0000
2 6 4285714 | 128571 | 13.037142 [ 1343853 156.4459
) 5 3571482 [10.7142 | 10864285 | 128.5704 130.37142
| 3 7 |333  [10.0000 1017 120.0000 121.68
| 3 S | 0852|7428 | 724857 8514z 86.914285
| 3 7 2000 | 6.0000 6.084 72.0000 73.008
3 5 1428571 [4.2857 | 43357143 51.4285 52.148568
7 7 1428571 [42857 | 43457141 | 314355 52.148368
— 7 5 |.102040 | 30612 | 31040813 136.7346 "37.248918 |

Work Credits are applicable toward the initial parole eligibility and max-out dates on straight time convictions.

Bonus Education Credits

[ TRAINING HOURS | BONUS - BONUS CREDITS PER YEAR
PER WEEK' CREDITS | CREDITS/MONTH
PER DAY [30DAYS [30.42 DAYS | 360 DAYS [ 385 DAYS
B4 [4-7 L0571 1.713 1.7369 20.556 20.8428
B5S [8-11 0857 2.571 2.6069 30.852 31.2828
B6 12-74 1142 3426 34739 41112 41.6868
B7 |15+ 1428 '4.284 4343 51.408 52116

LEVEL | DAYS CREDIT CREDIT “CREDIT
WORKED | PERDAY | PERMONTH _ PER YEAR
) 7 0.1972386 6.000 ~72.000
2 6 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
2 3 0.1972386 5.000 72.000
3 7 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
3 5 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
5 7 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
3 5 0.1438571 43457142 52.148568
[ 7 7 0.1328571 43357141 52.148568
[ 7 5 0.1020408 3.1040815 37248979

CFWEC RRCCT 2 M dsfind an Q25,01 1 ang



08/10/2015 ) . 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP 5o0f12
v3:015:52 Sacurday, 2ugast 0%, 24 3
DISIICOD 3CDC OFFENDER MAMASEMENT SYSTEM 03/0&/15
o BISCIPLINMAEY SESTEM. e S TCooIIYY T
o) ot So 2 SN 1) fe Il R DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
LISENBY, BILLY - CUER LOC: RIDGELAND
QIFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT FURCHAZED T
OFFE}MSE TY?2Z CrrIyvse HEARING NET GT DHO oreo
CA3ZE  DESCRIPTION DATE CATE LOST CECISION LvL

= ACTION
_ 00106 A & B OF AN EMP, ET¢ (%-MAJOR DI
- 00103 REFUSING OR FAILING 0 (2 ADMINTIST

— 00102 THREATENING TO INFLIC/Z) MAJOR DI
_ 00100 DISRESPECT G ¢MAIOR DI
_ 00099 FIGHTING WITHoUT A wed' S ApMInIST
~"“_ 00058 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR. PR MAJOR o1
_ 00097 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA  MINOR DI
. 00096 STRIKE I/M W/WO WEAPO OTHER AC
00095 DISRESPECT OTHER AC

_ 00094 REFUSING OR FAILING O  MINOR DI
_ 00093 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR,PR  OTHER AC
. 00092 POSSESSION OF A WEAPO  MAJOR DI
00090 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES OTHER AC

03/30/09 10/26/09 00150 CONVICTED 1 O s
10/03/08 / / 00000 CONVICTED 3
08/04/08 08/13/08 00030 CONVICTED 2
07/05/08 07/09/08 00000 CONVICTED 3
06/30/08 / / 00000 CONVICTED ' 3

10/16/02 1072 CTED 3
10/13/02 10/21/62 00000 CONVICTED 3
07/26/02 / / 00000 CLOSED 2
07/19/02 / / 00000 CLOSED 3
07/14/02 07/19/02 00000 CONVICTED 3
06/24/02 / 7 00000 CLOSED 3
05/14/02 05/23/02 00090 CONVICTED 2
05/01/02 / / 00000 CLOSED 5
FAGE 0003
FELL-000T O SE1O-MATY pen
;8



- 08/ o 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP 6 of 12
:15:45 Saturday, August 09, 20159 :

OIS1120D SZDC OFFENDER MAMNAGEMENT STS"EM ‘ 05/08/15”7

.. .. .DISCIPLINARY. SY¥STEM-~ - = —no - - o .- TCOOL714
'SCLCID: 200272°7°° ™7 'DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
LISENBY, BILLY ~ , CU2R LOC: RIDGELAND
OFFEMDER TYFE: ADULT-STRAIGHT PURCHASED TV

QFFENSE TYPE  OFFENSE  HEARING NIT GT DyO OFF

TASER  DESCRIPTION . : ACTION  DATE DATE LOST DECISION LVL
00124 THREATENING TO INFLIC/1%) MAJOR DI 02/24/12 03/06/12 00060 CONVICTED

00123 USE,POSS NARC,MARILJ,U ¢ MAJOR DI 02/04/12 02/14/12 00000 CONVICTED
. 00122 POSS. OR/ATTEMPT TO ﬁ::: MAJOR DI 02/04/12 02/14/12 00060 CONVICTED
00118 THREATENING TO INFLIC #MAJOR DI 12/20/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00119 REFUSING OR FAILING O@Z) \MAJOR DI 12/19/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00117 DAMAGE,DESTROY PROP. _(T) MAJOR DI 12/18/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00115 DAMAGE,DESTROY PROP./fl ADMINIST 08/23/10 08/27/10 00000 CONVICTED
_ 00114 'UNAUTHORIZED SERVICES (I MAJOR DI 08/10/10 08/25/10 00000 CONVICTED
00113 USE OBSCENE , VULGAR, PR &) /MAJOR DI 06/25/10 07/18/10 00030 CONVICTED
00112 FORGERY OR POSS.ANY F .. “MAJOR DI 06/22/10 07/28/10 00000 CONVICTED
. 00110 DAMAGS,DESTROY PROP. MAJOR DI 05/31/10 06/23/10 00020 CONVICTED
00109 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES ; ADMINIST 12/02/09 12/07/09 00000 CONVICTED

00108 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES S, ADMINIST 10/06/09 10/08/09 00000 CONVICTED
S ' PAGE 0302

mmuwumuwwmr—-r—am

?FJ-MODIFY PE6-DISMISSED/HMOT GUILTY PFL1-QUIT FFI10-MAIN MEND




2:15:3% Sacurday,

CSCDT 1D

08/10/2015 . i
Augusc 3, o

DISI100D

-1z

15-ALJ-04-0179-AP

SCOC CEFENDER MAIAGEMENT SYSTEM

 SISTIBLIMARY..SYSTEM .- - o .o

205273
LISENBY, BILLY -
OFTENDER TyPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT

~.TFENSE

CASE4 DESCRIPTISN
00147
00146

USE, POSS NARC ,MARIJ,U &>
POSSESSION OF CONTRAB (7]

'DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY

FUPCHASED TV

TYPE  OFFENSZ  HEARING
ACTICOH  DATE DATE
MAJOR DI 01/20/15 02/17/15
MAJOR DI _03/11/14 04/08/14

. 00142-DISRESPECT —

OTHER AC 07/01/13 0772373

_ 00146—DTIRESPECT -
00138 POSSESSION OF CONTRAB
00137
00136

00134

00133

00132

00131

00127

00126

POSSESSION OF A WEAPO
USE, POSS NARC,MARIJ,U
DISRESPECT

POSSESSION OF CONTRAB

POSS. OR/ATTEMPT TO P

SELECT A

{F4-MODIFY PE-~LISMISSED/NOT

UNAUTH I/M ORGAN/PART(3

‘¥ MAJOR DI 12/10/12
POSSESSION OF A WEAPO (o
STRIKING AN EMPLOYEE (3

RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER> T

02/25/13
02/25/13
02/25/13
02/11/13
12/17/12
11/19/12
11/05/12
06/20/12
06/20/12
PAGE

/MAJOR DI 01/31/13
MAJOR DI 01/31/13
MAJOR DI 01/31/13
MAJOR DI 01/31/13

(MAJOR DI 11/05/12
MAJOR DI 10/19/12
{MAJOR’ DI 06/08/12

MAJOR DI 06/08/12

EFli-QUIT

GUILTY

CURR LCC:

70f12

03/0
B st el

MET GT DHD
LCST CECISICH
00000 CONVICTED
00000 cowvicTED

CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED

00000
0goo00
00000
00030
00030
00000
00060
00000
00000
0001

O DISPLAY OR <PF04> TO MODIFY
FE1D-MATI MEHU

6/15

g

RIDGELAND

OF
LY

™ m
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O 1 accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed,

' Ido not accept the Warden’s decision and wish to appeal. :
_%_/g_jn 4 T i%nﬂ_m\m 5’%5»/ Y
Grievant Signat(td Date IGC Sign| re ‘Daté

WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASGN.

