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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
STEP1

INMATE NAME: A\nmm Poeabales S | OFFICEUSE ONLY_
)'/‘ Grievance No._(/3%] l{"’ LS

SCDC NUMBER: 271114 4 X {Code: Genersl

. . . ‘ - Policy

INSTITUTION: _ , | Dise. o,

HOUSINGUNIT: _ 4 -02% - - » g:és;i‘/

WORK ASSIGNMENT: (e oo ) Tl " | Date Recétved __%J#uj_@_

o ) . IGC Initials )

STATEMENT OF GRIEVANCE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the grievance is a challenge to SCDC Palicy, specify
which policy. Include aupporling documentation and aitach answered RTSM or Kiosk referepce number.) s K
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CTIVE
E};‘T € ! @ SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT]ONS

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
iJCT 12 2015 STEP2 OfTice Use Only

INMATE GRIEVANCE | © " Grievance No. /HZCI 03715

|INMATE NAME: Aleaze P’)r A\ - Codes Goer
: - Disc. Hear. _
SCDC NUMBER: DT _ ;\g e
3 N7 " PREA” —
SINSTITUTION | aiche o PW e o QJ\" " "% . Date Received:._9 EQ’T[/S
i b . o ’ ' ’\ZPL CUIGC Initisls: VS
HOUSING UNIT: -2 < . __ . ' Date Received:
: ' i © 1GA Initialsi__

WORK ASSIGNMENT: Geac m;\’ e bl

NMATESRE/\SON FOR APPE L(stale specific’ dlssallsfacuon) I t_u.\ -Hn; L) de. o
e o= ien r)wc 4e +he Co.n.‘\' o:\‘ %cc..’hc.no;{zu Le OPQ_Q.\L{ ®
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+he n Tc’.\'\oci..G\u«e. (21\5“\‘4—«);‘40“ howve lest -’ﬁg Ler Wis
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(CPIR T LZC‘ISb?JCu) kg u..u.‘:; r t.\C.Ca.EbC-Q; ™ %Q <,
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e P L e e Sgmaire A /2,1 Do 282015
RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S.DECISION AND REASON: - ' \ Ce -

I have reviewed your complaint. Due to your excessive amount of disciplinary infractions and subsequent loss of good umc,
your projected max-out date has changcd The calculation of your sentcnce :s correct and your current max-out dnle is
wrreu '

{ consider this matter resolved.

You mav appeal this decision uneer the Azfminietrative Presedures Act, In order to appeal. ver must ﬁll out the m('w'ud
Nonu. ol' Appeal Form and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt. -

- Responsible Official Signature

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the app ;
hereby acknowledge reeeipt of the official’s response and understand this is the Agency's final response to this matter.

Grievat Signature Date . IGC Signature . Date

- (SEE REMERSE SIDE FORINSTRUCTHONS)
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WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASON: ° T,

!nmate Brinkley #271143

This is in reference to TYRCI 0374-15. All penmenl mformatlon and documentation has
been reviewed. Request for Statement by Mrs. Fowler, Classification Casemanager dated
08/24/15 states: “I/M Brinkley has an 85% sentence of armed robbery and is required to,
complete 17 years and could complete the entire 20 years with dxsc1pl1nary convictions. Once
good time is lost it cannot be given back unless a grievance is overturned, The DHO takes
good time for any dlscxphnanes and classxf cauon has not control of how much and when he

Based on this information, I consider this gnevance demed If you are not satusﬁed thh my
decision see Step 5 below.

‘22«,\ w1l Fliolis

‘Warden Signature. d . Date

-4

Q  Tacceptthe Wa}den's decision and consider the matter closed.
[ 1do not accept the Warden's decision afid wish to appeal.

. 22205 . ) lwedan 9/

Grievant Signature Date IGC $jgnature e Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP I GRIEVANCE FORM

1. An mformal resohxtion shall be attempted rlor to the filing of Ste 1 b .sendln an Inmate Re uest to Staff
Member (RTSM) form or Kiosk" reference ‘number to. the npproprlate supervisor.( A copy of the answered
RTSM must be- attached to the grievance when’ the grlevnnce is filed.. :

2. Complete each section in lts entirety wrmng only ln the spnce provided for lnmnte use. No- sdditlonal pages

- will be permitted. B . . . .

3. Only one ay Issue is to be addreued oti each form.

4. Submit the completed form by placing it in the. Grievancé -Box at your institution within eight (8) working
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) working days of the heanng/review. Do not
write in the space provlded for the Warden's response. '

5. If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the uppropriate responsible official
within five (5) days of your receipt of the Wnrden s decision, by placing your Step 2 appeal form in the
Grievance Box at your institution.




SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
TYRCI CORRECTIONAL IN STITUTION. . '

'REQUEST FOR STATEMENT

DATE:08224/i5 = T T
TO Mrs. Fowler, Class:ﬁcatwn Manager cro
FROM: Ms. J.-Gambrell, 1IGC ~ ©

INMATE: Alonzo Brinkiey #271143 L
GRIEVANCE NUMBER: TYRCI 0374-15

The above inmate has filed a grievance and | am investigating the alleged incident. Remember that all

grievances are confidential and can only be discussed with your immediate supervisor. Also, please keep in
mind that you cannot retaliate against inmates for filing a grievance.

. PLEASE READ AND GIVE YOUR. ACCOUNT OF THE INCIDENT BELOW.

In accordance with Agency Pollcy GA-01.12, lnmate Grievance System, the nbove inmate has
sabmitted a grievance which stated that: : .

Emd have; -nol Jost. hny good time.like: he: hes Jost; equéslang tﬁa( his'max-out date be.
“changed 10:12-01516 which: equals’ 85% of the:20 year sentence-given to hlm .

' Do you recall the ebove mcndent" ll’ 50, whnt were the clrcumstanees"

wy

* Please respond no fater than.;OB_/Slll 5.

STAFF STATEMENT: , N
T ;.a_.* o) Acas ond 5% L
! A‘-‘ LA 0 '
LA ué" Loccn '
1_' ,‘,.'. 5 ’ ,, ‘l.-_. \J . ], g D
[0 'f_ ! A ‘ Qm CRMOA-!’;J [‘a.;t{.aw

kdnJL/{\,D ontng Q—LUJLDJI)MQLLUA.LA

Slgnature { : ) th Q‘o : , .Date:' 8.-.{)_4-.11;_

If you have any questlons please ca[l me at ext. 3570




SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

' INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
_ STEP 1
INMATE NAME:_A lonze (B a9l ___|1ypQT oFFicE usk onLY
' I Grievance No. 034 4- 1S
SCDC NUMBER: _- 2:7 U= &3 J Code: Genersal
INSTITUTION: TRRCT | ;(l’:lccyﬂear
— R fexg
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WORK ASSIGNMENT: (e e col Ba-\-cu Date Received ]
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STATEMENT OF GRIEVANCE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the grievance is a challenge to SCDC Palicy, specify
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14:36:26 Wednesday, March 16, 2016

cMT1100D° SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 03/16/16
OMCOMITA - COMMITMENT APPLICATION
CONVICTION SUMMARY.

SCDC# > 271143
BRINKLEY, ALONZO R
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
. INCARC
NOM CONVICTION.OFFENSE™ YRS MO
S00003 ASSLSBATTERY-HIGH&AG 010 00
S00007 FIREARMS PROVISION 005 00
S00006 CARRY PROHIBITED WEA 001 00
S00005 FAIL TO STOP FOR OFF 003 00
S00004 RESISTING OFFICER 001 00
S00002 POSSESS STOLEN VEHIC 010 00
$00001 ARMED ‘ROBBERY 020 00

AAN SN

I

MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTER>...

C056427 -

CURR LOC: TYGER RI

SCDC CLASSIFICATION..: VIOLENT

SENT SENT.

DYS
000
000
000
000
000
000
000

DATE -

11/30/00

11/30/00
11/30/00
11/306/00
11/30/00
11/36/00
11/30/00

PF3-ADD PF4-MODIFY/REVOKE PF6-DISPLAY CONSEC

12/21/99 08/02/2000 ACT

SENT CONV VIO
START  PROJ COMP STAT
12/21/99 09/01/2006 ACT
12/21/99 12/19/2004 ACT
12/21/99 08/02/2000 ACT
12/21/99 10/01/2001 ACT

—t
z
[w]

NEA AN

12/21/99 09/01/2006 ACT
12/21/99 11/19/2017 ACT

QZAZA LA
LZZBZZ2

PAGE: 0001

PF9-DETAIN .- PF12-SUMREPT




RN LSS 5 Q.J ita O 7
| STATE 0F SOUTH CAROLINAED) ) INTHE 8 JAT OF GENERAL snssxop:s
) D\IDICTMENT/CASE# .
COUNTYOF _\agnd. )
STATE ~ 9 __ Vs, ) O Gs b - _BOLY
. Ao 9.~ \ Q’)r’\l\\()ﬁﬂ ) A/W#. 4(\%3(}7)
N | ; Date of Offemse: ___T>ec [1_ 19 99
RaceAKA A e ) SCCode§: 1:80%-2LA0
. DOB: mh:/w Age:___ 22© ) CDRCOde# D No WA, _cL
SSN: o4 |- 8Yy- /,,oqk )y
DL# __ - ) 4 j SENTENCE
SID#: =C Alad SS90 ) E@.EA O TRIAL

dlsposxtlon of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was {J CONVICTED OF or O PLEADS

TO: . N<=g,dk 4 Py Yovs  Hieh ad Qec vaur‘erﬁ Nehoyve
in'viglationof §_(0_ /L Oof the SC. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code #_&) /& |_/ |3,

NON-VIOLENT : 0 VIOLENT - O SERIOUS EI MOST SERIOUS 0 17—25-45
The chargeis: [] As Indicted, B{esser Included Offense, D Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

The plea is: wmm or Recommendation, | egonated Sentence, [1 Re/gjmn:ndauon by the State.
 ATTEST: L -
V - /) S _ b.—»q o @A xﬂ\gﬁjc ///4 .

\ Solicitor = ' Defendant ] ‘ Attorney r Defendant
l;;;WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commltted to the B"State Department of Correctto L/ D Coun fy Detentlon Center,
) for a determinate term oﬂT‘U i days/months/ earsor [Junder the Youthful Oﬂ'ender Act not to'exceed years

andlor to pay afineof § .+ provided pon the service of f days/monﬂ:s/yeam and/or payment
-of $ ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Semees standard condmons of
probanon, which are mcorporated by reference.

EI The Defendant is to be given credit for C days/months Jaﬂ tlme
EJ/CONCURRENT or [1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: (-
SPECIAL CONDITIONS: ,
PTUP____ . .
.E;Rf STITUT;ON 0 Hem;)dl, s ?002[?;82’ D. Ondered days/hqurs Pubhc Service Employment
a Payment Terms: Obtain GED j
e ‘ - , May serve W/E begmmng
'-R'ecipient:_ e L - Substance Abuse Counseling
- R ' - RzmdomDrug/AlcoholTestmg
tFme ' R ‘ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weeklylmonthly
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%................. $ pmts. of § L beginning
§ 14-1-211 - Surcharge..... reeeren $ \~~& 3 . paid to Public Defender Fund.
(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) . S Other: __ '
§ 56-5-2995 (DUT) A3 :
County (3%) '$ 4. " /.,
TOTAL.oeoeseeommonnsneressesssssavasearesesssosssns £

PRESID G Ji EWT’Y" yi
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk &AAJ W/‘ udge Gde: g |G E ] D
Court Reporter% Z.al-/ ] o ‘Sentence Date f // /30 /4D

WhiteClak ‘ . Green - Corrections - . Congry-Probation ' Pink - Defendant

SCCAR YT (1 Q%0
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. Total: $ ‘plus 20% fee $

0(}008

"IN THE C‘T OF GENERAL SESSIONS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA > »)
i : . INDICTMENT/CASB#

COUNTY OF 1/0 r'{’ O{K / g |
STATE ) 08 s Yl . 06 |

- A /a/\zo rﬁ 5r:n£l€u ) AW 608397;
AKAL / ; Date of Offense: /2~ 7-77
Rice: % 4 Sen p - S.C. Code §; M -03,-0(,5;;;0
DOB: ___y0-2(. 74 Age: . Q. )" ‘ S0100 |
SSN: 64 [ 94 1.04S : ) (DR Code #'!
DL#: ' : ) SENTENCE
SID#: _ 5@135)55‘/0 =' ) )QPLEA OTRIAL
In d:sposmon of )qﬂ}nd:ctment comes now the Defendant who was 3 CONVICTED OF or /‘q PLEADS
10: __/ ABUAN N s it v % 77«9 oY a tish~ Agraa e Abtsteo
mvmlatlonof§ 4/4— ) , oftheSC CodeofLaws,beanngCDRCode# 0/0 NG
E’ﬁON—VIOLENT [] VIOLENT 0 SERIOUS EI MOST SERIOUS O 17-25-45

The charge is:  [JAs Indxcted, [3-Cesser Included Offense, L] Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.
The plea is: Owithout N‘eym or Recommendation, Bﬁgotxated Sentence O Rfcon7mendat1 n by the State.

