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STATEMENT OF TSsug oN APPEAL

i2id the Adpministrabive Law Couvtevy in Jismissm-g
Appell ant's a,‘pcreal wherethe Courts ordeyr addresses
& sinﬂ?‘e g roun not SMEJ&(,"TOM A;F:anl beboreHhe ALc,
wheve such erdev is not con r—incd +o the record 7



STATEMENT oF THE CAsE

This maetHer comes before thic Cout puUrsu art Yo
the. cl‘a‘a(:,a‘ o¥ aﬂaé“ah‘l’ L arrell Puvvis intHhe cus-\‘cscj\’
0{: South Covalina DCFaHmC—rﬁ" o(: Corvections. On
Ik‘mfil 5,2014 Aé‘adlc.n-l- Filed « Step | Grievence +o
a‘a‘acal e major c“sd%alimar\i' Héarinﬁ cenviction for
+he &c.+u el er con struct) Ve ‘7055665!‘077 o{: 17 averrs o
&’né‘H”b—'—r‘O wit kh()winﬂl\l é’.om«m:‘"""\w +Hhe GF‘\Z)'\S@ a[:
tretlicking, On Moy 2z, 2010 +he DZportmaent of
Covrvections denied 4ne Step | Gricvonce becouse - was
detervnined that LFFC—HO/*‘"S convicti on was founded
su ”l' ciert evidance .

- May 24,2014 Thereo F—l’e_r, A‘F\:anan{' Fled « Step Z
Grievance alleging again that his ¢onvietion was
bosed withsut o s\ncw‘\na o(: devminion and centrol of
actual or constructive possession. On July 24, 2010
the Déi?c-r-!-mm{*e{' Ceoyrechiuns denied the Step 2
Grievance and Ama.é“em{— aac.‘n a‘alaeisl‘_ﬁcl 4o the
Adminisiretive Lew Court’,
| . A Fé“mﬁ'}' of)g,{ﬂ GHécjéJ.no SuloS‘l'an'Hal
evidence 61;34-45 et the cpc Jtsct‘gh\naﬂ, h&arihﬂ
+e Su‘apav-l' his —i-r&H:lckl‘ncj convietian . Thet hi¢ con
Vit en was unconstitutional Ct")C’ contra ) +o the
South Cardling state Law ., Anc, c.cn-’:—ro“(_cl b\l an
crvov of law without his know«‘na'\\i possession ot
drugs whether actual ov constructive.,
On Auqust 23, 2019 Admini strative Law
TUJOC H. w. Fuﬁclc.rﬂouvk gr. c';Sm{ASSC’.c‘l AFFeZ“an—VS
aﬁpz_al without any| f(l:tnc]'\nss @.yc_a\r\- o€ , That
( An Adpinistrative | aw juélge shall not heor an
Ca‘plaé.&\ From an inmeate inthe c_uS‘l‘oci\{ o'f"Hﬁd E’c.\ao.w-ﬂ-
v ent o'p Corvections invilving the | éss a‘F—Hné opp oY -
Funitydo €arn sentence- r<;\cz+e;c{ c.ré<1;+5. . ,") e b ng
H OWOYA V.s.c. D&‘O+°FCcrr. 3449 S.C»Cpbﬂ;???S.E-ZJ 2 i
S.C: Code§lamz23-600C(0D . This sppeal fellowe .
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STANDAR D OoF REVIEW
S-c. Codeg |$ 23616 (8D ‘arov{ des the a(p‘plit;alo\f;’. stan -
dovd oF review: The veview oH«e_ ad ~Inistrative law
Jul.-jé's oydey must be cfyzf,{:inécl to the record, The re-
Vl'z:'win(j +Hbuho-l ma\' ﬁuirm‘g\tﬁ cléL'\Stcn of” r—émanc]-HﬁC
casée I:or urthey orocc:5:<(in ‘3)5 | or + \ma\{ eV ErSE Of
VhaJiﬁ\, the Aeaision it the substantive vi ﬂ"’+5 ot-the
‘ré‘h‘l'iamér have loc-é’-\n ‘pr&jud? r_;é.cl because the F(‘nclinsl

cenclusion crdecision is:

€8 ¢ vielotion opcOﬂﬁH%’l’iOﬂ&‘ or s+a+u+arY \pwvfsicms;
(o> in evcess o chalru-{-or\{ au+kor?+\] of He aqeney;
CeD v u’:c’é u‘ﬁon umlc«vuﬁql Prodﬁcluw-@)‘

ed> o ffected E\{ other error of low:

J
&> clearly evroneous in View oF {'ké‘r‘e.l\abl’él{;roba-hve/

end substential cvidence sn dhe whole reco rc\;or-
45 Cl)’bi""‘rar\l oY Capyrisus or okore;c:l’e.rn“zac’ L:\{ abyse o{:

~A“{gcl’6+ian or cﬁeayf\\[ ) 1N01rr‘an+c’_cl\e.‘>carc_‘; s o[’c‘l‘,ﬁur&-’

+ion,
S.¢c.Code§|-23-380C5>.