Inmate Billy Lisenby #200273
All pertinent information and documentation has been reviewed,
- After speaking with Classification it was discovered that the (200) of good
time you speak of was reinstated on April 29, 2014. Since that time youz
have received (7) additional disciplinaries resulting ‘in the loss of an
additional (200) days of good time. You stated on your grievance that
your maxout date was April 2014 in February 2014, when in fact it was
February 2018. Your current max-out date is June 2017 and it will increase
every time you receive a disciplinary, | B

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

LCI-0620-14 , ., &p

- INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP1 GRIEVANCE FORM

O~

An informal resolution shal| be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1.

Complete each section in its entirety writing only in the Space provided for inmate use,
Only one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form,

Edit*



NIKKI R. HALEY, Governor
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May 29, 2015

The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden
South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

1205 Pendleton Street ‘
Columbia, SC 29201

Reference:  Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273, vs. SCDC
Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP
Dear Judge Deborah Brooks Durden:
Find enclosed- a copy of the Respondent’s Record, consisting of Inmate Grievance LCI
664-14, in the above referenced case. Please file the original and return a clocked-in copy of the

cover letter in the enclosed envelope. '

Sincerely,

Ofﬁqe of Geéneral Counsel

Enclosures

cc: Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273
File

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Telephone (803) 896-8555
http://www.doc.sc.gov  E-mail: corrections.info(@doc.sc.gov :




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document was this date served upon the
following individual(s) by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as

follows:

Inmate Billy Lisenby

Inmate Number: 200273
Dorm-Room-Bunk: EA-0020-B
Lieber Correctional Institution

Columbia, South Carolina
May 29, 2015

/)/ l e f% } M

Cheron M. Hes
Administrative As¥
South Carolina D¢partnent of Corrections
4444 Broad River\Road '
P. 0. Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221-1787
(803) 896-3922
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BER: RKROOKRT3 Policy
SCDC NUM 4 INMATE GRIEVAT]GE Disc. Hear.
INSTITUTION: ___ Litbe . T Class.

HOUSINGUNIT:  £-f-2¢ NAG A %8‘5' Date Received Z[ gl 24

IGCInitials __ AT
WORK ASS[GNMENT A//A

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): 4/ /a/a b my Ciseradee Tuckee pol-
Wilhs o1 G119 iFisds dodunind Hat 00 Mitch 3209 aF aypar A5 Fon 62 choeoed 4k T, o burabd]

On March 3| 2w T ms connickd of t”? Cm}a!@'! T c4a Mes omMJ/ H ALl M.-,/ i Sunching he
ifkd, on Y2210 S Oiovmae TCT-391-69. T Hhis we my }wlﬁ)& M Ikl/u Rehstihd e Pe Qodgyy

Thi] btan fu o k.

L b Myl

Griev. Slgnatu'{ ate

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concems have thoroughly been reviewed. Case #104 was overturned and 30 days loss of good time was restored on Apnl 22,
2010. '

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved.

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

M&«-— 3.R0A5

ature , Date

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-
cedure. I hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is theAgency s final
response to this matter. L 1) )

Grievant Signature . Date IGC Signature Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)
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Code: General

INMATE NAME:_B;

'SCDC NUMBER: _#00223 Policy
. : Disc. Hear. : , |
INSTITUTION: _Lyehee €. T Class o == i
'HOUSING UNIT: ___A48 3| PREA .
Co : ' Date Received ) .
"WORK ASSIGNMENT: __ Dotm Mok~ IGC Initials Q%,g L —

'STATE GRIEVANCE (include documentation, and date of incideat; if SCDC Policy, indicate which policy) A4e 75/@ P
Ay ks 0n 6137V 1# s dehumnd Bty On Aok 32007 o gppur 84T T e (Zye/h/‘ A e
. Ctbabind. On Manch 3| 2009 T bis Cnnchd of 517 lnteabord T C/mf Mo tveetuned 4/ H A nd of)

- Sunchy hiew MK on V210 See Ctkvanee TEZ-391-09. s thy are my Gowdihe Mo fevee Aeurtebed

ACTION REQUESTED: Tal /ﬁa/ m}/jmlryx k ﬂ.-dufﬁu and .ﬂl}-l 151;4.4 !cﬁc/uac/ o

'SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BY GRIEVANT:

See fefene 1114255
Z@ 3 42/4 T J1Y
Gfievant Signature | Date

I/l (CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIDE)
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" 3CDC 10%5 (Rev. May 2013)

f

WARDER-RESHH Qs AR REARIODY 3 LCI-0664-14 o7 o

All pertinent information and documentation has been reviewed. You state that after
your spoke to your caseworker on June 13, 2014, all sanctions would be lifted. Ms.
Willis from Classification, who handles good time for disciplinary actions, was called,
and she stated there was.no good time taken for the dismissed disciplinary froth'

03/2009." The reason that your maxout appears to be going up is ‘befause of your .
! disciplinary history. _ :

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

Warden Signature-

¥

Q  Taccept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed.

E/ I do not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal,

B L) o Addhore &/

Grieva.{ Sigz{ure ~ Date IGC Signature Date

Exhd 13

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP | GRIEVANCE FORM

1. 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. . '

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

3.  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.

5. 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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IRequast Demlls.

;| CAUGHT A POSS OF CONTRABAND CHARGE IN MARCH 2009 AND ITWAS OVERTURNED BY THE ALJ. .
SCDC HAS FAIL TO REINSTATE MY GOODTIME lAM WRITING YOU BECAUSE MR. TUCKER TOLD ME TO
WILL YOU LOOK INTO THIS. =~ . . . : )

R@Ie‘w vael: -

* [Disposition: - - ACompIete
. Pisposition Date: - . 06/13/14 11 17

|Request Responses. - . ?_

08/13/14- 11:18 -~ c042388 M Usenby.<BR>&nbap.Nl yom'chafges matwera ovemmedmegoodﬁm haa been ra-lnalaled. Your good-

R . o : Iumbeoﬂedaslsywmaxoutdate nyouhaveanyﬂmherprobletmwlmﬂisyouneedtoeddms -

) Columbia. - -

Request Notes - e TP e

Date Author - '° ~ Note.- |
Audit Trait Updates P ‘. SR

‘Date - UseriD o'rlglnal Value Now Valus . " Column Namie -

06/13/14 10:18° c042308 - 2014-068-13 11: 17000 _ DISPOSITION_DATE .
08/13/14 10:18 ~c042396 - PEND: ) . ... coMP .. - DISPOSITION . .
08/13/14- 10:18 042398 2014—06-130816400 ' " 2014-06-13 0&:16:00.0 N DATE_REQUESTED

Inmate Request Audit Trail

Page 1 of 1




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
-ADMINISTRATIVE-LAW COURT

Billy Lisenby, # 200273,

) Docket No.: 15-ALJ-04-01 79-AP
) [Grievance No: LCI 0620-14]
Appellant, ) o
) Hon. Deborah Brooks Durden
v. )
)
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) RESPONDENT’S BRIEF
)
Respondent. ) /
‘ : )
STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case is before the Administrative Law Court (“ALC”) pursuant to the appeal
of Billy Lisenby (“Appellant”), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of
Corrections (“S/CDC”) serving a thirteen (13) year sentence. Appellant filed a Step One
Grievance, LCI 0620-14, on June 6, 2014, claiming his sentence was not being calculated
properly. This grievance was investigated and denied when it was determined SCDC was
properly calculating the sentence. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance on August
18, 2014. This grievance was also investigated and denjed on March 30, 2015.
Appellant filed his Notice of Appeal April 12, 2015. Because appellant’s sentence has
been properly calculated, the final determination of the Department should be affirmed.