ATTEST -
A/ . /A \"{)_) Cod /// ¢/
Sohcrtor - ) Defendam \ ( ttorncy fop Defendant

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commmed to the [F"State Department of Correctlons JZI Coun Detention Center,

 fora determinate term of days/months@r CJunder the Youthful Offender{ Act not to exceed yedrs
and/or to paya fine of § ; provided that upon the service of - days/months/years and/or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as apphcable* the balance is suspended with probation for __
months/yems and subject to South Carolma Depamnent of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard condmons of
probanon, which are incorporated by reference o = ‘ (

o TheDefendantlstobegtvencredxt for ' days/months;ailume
[T_/ CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence om: '
‘ SPECIAL CONDITIONS: - |

O RESTITUTION O Heard, F1 Waived, [ Ordered T T9F ——

days/hours Public Serwce Employment

- Obtain GED __ '
P?yméif ;;[gséDppps _Attend Voc Rehab. or Job Corps .
. - -May serve W/E Pegmnmg
Recipient: _ Substance Abuse Counseling
- B R - Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
*Fine: ‘ .5 < Fine may be pd. i in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%............. .S, , ~ pmts.of$___| __ beginning
§ 14-1-211 - Surcharge....... e $__1O0) $_ paid to Public Defender Fund.
(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) i ‘ ‘ Other: i
§ 56-5-2995 (DUD)....... ' $ , %
County (3%).. OO, :
TOTAL —$____ DD ;

Clerk of Court/Deputy CMMM
Court Reporter: C)ﬂ\/.sd‘ / '

White - Clerk  Green-Comrections Canwy-l’mbﬂiou . _i Pink - Defeodant

SCCAR17 (155
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROL]NA. o \\b " INTHE a@'r OF GENERAL SESSIONS
: .. " INDICTMENT/CASE#: ,
COUNTY OF K. (\L‘ ;
STATE Z§ TN /“)() -_Gs-Ll/,, Yo'l
Nonae TR ’D\{\m}é.\e‘\ L) awe AHeRGTY
N R Jd ; DateofOﬁ'ense Dec 49, 1969
RaceAKA : "":f ‘ o g y S.C. Code § Jom 2 - qu
CDOB: /21179 Age: 2 )" _CDRCod # Or<idy
~8SN: T Tow)-gu -fpu y ¢ 1 |
Dig ) " SENTENCE L
SID#: _ Qc,jw&OnSSqo ' ) BFLEA  [ITRIAL '

o dlsposmon of thc sald mdxclment comes now the Deﬁ:ndant who was I CONVICTED OF or [J PLEADS

[

TO ﬁpo%c@qaw f\C l‘"«reA\ P "‘i\‘.«\m e Cnmm<%lbw aC Uml"v\}* C/\‘{Y

inviolationof § _* '/{s—23- /9O __ ofthe S.C. Code of Laws, bearing CDR Code #_0 /.S /¢ |_ &

LI NON-VIOLENT o O VIOLENT [J SERIOUS E] MOST SERIOUS  .[] 17-2545,

The chargc is: ;g’ As Indicted,

EI Lesser Included Oﬁ‘én‘%/l:l Defendan Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

The plea is: DWit.hout Nego i : ns or Recommcndahon, egotiated Sentence n ndation by the. State
ATI'EST A i RET[TE
| ) .//[/m - & ety ; e ds)
, ;;- ¢ Solicitor -~ "\ . ’ Befcndant [ -. A}ﬁomey fo Defendant
WHEREFORE, the Deft‘%danx is mmmed to the lZl‘S'tate Department of Correctlons Coun}y Detentnon Center,
" for a determinate term of T V'« ( C -ldayslmon r Dunder the Youthful Oﬁender ct not to exceed years
< and/or to pay a ﬁne of $_ ) ; provided upon the service of . .7 ys/mom.bs/years and/or payment

“of S 3 plus costs and assessments as apphcable“ the balance is suspcnded with probation for __ : - -
months/yeats ‘and subject to South Catohna Department of Probanon, Parole and Pardon Services standard condxuons of

.RESTITUTION a Hea.rd,

probatlon, which are mcorporated by reference. i

;»’I‘heDefendantxstobengencredxtfor o days/monms,auume
m/ CONCURRENT or .1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence o’

SPECIAL CONDITIONS. y

gy PTOP.
O Waived; O Ordercd days/hours Public Service Employment

plus 20% fee § _ ObtamGED _ . °
‘ Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corps
, May serve. W/E begmmng
- } Recxplent. Substance Abusé Counseling ~_ "
R Random Drug/Alcohol Testing_ '
:ch ¢ e Fme may be pd. jn equal, consecutive weckly/monthly
§714-1-206 - Assessments 100°A:..............,..»$ ' pmts.of§ . beginning _.
§14-1-211 - Surcharge......... $ 1= S pmdto Pubthcfendchund.
‘(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) - Other:
§ 56-5-2995 (DUT).....c.veerireeeneceesrrsesssnns $
County (3%): p3
TOTAL......

$ ] Q‘ ‘ &
Clerk ofCourt/Dcputy Clerk _QJ M_,/ éé—,mm PRESIDING JUDGE AL >§ EPL

Judge Code: 4)///0 1L T

Court chorter Q/uj M Sentence Date: 11/,/ 3'4'7/’2’ .

Whise - Clerk

Green-Comections © .~ Canary - Probation i Pink - Defendant
. SCCARIT (199




STATEOFSOUTHCAROLINA | (\b )"
COUNTY OF __ \/m }( N4 ;

STATE \)\6 )

Alsnze K Br\/\!dcu; / g

AKA: )

Race: 5 Sex: » /fl )

DOB: __/6-21-I4  Age: _ )’
SSN: odl- & "loo (-/' ¥ 3y
. DL#: ’ )
- SID#: _ SCOIaﬁSsqo )

_ In dxsposmon of the said indictment comes now

“Un /aw &arm Pisto

IN THE C&T OF GENERAL SESSIONS

INI])IC'I'MENT /CASE#:

200 a8 4G . _R6577

- AIWi é; 0539 70

Date of Offense: - /2 =17~ 99
S.C.Code §1: _ % (& -23-20

CDR Code #: ()/O/ 4/4{

'? ”SENTENCE
R(PLEAI |

Defendant who was .- Juj CONVICTED OF or)qPLEADS

) mv;olatlonof§ /(;-2?

;20 . oftheSC CodeofLaws,beanngCDRCode#_Q/o I ¥ 1y

' D NON-VIOLENT CI VIOLENT

O SERIOUS D MOST SERIOUS  [J 17-25-45:

‘The charge is: As Indxcted, E] Lesser Included Offense, .[1 Defendant Waives Presentment to Grand Jury.

The plea is: i%goﬂanons or Recommendanon,

_Defendant

Solicitor

Bfes

egotxated Sentence OReco }nnmdauon by the State.
fhﬂAnA \Ar{‘u ‘ 1_ /W/ B

1 %ﬂorney fo efendant
WHEREFORE, the Defendant 1s oommmed to the  [-State Department of Correctw [ Coun Detentmn Center
days/momhg@or [Junder the Youthful Oﬂ'ender Act not to exceed years

for a determinate term of

w,

‘and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provided thatupon the service of i " days/months/yéars and/or payment

of $ ; plus costs ‘and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with probation for
months/years and subject to South Carolma Depanment of Probauon, Parole and Pardon Sef/vw&s standard eondmons of

‘ probatlon, which are moorporated

0O The Defendant is to be given credit for __
[D’ CONCURRENT or [1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
SPECIAL CONDITIONS.

PTUP f

by reference

‘ DRESTITU’I‘ION D Heard, D Walved, O Ordered

f 7
DAL

days/months Jail time.

M
H

‘Total: . .§ plus 20% fee § ' days/boure Public Service: Employment -
P EE— Obtain GED ___° :
ayment Terms: . :
Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corps
© Dlset by SCDPPPS’ s___
, : - " May serve W/E begmnmg
Reclplent: P - Substance Abuse Counselmg
' . B Random Drug/Alcohol Testing =
#ch .5 - - Finemaybepd.i in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§:14-1-206 - Assessments 100%:: sz, $__ . pmis.of $_ | beginning
§14-1-211 - Surcharge... ' $_ 100 _ . paid to Public Defender Fund.
(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) o Other: __ — _
-§ 56-5-2995 (DUI) $ N : N .
Connty(3%\ a8 LA .
‘ 2:2 Z g é ) e -PRESIDING .TUDGE A 1€
Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk J ™ Judgs Cod | 7
' ge Code: | Y T
Court Reporter: (-—;;3«»—4;/ ZL&L_ ~ Sentence Date: _ / /34 ; 1o
White - Clerk”

Green - Comrections " Canary - Probation | Pink « Defendant

SCCARIT (19




@o@ 11

e - (2
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA @ A T OF GENERAL SESSIONS

& "IN THE COVA
' INDICTMENT/CASE#
COUNTYOF \gnk - b“)
VSTA:IE ! VS. /\ Y, -GS- Lt - r‘m‘s“i
| {\\Df\'?l’) )\ &r’w\pléd _ ) A/WE: | q)-,-,gq p\;
E ' - ; 'DateofOﬂ’ense - e, 1,999
AKIRaceL — 6} Sex - - ) S.C. Code § S~ 57150
. DOB: _/o/21]74 L 26 )" CDR Cod #, DD 14 IS
sSN: 1 OLH— ?u—/mqa ] ) ode i —55
DL#: ' ] ) ;  SENTENCE
SID#: AL 012G C%‘%u o ) [Q‘ﬁEA O TRIAL

In dlSpOSIthll of the said mdlctment comes now the Defendant who was [0 CONVICTED OF or FPLEADS
TO: Ai)b.!( -L\) Q’Lu\a E)Y }g)u-e LGK?L |
mvxolauon of§ L6-S- 7::0 _of the S.C. Code of Laws, beanng CDR Code#_d | 8/ &1 4~
ON-VIOLENT ‘ D VIOLENT 0O SERIOUS- D MOST SERIOUS  [J 17-25-45:

The charge is: IBAS/Indlcted, . [J Lesser Included Oﬁ‘?, 0 Defendant Waives Presentmem to Grand Jury:
N

. The plea is: OIWithout Negoftiations or Recommendatlon, egotiated Sentence DReco on by the State
A'I‘TEST % ~
- 7&-—&#—13 . \’[' S

Solicitor .~~~ Defendant . Anomey/for/befendam

WHEREFORE the Defendant is committed to the - EeState Department of Correctiony, [] County Detention Center
for g determinate term of '_l'\ iEe 3’ )days/mo r Dunder the Youthful On'end Actnot to exceed years
~and/or to pay a fine of § ; provided pon the service of . days/mo ears and/or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; me balance is suspended with propatlon for

. months/yeers and subject to South' Carolina Department of Pmbat:on, Parole and Pardon Services standard condlnons of
probatlon, which are mco:pomted by reference i : ,

‘0. The Defendant is to be given credlt for - days/months _]all tlrne

Bf’CONCURRENT or [0 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
! L ' ~ SPECIAL CONDITIONS: |
DRESTITU’I'ION O Heard, O Waived, [ Ordered  PTUP — |
Total 'y ;’us 20% feeeg’ days/honrs Pubhe Service Employment
Payment Terms:” T ObtainGED __.__
. . [set by SCDPPPS - . Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corps
) ) T ' ; MayserveW/EPegmmng = .
Recipient: e ” - ~ Substance Abuse Counseling ¢
P , a Random Drug/Alcohol Testing ~ ~ :
*Fine: i 4 ¢ o Fine may be pd. i in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%....r......§_____ Ppmts,of§___ ' beginning _
§ 14-1-211 - Surcharge... : $ .}.DO i $____pa1d to Public Defender Fund.
(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) ' ' ~ Other: ' -
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI) - . $ T
County 3%).......... : S : — —
TOTAL...... W 57?-—-—' |
- . PRESIDING GE Argnet :
CIerkofCourt/DeputyClerk d@,u,tﬂ M Judge Code: oI dy: .
CourtReporter' (\z,”, Yy Sentence Date: x///?///ad "
Whie-Clak ¥ Green - Carrections Cawymbam' PmkDel‘emhnt

TOROCANIT 00




STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ' ) INTHE C(@r OF GENERAL SESSIONS
| . . o ; INDICTMENT/
GOUNTY'OF __\Aen k ) CASER
AT ' '
STATE Jd s L) ey -qs- & - _2ntd
l"—\\m\l 20 1 Reon¥le. ) AW : VSN S B Y
' P ‘\\ d ; Date ofOﬁ’ense Thee 17 1668 ;
RaAKAce: /ﬂ / e ] S.C.Code §': e -g- CERIN
DOB: _ /0 f2:/7d Age: _2¢ | )" CDRCode# _¢_2/2 I
_ SSN: { Hy9)- 8- /n()q ¥ ) © ; ,
DL#: ) ' SENTENCE
STD#: <. mmq SUO ) 'OFLEA OTRIAL

‘In disposition,of the said mdlcm.ent comes now the Defendant who was [ CONVICTED OF or EI‘PLEADS

TO: Lesishn 5 vQ rrect s
in violati nof§/.é*__7~.,‘<’,de A oftheS.C. CodeofLaws,beanngCDRCode#a ! B R/ Q

;.NON-VIOLENT ‘ [0 VIOLENT .0 SERIOUS |:| MOST SERIOUS [ 17-25-45;

The charge is: mm O Lesser Included Offense /D Defendant Waives P}e\sentment to Grand Jury.
The plea is: DWithout Ne iations or Recommendauon, Eegotiated Semence, a rfnn:gendapnnby&e Statej_ .

AT’I'EST i A //
ﬂ . [)/M/) —~ ﬂn JA Wﬂ i ,/’/4“. /M//f% .