T an c.mng,l o‘} a pn‘m\i chg;am o{:an OchTV?iS'[‘ra-H\JZ
Ggencrf the standard of appellate review is whethardie
AlcC's 'F'i‘”‘l;'nf)s GrE 5L1FF0H'£_J b\/ substantial evidence,

1 48

‘ . . ”.
S.c.Codel-23-0ipcB>. Substastial evidance is

evidence which considering the record as o wholz/
wou[cl allow @ recsenckle mindd4s reach the same
conclusionthat the adninistrative agency reaqched.
H e.n(He\] V.S.C .5 ate Euc‘lje_-%g,- Control Bd, 225 5.C.413 45
€. E.2d IFACCH Lpp19aLd . A reviewing couvt shall not
substitute s swn judgement Forthat obthe ALC a5 4o
r':‘ncl?nss oi: pacl" but ma\l HEVverse o mOJi;\.{ decisions
(_or\—t—rblldAbY evvers a‘\‘ law ov that 5.« »clf.ar\;{
ZYrondous in view cP +he substontial evidence onthe

record as a whole ,Td.



ARGUEMENT

“The Maiinistrative Law Cont evred in Jismiss}ng
A\r‘zanan-}'s ataje’;a‘ where the Courts OVAZ.!* otlclr‘éssﬂﬁ

a s{nslé 3r0un> not Su'ojc:c‘l' en & cal bﬂpcré the

AL C, where such order isnot con Fined+o +the recovd.

On Mearch 1, 2010 while as]e.e:? in his assianed cell the
A\‘;‘;cﬂarﬂ'— wors owol<ened by a shakedswn o{?'ic.e.r et
A\Ué.nAafc c. L. anf.'-i:ff\'rs o{t}icar chrdc+C<i +he A(‘,—‘pcl"\ ant
+e 9&4' Jrésse,cl, “The o H:I‘Lér éscor'{‘c‘_’({ +Hae Aflpe.”can‘l’ prfa/n
his cell anc] met wiHh +wo movre @n#m;ﬁoa,na‘l oFF? AR
who cavrne ‘Fr‘ar‘n the tos tier. “The /4\\«”;5/_[1 et yras P
) O.ﬂara—i’:funs ere€e st the Fr‘z son, i et into the ﬂqou}?nﬁ
fanle znd Hhen aﬁ’oir(_ssfcj] b\{ on oFr\‘c.c.r K;ﬂd-‘\ﬂ , /\\‘?:Ipeﬂl)aw{l"

asked win} was he tnthe hoi;‘in3+ank? Ofticer KI\&\['
uri‘,” O{:RL&Y R{‘d\, showe

)’CSPOY‘;CJC-O, itk you wili Find o
the APFén ant o :rnéc", Cin& c.uF mnc! askéd H-.c Ato‘oc”an-{-

cbout the conterrts oF Hhis oy The Appcllants re-
SPsNSE wGS that he did not kmowt"ﬂae.véa-h-er +nhe
/L(; é“an“' wiG S 'ackccl up i HRAY | e Sc.curH:‘q a/‘:cj
¢hz«rcjécl wi-th +ra H:“fc_ki na meth .

Oﬂ 'VVF-%"/;:/H Z[f‘ialq Atp‘a;“mfﬁ 0 3 56\/‘5144' \I\l’;"fl“l

én incfclérrif' r—éipo-r-i- From the date O\t bhis appre ﬂ—,.;m.’s'son
s chavraing term . €ScpDC ForRMS -

ane» arn é‘.f;C-Jmntaa,n‘\ f.\A
lg-24 A end l‘%\*(pc’l).JSaé Loth Forms o ( R OAN) £y 311'{

, The incident re \90|’+ Norvative alvl\c‘:sea Hiat dn
ihpor’man-l' $oid Majatr Larnl Moriis Hhat the Ala'oanaﬂ‘f
j.,aJ rmeth in hs pessession. The Siﬁakéelown.c!:lcfcé’.rs
rgcavéréc\ meth g:rowv an uv‘as+cz}r5 C!.G\IY‘OOYV) c'on\/:;rkc]
inte a lcarning cemtar RoomF 23, : |

On March ZG,ZO\"] AF\pgl\an‘Fe‘a'}éareﬂJ !?é’-rbr‘é
+he D‘\sc@%P\inar\) Hearina OfFFicer For 4vial - A\o‘oc“an-lf
was Found quilby of +rsflicking meth in atrial where
ha\ ?ac_@cl no GCCUSZF"CQV‘)(—C:-VW.“"S +H.e c[rucas pounzi in