'JURISDICTION

The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of
the South Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742
(2000). When reviewing SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in

an appellate capacity. /d. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754, Subsequently, the supreme court




L4

clarified the ALC’s appellate jurisdiction over inmate appeals in Sullzvan v. S.C. Dep't of
Corr., 355 S.C. 437 586 S E 2d 124 (2003) In afﬁrmmg, as modified, the ALC’s en
banc decision of McNeil v, S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 02-ALJ-04-00336-AP (September 5,
2001), the supreme court held the ALC’s juﬁsdiction was limited to (/) cases in which an
inmate contends prison officials have erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-
related credits,‘or custody status; (2) cases in which SCDC has taken an inmate’s state-
created liberty interest in major disciplinary hearings; and (3) cases in which an inmate’s
confinement implicates a State-created liberty interest. See Sullivan, 355 S.C. at 443, 586
S.E.2d at 127 (emphasis added).

Moreover, regarding categories (2) and (3), supra, thc: supreme court has
consistently emphasized that the liberty or property interest implicated must be one that is
State created. See Wicker v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 360 S.C. 421, 602 S.E.2d 56 (2004)
(emphasizing that the ALC’s jurisdiction extends only to those cases involving the denial
of “state created liberty interests” and that the Court’s holding [i.e., in Wicker] “is not to
be viewed. as exp.and"ing the jurisdiction of the [ALC] in any other circumstance.”); Slezak
V. $.C. Dep't of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding that the ALC “may
summarily dismiss those appeals that do not implicate an inmate’s state created liberty or
property interest”) (emphasis added).

In this case, appellant contends thaf SCDC has incorrectly calculated his sentence.
Consequently, the ALC has jurisdicﬁon to hear his appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The ALC should not disturb findings of an administrative agency if those findings

are supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole. Pearson v. JPS



Converter & Ind, Corp., 327 S.C. 393, 489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App. 1997). Stated

Adifféreriily,wan_A&ﬂr»ni‘r‘x‘iétr’ative“Law J ﬁdge niéy not substitute their Judgment for that of an
agency “as to the weight of the evidence on questions of fact.” S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-
380(5) (amended by 2008 Act No. 334, § 5, eff. June 16, 2008). Additionally, “an
Administrative Law Judge may not reverse or modify an. agency’s decision unless
substantial rights of the Appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly
erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the whole Record, arbitrary or affected
by an error of law.” Matthews v, S.C. Dep't of Corr., Case No.: 04-ALJ-04-00248-AP,
available at http://www.scalc.net/decisions. aspx?id=1203&q=4 (filed Dec. 21, 2004)
(Anderson, A.L.J.); see S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5)(e); see also Marietta Garage, Inc.
v. 8.C. Dep't. of Pub. Safety, 337 S.C. 133, 522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep't. of Labor,
Licensing & Regulatioh v. Girgis, 332 S.C. 162, 503 S.E.2d 490 (1998).

“Substantial evidence” is evidence which, considering the recora as a whole,
would allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that the administrative
agency reached. Hendley v, S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d
159 (Ct. App. 1996). The possibilify 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, 461 S._E.2d 388
(1995). Administrative agencies are afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as
shown in the deferential standard of appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Pub.
Sve. Comm'n of §.C., 332 S.C. 20, 503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).

Finally, in deciding appeals'from inmate grievances, the ALC must consider that

prisons officials are in the best position to decide inmate disciplinary matters. In A/-




Shabazz, the supreme court “underscored that since prison officials are in_} the best
p-c;siti-on to dééide_;;;ﬁété dlsc1p1mary xl-l.gtt;:rs—, th;a Couﬁs and therefore this tribunal
adhere to a ‘hands off’ approach to internal prison disciplinary policies and procedures
when reviewing inmate appeals under the APA.” Matthews v S.C. Dep't of Corr., supra,
pége 3» (citing Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757 (stating that “[c]ourts
traditionally have adopted a ‘hands off’ doctrine regarding judicial involvement in prison
disciplinary procedures and other internal prison matters . . . .”)); see also Pruitt v. State,
274 S.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980) (referring to the traditional “hands off” approach of

South Carolina courts regarding internal prison discipline and policy).

ARGUMENTS

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

Appellant is currently in SCDC custody serving a thirteen year sentence for
assault with the intent to kill, failure to stop for police and assault_ on a correctional
officer. In thi.s appeal, Appellant claims his sentence has been incqrreqt’ly calculated.
Specifically, Appellant contends the good time he lost in‘“seléct disciplinary hearings,
which was later returned to him, has béen incorrectly calculated resulting in an incorrect
max out date,

In response to Appellant’s. challenge to SCDC’s calculation of his good time
credits and other sentence-related credits, SCDC Branch Chief for Records Management
and Release, Michael Stobbe, performed a manual calculation confirming Appellant’s
sentence has been calculated correétly. The final explanation by Mr. Stobbe addresses

several disciplinary cases which Appellant has also raised in other grievances, as they all



factor into the calculation of the maxout date. The summary provided by Mr. Stobee is

presented below verbatim with empﬁasis added:

All SCDC release dates are projected.

Assumptions are made, that on any particular day the release date will
remain the same as long as nothing changes in the inmate’s record that
will affect their release date. (These factors are Statutory service time,
inmate confined; statutory good time, 20 or 3 days a month; earned work
credits and/or earned educational credits,

Inmate Lisenby. earns 20 days a month good time.

As I demonstrated in yesterdays’ e-mail this inmate’s Projected release
date is.correct, whether you verify it separating the consecutive sentences
(ten and three) or verify them as a total sentence of 13 years.

Questions have been raised in regards to the taking away good time and
restoring good time of disciplinary offenses #104, #106, #116, and #134.

Case #104 offense date was 03/03/09. Hearing date was 03/31/09 and
inmate forfeited 20 days and lost 30, for a total of 50. The hearing results
were entered 04/01/09. Inmate’s monthly eaming rate was 50.42 (not on
EWC/EEC). Release date moved from 03/05/16 to 04/03/16 = 29 days.
Case #104 was dismissed and entered on 06/04/10. Inmate’s release date
remained the same at 07/13/16. It is noted that during the period from
03/31/09 and 06/04/10 this inmate was convicted of offenses #106, #108,
#109 for total of combined good time of 210 days.

Case #106 was reheard on 10/26/09. The decision increased the loss of
good time from 120 to 150. There is nothing to give back.

Case #116 offense date was 09/18/10. Hearing date was 10/06/10.
Originally entered on 10/08/10 » on which inmate’s earning rate was
50.42. Inmate lost 20 good time days ( had already forfeited 20 days for
the cycle for the convictions of offenses #114- #115 08/25,27/10.
Inmate’s release date adjusted from 09/20/16 to 10/11/16 some 21 days.
On 12/08/11 offense #116 was overturned/dismissed , 20 days of good
time was restored. Inmate’s projected release date remained the same at
04/19/16. Inmate’s monthly earning rate at this time of was 57.42 days.
Inmate had been convicted and forfeited/lost a total of 130 days between
09/08/10-12/08/11.



Offense #134 offense date was 01/31/13. Original hearing date was
02/11/13, Inmate’s e_aming,.,rate.was‘..50;4-2.».F-or»this-offense-thei_nmagg'-lgsvt o
a total of 260 daysgood tirrie. Note: he also lost an additional 60 days of
good time for offense #135 that was heard and entered on the same date
02/12/13, that has been restored on another action 01/09/15, but was
included in the adjustment of the release date from 05/12/17 to 11/18/17
some 190 days. On 04/29/14 offense #134 was reduced to 30 days lost
good time, however it should be noted that the adjusted release date
perfected on' 04/29/14, resulting in the release date moving from
02/25/2018 to 11/18/17 some 99 days. Note this outcome still contains the
60 days of lost good time not yet overturned from offense #135
(overturned 01/09/15).