‘Solicitor ' \ ) ' ’ttbrney' for Pefendant
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is commmed to the D’State Department of Correchons . - County Petenhon Center,
fora determinate term of ore é g ) days/momhs/ r Dunder the Youthful Of{ende Actnottoexgeed years -
and/or to pay a ﬁne of$ _ ; provided thafupon the service of___~ | days/months/years and/or payment

of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable®; the balance is suspended with prebation for

months/years and sub_;ect to South Carolina Depanment of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probanon, which are mcorporated by reference i

'[! The Defendant is to be given credit for _ days/months Jall time.

: DRES’I’ITUTION [» Heard, O Waived, OJ Ordered

mj CONCURRENT "or ' [1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on: :
- SPECIAL CONDI'I‘IONS
PTUP .

plus 20% fee § days/hopts Public Semce Bmployment

Obtain GED __.

Attend Voc Rehab orJobCorps.____

May serve W/E begmnmg

Substance Abuse Counseling

; B - Random Drug/Alcohol Testing
*Fine: : , Y c Fine may be pd. i in equal, consecutwe week]y/monthly
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%.................5__ ~ pmis.of§__ . beginning !
- §14-1-211 - - Surcharge. — 10 : $ paid to Public Defender Fund. :
(Exceptions: See § 14-1-211) .. Other: = . , i
§ 56-5-2995 (DUI) oue revsen S " -
County (3%) ’ erssersssserensns $ 5
TOTAL.... B =Y / ,AA / |
i T, TS 6

Clerk of Court/Deputy Clerk ™ Judge 90 'A) / d % /7’
Court Reporter: 0 o o/ M | ¢ Sentence Date 41 /24/ D

Whie-Cick ¥ Green - Cocrections _ Canary - Probation . Pink-Defindant
: . SCCARIT (199




00013

~.

STA’I'E OF SOUTH CAROLINA. : : " \y)

_ COUNTY OF \/Of/(—’ A G))%
STATE g )
ﬁ/onzo ﬁ E’)rmu )
AKA )
Race: 5 Sex: ” )
"DOB: __ -2/ - '74' Age: 20 )
SSN: o4 |- U -4 Y )
DL#: )

~ SID#: 566/53‘?‘5'5‘10 )

In dlsposmon of the said indictment comes now the Defendant who was [J CONVICTED OF or

TO: _fhssession 65 Q Stplen Yeh ole

s

‘v 1HE o8B OF GENERAL SESSIONS
INDICTMENT/CASE#:
X600 Gs-_ 40 - 043

AWE: (5083975
Date of Offense: [2 1755
- S.C Code§' LMo-27-80

CDRCode# oY H4/3 o i
SENTENCE o
1

4
{

PLEA OTRIAL
,@ZPLEADS
} !

in violation of § __ /f -2/ -8O
D-NON-VIOLEN’I‘ ' D VIOLENT
The charge is:

Thépleais

ithout Nenganons or Recommendauon,

of the S.C. CodeofLaws,beanngCDRCode# 0/44/ 3.9
O SERIOUS

JAs Indicted, ' [T Lesser Included Offense, [ Defendan Waives Presentment to Grand Jury
B‘ﬁe.gonated Sentence, DR.ecommq:ndanon by the State

D MOST SERIOUS [} 17-25—453 '

}

;

//7 /7/7

TN .

Sohcxtor ' "

’2\ d) . \‘l

ﬁ Defendant | |
WHEREFORE, the Defendant is mmntted to the’ B'State Department of Corrections, D County D/etentlon Center,

A}torney for D fendant ;

{

fora determnmtetcrm of Z= days/mo; r Junder the Youthful Oﬂfender Act not to exceed “years
and/or to pay a fine of $ ; provided thatupon the service of days/months/years and/or payment
of § ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with pmbanon for __ . |

months/yws and subject to South Carolma Depanmcm of Probation, Parole and }’ardon Semccs standard. condmons of

pmbauon, which are morpomted by reference.
D The Defendant is t6-be given credit for

‘days/months Jail tlme

m"CONCURRENT or “[1 CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:

-

SPECIAL CONDITIONS N
PTUP____ . ™ ;
D RESTITUTION D Heard, [ Waived, O Ordered
Total - § :fus 20% fee g’ __days/ho'urs Public Service Employment :
_— Obtain GED __| ;
P t T : :
aymf}';et by SCOPPPS Attend Voc Rehab, or Job Corps..._ o
: ‘ May serve W/E begmmng §
Recipient: Substance Abuse Counseling
i Random Drug/Alcohol Testing __
*Fine: < } Fine may be pd. in equal, consecutive weekly/monthly
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%................. $ _ pmsof§__ | beginning |
§ 14-1-211 - Surcharge .$__lpn. - $. palfito Public Defender Fund. :_
,'('Exceptlons See § 14-1-211) | Other: ‘ ‘
.}§r56 -5-2995 (DUI) . .5 : :
:County (3%) s

TOTAL N $__\oD
cm of Court/Deputy CMM |

PRESIDINGIUD / W/" (}fw/w

Judge Code: f 10 ) L1 9
Court Reporter: (//; ,,J /244/1\ Sentence Date: /// 58 /02
: White - Clerk ’ Grnu Comawns . Canary - thutm Pink - Defendant

CramtToymoy




| R X :
<
¢ - . . ‘ i
e ; . /

STA’I’E on,so_um CAROLINA o (\‘\} 78E cd8r OF GENERAL SESSIONS |
o ; INDICTMENT/CASE#

(:OUNTYOF_um\(_ (! . ;JQ

STATE 07 s ) 00 -GS- 14/,, L AN
(Hm\mo R /Hrm\* ) awi DiedDnd -

AKA: .. : ) DateofOffmse: _ Toec, 71955

Race: IL. H Sex m ¢1 ) : S-C. COde §;_:\, lb-l!‘O")?(\

DOB: __ton f2.1] 7Y Age : )" Q/ /7 3‘/ 9

SSN:__ " T opet)- gy {{)O‘J & . CDR Code #

DL# - ) i SENTENCE

4(./\1(901 s-c:qn ) E}‘ﬁA O TRIAL

In dnspp of the saxd m«}xctment comes now the Defendant who was O CONVIC’I'ED OF or [B-PLEADS

/y Lobberve "« | - |
mvxolauonof§ /z // 0330 " oftheSC. CodeofLaws,‘beariné Code# 0 |/ 4 31 2
DNON-VIOLENT ©,  [FVIOLENT [ SERIOUS OST SERIOUS - [17-25-45

. The charge is: Bﬁdxcted, [J Lesser Included Offe Defendant Waives PresenMent to Grand Jury'
The plea is: (Without N otxanons or Recommendatlon, tiated Semence [IReco endation by the State.

@%@ A Do

< Solicitor - 77" DDefendant = | /Attorneyf/rDefendant

WHEREFORE, the Defendant is committed to the tate Department of Correcho 0 County | Detentmn Center,
. fora determmate term of/ue L% ys/mon@ or [Junder the Youthful Offen er Act not to exceed ‘years
and/or to pay a ﬁne of § ; provided that upon the service of I days/months/years and/or payment -
of. S ; plus costs and assessments as applicable*; the balance is suspended with probation for _ *~ iin
months/years and subject to South Carohna Department of Probatlon, Parole and Pardon Services standard conditions of
probanon, which are mcorpomted by xeference IR g

D ‘The Defendant is to be given credrt for : days/months Jail tnne
Ij CONCURRENT or [ CONSECUTIVE to sentence on:
SPECIAL CONDITIONS:

BﬁESTITUHON O Heard, O Waived, B'o_ fdered T1OF —— ~iaye/hours Public Servie Employment
Total. $ /77 plus 20% fee $_ . D——IGED ;

t T
Paymén}“zt E;H:CDPPPS T ) T Attend Voc Rehab or Job Corps
R May serve W/E begmmng
Reclpxent Chutls (.,GL,u;(; - lﬂp ov asasls )\ SubstanceAbuseCounsehng
Y 7 Rk 7,/_, // iy 5 Jo. ‘,d+17 327 7 Random Dtug/Alcohol Testing

*Fme §_ Fine may be pd. in equal, consecntzve weekly/monthly- .
§ 14-1-206 - Assessments 100%..0srerrnsion 82102 - puS. Of $__'i___begmnmg L

§ 14-1-211 - Surcharge... . S ope. $ paid to Public DefenderFlmd. ;
(Exceptions: See’§ 14-1-211) e ad#. - Othen N . ;

§ 56-5-2995.(DUT) et

County (3%)

TOTAT

PRBSIDING JUDGE M/l/\}%———_

‘JudgeCode yo) ll\ 14 719 /
Sentence Datc 92 30000

) Cam:ry P.ubgm ' Pink - Defendant

Clerk of Conrt/Deputy Clerk

SCrAMT 1A%




YORK COUNTY DETENTION. CENTER
JAIL TIME SERVED -

INMATE: :meéélc,; '/4/0,\!20 | MID#: _2F%0S

was admitted to the York. County betention Center on _/QZ'Z/;§7;7
; ) [
19 and served. a period of pre-trial confinement for:
’ ! . 1 P

OFFENSES :

Lroeed Aoy .
= 4;7 < s—4dn //2494;/§3 y - ' ' L
.CQ)ﬁZ//AA/
Lo e dipne Lre s 71— ' ‘ :

7
Fafore <4$d 2 oz ,dZ; //ﬂzéz “.
tntocs  Cabe 0 VAR
ﬂjs' //CWM-' %{/yﬂ/ « /{)érﬁc (l’f -

3

The defendant appeared before’ Judge )4?/VE,$
‘ ' : i
on . .;19
e [j The 1nmate was released on bond on _ | 19 .

prior ‘to his/her court ‘appearance and{ is not entltled i
to/entltled toonly ___ ‘days served. ;:
e

1 E3/< The inmate should be credlted for pre- trlal .jail time from _ _
g [2-2/-5F 19 __until __/Z2—/0o0: ._ 19 . for the |
A offenses,llsted“above : i

t 3
{ i

O

Not. entltled to Pre-Trial Credit.-

" //;mu L7 /,
7

_ TITLE

i
YORK COUNTY
s ) o ! {
Distribution:’ .White. - Attach to Sentence.Sheet - S : ,
Yellow - Inmate's Flle : P , T

160013.F1




MAXOUT DATE CALCULATION WORKSHEET

NAME: Brinklcy, Alonzo R. . SCDC#: . 271143

[J 360 DATE CALCULATION - (Year = 360 Month = 30 Day = Day)
£ 365 DATE CALCULATION - (Year =365  Month = 3042 Day = Day)

Sentence Length: 20 Years (1) . Sentence Length in Days: I 230 )

Total credits earned as of next cycle g,!wa;g: - .
Sentence St Dite 12/21/1999 (3) Next Cyele Dater 04 ’21 /16 (4)

Calendar Service Credit: _ : +) 5966 (5)

Gaod Time Credit {Gross): 588 (6)

Good Time Forfeited: - {-) %6 @ -

Good Time Duys Lost: . -} 4632 (8)

TOTAL GOOD TIME CREDIT EARNED: +) 3o V)]

Earned Work Credis: o (+) 564099 (10)

Eiarncd Education Credst: (+) 17185 (11)

Eamed Extra Credir: : (+) NA (12 .

TOTAL CREDIT: (lines 5+ 9 + 10 + L} + | 2)= (-) 6577.284 (13)

Remauning to.satisfy: a8 of nest eycle date (enter bae 4): : 04/21/16 (1) ,(=) 722716 (15)

{Average Monthly Accrual Rate:
Service Days + Good Time + EWC + EEC . . .
‘30.42(16') +3(17) + 4.345 (18) + 0(19) = . . 37.765 (20)

Divide Line 15 by Line 20= . 19 (21) 137 (22)
(whole number). - {remainder)
Enter next evcle dare from tine 14: - 04/21/16 (23)°
Complere eyddes from e 21 (+) 714
Fstimated Gl cycle: ‘ . =) 11/21/17 (25)
Projection of Remaining Time to Serve: T
Next eyele dare from e (23 0472 (26) Est. fial eyele (from hne 25): 1H/21/17 a7
Catendar Service Credit: ' (+) - 579 (28)
Good Time Credit: : T (+) - 57 29
Earned Wocked Credit: +) 82.214 (30
Farned Edueation Credir: _ , (+) 0 30
TOTAL PROJECTED CREDITS: (lines 28 + 29 + 30 + 31) | 78218 (32)
|
Rcmnining ro_sntisﬁ! as of estimated final cycle _ (=) 4502 (33)

Daily accrual eate: - .
Service 1 (34)+EWC Daily Rate 142 (35)+FEC Daily Rate 0(36) = 1.142 (37)

Divide davs remaining to cam (line 33) by daily accrual (line 37)= 3.942 (38)

Enter estimated final cyele (ine 27): o ) 11/21/17 (39)

Add days from line 38: (+) 3 (40)

Caleulate to month, day and yeur: . ‘ » 11/24/17 {(41).

(Line 42 1s lexser of Line 41 or nest cyele date from line 39) /{/'/ZI_J}" 5’/%-, S LY I

PROJECTED RELEASE DATE: . 7 -~ (=) 11/19/17 (42)

MICHAEL |. STOBBE 04/12/16
Employee Nume :r oyee Signature Date




17:'52:02 Tuesday, April 12, 2016
DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 04/12/16

OMROAUDA ) DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM C001714
CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES

"FROM" DATE> 12/21/1999  “TO" DATE> 04/21/2016
- GOOD TIME RATE> 03 (DAYS PER MONTH)
r ' EWC LEVEL> FULL/PART> DAYS/WK>

EEC LEVEL> 00

S 365 DAYS/YEAR 360 DAYS/YEAR
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DATES: +00005966 " +00005880
GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000588 , 00000588
EWC DAYS EARNED.........: 00000.000 ’ 00000.000
EEC DAYS EARNED.........: 00000.000 00000.000

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYED ABOVE...




