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I«/i%{s Court 0U6r100k6c’ o m(H’@r'{(),l pac-\" I\‘n Hhe re-
cord. Z - This Court overlooked o deciciomn which ig
Con+roll.'/\3 au+h0r§+\‘. 3.7 This Court misnFP]icA controll -
Thﬁ &u-H’)ar*HfY.

G. This Cetavt erved in overlooking +he heo lcl;ng in the
GFFeHa—Pe Court préceclerﬂ's betere 4. KZS(:onclén-l"S
G';vplifca{—ion in Henning V. kKaye 3075’.&:‘—!3&,‘//55.5.24
7a4¢ ) should net have been persuasive so as to
dismise the Aﬂgé”an‘l"s c,'ppéo’ due 4o CFrooFchcrv}of)
ot be.’n9 served enthe Recpandent’s. The material
Facts of the recard clearly shows +hat the PRO SE
AFFCHCMH' did COMPI\{ with +he p{(‘unﬁ proccdur-cs N
the administrative law court. Had +he Ampe)lamL
&g.}léc} +to COmF’ with +he rules c{: f?(‘occ_clufd For‘ﬂwe
Ff“ng of his cgse,then the Clerk of Court ot +he
administrative law court fs\au—l’hor«'zt/n_o_-j——"o make
an as‘signme.n-i" of 60 administrative [aw juc\ge*f’o
entertain a qu—(—{culor cas€. Seec ALC Rule 57
'section D, .. . +his rule Sa\{S‘

Am{ Netice of Appesﬂ which (s imc(;mfple+e,
or 1ot in 'G’_OrﬂPIiGHCC/Wf'{’H s Rule o Rule 71 wil)
Nt be assigned 4o an admnistrative |aw]u<‘9€
L,.n-l-fl e,z_li r‘@c)ufr\eC‘ En(forma“{’ion ;S' r‘éccivécl .
AFrve.”arﬂ" on‘ Co-n-{’ancl§ ‘H’m'l' 6333’;- nm&ﬂ‘i’ oF an
administrotive law JUA3C +o his 'cmoc.ol sufficed b\,
his Comr?‘ianc;é oF He iatial \g'rocéc’ur@s fer 4he
F;Ifnso{: his clopéal +o the 'Owcr Couvt. And +he
Clevk abF Court mmade such an assigniment of +his case
en GF'OC,O‘- T he Su‘ordnﬁc Couv+ Bewell ¥ hé\c\,

—Th ot failure 46 comply with atopf—“a‘fé ccurt
cules with reqard to iniial br‘(a[’d[d net rcqu;fé
C‘[Sm:*sgfi'/ Henning V. Kat{é— Supva |

Fur‘\'he,(mar@‘ +he cto';z,llan-l—' in Henni n9g was



re,a‘u{rafl +o serve and File tnitial briefF Com‘Dl\’;nﬁ with
e Court rules.

T he aPlvel(c4n+ here believes gt his amacal
must survive en the hoicl'm9 in Henning V, ke«ié 3075.C.
H3C

. This Colrt over'eoke(} +he aom‘t’ro\“mgau“’hcr(*\/

in " Tant V. Secth Ceroli na Dclaar{'rr;cn‘{' oF Ceoyrections
Hdogs,c.3354,7595 . £.2d 332 (2ol

“The. mater: gl Fact in 4his a‘otaerﬂ still exists andis
seen as an unclzr—lL/Imﬁ issue to be repeoted again by a
brolcem 9rie.uar)cé process cortralled b\{ the D@_loar-l—'» |
ment oFC;o;:réc—l—i~ons. Prior o this AF‘O€G| the ' whole or
the recerd shows within he Y Record on Appeal”+hat
the DOC TTnmate Recerds division chanaed the
shructure 6p+he. Appe“an+’5 sentence without any
netice 4o himn of any i hd., Several 3rié\/an(,€§ have
been Filed dueo 4his chc‘nf)e, in the APFz,l)&n+IS sent-
EnNnce.