Michael J. Stobbe

‘Branch Chief Records Management and Release
South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC)
P.O. Box 21787 / 4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1 787

Phone # : 803-896-2074

Fax # : 803-896-2749 :

Email : Stobbe.Michael@doc.sc.gov

The manual calculation conducted by Mr. Stobbe is attached and it conclusively
demonstrates SCDC has correctly calculated appellant’s séntence.

Appellant has not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC is incorrectly
calculating his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests its decision denying
appellant’s Step Two grievance i)e upheld.

RESPONDENT’S FINAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
‘ ; BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “substantial evidence on the whole
record” supports the Department’s final agency decision. Appellant has the burden of

proving that the decision of the Department is clearly erroneous, or arbitrary or

capricious, or an abuse of discretion. See Porter v. Public Service Comm’n, 333 S.C. 12,




08/10/2015 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP 110f 12

SOUTHCABOLINA. ., .
DEPARTMENT- OF CORRECTIONS / - o
Staff Memoranda @2 7[ 5_

Inmate Name:

scpcy 2o 27 2,
Date (Puit.algﬁn Comments
; Ai&ﬁllj’-"ﬁ 550
0%/{7// - -’/5//7//2 /| / 7 2o
i T = 33 e
~ 2 A -
= 3o _
} . : —= é(’ ; Ao——gjL' .
f - = 290 K,
‘ "’3//9//2 | 2¢/ 7//7 ol -+ O 2 QJL
: : , -3@.(9
‘ ' — 2 ° Hut.7
A RV T
250 R
— 20 fees
2eCc
— @ O Les [/
. : 30 0%,4//1«;.:_&
.:9/4[;‘24;— )3/,4//@ oy + 20 /
= 32 ¢ |
N3/ % 4
2 o
— 2 C Los 7L' y




08/10/2015

{ lnmate Name:

Date

15-ALJ-04-0179-AP 110f12

SOQUTH CAROLINA

- 'DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS %47-& 4} o5
' Staff Memoranda

scpcy _=2ed ) 2

Staff
{Please Print)

Commaeants

HeBys).o, 300 _

02;//_/7/(, -

o313 /= |

= Bao

~ 2 A~

= 300

= 4o 1 I

'1 . = 290 Koz,
F/sfz | h1/)n | Gl Lo ]
| - BY=X .
— 29 Fus.7
=T 2o nsizn
o/ l5=l~ )7/ iz e 4 ) oo /
' 250 |
= 20 feaf
26 C )

= 0 O Les

?/4'21"4& - )f—/,q/,z ;ﬁﬁj + 2O /
! = 22 ¢=
2 o
SO £

—‘_7’_?_ Lbﬁ% \

2] C /ﬁmmw%




08/10/2015

Inmate Name:

i

110f 12

15-ALJ-04-0179-Ap

SQUTH CAROQOLINA

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS /)4:719_ o’
Staff Memoranda 7[ 5

scpcy _ 2o 27 2,

Date
4

Staff
{Please Print)

Commaents

@ﬁ/;— ) 350

| 02;//_/7// ]

é%//f,— Sz

e /) # co

= 3o

=~ 2Z& ol

=300

= 40 Lo F

3/ /9,/zz .

‘f%ﬁ/)a |

- _2_%/0}@_ u'
el +  bo ‘%\

Bo©

— 20 FBui.7

=50 /%',J,MLM/L\*

o150z |~ /i) 2 Eomed 4 ) oo /
’ T = SO '
— 20 feesf
EN A |
— 0 O Ltes /o
. ‘_5, o & %A/M,L
?/‘4[1‘2‘&.— 1-';’-/{4///1 ;447'1)/ T 25 ;7
= =2 ¢
— 2 o &b
ElS N
—20 o 7 .




NIKKI R HALEY. Govermar
. BRYANP STIRLING, Direcior

August 10, 2015

‘ The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden

- South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

1205 Pendleton Street '

Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Reference:  Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273 vs, SCDC
‘ Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-0178-Ap

Dear Judge Duirden:

Find enclosed an original and ope copy of the Respondent’s Brief on the above
referenced case. Pleage file the original in your office and return 3 clocked-in Copy to me in the
enclosed self-addressed envelope, ' :

Sincerely, : .

E.M

E. Dee Dee Bowers
Administratiye Assistant
Office of General Counse]

Enclosures _

cc:  Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273
File

P.O.Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 292211747 . Telephone (803, R96-8555
o http://www.doc.sc.gov E-mail: corrcclions.inlb(aiduc.sc,gm'



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
- ADMINISTRATIVE LAW. COURT-

Billy Lisenby, #200273,

Appellant, . .
' Certificate of Service

Vs. Docket# 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

vvvvvvvvv\/

Respondent.

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing brief was this date served upon the following
individuals by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as follows:

Billy Lisenby, #200273
Ridgeland Correctional Institution
DRB: CA-0003-B

E. Dee Dee Bowers

Administrative Assistant

Office of General Counsel

South Carolina Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road

P.O. Box 21787

Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787
(803) 896-3922

August 10, 2015




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINIST RATIVE LAW-COURT

Billy Lisenby, # 200273, Docket No.: 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP
' [Grievance No: LCI 0664-14]
Appellant,

Hon. Deborah Brooks Durden

South Carolina Department of Corrections, RESPONDENT’S BRIEF

)

)

)

)

V. )
)

)

A )

Respondent. )

)

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
e O 1L CASE
This case is before the Admlmstratlve Law Court (“ALC™) pursuant to the appeal

of Billy Lisenby (“Appellant™), an inmate incarcerated with the Department of

Corrections (“SCDC”) serving a thirteen (13) year sentence. Appellant filed a Step One

Grievance, LCI 0664-14, on June 17, 2014, claiming his sentence was not being

calculated properly. This grievance was investigated and denied when it was determined -

SCDC was properly calculating the sentence. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance
on August 18, 2014. This grievance was also investigated and denied on March 30,
2015. Appellant filed his Notice of Apbeal April 12, 2015. Because appéllant’s sentence
has been properly calculated, the final determmatxon of the Department should be
afﬁrmed
JURISDICTION

The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of

the South Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742

(2000). When reviewing SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in



an appellate capacity. Id. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Subsequently the Supreme- court
clarified the ALC’s appellate _]Ul’lSdlCthl‘l-O\’er 1mr~1‘a-te appeals in Sullivan v. S.C, Dep't of
Corr., 355 S.C. 437, 586 S.E.2d 124 (2003). In affirming, as modified, the ALC’s en
banc decision of McNeil v. S.C Dep’t of Corr., 02-ALJ-04-00336-AP (September 3,
2001), the supreme court held the ALC’s Jurisdiction was limited to (/) cases in which an
inmate contends prison officials have erroneously calculated his sentettce, sentence-
related credits, or custody status; (2) cases in which SCDC has taken an inmate’s stare-
created liberty interest in major disciplinary hearings; and (3) cases in which an inmate’s
confinement implicates a stctte-created liberty interest. See Sullivan, 355 S.C. at 443, 586
S.E.2d at 127 (emphasis added).

Moreover, regarding categories (2) and (3), supra, the supreme court has
consistently emphasized that the ]iberty or twoperty interest implicated must be one that is
State created. See Wicker v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 360 S.C. 421, 607 S.E.2d 56 (2004)
(empha5121ng that the ALC’s jurisdiction extends only to those cases involving the denial
of “state created liberty interests” and that the Court’s holding [i.e., in Wicker] “is not to
be viewed as expanding the jurisdiction of the [ALC] in any other circumstance.”); Slezak
v. 8.C. Dep't of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding that the ALC “may
summarily dismiss those appeals that do not implicate an inmate’s state created liberty or
property interest”) (emphasis added).