17:57:30 Tuesday, April 12, 2016

DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
OMROAUDA : DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM
CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO

“FROM" DATE> 04/21/2016 "TO" DATE> 11/21/2017
GOOD TIME RATE>
EWC LEVEL> S

EEC LEVEL> 00

365 DAYS/YEAR

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DATES: +00000579
GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000057
EWC DAYS EARNED......... : 00082.714
EEC DAYS EARMED.........: 00000.000

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYED ABOVE...

04/12/16
Cc001714
DATES

03 (DAYS PER MONTH)

FULL/PART> F DAYS/WK> 5

360 DAYS/YEAR
+00000570
00000057
00081.428
00000.000




§:44:04 Friday, April 08, 2016 .
" CMTI100D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 04/08/16

OMCOMITA COMMITMENT APPLICATION C001714
) : ‘CONVICTION SUMMARY
SCDC# > 271143 ‘ . CURR LOC: TYGER RI
BRINKLEY, ALONZO R SCDC CLASSIFICATION..: VIOLENT
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE
INCARC SENT SENT SENT CONV VIO
NUM CONVICTION OFFENSE YRS MO DYS DATE START PROJ COMP STAT IHD
_ $00003 ASSL&BATTERY-HIGH&AG 010 00 O0C 11/30/00 12/21/99 09/01/2006 ACT N N
— S00007 FIREARMS PROVISION 005 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/99 12/19/2004 ACT N N
- S00006 CARRY PROHIBITED WEA 001 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/99 08/02/2000 ACT N N
" S00005 FAIL TO STOP FOR OFF 003 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/8% 10/01/2001 ACT N N
_ $00004 RESISTING OFFICER = 001 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/99 08/02/2000 ACT N N
_ $00002 POSSESS STOLEN VEHIC 010 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/99 09/01/2006 ACT N N
_ ¥ S00001 ARMED ROBBERY . 020 00 000 11/30/00 12/21/99 11/19/2017 ACT V V
PAGE: 0001

MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTER>... ,
PF3-ADD  PF4-MODIFY/REVOKE  PF6-DISPLAY CONSEC PFY9-DETAIN  PF12-SUMREPT




§:53:31 Friday, April 08, 2016

DISI1O00D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
DISCIPLINARY SYSTEM
SCDC ID: 271143 DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY

BRINKLEY, ALONZO R
QFFENPER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT

OFFENSE TYPE  OFFENSE

CASE# DESCRIPTION ACTION  DATE
_ 00063 POSSESSION OF A WEAPO MAJOR DI 03/30/16
~ 00062 REFUSING OR FAILING O(GByMAJOR DI 10/13/15
_ 00061 REFUSING OR FAILING O (% ##MAJOR DI 09/27/15
_ 00060 REFUSING OR FAILING O MAJOR DI 08/27/15
_ 00058 EXHIBITIONISM AND PUB _(3/MAJOR DI 03/02/15
~ 00057 UNAUTH I/M ORGAN/PARTZ) MAJOR DI 02/10/15
_ 00055 USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U (29 MAJOR DI 05/17/14
_ 00054 SOLICIT EMPLOYEE,I/M, A3, MAJOR DI 07/24/11
_ 00053 REFUSING OR FAILING O MAJOR DI 03/16/11
_ 00052 INCITING/CREATING A Qf? MAJOR DI 03/16/11
_ 00051 STRIKING AN EMPLOYEE \fMAJOR DI 03/16/11
_ 00050 POSSESSION OF CONTRAB (7(; MAJOR DI 07/01/10

00049 UNAUTHORIZED USE OF A MAJOR DI 05/14/10

‘ . bc,l" Aus -
SELECT A RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER>
PF4-MODIFY PF6-DISMISSED/NOT GUILTY

PURCHASED TV Y

HEARING
DATE

/7

'11/04/15

10/14715
10/14/15
03/11/15
02/25/15
06/02/14
08/01/11
03/30/11
03/30/11
03/30/11
07/21/10
05/24/10
PAGE

04/08/16 |

C001714

NET GT DHO
DECISION LVL

LOST

00000

00003
00030
00030

00003

00000
00060
00012
00024
00000
00000
00009
00006
0001

TO DISPLAY OR <PF04> TO MODIFY
PF11-QUIT PF10-MAIN MENU

CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED

CURR LOC: TYGER RIVE

OFF

'

1

{

{

WWUNRNULHONNWWLWR
}




8:%3:39 friday, April 08, 2016

DISI100D

sSCDC ID:

CASEH
00032
00031 .
00029
00028
00027
00026
00024
00023
00022
00021
00020
00018
00016

PF4-MODI

SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
: DISCIPLINARY. SYSTEM
271143 DISPLAY INMATE OFFENSE HISTORY
BRINKLEY, ALONZO R : ; '

OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT~STRAIGHT

OFFENSE : TYPE
DESCRIPTION

POSSESSION OF CONTRAB
OUT OF PLACE .
USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U (7¢ MAJOR
USE, POSS NARC,MARIJ,U /&7 MAJOR
STRIKE I/M W/WO WEAPO g MAJOR
USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,UZ’ MAJOR
REFUSING OR FAILING O {2’ MINOR
USE,POSS NARC,MARIJ,U /7) MAJOR
INCITING/CREATING A D @& MAJOR
USE OBSCENE,VULGAR, PR (§' MINOR
OUT OF PLACE : >, MINOR
REFUSING OR FAILING O (%) MINOR

FY PF6~-DISMISSED/NOT GUILTY -

cychs dete - 2177

_ ACTION
DISRESPECT -é;‘ADMINIST 01/22/06.

DI
DI
DI
DI
DI
DI
DI
DI
DI
PI

PURCHASED TV Y

OFFENSE

DATE

11/13/04
09/27/04
06/03/04
02/02/04
12/05/03
11/17/03
10/02/03
08/31/03
08/13/03
06/17/03

60021

04/08/16
C001714

CURR LCC: TYGER RIVE

HEARING NET GT DHO

DATE
/7.

11/30/04
10/05/04
06/15/04
02/09/04

'12/15/03

11/24/03
10/09/03
09/08/03
08/22/03
06/30/03
PAGE

PF11-QUIT

2

o

CFF

LOST DECISION LVL
00000 CONVICTED 3

00012
00000
00012
00180
00000
00090
00000
00000
00000
00000
0003

CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED
CONVICTED

PF10-MAIN MENU

WWWNHWRE N
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so.um CAROLINA: / ﬂ?&g / 5

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS*

Staff Memorandax:

Iamate.Name: _ﬁk ! Wé[e« 0‘2.9” Z0 : SCDC#:. - 27)N4 3
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'DEPARTMENT: OF CORBECHONS;
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16:26:03 'Monday, April 11, 2016

EWCI1Q00D
EWCI100M
OMEWCA

SCDC §>

00271143

BRINKLEY,ALONZO R
CFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

ASSIGNMENT.

JOB
DESCRIPTION

_ SANITATION WORKER .

WARDKEEPER

_ GENERAL WORKER

WARDKEEPER
MACHINE OPERATOR
MACHINE OPERATOR

MACHINE OPERATOR

TEACHER AIDE
TEACHER AIDE
TEACHER AIDE
WARDKEEPER
MACHINE‘OPERATOR

4010

SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EARNED WORK CREDIT ASSIGNMENT
HISTORY OF EWC ASSIGNMENTS

CAFETERIA
START

DATE
12 12/17/715
142 12/16/15
.:97 04/30/15
07/22/14
- 05/23/14

- 03/21/14
02/20/14.

09/06/13
09/03/13
'06/20/13
"'06/18/13
197 09/19/12

SELECT A RECORD AND PRESS <ENTER>.
PF3:ASSIGN EWC

PF4:MODIFY EWC

577‘9/»01 X '-/72’

END
DATE

.d‘fl‘;) //b
12/16/15

10/14/15
03/11/15
07/21/14
05/22/14
03/20/14
02/19/14

09/05/13-

09/02/13
06/19/13
06/17/13

PFS

CURR LOC

......

04/11/186

001714

CURR CUST/SEC: ME2
CUSTODY LIMITATIONS..: Y-

TERMINATION
REASON

LATERAL TRANSFE
PLACED IN ST/SP
PLACED IN ST/SP
LATERAL TRANSFE
ASLT/DRUG/MAJOR
MI ELIGIBLE FOR
LATERAL TRANSFE
ASLT/DRUG/MAJOR
CUSTODY REVIEW
LATERAL TRANSFE
LATERAL TRANSFE

:TERMINATE EWC

gZ.21§

WWWANWWN WWWWL L

Lo n

EWC
LVL DYS F/P

LB B B B B B B L I I

TYGER RIVER

TOT
EWC
0800 i757%
S 0 W V. - N L &3
40800 232094
55436 450}
14.285~,i.8 -
22500 2.9
69684 & 72
39~461155Eﬁ
1673 '-.{7[
14785¥»7775
/37

= 51335b

. PAGE.> 0001

- PF6:HDQS ADD EWC

229,2/¢
2577, 263

=2
A%

5. 4]




8:46:49 Friday, April 08,

EWCI100D

CEWCILCOM

OMEWCA
SCDC #> 271143
BRINKLEY,ALONZO R

2016

SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
EARNED WORK CREDIT ASSIGNMENT

04/08/16
C001714

HISTORY OF EWC ASSIGNMENTS

OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE

ASSIGNMENT.
JoB
DESCRIPTION

4010

/ GENERAL WORKER

)t 7 GENERAL WORKER
= 1 _ PAINTER
30_ PAINTER
{+2_ WARDKEEPER
‘gf; TEACHER ASSISTANT
~5"_ GENERAL WORKER
$7 _ FOOD SERVICE AIDE
)44 — WARDKEEPER N
_ CUSTODIAL WORKER

CUSTODIAL WORKER
"CUSTODIAL WORKER

PF3:ASSIGN EWC

CAFETERIA
START

DATE
A¢709/18/12
44206/07/12
4208/17/10
MH206/22/10
~14203/23/10
45712/03/09
,i91 09/11/09
19707/16/09
,15702/03/09
.142.01/25/05
, /g7 10/08/02
197 04/17/02

PF4:MODIFY EWC

550 =

5P

—

END
DATE
09/18/12
09/17/12
03/16/11
07/21/10
05/24/10
02/05/10
11/24/09
09/10/09
07/01/09
02/10/05
06/03/04
06/04/02

?FS:

cy?A?ﬁ

/ )ﬁv/

[T i)

CURR LOC.....: TYGER RIVER
CURR CUST/SEC: ME2
* CUSTODY LIMITATIONS..: Y

TERMINATION - JOB  EWC T0T
REASON LVL DYS F/P EWC
INMATE REQUEST 2 5 F 9357 ,797
CUSTODY REVIEW 5 5 F 14914 15.42¢
PLACED IN ST/SP 5 &5 F - 30285 =29,94i
PLACED IN' ST/SP S5 S F 4285 gt
PLACED IN ST/SP.5 § F S$TU00 $, 5
PLACED IN ST/SP 3 5 F Y5AT6 12, 5o
INSTIT TRANSFER 3 5 F. Y8BT 4.7
POOR ATTENDANCE 3 ~ 5 F 13571 (/.27
PLACED IN ST/SP 3 5 F 35476 —q.3¢
INSTIT TRANSFER 5 5 F. 2428~ >.g.c
PLACED IN ST/SP 3 . 5 F 144.047 ;1./65
UNSAT JOB PERFO 3 5  F 9,653

PAGE.> 0002

TERMINATE EWC PF6:HDQS ADD EWC

257267




RES

Ty r.'g

8:46:53 Friday, April 08, 2016 ,
SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

EWCI100D 04/08/16
EWCI100M EARNED WORK CREDIT ASSIGNMENT C001714
OMEWCA HISTORY OF EWC ASSIGNMENTS A :
SCDC #> 271143 CURR LOC..... : TYGER RIVER
BRINKLEY ,ALONZO R CURR CUST/SEC: ME2 .
OFTENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE CUSTODY LIMITATIONS..: ¥
ASSIGMNMENT...: 4010 CAFETERIA ,
JOB START END TERMINATION JOB  EWC TOT
DESCRIPTION . DATE . DATE REASON’ LVL DYS F/P EWC
TEACHER AIDE ~19105/22/01 02/02/02 PLACED IN ST/SP 3 5 F §1.190 S¢ &
j 7 FooD SERVICE AIDE (19701/05/01 05/21/01 MEDICAL 3 .5 F 32.619 24, 7%
0 2 97.61%

PAGE.> 0003

PF3:ASSIGN EWC PF4:MODIFY EWC PF5:TERMINATE EWC

PF6:HDQS ADD EWC
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8:48:39 Priday, April 08, 2016

