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The South Cavolina Court of Appeals

Carnie Norris, Appellant,
V.

South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and
Pardon Services, Respondent.

~ Appellate Case No. 2017-001063 T

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no b351s for grantmg a rehearing. Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied. \%M.M/ C %
KFDM—Q (Q\ W, }\/‘ ’ I
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Columbia, South Carolina

ce: Bt . Er e S
Carnie Noms #227226
Tommy Evans, Jr., Esquire e
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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

Carnie Norris, Appellant,
V.

South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and
Pardon Services, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2017-001063

Appeal From The Administrative Law Court
S. Phillip Lenski, Administrative Law Judge

~ Unpublished Opinion No. 2019-UP-093
‘Submitted January 1, 2019 — Filed February 20, 2019

AFFIRMED

Carnie Norris, pro se.

Tommy Evans, Jr., of the South Carolina Department of
Probation, Parole, and Pardon Services, of Columbia, for
Respondent.

PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: See S.C. Dep't of Corr. v. Mitchell, 377 S.C. 256, 258, 659 S.E.2d 233,
234 (Ct. App. 2008) ("Section 1-23-610 of the South Carolina Code ([Supp. 2018])
sets forth the standard of review when the court of appeals is sitting in review of a
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