In this case, appellant contends that SCDC has incorrectly calculated his sentence.
Consequently, the ALC has Jurisdiction to hear his appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW
The ALC should not disturb findings of an administrative agency if those findings

[N



are supported by substantial evidence on the record as a uhole Pea;son v. JPS 7

) Converter & Ind Corp, 327 SC 393 489 SEZd 219 (Ct App 1997). Stated

differently, an Administrative Law Judge may not substirute their judgment for that of an
agency “as to the weight of the ev1dence on questlons of fact.” S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-
380(5) (amended by 2008 Act No. 334, § S, eff. June 186, 2008) Additionally, “an
Admmlstranve Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agencv § decision unless
substantlal rights of the Appellant have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly
erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the whole Record, arbitrary or affected
by an error of law.” Ma?thews v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., Case No.: 04-ALJ-04-00248-AP,

available at http://www. scalc.net/decisions. aspx91d—1203&q—4 (filed Dec. 21, 2004)
(Anderson, 4.L.J.); see S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23- 380(5)(e), see also Mariettq Garage, 1)7:0.

v. 8.C. Dep't. of Pub. Safety, 337 8.C. 133, 522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep't. of Labor,

. Licensing & Regulation v. Girgis, 332 S.C. 162, 503 S.E.2d 490 (1998).

“Substantial evxdence” is ev1dence which, conSJdermg the record as a whole,
would allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that the admxmstratxve
agency reached. Hendley v. 8.C. State Budger & Control Bd., 325 8, C 413, 481 S.E.2d
159 (Ct. App. 1996). The possibility of drawing two inconsistent conclusions from the
evidence does not prevent an administrative agency’s ﬁnding from being supported by
substantial evidence. Grans v. S.C Coasta[ Council, 319 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388
(1995).  Administrative agencies are afforded wide latitude in making decisions, as
shown' in the deferentlal standard of appellate review. Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Pub,
Sve. Comm'n of $.C., 332 S.C. 20, 503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).

Finally, in deciding appeals from inmate grievances, the ALC must consider that



prisons officials are in the best position to decide inmate disciplinary matters. In A/-
~ “Shabazz, the 'supreme court “underscored that since i:vrisoﬁ Aofﬁéiéls.;-re m th“e.:- best
positioﬁ to decide inmate disciplinary matters, the Courts and therefore this tﬁbunal
adhere to a ‘hands off approach to internal prison disciplinary policies and procedures
when reviéwing'inmate appeals under the APA.” Matthews v, S.C. Dep't of Corr., supra,
page 3 (citi.ng Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757 (stating that “[c]ourts
traditionally have adopted a ‘hands off doctrine regarding judicial involvement in prison
disciplinary procedures and other internal prison matfers -+ ..7)); see also Pruitt v. State,
274 S.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980) (referring to the traditional “hands off” approach of
South Carolina courts regarding internal prison discipline and policy).’

ARGUMENTS

APPELLANT’S SENTENCE HAS BEEN CORRECTLY
CALCULATED BY RESPONDENT

Appellant is currently in SCDC custody ‘serving a thirteen year sentence for
assault with the intent to kill, failure to stop for police 4and assault on a correctional
officer. In this appeal, Appellant claims his sentence has been incorrectly calculated.
Specifically, Appellant contends the good time he lost in select disciplinary hearings,
which was later returned to hi.m, has been incorrectly calculated resulting in an incorrect
max out date. -

In response to Appellant’s challenge to SCDC’S calculation of his good time
credits and other sentence-related credits, SCDC Branch Chief for Records Management
and Release, Michael Stobbe, performed a manual calculation confirming Appellant’s

sentence has been calculated correctly. The final explanation by Mr. Stobbe addresses

several disciplinary cases which Appellant has also raised in other grievances, as they all




factor into the calculation of the maxout date. The summary provi@ed'_b}{_Mr. Stobee is

' presented below ;/érﬁatim with emphasis added:

All SCDC release dates are projected.

Assumptions are made, that on any particular day the release date will
remain the same as long as nothing changes in.the inmate’s record that
will affect their release date, (These factors are statutory service time,
inmate confined; statutory good time, 20 or 3 days a month; earned work
credits and/or eamed educational credits. .

Inmate Lisenby earns 20 days a month good time.

As I demonstrated in yesterdays’ e-mail this inmate’s projected release
date is correct, whether you verify it separating the consecutive sentences
(ten and three) or verify them as a total sentence of 13 years.

Questions have been raised in regards to the taking away good time and
restoring good time of disciplinary offenses #104, #106, #116, and #134.

Case #104 offense date was 03/05/09. Hearing date was 03/31/09 and )
inmate forfeited 20 days and lost 30, for a total of 50. The hearing results
were entered 04/01/09. Inmate’s monthly earning rate was 50.42 (not on
EWC/EEC). Release date moved from 03/05/16 t0.04/03/16 = 29 days.
Case #104 was dismissed and entered on 06/04/10. Inmate’s release date
remained the same at 07/13/16. 1t is noted that during the period from
03/31/09 and 06/04/10 this inmate was convicted of offenses #106, #108,
#109 for total of combined good time of 210 days.

Case #106 was reheard on 10/26/09. The decision increased the loss of
good time from 120 to 150. There is nothing to give back.

Case #116 offense date was 09/18/10. Hearing date was 10/06/10.
Originally entered on 10/08/10 » on which inmate’s earning rate was
50.42. Inmate lost 20 good time days ( had already forfeited 20 days for
the cycle for the convictions of offenses #114- #115 08/25,27/10.
Inmate’s release date adjusted from 09/20/16 to 10/11/ 16 some 21 days.
On 12/08/11 offense #116 was overturned/dismissed , 20 days of good
time was restored. Inmate’s projected release date remained the same at
04/19/16. Inmate’s monthly earning rate at this time of was 57.42 days.
Inmate had been convicted and forfeited/lost a total of 130 days between
09/08/10-12/08/11.



Offense #134 offense date was 01/31/13. Original hearing date was.
02/11/13. Inmate’s eaming rate-was50.42. For this.offense the inmate lost
a-total of 260 days good time. Note: he also lost an additional 60 days of

-Michael J. Stobbe

Branch Chief Records Management and Release
South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC)
P.O. Box 21787/ 4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787

Phone # ; 803-896-2074

Fax # : 803-896-2749

Email ; Stobbe.Michael@doc.sc. gov

The manual éalculation conducted by Mr. Stobbe is attached and it conclusively
demonstrates SCDC has correctly calculated appellant’s sentence,

Appellant has not carried his burden to demonstrate SCDC s incorrectly
calculating his sentence. Therefore, SCDC respectfully requests its decision denying

appellant’s Step Two grievance be upheld.

RESPONDENT"’S F INAL AGENCY DECISION IS SUPPORTED
BY SUBSTANTIAL EVIDENCE

The record conclusively establishes that the “substantia] evidence on the whole
record” supports the Department’s final agency decision. Appellant has the burden of

proving that the decision of the Department js clearly erroneous




A d1smlssed w1th prejudlce

August 10, 2015
Columbia, South Carolina

Respectfully submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF CORRECTIONS

Stephen . Lunsford
Staff Attomey

S.C. Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29271
(803) 896-1940
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_____MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET —————
NAME: Liscnby, Billy SCDC #: 200273

] 360 DATE CALCU LATION .. Year=360- -.\ln)xlrll“"}tl“' Day = Davy
B E " 365 DMNE CAL CULATION - f\mr =365 Month =3IN42 Dav = Dav)