EECI230D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 04/08/16
EARNED WORK/EDUC CREDIT ASSIGNMENT _ C001714
: HISTORY OF EEC ASSIGNMENTS:
SCDC #> 271143 : CURR LOC.....: TYGER RIVER
BRINKLEY,ALONZO R CURR CUST/SEC: ME2
OFFENDER TYPE: ADULT-STRAIGHT SENTENCE ' CUSTODY LIMITATIONS..: Y
ASSIGNMENT...: 4010 CAFETERIA , : :
EEC ' START EKD TERMINATION _
DESCRIPTION - " DATE DATE REASON CREDIT
_  BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK Nec-g<008/01/14 11/14/14 INMATE REQUEST 0006
_ BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK w0 -£e WG5S /13/13 01/01/14 - INMATE REQUEST o 0013
72 BONUS 4-7 HRS/WKY &:sF° 01/03/11 03/16/11 PLACED IN ST/SP CUSTODY 0004,///
_  BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK 657 08/17/10 01/02/11 INMATE REQUEST 0088 7.575

BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK £vcses 06/22/10 07/21/10  PLACED IN ST/SP CUSTODY = 0002 f4:'5
. BONUS 4-=7 HRS/WK Fuc fr¢” 03/23/10 05/24/10 PLACED IN ST/SP CUSTODY {864 34w
BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK sc-£x 3757 12/03/09 02/05/10 PLACED IN ST/SP CUSTODY 0004
BONUS 4-7 HRS/WK A.. fwc 377 08/14/09 11/24/09 INSTIT TRANSFER 0006
BONUS 15 OR MORE ap-gFhi3fr 07/09/03 06/03/04 PLACED IN ST/SP CUSTODY 0047

PAGE.> 0001
MAKE A SELECTION AND PRESS <ENTER>...
PF3: ASSIGN EEC PF4: MODIFY EEC PFS: TERMINATE EEC PF6: HDQS ADD EEC

/7195




15:36:48 Monday, April 11, 2016

DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM B 04/11/16
OMROAUDA . DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM C001714
CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES

“FROM" DATE> 01/03/2011 "TO" DATE> 03/16/2011
GOOD TIME RATE> 20 (DAYS PER MONTH)
EWC LEVEL> FULL/PART> . DAYS/WK>

EEC LEVEL> B4

. 365 . DAYS/YEAR 360 DAYS/YEAR
DIFFERENCE RETWEEN DATES: +00000072 +00000073
GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000040 00000040
EWC DAYS EARNED.........: . 00000.000 00000.000

"EEC DAYS EARRNED.........: 00004.111 00004 .168

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYEb ABOVE. ..




15:37:55 Monday, April 11, 2016

DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

OMRCAUDA DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM

04/11/16
C001714

CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES

"FROM" DATE> 08/17/2010 "TO" DATE> 01/02/2011

GOOD TIME RATE> 03 (DAYS PER MONTH)

EWC LEVEL>

EEC LEVEL> B4

‘ ‘ 365 DAYS/YEAR
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DATES: +00000138

GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000012
EWC DAYS EARNED.........: 00000.000
EEC DAYS EARNED.........: 00007.879

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYED ABOVE...

FULL/PART> DAYS/WK>

. 360 DAYS/YEAR
+00000135
00000012
00000.000 -
00007.708




15:38:48 'Monday, April 11, 2016

Ty

DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 04/11/16

OMROAUDA DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM

C001714

CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES

"FROM" DATE> 06/22/2010 "TO" DATE> 07/21/2010

GOOD TIME RATE> 03 (DAYS PER MONTH)

EWC LEVEL>

EEC LEVEL> B4

365 DAYS/YEAR

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DATES:  +00000029
GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000000
-EWC DAYS EARNED......... H 00000.000

EEC DAYS EARNED....... L 00001.655

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYED ABOVE. ..

FULL/PART> DAYS/WK>

360 DAYS/YEAR
+00000029
00000000
00000.000
00001.655




15:41:23 'Monday, April 11, 2016

DTEI300D SCDC OFFENDER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
OMROAUDA DATE VERIFICATION SYSTEM

04/11/16
C001714

CALCULATE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES

"FROM" DATE> 03/23/2010 “TO" DATE> 05/24/2010

GOOD TIME RATE> 03 (DAYS PER MONTH)

EWC LEVEL>

‘EEC. LEVEL> B4

. 365 DAYS/YEAR
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DATES: = +00000062

GOOD TIME DAYS EARNED...: 00000006
EWC DAYS EARNED.........7V 00000.000

EEC DAYS EARNED......... H 00003.540

DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWO DATES DISPLAYED ABOVE...

FULL/PART> DAYS/WK>

360 DAYS/YEAR
+00000061
00000006

00000.000
00003.483




“THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Administrative Law Court
16-ALJ-04-0055-AP

" APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION -
South Carolina Department of Corrections*

Alonzo Brinkley#271143, .

vs,
South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent. .

SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON APPEAL' :

That the Appellant through Counsel would respectfully request that. he be- allowed to

' Supplement the Record on Appeal as follows o ‘. .

. ?

SCDC Pohcy OP 22 14 Sectlon 16 2 Sentencmg Gu1dehnes
" 17 2 Loss of Accrued Good Time; -

Request to Staff dated November 13 2015

Irmo, SC 29063 o
(803) 732-5507

May 10, 2016
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o

«Penalties given to other inmates for the same or similar disciplinary offenses; G G G 3 / :
«Specific program and security needs of the inmate. '
“The sanctions will be proportionate to the offense committed, and the Hearing Officer will be responsible
lfo,r justifying any disciplinary actions imposed. |

16.3 If an inmate is charged with multiple disciplinafy offenses, the inmate cannot be sanctioned separately
‘for each diécipliha:ry.offense unless they are ‘totelly sepdrate and distinct disciplinaryoffenses. If the
_discipliﬁafy offenses are separate and disti"nc"f,_then. the inmate may be sanctioned for each offense.

_16.4 Inmates released from the Department of Correctlons to a community superv1sed program, i.e., parole,

:probatlon etc., and returned to the Agency w1th1n three (3) years of their release can have their d1sc1phnary
history used in ‘determining appropriate sanctions if they commit an Agency rules disciplinary offense. If-an
“irimate completed his/her sentence (maxed.out); his/her disciplinary sanctions under the maxed out sentence
:cafl‘ not be used 'in~det'ehnir‘1ing sanctions under a new commitment.: -

16.5 Inmates who had disciplinary sanctions imposed prior to release from SCDC on probat1on parole

supervised furlough, or any other supervision under control of the SCDPPPS, and who return to SCDC
before the "day for day" completion date of the sanctions, will have the sanctions remain in place until the
original completion dates expire. Once the inmate is assigned to an institution from R&E, the resumption of

Disciplinary Detention time will be at the discretion of the receiving Warden.,, . - - e

17. PENALTIES IMPOSED BY HEARING OFFIGER: Penalties for disciplinary offenses are concurrent.
“More than one type of sanction may be imposed for a disciplinary offense. (NOTE All prlvxlege restrlctlons
imposed by. the Disciplinary process will not exceed a cumulative cap of 360 days For clarlfy a series of
-disciplinary hearings over an extended perlod of time cannot result in an mmate havmg more than 360 days

of pr1v11ege restrictions.

17.1 Disciplinary Detention is served in.an institutional Restrictive Housing Unit (RHU). and may be

imposed in the:following. AMOUNIS. S
stmphnary Offense Level SN

TN - 10 - 60Days ‘-
: i

. % |0 - 45 Days z

3 S O 30 Days

s ' : +.[0 - 15 Days

s T |0 - 15 Days -

Note: Inmates who are placed in Dlsmphnary Detentlon will be managed pursuant to SCDC Policy OP-
22.38, "Restrictive Housing Unit (RHU)." Inmates who are subsequently re-classified and placed in Security
Detention will complete their Disciplinary Detention time prior to re- -classification into Security Detention.

i

17.2 Loss of Accrued Good, Time may be imposed in ‘the following amounts:



Disciplinary Offense Level
! No limit on loss of good time - All good time fnay be
taken o B i -
. ‘o 60D
> ays
S 3 ‘ v |0-30Days: -
:'47'r. 0 20Da}’s T
5 loDays L.

Note: A finding of guilt as a result of a disciplinary hearing will result in the;inmate'_sv-fai;lﬁre to earn good
time for the month in which the disciplinary offense occurred and may also result in the loss of good time as

shown inthe above chart,” = " -

~17.3 Counsél and Reprimand.

N T

17.4 Extra duty not to exceed 40 hours.

17.5 Lossof pr1v1leges (Canteen Television, Radlo Visitation, Telephone, Personal Propel“ty, Employment

in Prison lndustrles or Other an1leges/Lelsure Act1v1t1es)

: 3
s

Disciplinary Offeﬁse Leyel . o v
' - INumber of Days of Privileges Loss-. .. - i
"+ |No'privileges diiring Term: of‘Diseiplinai'y Detention
1 ;jand'additional restrictions from 90+ 180days’ after -
-|Disciplinary Detention. ' -
No privileges during Term of Disciplinary Detention '
2 ' “land additional restrictions from 45 to 180 days after -
_|Disciplinary Detention. .
3 0 - 30 Days No privileges during term of
Dlsc1p11nary Detention
4 ' " 0-30 Days No privileges during term of
'k '|Disciplinary Detention
$ 0-30 Days No pnv1leges durmg terrn of
, V Dlsmplmary Detentlon

(NOTE: Privileges can be reinstated by the Warden/Designee prlor to the explratlon of the sanctlons if an
inmate's behavior/adjustment warrants this. concession. Only two (2) privilege restrictions can be imposed

for any Level 3, 4 or 5 disciplinary offense conviction).
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SCDC Policy: OP 22.14 Section 16.2

.+ -OP 22:14 Section17.2 -

STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES ON APPEAL

G ST ETL L N
L

Iy o . e

1. Did the Department of Corrections err in the amount of good time taken fer

disciplinaries received by the Appellant who is serving an 85% sentence?

.....

2. Did the Department of ‘Corl_'ectionrs err by the non-uniform application of the

e e . . . P A R

loss of good time?

_ STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Smce é)ctel;er 2009 the Appellant has lost a mgmﬁcant amount of good time for
various dlsmphnary conv1ct10ns This loss of good t1me has affected his release date o
from the Department of Correctlons' '" - | S

Prior to Qcteber, 2009, all dleeipliaari.ee received by.: the Appellant did rlot ‘affect

his maxout date.
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The offenses in question fol' Wthh Appellant lost an excessive amount of good
time are: o o

(834) False Statement to harm Another Person — 30 days loss of good time on
‘October 7, 2009.

(807) Striking An Employee Without a Weapon ~ 15 days loss of good time on

February 4, 2010.

(853) The Unauthorized Use of an Inmate’s PIN — 6 days loss of good time on

‘May 14, 2010
(817) Possess1on of Contraband 9 days loss of good tlme on July 1,2010.

(825) Refusmg or Fa111ng to Obey Orders - 24 days loss of good time on March

4 DI 4 . 1
Vi . f.' . [ v . - <y
- dmr“ 2 - LalE R - o :\ T

16 2011

(903) The Use or Possessmn of Narcotlcs Includlng Mamuana or Any o
Unauthonzed Drug or Inhalant 60 days loss of good time on May 17, 2014.

(853) The Unauthonzed Use of An Inmate s PIN 30 days loss of good t1me on

s

October 14, 2015.

(825) Refusing or Failing to Obey Orders — 30 days loss of good time on October

14, 2015.

1 ;

Appellant submltted a Step 1 grlevance on August 7 2015 regardmg the amount

of good time lost On September 22, 2015 Appellant recelved a response 1nd1cat1ng that

o
N ‘ N

N

“the disciplinary hearmg ofﬁce takes good tlme for any dlscxphnanes and class1ﬁcatlon '_

has no control of how much and when he does it.”

Whlle waltmg for the response to the Step 2 grlevance Appellant quest1oned the

amount of good time lost in a Request to Staff Member dated November 13, 2015. A




written response from Sgt. Poole was received on November 16, 2015, which supported
Appellant’s claim.

" Appellant sub’mitteci his Sfep 2 grievance on September 23,A201 5. This grievance
was aiso denied on January 14, 2016 stating “due to your eide_ss"iv‘e': amount of
disciplinary infractions and subsequent loss of good time; your projected max-out date: -
has changed.”™ - 2 .

" This appeal follows: = ™"



EE T .

‘ STANDARD OF REVIEW ‘

In Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 SC 354, 525 S.E.2d 742 (S.C. 2000), the South -
Carolina Supreme Court held that an inmate may seek ¥ev,i¢w of aﬁnal_ de_c_igién >0f th’e
South Carolina Depaﬁm‘ent of Corrections in administrative ‘matters under thé South
Carolina Administrative Procedures. Act. The Court noted that ‘j‘administrétiye matters
typically arise in two ways: 1) when an inmatg is disciplined and punishment is_giAn}p'ojsed
and 2) when an inmate believes prison officials have crroneousl‘y calcﬁlate,d his sqﬁtence:
semeﬁce related credits, or custody status.” /d. At 369, 525 S.E.2d at 750.

The Court may reverse or modify the decision if substantial rights of the
Appellant have been prejudiced becaﬁse the administrative findings, inferences,
conclusions or decisions are:

a) Made upon unlawful proc‘edure,. :

b) Clearly erroneous in view of the reliable, probative and sﬁbstantiél evidence

on the whole reéord; or

c) Arbitrary or caﬁricious or characterized by abuse of discretion or clearly

unwarranted abuse of discretion.
| Appellant would respgcffully- argue ;;hat proper procedure was not followed in two

instances:

ARGUMENT

1. Did the Department of Corrections err in the amount of good time

taken for disciplinaries received by the Appellant who is serving an

85% sentence?




