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April 3,2017

The Honorable Jana E. Shealy . SR Breqase.

Edgar A. Brown Building KI}CEMD
1205 Pendleton Street APR

Suite 224 10 2017

Columbia SC 29201 SC Courtof Appea)
S

REMITTITUR

Re: Billy Lisenby, Jr. v. SCDC (26)
Lower Court Case No. 2015ALJ040178AP
Appellate Case No. 2015-002343

Dear Clerk of Court:

The above referenced matter is hereby remitted to the lower court or tribunal. A
copy of the judgment of this Court is enclosed.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

Enclosure

cc: Billy Lee Lisénby, #200273
Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire




THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE. IT SHOULD NOT BE
CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING
EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR.

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals

Billy Lee Lisenby, Jr., Appellant,
v,
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2015-002343

Appeal From The Administrative Law Court
Deborah Brooks Durden, Administrative Law Judge

Unpublished Opinion No. 2017-UP-121
Submitted February 1, 2017 — Filed March 15, 2017

AFFIRMED

Billy Lee Lisenby, Jr., pro se.

Christina Catoe Bigelow, of the South Carolina
Department of Corrections, of Columbia, for Respondent.

PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: Sanders v. S.C. Dep't of Corr.,379 S.C. 411, 417, 665 S.E.2d 231, 234
(Ct. App. 2008) ("In an appeal of the final decision of an administrative agency,
the standard of appellate review is whether the [administrative law court's (ALC)]
findings are supported by substantial evidence."); id. ("Although this court shall




not substitute its judgment for that of the AL[C] as to findings of fact, we may
reverse or modify decisions which are controlled by error of law or are clearly
erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the record as a whole."); id. ("In
determining whether the AL[C]'s decision was supported by substantial evidence,
this court need only find, considering the record as a whole, evidence from which
reasonable minds could reach the same conclusion that the AL[C] reached.").

AFFIRMED.'

SHORT, WILLIAMS, and KONDUROS, JJ., concur.

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




