‘of his parole 1ssued on: August 16 .’70]8 by the %uth Carolma Department of Probauon Parole
and Pardon Servxces( Depanment or ‘Board”) '

|  STATEMENTOF THE CAsE ,
A ppellant was: mmally demed pdrole on beptember 7,:2011. and has- been demed parole ol seven

,nc,casnons (in total) the Tdst bemg thls OLCdblOH

{,

ac ‘"rlsncs ot youricurrent otteme(s) ‘PriOL.C otfen:
ison dtsuplmary record. and/or pr

;superv151011w-~
rlmmal 1ecord«,.a>-_descrtbed in

gs,of fa W '
"(’) the factors publ-tshed__ m Departmcnt lorm 1”1’7 (Lrtterla _to_r, Parole .
" Conslderatton) :
' '(3) the- tactors outlmed m Sectlon ’4~7l 64() ot the South Carolina Lode of Laws,
and

(4) actuarial rtsk and needs assessment t'ictors pursuant to Sectlon 24- 71 10( Ff)j(:l‘_)‘
~of the! %uth Cmolma Code of Laws - : '

! Tht~ l-.tter dlthouuh n.prt.sented i Respundent s briet s an “ordér.of denial” ‘merely trqmmlts wh at; appears to he
- an oral, decmon of: thL. board “aver the: (sramped) slanuturc»or 13_bo'1rdﬁemployee . :

1




T NP

Ahearmg, _

‘slon ot the Board tor tlns Court on October 16 “018

ISSUFS

l)lSCUSSlON

"The Record on Appeal contams the: lollowmg items: (I)a ‘transcript: of* the - parole hearmg (2)

Respondents ertember 19 ’Ol8 letter (denymg by wnormg Appellants -request for

reconmderatlon) (3)..Appellant sletter dated. %ptember 13, 7018(requestmg reconsnderatron) (4)
the. Depanmcnt s ‘Policy: and: Procedure Manual (cover and p 40) (b) Critétia for Parole

_ Conslderanon (Form 171”) and (6) Notice: of Rqectlon

rd on Appeal contains:an e\ccrpt from_the Department s Policy and Procedure. M'mual contdining, the
guoted [3 1guage and stalmg thatundér that: cifcumstanee; “the-Board;may d-.crde to grant azrecofisideration

ole B d s; decrslon vrolate the Admmlstratlve Procedures Act when the:

B



' rcerated It also contams th Board § _d ‘hberatlons on a smgle 1ssue the

nis fife ;arou’h’d. and‘l‘helped Otht.l' mmates understand the: mportance of takmg responslbllxty' |

J

vllew 0 qa,}tmal decmon ot the Board when thqt'=dec.151 n:affec

8 18 leqmred See Furnok v SiICl Dep'if _(:)f‘;jlv rob.. Paiote.did
' : 003): see.also-Sillivanv, .S.¢
ining the:wature of the:

rwht to:ALC revxew) ln Fur, flc/c the South Larolma \Supreme Court held that’ althouqh an inmate

‘hasa llbeny mt;reet in parole cllg,lblllty pursuant toS.C. Code Ann.; § 24-21-620 ("007) the: statute: -

“doesiiot create a hberty mteres ',,,»m the Urantmo of parole: 1tselt Fur tick, 35’ SIC.at 598376 S.E2d
at 149, 4,

The ALC must be able to reviewa case “within the ambitof the [Admmlstratlve Procedures. ALtl
torensure “that an. mmate 1ece1ves due prou.ss which consists of notice, a hearing, and Judlcxal
rewew ,ll-Shubcr:: P QIate 338 S.C. 354, 369, 527 SE2d 742,750 "OOO) In this: case

Appellant is not.- appcalmg the- demal ol parole but rather, lS \ehall‘en‘gmg the method -and



-pursuant to; I~urm.k mclude appeals from’ the Department
SCALC Rule 38:requires that the record “shall consist of:"

A, Alldocuments filed:
B. All evidence .regelved or’ ‘considered: including copies of all relevaiit

seitencing sh in’ Sentence: Ldlculanon matters,. and copies of specific
pohcnes relied upon by the;-:. e

C. A statementv.o m‘attcrs ]udlcully nonced




g _ r naéuuracy that
fot Probanon Parole and Pardon ‘Services; Critéfia For Parole

i 2 South Cgurolma Dep""
Consnderatlon Form l’ 2 (Revnsed 571672

i



he ‘ by cemfy that I have thls_date served thls Order upon all pames 1o thlS Case

er-aoency, or by electromc;:

_ Nelson Mullms -
13”0 Main Street/ l 7lh F loor
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