S i

On November 4, 2015, Appellarit questioned the Disciplinary Hearixig.ofﬁcer
regarding his loss of good time. The DHO stated to Appellant ﬁiat his records did not
indicate that he was serving a straight-adult 85% sentence. That this 'was the reason so -
much good time was takéti. The DHO- further stated that he can only reveke good time in
addition to th'e three days for the month 6f the conviction in cases of. _IeVél one offense

convictions if the accused is servirig a straight-adult 85% sentence. This admission

contradicts the response to the Step 1 grievance. Besides the (903) Off_ensé, none of the .

offenses for which Appellant has lost good time for are'classifiedias level one offense’in -

the Respohdeﬁt’sidiscipli-‘nary policy OP22.14, Section 1720
. ‘Appellant édso 'qu'e.stion'éd the amount of good time lost in a Request to' Staff
Member dated November 13, 2015. A written response by Sgt. Poole,' dafed November
16, 2015, was received indicating that Mr. Turner did take toe much‘good'time for
‘Appellant’s Level 3 conviction, o
The Appellant ;Nould assed tha"c.the aetlons Aef the Resl:;endent were clearly made

upon unlawﬁﬂ procedure and were clearly arbltrary and caprlclous

2 Dld the; Department of Correctlons err by the non- umform

gppllcatlon of the loss of good tl_me?

In both the Step 1 and Step-2 grievances, Appellant cited Section 16.2 *the DHO
must consider;-the pénalties given to; other. inmates for the same or similar disciplinary
offense.” This consideration was not taken in the disciplinary hearings where Appellant

lost this excessive amount of good time.- |

_For instance, Robert Lee Smith, II (#347105) has not lost any good time for his
!

multiple (903) Use or Possession of Nafcotics convictions. William Gorum (#295536)

‘ﬁGU@QSH



has not lost any 'goo,d time for his multiple (903) Use of Possession of Narcotics
convictions. David Parker (#250125) has not lost any good time for his (817) Possession
of Contraband cc_)n.viction.- Tekoa Glover (#271546) has not lost any gbo‘d.tim‘e‘ for his
(81-7) Possession of Contrabénd convicliop.. Koran Sépp (#335506) has not.lost any
good time for his (807) Striking An-’Empl‘oyee Without A Weapon conviction. -

These men have or are currently serving.a »stréight,-adulf 85% sentences just likéx
Appellant. This produces an unfair result, i.s non-uniform and ,i,bnwio_lat‘ioﬂpf Section 16.2
of the Respondent"s‘disei}sli;n.ary policy OP 22.14.

16.2 Sentencing Guideline states: If the inmate is.found guilty, the Hearing
Officer will vdeter-mi‘ne.the, sanctions t.o.‘be imposed for the disciplinary offense; . Wﬁen
sanctioning an inmate, the Hearing Officer will take into.consideration: , -

o. The inmaté?s prior.conduct .and the period of time since the inmate’s last
disciplinary offense;
¢ Nature and seriousness of the offense;

e Extent ofi 1nJury to persons or damage/destructlon of propex’ty (1f

~ applicable); -
e Penalties glven to other mmates for the same or sumlar d1501phnary

offenses; - e

s Specific program and securlty needs of the inmate.
The sanctions will be proportioniate toithe offense committéd, and the Heanng

Officer will be respons1ble for Justlfymg any d1301phnary actlons 1mposed

oo e L

" The Appellant would assert that the actions of the ‘Respondent.were made upon an

unlawful procédure in failure to follow Section 16:2'of Disciplinary Policy OP 22.14.



CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, Appellant respectfully submits that the Court should
reverse the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Corrections and for his -

good time to be restored so that his original release date, which is 85% of his 20 year

éentence revert back to December 1, 2016.

Res ectfully submipte

y A. Thoryas
Attorney for thg/Appellant

May 10, 2016
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‘STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Alonzo Bnnkley, # 27l 143 ) Docket No.; 16-ALJ-04-0055-AP -
‘ ) [Grievance No.: TRCI 374-15]
Appellant, ) o o
e ) Hon. Ralph K. Anderson, 111
V. ' r) . L. o
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO -
, ST ) DISMISS AND ALTERNATLEY
Respondent. ) ... RESPONDENT’S BRIEF
S STATEMENT OF THE CASE

-y
N

This matteér is before the Admmrstratxve Law Court (“ALC” or “Court”) pursuant to the
-appeal of Alonzo: Bnnkley (“Appellant”) an .mmate Incarcerated w1th the South Carolma
Department of’ Correctlons (“SCDC” or “Department”) Appellant 1s appealmg SCDC ] ﬁnal
-agency decision of J anuary 4, 201 6 that demed Appellant ] Step 2 gnevance | |

On August 7, 2015 Appellant ﬁled a Step 1 grlevanee drsputlng h1s loss of good tIme as
grievance. Thereafter, on September 23, 2015 Appellant ﬁled a Step 2 grtevance agam dlsputmg
his loss of good tlme as a result of dtsc1phnary COnVlCtlonS On January 4 2016 SCDC dented
the Step 2 gnevance ‘This appeal followed | o | |

STANDARD OF REVIEW

- The'ALC’s _]UTISdlCthI’l to hear thls matter is denved enttrely fromt the decrs10n of the
South Carolma Supremeé Court i in AZ-Shabazz v. State 338 S. C 354 527 S E 2d 742 (2000)
When reviewing SCDC’s decisions in’ 1nmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in an appellate ’
capacity. Id. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Subsequently, the supreme court clanﬁed the ALC S
- appellate jurisdiction ‘over inmate appeals n Sullzvan v, S C Dep t of Corr 355 S.C. 437 586

S.E.2d 124 (2003). ‘In affirming, as modxﬁed the ALC’s en banc decrsmn of McNezl v. S.C

1



| ) A
SR Dep’t of Corr., 02-ALJ-.04}{00336-AR ($eptember 5, 2001), the 'supreme court held the ALC’s
jun'sdiction was limited to»-' (1) -cases in ‘which an inmaté contends prison officials have
erroneously calcu]ated his ’sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody. status; (2).cases in
which SCDC has taken an— rnrnate’s state-created liberty interest in ma_]:or disciplinary hearings;

and (3) cases in 'Which an inmate’s conﬁnement.implicates a state-created liberty interest. See

B s

Sullivany355'S.C. at 443 586 S E 2d at 127 (emphasis added)

Moreover “ regardlng categones 2 and (3) supra the supreme oourt has consistently
emphasized that the liberty or property 1nterest 1mphcated must be one that is szaze created. See
Wicker v. S.C. Dep tof Corr 360 S C 421 602 S E 2d 56 (2004) (emphasizing that the ALC s
)unsdldtroh \extends ‘only to those cases 1nvolvmg the demal of “state created liberty interests”
and that the Court s holdmg’[z e 1n chker] “1s not to be vrewed as expandlng the jurisdiction of

| the [ALC] in any other crrcumstance ”) Slezak V. S C Dep t. ofCorr 361:5.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d
506 (2004) (holdrng that the ALC “may summanly dlsmlss those appeals that do not 1mphcate

an inmate’s stafe created hberty or. property 1nterest”) (empha51s added). = . L LobE

Further the state law from whrch the ALC S Jurrsdrctron to review agency. decisions is
4 B S

L

’derrve'd generally requrres that those agency decmons be ﬁnal S.C. Code Ann. §1 -23-380.
_ lAccordmg to the Honorable John D. Geathers, current Judge of the South Carolina Coust:of
'Appeals and former Administrative Law Judge | “The doctrine of exhaustion of administrative
remedies generally requlres a person seeklhg rehef from the actron of an administrative agency -
to pursue all avarlable admrmstratrve remedres before seekmg such relief from the courts.”
Lewxs Wllhams Petrtroner 04 ALJ 17- 0276 CC, 2005 WL 828024, at *1, (Mar. 9; 2005). In
that case, Judge Geathers dlsmlssed the petrtloner s case because he had failed to exhaust the

administrative remedres avallable to_ him and thus the agency decision in question was not ﬁnal.

The South Carolina supreme court has also weighed in on this issue saying, ““[e]xhaustion is
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. generally required as a matter of preventing premature interference with agency processes. .. and

to compile a record which is adequate for judicial review.” Video Gaming Consultanis, Inc. v.

+: 8.C. Dep't of Revenue, 342 S.C. 34; 38, 535 S.E.2d 642, 644 (2000).

Furthermore, the ALC' should not disturb findings of ai administrative agency if those
findings are: supported by substantial evidence on the record”as a whole, Pearsoa v, JPS

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

_ -Administrative Law Judgé may not substituté his j'udgment for that of an 'agency “as to the

- weight.of the:evidence. on questions of fact.” $.C."Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5) (amended by 2008

sy

Act No. 334,.§ 5, 7ff. June 16, 2008). Additionally, "_‘an'Adminlstrati\'reLaw\ Judge’rnay not

reverse or modify an-agency’s' ‘decision urless substantial righlé of :the"Appellant have been

prejudiced because the decision is clearly erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the

whole Record arbrtrary or affected by an error of law ” Matthews v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr Case

' No.: 04- ALJ 04 00248 AP avazlable at http //www scalc net/decrslons aspx71d 1203&q—4

(ﬁled Dec. 21, 2004) (Anderson A.LJ); see S .C. Code Ann § 1-23- 380(5)(e), see also Marzetta
Garage. Inc. v. S.C. Dep 't ofPub Safety, ‘337 S C. 133, 522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep't. of
Labor chenszng & Regulatzon v. Glrgzs 332 S.C. 162 303 8. E 2d 490.(1998). . .

“Substantral evrdence 1s evrdence Wthh con51der1ng the record as a whole, would allow

a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusron that the administrative agency reached. Hendley -

v. S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 SC 413, 481 SE2d 159 (Ct App. 1996).. The
possibility ‘of drawmg two mconsxstent conelusrons frorn the evidence does not prevent an

admmlstratrve agency S ﬁndmg from being supported by substantial evidence. Grant v. S.C..

fy

Coastal Council, 319 S.C. 348, 461 S.E.2d 388 (1995). Administrative agencies are afforded |

wide latitude in makmg decisions, as shown in the deferentlal standard of appellate revxew

Heater ofSeabrook Inc V. Pub Svc Comm n ofS 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 position: to: decide inmate -

rdiscipl‘inar‘y 1natters? the Courtsv and therefore, this tribunal adhereto a ‘hands off’ approach to

mternal pnson d1s01plmary pohcles and procedures when reviewing inmate appeals under the

APA ” Mazthews v. S.C Dep tof Corr., supra, page 3 (citing Al :Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527

S.E.2d at 757 (statmg‘ 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 thé traditional “hands

. off” approach of South Carolina courts regarding internal prison discipline and policy).

|

ARGUMENTS

In h1s brief Appellant disputes his loss of good time for elght separate d1scrphnary

t

convictions. Seéven of thoge hsted by Appellant lrne up w1th Respondent s records There 1s one

disciplinary conviction Appellant mentlons that Respondent cannot fmd a record of Appellant

“refers to it as “(853) The Unauthonzed Use of An Inmate s PIN — 30 days loss of good time on

* October 14, 2015 i ‘Appéllant’s Bnef Page 2 Because wé cannot ﬁnd a record of thls offense

or conviction, we cann6t réspond to Appellant ] allegatrons w1th regard to 1tl As to the other

seven disciplinary convrctlons Appellant attacks, Respondent first argues that they should be

‘dismissed becausé Appellant failéd to eXhaust his administrative remedies. Alternately,

Respondent argues that the amount of good time taken for each offense was proper and that due

consideration was given to the relative loss of good time by other mmate ] for srmllar offenses

! Appellant did have a conviction for this offense on May 24, 2010 for conduct that occurred on May 14, 2010. That
offense is also listed by Appellant and addressed by Respondent. Appellant also had two convictions which were
heard on October 14, 2015, the date Appellant gives, for.another offense, Offense 825 “Refusing or Failing to’
Obey.” Appellant listed one of these convictions and Respondent addressed both. Respondent is at a loss as to what
conviction Appellant could be referring to here.
' 4
\



I. APPELLANT FAILED TO EXHUAST HIS ADMINISTRTIVE REMEDIES

In this case, Appellant has not yet .exhausted his administrative remedies. As a fésﬁlt, this
. case is not yet, npe for' review. - The South Caro]iﬁa Department‘of.Con’ection has'in p‘l‘aée a two-
~ step grievance system that is available to inmates. The procedures’ and'd'ea'dlihes.f;)f this process
.are laid out in SCDC Policy GA-01.12 Inmate Grievance System which "i's;i‘éivailalijlé-?’:té all
_; inxﬁa;es in their ins?titut_ionail law library. .This grievance system provides them with a Way to
bring issues to the agency’s attention and to obtain a final égenéy decision on"an "isls'ué.'é With
respect to -each disciplinary. conviction- challengéd here, Appellant failed to é):{ha‘u‘sf'his
. administrative remedies. |

| . On October 2.6, 2009 Appellant was fouhd"gu'ilty of Offense 834 “False Stafem‘ént to Harm
~Another })ersoq’,’ for conduct: that occurred on October 7, 2009.: He-losf thirty (30) days of good

time. Appellant appealed this conviction via grievance numbeér TYRCI*805-09 and ALC case

number 10-ALJ-04-00279-AP. This case was ‘dismissed on April 13, 2010 by Administrative

Law Judge Deborah Brooks Durden. Appellant appealed to the Soiith Catolina Courf of Appeals

but failed to pay the filing fee resulting in the Court dismissirig-“'th’é case ‘on June 16, 2010. The

case was remitted on-July 8, 2010. Appellant failed to pay the filing fee to the Court o’f_Apﬁéals '

and thus failed to exhausthis-administrative remedies.
On Eebruary 23, 2010 Appellant was found guilty’ of Offense 807 “Striking an :'Erriplo'};é;é”
Vf_or conduct that occurred on February 4,:2010. 'H-e lost fifteen (15) days of good time. ‘Appella'nt.
appealed this conviction via gn'evgnce number KRCI 335-10 and ‘ALC case number 10-ALJ -(54-
0043 8-_A.P'. Administrative Law Judgé John D. McLéod affitmed "the"bepanment’s decision by
order dated October 18, 2010. Appellént‘ appealed to:the South Carolina Court 6f Appéalls' but

failed to timely file the Record on Appeal causing the court to dismiss his appeal on May 24,
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2011. The case was remitted on June 21, 2011. Appellant failed t6 file the Record on Appeal |

- with the Court of Appeals and thus failed: to exhaust his administrative remedies,

N (O‘n,._M‘ay 24, 2010 Appell_ant;.-Wa_s found. guilty .of Offense 853 “Unauthorized Use of an
Inmate PIN” for, conduct that occurred»:on May- 14, 2010. He lost six (6) days of good time.