UnAe.r auv 3“'&"’@ Qﬂc‘ FCAéfa’ Aué \DYOQZS'S
(_(quses( no person shall be denied orAz,Fr{ve/i li‘:c/
liberty or property without due proc€ss of law
U.S. Const. AmendCIT g1 ;5. ¢+ Const.art. 1,55,

—The ~Funclame.n+a| —€quire me.ts cF'du@ process n -
clude netice | AN oFFerfum‘-{'-f 4o be heard in & vmean-
,‘nfjﬁul WGy, and juclf'c.ig\' review . State V., B;nart’;
Hoos.C. ISC , 165, 733s. E:Zd8F0,894(206/2>.

Tne overlooked underlying amoca( issue that
IS bépof@ +his CO'UV+ l‘S one ccnc&rh]nﬁ a Constitu-
+ional claim, Sveh o claim con enly be determine
b\/ )ucj ieiol review. Tant Stq,'ﬁfa-

The De,'gar-{"mcﬂ“' O‘F COrrca-{’}Ong' (_Iqr(‘hge,c’ 4he
Nneoture oF—H—\e, Afapelf-arﬁ'lf sertence b\, |¢n3+hi‘n5 i+
E\’ elmoest an cdditicnal 4wo \Iéars. ClearL’ o sentence
Naot \:-ossaA b\’ +he_.‘3;4(<—_;(—.'( Au%cri+\’ in zoot) . {\s ,
stated in 4he lower Courd. .. . . the A\D‘J&”aﬂ“" was net
gcn-l'cr\c_éci o o Manda-l»om{ 25’1/50” se ntence . The

Z



sentence PQSS@J was 2.8 Ears ot 857, as the
wheale o'p +he r‘é_CofC‘ shews .\—J_anuar\’ ZooH A\o‘).{,uan‘l"-
was c‘n(:crm(.c\ thot De cember z3,202¢ he wenld be
Fé‘f;c\sec\ (:rom f_us-+ocl\{ -

'OTA\, zaid after bein ﬁansfermc(%
e Level 2 ‘or;son Frorr\ a Level 3 Prison +he Amad‘an’f
was Hhen told be will be held in cug-l—oelq wn4; | Mearch
zoze, whichis a calculaticn d e ent Dot PP revious-
ly Feund by+he Doc.

f\lo Tudiaoi el Au""bob’;‘l’\’ e(,.#’mr;accl a
25\/60( Mancla+or\/ sentence . And witheut any kynd
o peti ce Hhe DOC Fassac' an ﬁn‘Hr'L\\‘ new sentence.

An error oF the centre il ng au-thcri-h‘ in this

m ettey has Gecurred. Tn light a(: +he circyum stances
in +their cn-l—(re—\—«{ this Court should desire an 4‘nc)uify
inte whether the A(;Fcﬂan{' inteyect in\/cl\/cC, could be
defined as e l.'br-r‘h( ar Prop¢f+\/ intevrest within the
méan?r\c)‘ a(’ the Dua.\orascéss c(ause_, and E\C 5o, what
proecess (s due under Bhese cireumstances . Bd ok
Roeqents of State Colls V. Reoth 408 u.s.504,571-73
az s.ct. z2701,373L.Ed.2d. 548 C1972> Tent V. South
C arsline Dcpar{—man{—op Cevvecetions de2 s, . 334 754

/

s.z.2d 3a8.
Asirictly’ seen patbevn by +he Doc isto
A QS'r-e,gc. rd +he Supran\f_ Courtdecision @oan in lant
end +he Courts 5u53<_s+icn‘|'n Foctnee@ Found in+he
opinicn of Tants _
The chs-l-i on (S wh\f wou Id jucllaic( —2uiew be
disreaarded and 4he 3ri€—VOf‘CC_ Process would lead us
boack 4 judicial review C‘éar‘\{ warron{'e,cl in +he
overleooked undar(\iins 1ssue on a‘ape_ai?—fuc!}cial
cconomy 1 s +hen if()h‘k\' Valuéc,;
€. The Ceurt has n\isq(}ohz:\ the centrolling autho-
r',_'“‘ in Al-Shabazz V. State 3385, . 35U, Sz275.8. 2d 7HZ
¢ zo00> When reviewing Scpc's decisions jn inmote
9ridvoﬂ(,€ matters +the ALcC si¥sin an "(’P"”G‘l'@