Eoom*Fz2o3.

i



On APF&A‘ l,e}we the AL the Pre Czizn-l* oquari»}«\l 'S
Al-shabaz= V. 54'&"[’6‘ FF8 .35, 2,9, 527s.E.2d 7HZ
950 (2000), This Ceurt e%am}we.qﬁ WG(H-V, M ctbonvell
H18u.5.529, 44S -t 2403 C1G94) and accerdingte both
iar-caaejém‘fs an inmate is entitled 4o aro(aéal ean 03@'\(/\/
Aﬁcﬁs'\on, Due precess 15 reza’}ua'ré? NG major dig-
c Mmarj{ Froc‘aéchnj arnd the' internal
aF&E&rJeJ 4o an inmeate moust be fqir erny
Id et 751 |
The ALC sits in AFPeHaJre cataacH—Y under
S.C.Code §1-23-360 . Al-Shabezz doce not restvict
an {nmate From aP‘panﬁ a mejov 'c’lisc}(g(inaw\{ pro-
ceeding because an inmae¥e roises a guestion fFor
worl credits. AC-CGi‘frlinL\ +o \/\lclw'anc] Al-Shebazz
a ma\or ChScf ll‘ﬂarx .o}OC.&ér.“ﬂ/J is Q Zalc.la'le @ﬂc’
jor disciplinary proceeding is appe
an inmate cannot be J@P’H\léc‘ o l‘rf-é, \t‘oavhjl or
Iaro(oawl—\/ without due \9}/0'0655 oF faw. Judicial re-
view s en ¢ssential vart oF due process.
Al-Shabozz outlined Hhe the ‘m+arna‘ pro-

cesg inthe De’.f?&r’l”m@ﬂ‘l’ oF Covrections cﬂl's.ci‘gll' -
navy hearings and howthey are conducted €d. at
45 ~752 Se& also Foo-Pnc—i—c 8 The Court e_nCOU\fOS’

in +he (o) s Frovidz Coiv he.arimﬁs 4o tnmates .

Ir—oaé’ uvres

im‘r)arha\

[\cccréimw umcﬂar. S.C. Code 21 -Z2Z3—-380(R>
Hhe ALC whilg €i#ing in /'-\Flgalla-{—e, capaoi{"y can
Brder and reverse Hhe (Do) ru”ﬁg peyr statidory
ic.w."i{' The raview a‘: the ALt's ovder must be Con
\tn‘ne,ci 4s the recovrd . The -réVié-W\'ng tribunal ma
QPF\‘rm the decision sr remand the case For furt evr
Fro¢cc¢1{nq$; or 1+ ve L/ rrevevse or moJiR the de-
cicion (Fdhe substantive vights -o{: the \944-5+a'ona:r
have been Préjucﬂiwcg because dhe -anﬂs‘ng, con—

&£

- - . L
c_(us'mn[orcﬂcc,:s’\om £ES »



ca) in violatien af’ constitutional sv statutory
lo-rovisi oNs . . .

(b)Y in evcess sf +he statutory au-Hmr'\-h/ of the Ggency
'l ) mccl@ uw on un\awpul lor‘oc,eclulr@

> a”@c—’ra b \ ether evroy o‘: [ 6w

€y clearly evroncous in View oF the reliable
Prolozﬂive_ and substantial cvidence on Hhe whele
Y‘ﬁcmf(} v ‘

b arbi-ﬁ)’ani or Copricious or chavacterized oy
ebuse m‘: discreti o or clearld v unwarrom{'ac[,
aeYercise o(: discredion.

Accerding +o Al -sShobazz Hhe entire internal pro—
cess i s co?lc:d'e:ci in :Ju‘sci‘alimar\I pro (.ée,c’“h‘(js end
rne.clé C:Vo{lab'é For-f—he. Al_cC Court Yevi ew uFoV)
an l‘l’\vna".'és AFPCMI Gf'{'ér the Griavance (OVOC,CSS'.

d ot 151 - 752

Since Al -Shabazs dees no+‘7l.ac_@ any restriction
on e A‘p‘ge.”amf’s C{’\a“énﬂé aé&fﬂﬁ"fﬁéc DOoCY +rial
Courtas held la\/ Hhe Couvts

C An thmate lorfnﬁf QG Covy—
tested case {:'or‘aurpo sels] of wudicial veview
when he challenages cut'.i)c'f(sap%;»n&rl{ ou+<’,c-m€j
calculation oF sertence velote cved i+s, cus-l—och{
's-lfa-f-us/»'or other condi+ion op.';mpri-SQnm&{'H'» s.C,