Sentence Lengeh: 13 Years (1) Sentence Length in Days: 4743 2,
%z
Sentence Staee Dare: U3/19/08 (3)  Next Crcle Dare US/19/15 (4)
epdac rice_Credit: () 2700 (35)
Good Time Credn (Grosy). 1780 (6)
Gaod Time Forferted: 8] 00 (7)
Good Time Days Lost: (-) 20U (8)
TOTAL GOOD TIME (.RI:.DI'I EARNED:; (+) 520 N
Eumned Work Credar: (+)  191.852 (L
Lamed Educanan Credsr. (+) ] (11
famed Extes Creder e Ce NN 120 e
TOTAL CREDIT: (Lines 3 « 9 + m+ir+12= ()} 3720.832 13)
Remuainng o sansfy as of pext crcle dare enter line 4 UR/19/135 (14 () 124148 15
Average Monthly Accrual Rate
Service Days + Good Time  + EWC + REC
3042(16) + 20 (] )+ 72242 Led2 (18) + (1Y) - 37.662 (20 '
Oivide Line 15 by Line 20= 1722y H47 (2
“whale unbee (remamnder)
Enter nesrevele dure from line 14+ ] 08/19/15 (23
Complere e eles from hne 2] .o 51 (24
IPstunared final ry("l_«::_____ . = )] ,.’ 19717 (15) I—
Projection af Remaining Time to Serve:
Ssteyke ey from e 23 LRI £26) I st Bzl Gy e from hne 25 0/19/47 27
Calendar Seevice Crédae: (+) 319 (29)
Good Tune Credit: (+. v 340 (29)
Earned Waorked Ceedys. . (+) 123.571 (30
Larned Education Credir: (+) [} (31
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: (lines 28 + 29 + N+ 3. , (-) Y82.57] 32
Remaining to s: wisty s of estimated final L\CIL (<) .37 35_.'_
Daily aceryal rate:
Service |4y #EWT Daly Rue 238 @3 35)+EEC Dutl Rate 1136 = | 238 3
Drvide dags rem, s to can (bne 33; by dinly acerual thae 3 IR 33.58 33,584 (‘53\
Enzeresumaned fing) crele (hne 275 ni/19717 (39)
\dd days from linc 35 L+ 33 (40
Caleulate t0 montl, da and tern 112/3} /[ 7(41)
(Tane 47 4 Jesser of Line 41 or next cyvcle date from hge 303
PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: (=) 0271974 42,

MICHAERL | STOBB
LCm_lovee Name

U8/08/17

Date
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T . __ MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET
NAME:  Lisenhy, Biily SCDC#: 200273

20f12

10 A0 DATE CALCULATION - [Year =30 NGO TR Day =.Day)
£ 363DATE CALCCLATION . Yeir= 365 Month = Jind2 Dar = Day)
Senitence Lengily 1U Yenes (1) Sentence Length in Days: RIIL] 2
Total credits earned as of next cyele dite:
Seutence Stage Dare: N3/19/08 (3 Nese Crele Date: 07/1(9/15 e))
1 Calendar Scr\'iggc‘: redit: (*) 20678 3)
' [Good Time Credit (Gross): 1760 (6)
Good Tuue Focfeited: : (-) )] (7)
Good Tune Duays Losr: “(+) 260 (B)
TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: (+) hikid] ()
Earned Wtk Credse: ‘ (+) 184472 (0)
l':':un_ud Education Credut: (+) [}] I [__',
Earned Extra Credir: {+) NA iz e
{TOTAL CREDIT. (Lines 5+ 9+ 10+ 11 t 12)= . -3 3662.472 13
Remaiing 10 satisfy as of néxt cyele date (ener hne 31 07/ 19/15 (1 4 () 12,172 15
Average Monthly Accrual Rate:
Service Days + Good Tume  + LWC + LG
(16) + (17) + (18) + (1Y) = — 12
Divide Line 13 by Line 20= — . {2n {22,
_ {(whole number) ' -~ frematnden
Enter next evele date from lin. 14 . (23)
lomplete cyeles from kag 21 (+) —_— 2
lis;i:mrud final ey cle. . , o (=) e (25)
rojection nf Re
Nexreyde date dun e 23 e (26, Fst. final crel (feom hne 23 —_— (27
Calendar Service Credhr: ) - (28 [
Good Thne Credar: (+) - (29)
awmed Worked Ceedst, . (+) —_ (30
Farned Educanon Credu; (+) - )
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: (lines 25 + 20 + 3 + 3] ) [ ¢y (32) .
Remaining to snusf:.'__ns r:t'c.stimnt_cc.l_r.inn! cyele: : i (=) __ (33)
Daily acerual rate: .
Senice (+EXC Dl Rae (35)+ FEC Daly Raee {3y = &)
erde days vcm-.nlmng tearn line 33: be dulv accou e 37)= — (3§
Enree esimared final cycle (ine 2 —_ (39
Add days from line 38 (+) (40
Caleulare to month; day and ves — (4D
(Lane 4215 lesser of Line 41 or next cvede dute from line 3
PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: (=) 07/19/i5 (42)
MICHAEL | STOBBE HH/08/153
Employee Name _Duee ]
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MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET

NAME: Lisenby, Billy

SCDC #:

200273 _

Jof12

Ll 36 DATE CALCUTIVTTON T Nar 567 =N
B 365 DATECALCULATION - (Yerr = 365 Mond

3 Years (1)

Sentened Lenath

1= Bav - Day)
1= 3042 Day - Dav)

Sentence Length i Days:

._,
=
1)

-

&)

Sentence Stace D e 07/19/15 (3) Next Cyele Dae, 08 i9/l5 €))
Calendar Service Credic; A (3)
(iﬁud Vime Credir (Gross): 12+ 20 (())
(1Cinnd Tune Faeleired: (-) v(n
{ Good Time Davs | asr: (-) 0(8)
TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: (+1 32 ¥)] |
Eazmned Work Credse: I | )
Famed Fducanon Credir: i) 0 (1)
amed Extrs Credie: . :+) N (MR
TOTALCREDIT: (lines 3+ 9 + 10+ 11 ¢ 12)= () I0.380 (1%
Remammg 1o sansh as of nest evele dare (entee hie N5 (08719715 (H) (:) [034.62 (_l S)
Averagre Monthly Accrual Raty:
Service Davs + Good Time + EWC ELEC
MAZ6, + 20017 + 2242 :18) - (1) = 57.662 (205
Dide Lune 13 b. Line 2= 17 21 209 (22)
(whaole nunm:ber. ‘remander
Foternext o e date irom b 1.1 087197135 (23:
t omplere eveles from line 2 (+ 3 (24
Lseemared final cyele: VAUV REREY .
Projection of Remaining lime to Serve.
Sentevrdo i from hine (23 LA DIAR (26) Est. final :\clc Arom bne 24 0Lr0/7 (27
Calendar Scrvice Credir {(+) 519 (29)
Gotd Time Credir: {+) KB (29)
Famed Warked Credyr: (+) 123,571 (G,
Famned Educanon Credis; (t) 4] (3D i
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: {lincs 28 + 29 + 3 + 3] , ¢ 1 982,571 132
Remaizing tn sarisf as of esmaeed final cyele . - 42449 33.
ual rure; ' ! o
Service | 34 -EWC Daly Rate 23835+ EEC Darls Rure 030) 1,233 3- f
Diede dns rem HRig to carn Line 33)-be dads accrual thne 37)= 23.963 (38) !
Enter exnumated final e (e 27 01 19717 (_}9) .I '
\dd s frenn e 34 +) 33 {10 |
Caleulate o month, day and year (12/21/ 17 (41) ,'
Lne 4215 lesset of Line 41 oc next evele date from line 39)
PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: D219 1T 40
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l-mpln_\'cc Name .

Lmy lo;

s

Stnatiee

P Ty

O8/¢M 15

1




08/10/2015

15-ALJ-04-0179-AP

40f 12

DAILY*CREDIT PER MONTH |,

[TEVEL | _DAYS | DALY ‘CREDIT PER YEAR ]
| ORKED | ORI e T T DAY T DATS 365 DAYS
2 7 |30 [15.0000 [15.0000 | 180.0000 | 150000
3 6 4285714 | 128571 | 13.037143 | 1543853 156.4450
Z 5 3571482 | 10.7142 | 10864285 | 128.3703 130.37142
3 7 |33 [100000 |03 120.0000 | 121.68
3 S | 8095270428 7475 (857142 86.914285
3 7 2000 | 6.0000 6,084 72.0000 73.008
3 5 | 1428571 [4.2857 | 43457147 3T a355 52.148568
7 7 1428571 | 4.2857 4.345T141 | 51.4285 52.148368
7 5 |-102040 [3.0612 3.1040815 | 36.7346 37248918

Work Credits are applicable toward the initial parole eligibility and max-out dates on straight time mnﬁcﬁons.