3



CaPacH'g’ Td ed 377, 527 5. E.2d ot 754 RCLC./?-H\{ He
§ufrcrn6 Court clerilied the ALC's amaclch(e )'ur(sJ}mL.‘an
aver inmate C‘FFCO‘S in Sullivan V. s . <. i?CFL& o(: Corr,
35S 5.C. 437, S86CS.c.2d 12d (2003> . AFF.'rm.‘rB as modi-
[ECC’i the ALC s en banc decision oF MeNeil v, s.C. D(.,p'-!'
cF Cerr- 062 - ALT—04 - 60334 - AP (-5410{',5‘1001)} the
‘Su'gr-émz Ceurt held +he ALc s jur:SJfC+icm WGS
i vonited 4 (D cas€s in which an inmate cantends prison
OFF"c(a's have er-raneousl\/ ete calculated his scntence,
sentence related Crcc’.‘-p;( or cu s+o<ly status, ¢2z2
cases (n which scoc has taken an (nmate's state
created i(b@r?h/ interest in ma’jcr‘ d}sdP‘tnar\, hear—
a‘nss; and (2> cas€s in which cn inmate's conf.‘namen{"
implicate’s a state created liberty (nterest. Secc
Sulliven  3sss.c. atdU3, 586 5.E.2d at 127 Cemphasis
added). ,
Meoreaver, raaqﬂjing c_o-(r(_ﬁor\] one the Scuth
C_av—o“nq Su‘pr’&mé. Cour-": has Ccm‘afé'{'C\\f ‘(‘;A —H'NZ,
Foundeation as +o the Ceonstitutional r-éclufr‘écl pro-
cedure Hhat Due Process requires. See Tant V.
Soub Covelina Dd‘?-{' cF Corvc. Ho85.C. 3?4/75"75.5.24
39& (z2oiyD
The mmateriel (—ac—lvs aF-Hwé e cered op-Hw;s' case
as o whole 1 sTTdenticel 4o Tent with ene mayer
evception. - - T Jodiceal Au-Hmrf-h, did net no-h'F.‘
+he Dé\oar{-man*" opCOrrcdf‘»(ms +o ORDER. o z5
\/eor M ANDATORN ~<:‘a\( Fer cla\{ sentence. Whereass
e zg \,le_ar sentence at 85 % wou'c‘ Fro'jec;f‘ an
carlier release (:rom custod b\l Zcz 6 instead cFzeze
SceTent et o8 s. . 24 The Supreme Court of
Scuth Ceavrc)ine in its helc'.'ns . . . Iwrere cen be no
deult +he |€n5+1') of cn in:ma‘l“eé (ncovreceretion
implicates a constitutional libe rty interest. Green-
holtz V. Tnmates of Neb . Penal € Corr, Complex, yuz
u.s.t, (g,4q9 s.d—uZIool COLEd.Z2d (L8 Ci919)



Pue Precess ree)u{re,cl b\l the SuPrc’.m@ Ceurt (nthe Tant
decision has continued 4o be d.‘sreaqrded by the Dé‘;ar"'—
rent ef Corvectiens as the Record on Ampz.al by the
AP(05”0|)4+ clearlul reveals., NO© ONE From this Depart-
ment Provfdérl NoTICE +o the A‘:Pcl‘am‘f’—j—une 2‘-{'20!"/
pricr to chan9}n9 his sentence o whet i+ is Nown

A‘p ellant Olue-{'&s Tart's conclus;oen btl the

SUPPCMC —ourt . .,

- 603¢A ¥a 'H’\C‘:oréﬂc{nq weE
hold +hat the Dc\oaw+m¢n+ vrust Prov'\clé- en inmaote with