Appellant appealed this conviction via,grievance number.TRCI 430-10 and ALC case number

- 11-ALJ-04-00035-AP; - This .case was dismissed by Administrativé Law Judge Cardlyn C.

Matthews on ,Septem_ber 26, 2011. Appellant did: not appeal Judge ‘Matthews’s riling to the
South Y'Cv_a:rolina Court of ;Appeal and thus failed to exhausl his administrative remedies,

On July 21, 2010 Appellant was found guilty of Offense 817 “Posse‘séion of Contraband” for
cond_uct that occurred-on July 1, 2010. He lost nine (9) 'days_ of good time. He'had thirty days

from the time he was given the final Disciplinary Report and Hearing Record to aippeal'. He

. received this document. on July 21, 2010 so his Step :One -was due August 20, 2010. As of

today’s date, May 31, 2016, Appellant has not appealed this conviction and thu§ Has failed to

exhaust his. adminjstrative, remedies: .
On March 30, 2011 Appellant was .found gurlty of Offense 825 “Reﬁrsmg or Farlmg to

Obey” for conduct that occurred on March 16, 2011 <He lost twenty four (24) days of good time.

' Appellant appealed this conviction via grievance number TYRCI 464-11 and ALC'¢ase 11-ALJ-

04 0989 AP. This case was dismissed by Administrative Law Judge Carolyn C. Matthews on
June 12_, 2012. Appellant did not appeal Judge Matthews’s ruling to the South Carolina C’ourt of
Appeal and thus .failedv’ro exhaust his administratlye remedies.

On June 2, 2014 Appellant.was, found 'guilty of Offense 903 “The Use or Possession of
Narcotics Including Marijuana of Any Unauthorized Drug or Inhalant” for conduct that occurred
on May 17,2014. He lost sixty (60) days of good time. He had thirty days from the time he was

given the final Disciplinary Report and Hearing Record to appeal. He received this document on




July 2, 2014 so his Step One was due August 1; 2014. As of today’s date; May l;"/', éOl6,

Appellant has not appealed this conviction and thus has failed to exhaust hls admlnistrative
remedies.
On October 14, 2015 Appellant was found guilty of two separate counts of Offense 825

“Refusing or F a111ng to Obey” for conduct that occurred on September 27, 2015 He lost thirty

! P
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(30) days good time for each count for a total of 51xty (60) days of good time lost He had thirty . -

days from the time he was g1ven the final Disciplinary Report and Hearmg Record to appeal He

received this docuitient on October 20, 2015 so his Step One was due November 19 2015 As of

'today s date, May 31, 2016, Appellant has not appealed one of these convrctlons and the appealp A

for the othér conviction is still pendrng in the grlevance system Thus Appellant has fa1led to
exhaust his administrative remedies as to .e1ther.
* Therefore, because Appellant did not exhaust his administrative remedies, the Court should

dismiss this appeal. ' = '

II THE AMOUNT OF GOOD TIME TAKEN AS A RESULT OF APPELLANT’S '

+DISCIPLINARY CONVICTIONS WAS PROPER.

Oof the seven.offenses in questron six were level three offenses one-'was a level two offense

‘and one was a level one offense. The level three offenses were Offense 834 “F alse_Staternent to

Harm Another Person,” Offense 853 '“Un'authori'zed Use of an Inmate :P_'IN,” Offense 81‘17
V“Possession of Contraband,” and three counts of Offense 825 “Refusing or F aillng to Obe‘y” or'l‘-
two separate occasions. The level two offense was Offerise 807 “§tfiking an Employeel;’ The
level one offense was Offense 903 “The'Use or Possession of Narcotics Including Marlirjuana of
Any Unauthorized Drug or Inhalant.” South Carolina Department of Correctionswl’olicy Ol;-
| 22.14'Inmate'Disciplinary System, subsection 17.2 gives the limits for: loss of good time for e;[:h'

offense level as follows:



o A

17.2 Loss of Accrued Good Time may be imposed in the following amounts:
N

| Dlsclplmary Offense

g’ N Level

1{ 1 No limit on loss of good time - All good time may be
{ taken.

J' “2 0 - 60 Days

' 3 10 -30 Days

I 4 "~ 10-20Days

’ 5. ! ;0 Days

The sllx ]evei threeioffenses ‘Wer‘e puhlshed by losses of various. amounts of good time from as
low as six (6) days to as hlgh as the cap of thlrty (30) days. All of these are within the thirty (30) ‘
day hm1t set by pohcyl' The level two offense was pumshed by only fifteen (15) days loss of ..
good tlme ThlS 1S Well under the cap of sixty (60) days prov1ded by pohcy ‘The Level one -

offense was pumshed by s1xty (60) days loss of good time. This does ot v1olate policy as there

‘1s no 11m1t in pohcy on the amount of good time Appellant could lose for a level one offense..

The DHOs who lmposed these sanctions were working within well- establlshed pohcy gmdehnes
Their-decisions were not arbltrary or capncmus Appellant also seems. to be argumg that hlS ‘.
status as a no parole 1n1hate.soh¥ehpw affects or should affect the loss of good' time-that can be
imposedoh him. SCDC_pohcy_ _and South Carolina law make no such. distinction.. Inmates are
all shbj ect to the same potentiallloss of good time for disciplinary offenses regardless of the
underlyihg -offense for vyhieh the_y are ihoar‘cerated. o S

" The good time lossesimposed on Appellant as a result of the disciplinary.convictions in -
question are.all well withi‘n policy limits. There is no policy or law that requires differént limits
be applied. to'Appellant because_of the hat_u,fe of his underlying sentence. Thus the amo'fmt of
good time taken from Appellant for the disciplinary offenses in questlon was proper and SCDC’s

final agency decision should be afﬁrmed
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. IILTHE AMOUNT OF GOOD TIME TAKEN AS A RESULTS OF APPELLANT’S
DISCIPLINARY CONVICTIONS WAS PROPER IN RELATION TO THE
GOOD TIME LOST FOR SIMILAR DISCIPLINARY CONVICTIONS BY

OTHER INMATES. |

Ai)iiellzint arlglu'es ihat' tlie loss Qf goqd time iinpgsed as a result of the disciplinary convictions
iii quéstion is limi)ioper liecause there are other inmates who were found guilty of the same: -
disciplinary offenses who did xiot lose any good tiiiic. Appeilant gives éeveiél ei(zimiiles of ,
in.m‘ates w}io did not lose goin time when fqilh‘d: guilty of offense for which Appellant did lose
- go.oci 'time. He 'e_ilso poiiitg to SCDC Eolicy 013-2214 Inmate Disciplinary System su_bséction,.._
| -16.2..“;}1ic_h staiesl o |
16.2 Sentencing Guideliries: If the inmaté is found guilty, the Heariné Officer

“will determine the sanctions to be imposed for the disciplinary offense. When .
sanctioning an inmate, the Hearing Officer will take into consideration:

e The inmate's prior conduct and the period of time since the inmate's last
disciplinary offense; - ' o
» Nature and seriousness of the offense;

. Extent of injury to persons or kdqni‘@gﬁ/d_ésiti’ﬁctioﬂto property (if applicable);
* Penalties given to other inimates for the same or similar disciplinary offenses;
 Specific program and security needs of the inmate. :

‘The sanctions will be proportio_nété, to the offense committed, and the Hearing
Officer will be responsible for Justifyingany disciplinary actions imposed.

Appellant points to the fourtli'-bullet.edlihfe ,éridla.rgues that this policy provision has been
violated because.he did-not-receive the éiact’ Séme'ééiitence as other inmates for the same
offenses. However, this is just olne factor a‘rrio_ng‘;ﬁvé that the Disciplinary Hearing Officer
(DHO) should take into consideration then imposing sarictions. It.is not dispositive and does
not require'that all inmates receive the exact same sanction/s for the same offense. The otiliar
factors considered by the DHO account for differences in sanctions eiinong inmates found guilty
of the same offense. Appellant has provided no evidence that the DHOs in the hearings in ’

question applied this, or any of the other factors above, impropérly. The DHOS in these hearings
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apphed the factors la1d out in policy and were not actmg in an arbltrary or capncxous manner.

Thus SCDC’s final agency deCISIOn should be afﬁrmed

To the extent the Court declines to dismiss this case fot the reasons contained in Part I,
supra, SCDC 1espectfully requests that the Court affimm its ﬁnal agency act1on denymg
Appe]]ant § Step 2 grlevance N o ‘ o

N ’CONCLUSiON‘
The Court should’ dismiss this" appeal ‘because Appellant has not - exhausted hxs
- administrative remedies: However, to the’ extent the Court dechnes to dlsmlss this appea].ﬂthe
Court should, alternatively, affirm the decision because the amount of good ttme taken for each
offense was proper and due con51deratlon ‘was ngen to the relative loss of good time by- other

inmate’s for similar offenses T PR

"R'espectfull):/‘ Submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
B OF CORRECTIONS . :

. Anme Laune Rumler
© Staff Attorney
S.C. Department of Corrections
4444 Broad River Road
Columbia, South Carolina 29221
" (803) 896-1355

Columbia, South Carolina
May 31,2016 A
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

009

1, E. Harvin Belser Fair, hereby certlfy that I have this date served this Order upon all

pames to thls cause by deposmng a copy hereof in the Umted States mail, postage paid, in the

Interagency Mail Serv1ce or by electromc maxl to the address prov1ded by the party(ies) and/or

their attorney(s).

“June 36, 2016
Columbia, South Carolina

7 bl B

E. Harvin Belser Fair
Jud1c1a1 Law Clerk
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c THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

Administrative Law Court
- 16-ALJ-04-0055-AP

APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
South Carolina Department of Corrections.

Alonzo Brinkley #271143, -+ ===, -
— Appellant,
w o | :
South Ca_folinav Department of Corrections, U

Respondent.

APPELLANT’S RETURN TO RESPONDENT’S
MOTION TO DISMISS

Appellant 1n response to the Respondent s Motion to Dlsmlss would state as follows:

1. The Respondent argues that the Appellant s action should be dismissed because the
Appellpant failed to exhaust his Admmlstratlve remedies. The Appellant. would argue
that, in fact all of his _administrative remedies were exhansted prior to filing with the
Administrative Law Court. That his only avenue of redress would be through the -

administrative Law Court pursuant to Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d

742 (2000).
2. The Respond.ent'speciﬁcally sets forth the facts of each disciplinary conviction
_ subject to this action before the Court. That in each and every instance the
Respondent details how a Step 1, Step 2 and Appeal was taken from these decisions. |

Demonstrating an exhaustion of administrative remedies. tynll -l Q‘;‘:f h%
o E;m




3. The Appellant argues that the Depaﬁha_ent of Corrections erred in the amount of good
time taken for the disciplinai'y' conViniéns he réceived, and alleges that 'the
Department of Corrections _len'_in their .non;;ljl;.aiform application of the loss of good
time. . V
‘Therefore, the Appellant is informed and Belicyes that ﬂthgl};}_qupdgnﬁtis‘ MOUE)I] to

dismiss should be denied.

Irmo, S.C. 29063
(803) 732-5507 < o

June 9,2016 "
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Administrative Law Court
16-ALJ-04-0055-AP

APPEAL OF FINAL DECISION
South Carolina Department of Corrections

- Alonzannkley#27ll43 B T R SO
| N | ~Appe11a1"1_;t',ﬂu"
vs.
South_Carolina;D,epartment of Corrections,

Respondent.