Bon‘gs Education Cred!ts

CREDITS PERYEAR

[ DAYS |

[ TRAINING HOURS | BONUS BONUS
PER WEEK CREDITS | CREDITS/MONTH
PER DAY [30DAYS [30.42 DAYS | 360 DAYS | 383 DAYS
B [4-7 0571 1713 | 1.7369 20,556 20.8428
B5  |8-11 10857 2571 |2.6069 30.852 31.2828
B6 12-14 1142 3.426 34739 41112 41.6868
B7 5+ 1428 4.284 4343 51.408 52116

LEVEL [ CREDIT |  CREDIT CREDIT
WORKED | PERDAY | PERMONTH | PER VEAR

3 7 0.1972386 6.000 ~72.000
p) 6 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
2 5 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
3 7 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
3 5 0.1972386 6.000 72.000
5 7 0.1972336 6.000 72.000
5 5 0.1428571 4.3457142 52.148568
7 7 0.1428571 43357141 52.148568
7 5 0.1020408 3.1040815 37.248979 ]
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LISENBY, BILLY -
CIFEURER TYPZ: ADULT-STRAIGHT

OFFEMNSE TYPZ
TASZE  DESCRIPTION = ACTION
_ 00106 A & B OF AN EMP, ETC Eé;
- 00103 REFUSING OR FAILING O () ADMINIST

8/10/2015 15-ALJ-04-0179-AP

$158:52 Sazuzday, Augasc 0%, 231s
DISILIOOD SCDC OFFEMDER MAMASEMENT SYSTEM
e DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM. .. - -
ot aiy Sk SRCE o Ty e i R DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY

CITIMSE HELRING
DATE CATE

10/03/08 !/ /

HET GT  DHO ore

LOsT

“MAJOR DI 03/30/09 10/26/09 00150

CECISION LYL
CONVICTED 1 O fa

00000

CONVICTED 3

- 00102 THREATENING TO INFLIC(#) MAJOR DI 08/04/08 08/13/08 00030 CONVICTED 2

_ 00100 DISRESPECT G MAJOR DI 07/05/08 07/09/08 00000 CONVICTED 3
=-00099 FIGHTING WITHOUT A WE“" \ADMINIST 06/30/08 / _/ 00000 CONVICTED = 3
_ 00098 USE OBSCENE, GAR, PR MAJOR DI 10/16/02 10732 - CTED 3
_ 00097 FALSE STATEMENT TO HA HMINOR DI 10/13/02 10/21/02 00000 CONVICTED 3
.. 00096 STRIKE I/M W/WO WEAPO OTHER AC 07/26/02 |/ / 00000 CLOSED 2
00095 DISRESPECT OTHER AC 07/19/02 / / 00000 CLOSED 3
.. 00094 REFUSING OR FAILING O MINOR DI 07/14/02 07/19/02 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00093 USE OBSCENE,VULGAR, PR OTHER AC 06/24/02 / |/ 00000 CLOSED 3
. 00092 POSSESSION OF A WEAPO MAJOR DI 05/14/02 05/23/02 00090 CONVICTED 2
00090 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES OTHER AC 05/01/02 / / 00000
FRGE GO0
PRA-MIDIFY  FFe-DISMIZIRM/NIT 07Ty FEUI-CUIT O OEEIO-ME T e

N

|
CLOSED 5
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13:15:45 Saturday, August 08, 2015 :

DISI1Q0D STDC OFFEMDER MANAGEMENT STS”EM 08/08/15
.. . DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM- -- .. . - . . TCoOL714
SCLCT1D: 200273°°° ' 'DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
LISENBY, BILLY - _ CURR LOC: RIDGELAND
OFFEMDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT PURCHASED TV
OFFENSE TYPE  OFFENSE  HEARING NIT GT D3O OFF
TASEF DESCRIPTION ACTION  DATE DATE LOST DECISION LVL

00124 THREATENING TO INFLIc(jD MAJOR DI 02/24/12 03/06/12 00060 CONVICTED
00123 USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U,—~./MAJOR DI 02/04/12 02/14/12 00000 CONVICTED. .
00122 POSS. OR/ATTEMPT TO ﬂﬁz; MAJOR DI 02/04/12 02/14/12 00060 CONVICTED
00118 THREATENING TO INFLIC MAJOR DI 12/20/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00119 REFUSING OR FAILING cQEﬁ MAJOR DI 12/19/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00117 DAMAGE,DESTROY PROP. (> MAJOR DI 12/18/10 01/05/11 00030 CONVICTED
00115 DAMAGE,DESTROY PROP. /7~ ADMINIST 08/23/10 08/27/10 00000 CONVICTED
. 00114 'UNAUTHORIZED SERVICES (i) MAJOR DI 08/10/10 08/25/10 00000 CONVICTED
00113 USE OBSCENE/VULGAR,PRé;) MAJOR DI 06/25/10 07/19/10 00030 CONVICTED
00112 FORGERY OR POSS.ANY F .. “MAJOR DI 06/22/10 07/28/10 00000 CONVICTED
. 00110 DAMAGE,DESTROY PROP. MAJOR DI 05/31/10 06/23/10 00020 CONVICTED
00109 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES ; ADMINIST 12/02/09 12/07/09 00000 CONVICTED

00108 ABUSE OF PRIVILEGES (5. ADMINIST 10/06/09 10/08/09 00000 CONVICTED
o PAGE 0202
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DISI100D STOC SEFENDER MAUAGEMENT SYSTEM 03/08/15
e SISTIBLINARY. SYSTEM. - .- - Teonirtg
3CDIT 10T 2452 DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
LISENBY, BILLY - : CURR LCT: RIDGELAND
OFTENDIR TTYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT FJRCHASED TV
CEEENSE TYEE  OFFENSZ  HERRING MNET GT D9 OFF
CASE4 DESCRIPTICN ACTIOH  DATE DATE LCST CECISICH LYL
. 00147 USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,Uté} MAJOR DI 01/20/15 02/17/15 00000 CONVICTED 1
. 00146 POSSESSION OF CONTRAB (i7" MAJOR DI 03/11/14 04/08/14 00000 CONVICTED 3
- 00142-DISRESPECT. OTHER AC 07/01/13 077247I3-06000. CLOSED. 3
. 00340-DPrSRESPRET— OT g 3
00138 POSSESSION OF CONTRAB //MAJOR DI 01/31/13 02/25/13 00000 CONVICTED 3
00137 UNAUTH I/M ORGAN/PART(f! MAJOR DI 01/31/13 02/25/13 00000 CONVICTED 2
.. 00136 POSSESSION OF A WEAPO MAJOR DI 01/31/13 02/25/13 00000 CONVICTED 2
. 00134 USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U MAJOR DI 01/31/13 02/11/13 00030 CONVICTED 1
00133 DISRESPECT ! MAJOR DI 12/16/12 12/17/12 00030 CONVICTED 3
00132 POSSESSION OF CONTRAB ,MAJOR DT 11/05/12 11/19/12 00000 CONVICTED 3
_ 00131 POSSESSION OF A WEAPO C)(MAJOR DI 10/18/12 11/05/12 00060 CONVICTED 2
00127 POSS. OR/ATTEMPT TO P </MAJOR DI 06/08/12 06/20/12 00000 CONVICTED 1
00126 STRIKING AN EMPLOYEE (3 MAJOR DI 06/08/12 06/20/12 00000 CONVICTED 2
PAGE 0001
SELECT A RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER> TO DISPLAY OR <PF04> TO MODIFY
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\;AR/ARDEN’S DECISION AND REASON:

——o,

Inmate Billy Lisenby #200273 LCI-0620-14 , . SEEE

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

, Wargdén Signature Date
O 1 accept the Warden's décision and consider the matter closed,
I do not accept the Warden’s decision and wish to appeal,

. T /e
(m%{zéd XD,aJt: f %%9?;7 re %/y

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLEHNG STEP 1 GRIEVANCE FORM

An informal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1.
Complete each section in its entirety writing only in the Space provided for inmate use.
Only one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form. »

Submit the completed form to the Institutional Grievance Coordinator within fifteen (15) days of an
alleged incident; policy grievances at any time. Do not write in the space provided for the Warden's

BON -~

response.