+im€l\’, Form a\ notice wrbe.n (+ Sédks 4o r&calc_ula‘l'e. H'lS
initi ol deteren | nati om cnc his sermtence and advise him

of his »r«'jhfbﬁ\‘le a grievance and obtain o hearing
NoTE §

June Z’*llZol'-l A

PeHarﬁ was transferred 4o a level

z Foc?“—h{,_rwo weekss —qure,a-uc‘-%cr he was rnobfied about
his sentence beﬁmg changed. s.c.p.C reivance policy
onJ Proc&c‘ure was no‘f’@%{*&ﬂi&d-}o He AZPFcﬂqrw{’ ot

Pt Hime. And his grievances were denied as un-—
-Hme,(q pey s.C.D.cC. PC“(—\f'

2 The decision should have been rendered is fovr 4he
A‘pfml]an-l——\rerome A.sz_-ns‘ Sv. in REVIEW cP-Hf\Z,

ove.r‘co k&c‘ unc‘evl\lina {ssue on A‘otoc,a’ Forﬁd[cf&(
Review of his sentence.

W'HEREFDKEI the appa“an“' rasrﬁc:l—pu“q re,ﬁués-'*'s He
Court +o Y‘&Con§;C‘C,r s 'Tulq 5, Zol8 oiv;rn'on end pre-

vide emicllem—F with Tadicail Review sk his SENTENCE.
Tuly L 2018

_(é@yjcrml# GW AR . -

St
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3u|\/‘l7,7/0/9
| R ECEIVE]) |
The Honcra‘olé—a?-f)n&, AbeH'k;J(d')}nﬁs

Clerk, Scuth Carolinc Court of Aﬂaaalf JUL 19 2018
o Rex i b2 d SC Court of Appeals
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RE . Jeveme AN.OwenssSy, V. S.C. D¢qu+m£n+ opCcrréc,‘H on$
Case Ne, 2017~ 006 (a4

Dear Mrs. Abboﬂ‘kn'+c}1;n9$
T am enclosing - ... +he cr}cj;rm‘aﬁc‘ ene Copy

OP ‘06414\' N Far a re h&arin9 oF ™y GPPea\ cn Hhe abeve

case ~Par Fi (fn(j, rc’,que_s-ﬁnﬁ review of the unde_('lt/in

issug by the Court of /\\\9(06,/:.[5‘ inthis case . am alse
Mclas?ng 4he ﬁc“owinal

(. PI‘OO{: a)c Sevrvicé oF He Petidion pur R&kcarins en the
|{¢5)a(m dents.

2. A Cc‘pa -a[:—Hqé ordev whichis 4o be reheard b\{ Hhis

Ce ur+ c Ae‘ﬂéalS.

2, Th:s A\p‘oLe.l s ¢ Metion For o Kékcar\'n3 and should net
qum’ré a ;C{ll'n(j fee . '

Y, This Metlon 15 b@llﬂﬁ p; lécj Paf chca,r;/)3 dué'{"“' ‘H'\C-
over [ocleed u,.,clarlq:nj' issu€ on Appcal Pu,guenJc to Rule
22l scAcR

Pleose Fi'é +the mc[ochl ancl r&turn pil<.-$+ame.c’ Co'OICS
deme . . 1 Thank You Very Much /
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\Y, f\"\—ru"_{ jour
G
(g

“Jevomme A‘Owcns $r.
A“cnclc’é c, L.

Barhwén B-SS
P. 0. Boy lIS]

Fairfay ,s-c. 29827




FaN

l.’.".”.”!'H”lll.“'i"l.’!”l“"(‘”!“”'."llfl’!l”'“’.

ALrndolr e ..

o 7Bes i5]

‘W -ONC ;Jc@,
% 4{ g Z9827

8 e e
> _— —
2 S——=pITHEY BO

PSRRI 05 (p

) Sl ks

'5:1".;._.;::'-" f{} 00008354895 -JUL 17 2018
=81 288 MAILED FROM ZIP CODE 29595

RECEIVEL)
JUL 19 2018
SC Court of Appeals

WECEVED Ay the,

JuL 17 2018

MAILROOM
< ACl 3

N

C sk
A.C. Cottoof Apprt/
V.0 Boyll oz

lia .0
Cotoom Lia S Z 97.1]