FE S

" CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Jacquelyn E. Mlller Secretary to Tommy A. Thomas, Attorney for Appellant certify
that I have served Appellant’s Return to ‘Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss on Annie Laurie .
Rumler, Office of General Counsel for the South Carolina Department of Corrections, by
‘depositing a copy of it in the United States Mail, postage prepard and the return address clearly
shown on sald envelope to: : :

Office of General Counsel
South.Carolina Department Corrections

. 4444 Broad River Road

Columbla SC 29210
Jac Juely E 111 r

- Tommy mas, Esq
- Attorney for Appellant
7588 Woodrow Street
P.O. Box 88
Irmo, S.C. 29063
(803) 732-5507

June 9, 2016 ' : ' [
o EILEF

'@;)-:t_’{ f&‘» Sy SRR 4

JUN 10 2016




, STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | AUG 01 2016
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
o | ' SC Gourt of A\ppeals

Alonzo Brinkley, #271143. ) Docket No. 16-ALI-04-0055-AP
Appellant, .. g | ”
A l - ORDER'OF DISMISSAL .~ .-
%South CarolmaDepamnent of Correet;;ns ; N L
Respondent o %

S R R Y. caErt

Th1s matter-is before the South Carolma Admmlstratwe Law Couxt (Court or ALC) on a

motlon filed by Respondent South Carolina Department of Correctxons (Department or SCDC) to
dismiss an. appea] filed by Alonzo. Brlnkley (Appellant), an, inmate mcarcerated inSCDC.

On August 7, 2015, Appellant filed a Step 1, Grlevance dlsputmg the amount of good-time
‘credit lost as a result, of disciplinary COnVICt]OI‘lS fora number of offenses '

e October 26, 2009: (834) False Statement to Harm Another Person - 30-
 day loss of good timé;  ©

e February 23, 2010: (807) Strlkmg An Employee Wlthout a Weapon - 15-
+»; - day loss of good time;- ‘ P ; & : :

" e May 24, 2010: (853) The Unauthortzed Use. of an’ Inmate s PlN 6 day-
loss of good tlme :

. July 21 2010 (817) Possess1on of Contraband 9 day loss of good tlme
. Mareh 30 201 1: (825) Reﬁ151ng or Fa1llng to Obey Orders and
Lo June 2 201 4 (903) The Use or Posse3510n of Narcotlcs Includmg Marljuana

On Septémber’ 23 201 5, after the Warden deniéd the gnevance Appellant filed a Step 2 Grievance,
whlch was also demed Appellant filed thls appeal on J anuary 20 2016 The Notice of Assignment
was ﬁ]ed February 11 2016 The Record on Appeal was ﬁled Aprll 20, 2016. Appellant filed his

brtefonMale 2016 . e o .
- On May 31 the Department filed- “Respondent’s Motion to D1smlss and Alternat[ely]

Respondent s Brxef ” argulng that Appellant failed to exhaust hls admlmstratwe remedies with

FiLEI

June 30, 2016
SC ADMIN, LAW COURT
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respect to convictions for which he lost good-time credit.’ ~ Appellant filed a “Return to

Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss” on June 10, 2016.~ ” o '

_ The Department argues that Appellant’s appeél should be dismissed based upon his failure
to exhaust administrative remediess Speciﬁcélly,' the Department argues that the appeal should be
dismissed, because the disciplinary convictions over which 'Appé@l!‘a‘nt'c‘halle.'ngés“the‘ amount of
good-time credit lost (except for the October 14, 2015 cc’ﬁvictionAc;l one cf the countsof (jffer;se

(825) discussed in FN 1, supra) have already been finally decided, disposed of, or Appellant never

" appealed them,? and-hecause the final viclation is still underreview in the Departmefit’s grievance

process. In'response, Appellant argues that he' exhausted hié adrministrative remedies by filing

Step 1 and 2 Grievariées and Appeals in each of the prior decisions regarding his past disciplinary
convictions, and that Kis only “avenue of redress? is through the ALC. Appellant also maintains
that the :Dcpaftnieﬁt’éi:r’eﬂ‘ ‘in"the “amount f good ‘ti:me'tékéﬁ‘%away for these past disciplinary
convictions, and in its rion-uniform application of takirig good time'for disciplinary convictions.
La\;v-gf;the;éé;é ‘Doctlr:in‘c ,' . - .
As an initial matter, the Co‘pbrt‘. ng;cs,tha}t ‘tA\l];cy‘TDepartment errs _:in couching its argument in

terms of “exhaustion of administrative remedies” with respect to those convictions that Appellant

appealed beyond the Departmeiit. “Rather, concerning thdéeicéhvicticﬁis,;”&ppcllant is attempting

to relitigate matters that have been ﬁﬁally decided or disposed, "W.hichv _i'.rrilp'licatc's the law-of-the-
case doctrine.> “‘l[A]IIl unappealedruhng, rlght orwrong, is the law of the case.” Atl. Coast Builders
& Contractors, LLC v. Lewis, 398 5.C. 323, 339, 730 S.E2d 282, 285 (2012); Nicor' Corp. v. §
Carolina Dep't of Employment. & Workforce, 410 $.C. 507,514, 765 SE.2d 558, 561 (2014).
Also,. according to the law-of-the-case dogtr‘in-e"..,“ag party is precluded. from relitigating,, ?ﬁer "an
v ) The I?epan(qerét, m ;Ahte.lalvtcrrv}_ati;'c; also crguch ‘in déféi{’é,e;'o'f tﬁc amountof .,t);cod-'ii.rtr’{c:c;cdit‘t'hat if deducted
following Appellant’s convictions. However, based on the Court’s decision:to dismiss. this appeal, the Court need not

address those arguments. See Allegro, Inc. v.-Scully, 408 S.C. 200, 201, 758 S.E.2d 716, 716 (2014) (“An appellate
court need not address remaining issues when disposition of a prior issue is dispositive.”) (citations omitted). = -°

2 Insayingthat Appellant “never appealed” certain convictions, the Court is referring to the fact that. Appellant did

not file Step 1 and Step 2 Grievances for those individual convictions within the requisite timeframes following those

" convictions. As discussed: infra, Appellant iever filed Step 1'and Step 2:Grievances and-appealed regarding Offenses

(817), (903), and one of the two counts of Offense (825) of which he was ccenvicted on October 14, 2015.

3. Though the Department did not refer to the law-of-the-case doctrine by name, it certainly argued accordingly,

_ pointing out the various dispositions of Appellant’s previously litigated convictions and arguing that they should,

therefore, be dismissed.
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appeal, matters that were either not rarsed on appeal, but should have been or raised on appeal,
but expressly rejected by the appellate court.” Sloan Const. Co Inc.-v. Southco Grassing, Inc.,

395 S.C. 164, 169, 717 S.E.2d 603, 606 (2011) (internal citations and quotation marks omitted).
This -doctrine “appliesvbotll'to those issues explicitly decided .and to those issues which were

necessarily decided in the former case.” Id. at.170, 717 S.E.2d at 606, 667 (Ct. App. 2009).

. Here, the Department sets forth in_its, motion_the various dispositions of, the prior

“disciplinary convictions. that Appellant set forth in hié brief, and Appellant does not refute with
sufficient specificity these dispositions in his Return to Respondent’s Motion:*

¢ Appellant’s Offense (834) conviction on October 26, 2009 was appealed to
the ALC, dismissed, appealed fuither, was subsequently dismissed by the
- South Carolina: Court of Appeals on June 16, 2010.for farlure 1o pay the
ﬁlrng fee, and remltted on July 8 2010;

~ Appellant’s Offense (807) conv1ct10n on February 23 2010 was appealed

to the ALC, which affirmed the Department’s decision on October 18, 2010.
Appellant then appealed this.decision to the court of appeals, but his appeal.

was dismissed on May 24, 2011 for fa1lure to t1mely ﬁle the Record on

' Appeal and remitted on June 21, 2011;~ ¢ o

Appellant’s‘Offense (853) conviction on May 24, 2010 ‘was appealed to the -
ALC, which affirmed the Department’s decision.” Appellant did not appeal
 this decision any ﬁthher ‘

Appellant S. Offense (817) convrctlon on J uly 21 201 0 Was never appealed
Appellant declined to file a Step 1 ‘Grievance;

* Appellant’s Offense (825) conviction 6n"March 30, 2011 was appealed to'
- the ALC, dismissed, and-was not appealed any further;

. Appellant’s Offense (903) conviction on June 2, 2014.was never appealed
Appellant declrned to ﬁle a Step 1 Grievance; and

Apaellant S Offense (825) conv1ct1on on one counr on October 14 20]5
© was never appealed ‘Appellant declined to ﬁle a'Step’ 1 Grievance forthat - '

3 . S . AR ta . Ly B “\‘.‘

Appellant states in the first point of his Return that “al]. of his administrative remedies were exhausted prior to
ﬁlmg with the Administrative Law Court.” However, Appeliant prov1des no facts to refute the Department’s
" contentjon that Appellant-never filed-Step.1 and Step 2 Grievances and appealed regarding Offenses (817), (903), and
one of the two counts of Offense (825) of which he was convicted on October 14, 2015. On the contrary, in point two
of his Return,-Appellant’claims that “in each and every instance the Respondent details how a Step 1, Step 2 and
Appeal was taken from these decisions. . ..” Based on the Department’s position with respect to Offenses (817),
(903), and one of the two counts of Offense (825) of which he was convicted on October 14, 2015, however, this is
clearly not the case. Regardless, as will be discussed, infra, the decisions from all of Appellant’s prior offenses cannot
be considered by the Court, either. because of failure to exhaust administrative remedies (in the cases of Offenses
(817), (903), and one of the two counts of Offense (825) of which he was convicted on October 14, 2015); the law-
of-the-case doctrine (in the cases of Offenses (834), (807), (853), and (825)); or lack of ripeness for review (in the
case of the other count of Offense (825)). .
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conviction. Appellant’s conviction on the second count, also on October
14, 2015, 1s currently bemg revrewed in the Department s gr1evance
" process. :

Because the convictions for Offenses (834), {807), (853), and (825) were: fully adjud1cated and
disposed of on appeal, either-at the ALC or the court of appeals, the amount of good-time credit

lost'a_nd";the application of ‘éood-'time credit deductions resulting from these convictions becarne

thelaw of those-cases and'cannot -be relitigated-before this Court;-regardless of whether-?the-prior :

de01510ns were right or wrong. See Ail. Coast Builders and Contractors, LLC, supra. The

remaining convictions w1ll be discussed further below.

: ‘ Exhaustlon of Admmlstratlve Remedles
Slmllarly, the convictions for Offenses (817) (903) and one: of the two counts of Offense
(825) from October 14, 2015 cannot be consxdered because Appellant never filed Step 1 and Step
2 Grlevances in those cases, though he d1d for the other count of Offense (825) " The Department
is correct’ in class1fymg these mact10ns as’ fallures by ‘Appellant to- exhaust hlS admmlstratlve
remedles Appellant is requ1red to exhaust his adm1n1strat1ve remedles before appealing to this
‘Court, unless an exceptlon exists to excuse the failure to do so, See Hyde v. S C. Dep’t of Mental

Health, 314 S.C. 207, 208, 442 SiE:2d 582,°583:(1994) (“The general rule is that administrative

. remedies must be exhausted absent cxrcumstances supportmg an exceptlon to appl1cat1on of the

general rule. ”) Browi v. J;mes, 389 S C. 41, 48, 697 S.E. 2d 604, 608 (Ct App. 2010) (“The
doctrine of exhaustion . of administrative remedies requires that where a remedy before an
administrative agency is provided, relief must be sought by exhausting this remedy before the
courts will act. ). The admm1strat1ve remedles provided for mmates pursuant to the'Department’s
Inmate Grlevance Pol1cy are Step i and Step 2 Grlevances An mmate cannot bypass the grlevance
procedure and raise an argument tor the ﬁrst tlme on appeal such an argument will not be
preserved for appellate review. See Prince v. Beaufort Mem-'l Hosp., 392 S.C.599,611,709S.E.2d
122, 128 (Ct App 201 l) (“Itiis ax1omatlc that an issue cannot be ra1sed for the first tlme on appeal
but must have been ralsed to and ruled upon by the [factfmder] to- be preserved for appellate
review.”) (quotmg Wzlder Corp V. Wzlke 330 S.C. 71, 76 497 S.E. 2d 731, 733 (1998)) Therefore
the Court will not consxder one of the two counts of Offense (825) ‘

o
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Ripeness
Finally, as to Appellant’s second count of Offense (825), it is currently being reviewed by

the Department in its grievance process: Therefore, the matter is not ripe for the Court’s review

and must be dismissed, though without prejudice. - See Bone v. U.S. Food Serv., 399 S.C. 566, 576,

733 S.E.2d 200 (2012) (noting that the APA requires review of a final de0151on and statutorily

, mandates the exhaustlon of adm1mstrat1ve remedles) S.C. Baptist Hosp v. S.C. Dep’t of Health

and Envtl Control 291 S C. 267, 270 353 S. E 2d 277,279 (1987) (“It would be premature for a
court to decide the merits of a dispute when the agency respons1ble for making the decision has
not yet had an opportunity to decide the merits of the case.™). - )

ORDER R
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s Motion is GRANTED, and that this

appeal with respect to all of Appellant"s past disciplinary convictions other than the October 14,

2015 conviction involving Offense (825) thzit is currently under review in the Department’s

grievance process is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Appellant s appeal with respect to the Appellant S
October 14, 2015 dlsc1plmary conviction for Offense (825) that is currently under review in the
Department’s grievance process is DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE

ANDIT IS SO ORDERED

Ralph King Anderson, III
Chief Administrative Law Judge

June 30, 2016
Columbia, South Carolina



- CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, E. Harvin Belser Fair, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all

parties to this cause by depositing a‘copy hereof in the United States mail, postage paid, in the
Interagency Mail Service, or by electronic mail, to the.address provided by the party(ies) and/or
‘their attorney(s). A o

* ' E.Harvin Belser Fair
. - Judicial Law Clerk -

June 36, 20616
Columbia, South Carolina
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