Edhi#7




NIKKI R. HALEY, Governor

May 29, 2015

The Honorable Deborah Brooks Durden
South Carolina Administrative Law Court
Edgar A. Brown Building, Suite 224

1205 Pendleton Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Reference:  Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273, vs. SCDC
Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP
Dear Judge Deborah Brooks Durden:
Find enclosed a copy of the Respondent’s Record, consisting of Inmate Grievance LCI
664-14, in the above referenced case. Please file the orlgmal and return a clocked-in copy of the

cover letter in the enclosed envelope.

Sincerely,

C\ Farem (BN far—r

Cheron M. Hess
Administrative Assist
Ofﬁqe of General Counsel

~ Enclosures

cc: Inmate Billy Lisenby, #200273
File

P.O. Box 21787 - 4444 Broad River Road - Columbia, SC 29221-1787 - Tclephone (803) 896-8555

http://www.doc.sc.gov  E-mail: corrections.info@doc.sc.gov:

BRYAN.P..STIRLING, Director.—. - -



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document was this date served upon the
following individual(s) by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as ;

follows:

Inmate Billy Lisenby

Inmate Number: 200273
Dorm-Room-Bunk: EA-0020-B
Lieber Correctional Institution

Columbia, South Carolina
May 29, 2015

South Carolina D¢partment of Corrections
4444 Broad River\Road '
P. O. Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221-1787
(803) 896-3922




L DUE Byr.

STy SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
- INMATE GRIEVENCETFQR 3 g*['%)(/
IR _ OfflceUseOnly

Gnevance No: - St
Code; General

. INMATE NAME: By USENBV Abozo' 2014

{BER: RROORT3 Poli
SCDC NUMBER: " INMATE GRIEVANGE D?S‘:"Hean
INSTITUTION: 1ebpe C. 'Z_Q\k v Class.

IGC Initials __ PJT
WORK ASSIGNMENT: A//A

HOUSING UNIT  F-8-2¢ , %\)G A B @ Date Received _ZLL

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): A/, //L): ,{, Coserailee Techoe not-
Wilks vn 61319 it boas defoumnd Hat, On Maeh 32009 at appur. .95 P4 lq'b/ céﬁh iy afa,,ﬂ,,/

On - Mutch 3 w9 T més conmched of 3/7 fM}laL«u, T c‘a W ovehand !/ # Al MJ i Sanching dew
lifkd, on Y2210 S i TCT-391-09. Tn Hhis tare Ay fwl/)h Mg Ao Beshidihd, o Bo 0y

T4l btan fu Fo mankl

1 % £ /- 4%. K2l
Grievant Signatuté ate -

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concerns have thoroughly been reviewed. Case #104 was overturmed and 30 days loss of good time was restored on Apnl 22,
2010. -

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved.

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act. 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.

0‘4&/-— 3. 2A5

ature _ 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 theAgency s final
_ response to this matter. Et“ ] ¥

Grievant Signature . Date IGC Signature Date

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)

SCDC 10-5A (November 1997)



”
et

Go<BOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 5 A
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM -
e e LT
rNMATE NAME gy ,,j';;‘ e er et e e on e e GHCVMWNO LCt’DUCﬂ’ ‘(7[
o 4 / ' Code: General .
'SCDC NUMBER: _%0 273 Policy
' : Disc, Hear. L
INSTITUTION: Lihe €. T _ * Class,
'HOUSING UNIT: ___ A48 3| PREA
: Date Received

'V\}ORK ASSIGNMENT: _Dotm Hrdes - IGC Initials
'STATE GRIEVANCE (include docamentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy, indicte which policy) Ae 79/4)}‘ ;KN -
: l// tasemiekee on 6-131Y 1 15 dekumnd Hat O Moad 3 2009 of g F 7 I avs (Zyr/hﬂ A

- Cottabund. On Aonch 3 2069 T seis comchd of 811 lirttabond, Pe [/m}e Mus dveetuned // A AL lm{/ Y/
 Sunchus hee Wb on 42210 See Ctievane TRZ-371-09. T Hhy cwse my jw#/n Mas nevee 1o rhstated,

ACTION REQUESTED: T oy} fhaf ty g be bk and my soha & mdued.

'SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BY GRIEVANT:

See fefane 1-IH255
@ 2 @g. T L21Y
Gfievant Signature Date

; // , (CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIDE)



* 4CDC 1075 (Rev. May 2013)
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- WARDER-RESHH N AR REAS DY 3 LCI-0664-14 Lo n o

All pertinent information and documentation has been reviewed. You state that after

your spoke to your caseworker on June 13, 2014, all sanctions would be lifted. Ms.

Willis from Classification, who handles good time for disciplinary actions, was call ed,
and she stated there was.no good time taken for the dismissed disciplinary frofh'
03/2009." The reason that your maxout appears to be going up is ‘betause of your

disciplinary history. , :

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

Warden Signature-
. Voo
I accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed.

B/ I do not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal.

_ Lg iy 5y Vﬁ’%&f‘“ Ay//;;//,g/

Gn'"eva.r( Sig[n/a/ture ' " Date IGC Sigﬁature

Date

Edd 143

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP | GRIEVANCE FORM

1.

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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GRIEVANCE . 10AM

/121y

Bring All Belongings O . Bring State Clothing [J

 (TUESOAY)

Bring Nothing’ ﬂ

Date
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Date

Date
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E ’Request Detalls. ol CAUGHT A POSS OF CONTRABAND CHARGE IN MARCH 2009 AND IT WAS OVERTURNED BY THE AlLJ. .

~ SCDC HAS FAIL TO REINSTATE My GOODTIME lAM WRlTING YOU BECAUSE MR. TUCKER TOLD ME TO
g WILL YOU LOOK INTO THIS . R
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- pisposition Date: - 08134 11:17
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- . STATE OF-SOUTH CAROLINA. -
' ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Billy Lee Lisenby, Jr., #200273, . Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-0178-AP -
Grievance No. LCI 0664-14
Appellant,

VS.

th Carolina Department of Corrections,
South Carolina Dep. e. of Correc NOV_0 626115

ORDER HLED

Respondent.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ThlS matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed by Appellant (Inmate) above named, who is incarcerated
with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC or Department). Appellant began to
serve a 13-year sentence at the Department on March 19,2008. On June 16, 2014, Inmate filed a
Step 1 Grievaince. On March 31, 2009, Inmate was convicted of a disciplinary offense and was
sanctioned with the loss 30 days of good time credit. The charge and sanctions were eventually
dvertu’rneti Inmate alleges that as of June 13, 2014 the Department had failed to reinstate his
good time credit. On March 30, 2014, the Department denied Inmate’s Step 1- Gnevance and

stated that as of April 22, 2010, the Department had restored his 30 days of good time credit. On -

June 16, 2014, Inmate filed a Step 2 Grievance and made the same argument. On August 7, 2014,
the Department denied Inmate’s Step 2 Grievance and noted that Inmate’s projected max-out date
kept increasing due to his disciplinary history. On April 13, 2015, Inmate filed his Notice of
Appeal with this Court. |

STANDARD OF REVIEW -

The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South

Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The Court’ s.

appellate jurisdiction in inmate appeals is limited to state created liberty interests typically
involving: (1) cases in which an inmate contends that prison officials have erroneously calculated
his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; and (2) cases in which an inmate has

received punishment in a major disciplinary hearing as a result of a serious rule violation. Id. When

) SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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