CK»C(Z- g l"’Z?"’giO@)CSuF‘o.IQQQ) C Contested cases
means a proce cdin3 i o in which the ie_ﬂa( ‘r"ﬁl.ﬂ’s/
clu—Hésl orPr'\vf'léSes o‘\’ a pa w-l-‘\’ areé & c\u;rag, b\l
law +o be dé‘i:E_Y'Vh.IYYﬁA 19\1 en Bgen oy aF—HZ\f- PN
opportunity For hearingd Td o+ 753

Ththis -Par+i¢u'3ar coese H.e Agﬁé“ﬁrﬁr‘s
case Falls ywith-in the the finst ca%—ec)orq . He wos
. N ¢ ‘ . [N ~ g ! 1
C")C«T‘C)gc‘ with a Mayor Dls-o\a\\nar\, ‘A Fraction
onder ccpec 0P-z7.1H Tnmate Disciplinary

&



S\]S-*'e-rn Cov a violedion o[d\’ra”\"ct(\ng Meth which (s
a Levelone cfigci‘p[indm{ stlense crted as q0 3,
'Falovuarq Zzo,z0l9 Scpc \%ch at ‘f)"H’PS b wWwinw. do e,
state.sc. ug/ Policy 5earoh /| [ opP-2Z " \H. htm

The Appellants Netice oF Aiafze.al Form 15 the
SugTECT GP'”"'@ ALCS concerning Far dismissing
/-\(y()f.“&n‘fls é‘«(:todal without leski nﬂ atthe entive”
Record onthe case, Citing an ervo necous Y‘u“t’lf] .
kppellant's grounds on+he Appeol Form did not
cite ¢ 3V‘Duncl ebout net earning wovrl credits.
Such an adverse ruling is unsupported by the
vVery qrounds rais@c‘ on the Neotice aF AP‘paalFarm,

See ROA at APF&HQV}‘H"[S notice GF A\p\géaﬂ a+‘l’3“"

5‘?6¢(¥icq”\{ l—{’h@ ﬁr—ounAs roilse on the
Appellant's dppeal are as cited 1> Substantial
evidence is not found withinthis case to suppovt
“Traftbicking Meth ina M q'orc\}sci\alinan{ \qaar(hﬂ' and
did not ectabligh the sttense ch qrﬁcd .
(25 tThe conviction (s un ¢Ons+i+ujcionca|
end con—hrar\{ +o T HTs sthvE'S law of +Y‘G£Ficl<in3
&nJ Faé'S@SSfDn op i“eﬂal clru»ﬁs ‘
' C3D> T he 'e.‘e,c‘_f‘sion s C-ovwl'r-oHacL b\{ an
EYVor oc law .+ et one must \cno-w?ncw
possess a co ntrolled substance, whether Eg is
actual o construchive RoA. atpg.0

Ac,c:a\’(“nﬁ“/ e AL,C si+s {n C’IFPé“'G‘[’@
capa cli-h( and hasthe powerdo raeverse the
(Locs) decision underthe s.c. Csde |-23-380
which is identical+o +his Cowts stondard of
review under S.C.Code [—2z3-CloCB>.

The AFPe’“c’n_{’ beliecyes that the AL should
have been ableto review his case withinthe ambit
of 4the Administrative Procedures Act,

7



T +this case, /&F(ve,llan%“fs not a Fda“ng the denial
of cavning Futuve work cvceli+s{ but rather (g
challeng (‘nﬁ +he ch_éiuré 4m‘o|m(ecl bt, the (D 0C) (N
—c ch,‘u‘ﬂ[j s decision For a convichion of posSses
ssion and —hrq”(ckfn mneth., See cf Coolvar V.S5.C,
Pept of Frob.,Parsle and Pardon Services, 377s.c. 489
502,63, .24 1o, 113, A‘atoawaﬂ“f’fjlclton)\pﬁf‘w Uriﬂj
his Aﬂoaal Iaepare dhe ALc.
' When }'zc-f-]nj in aﬁoné&“a'fkﬁ
copa c‘a-&-w-{%é Arc must aﬁphoﬂr\( 4he critevia of s.c.
ocﬂaﬁ—-Z?-—BSOCﬁ'\"JﬁA a-l'Fr) Fat'ﬂﬁs brié,[: A
—The First4wo provisions requive a reviewine
P 9 _ AN
couvt+to examine +he S¢o‘>6 o{‘ an aﬁénc,x/ ‘s au*l'korifl'l/
as revealed by it's actions in carrying out it
¢robling ,egiSTa‘Hon The last Four provisions re -
uive o reviewing court+to evamine 4Hhe pro el
c(urés usad, hoew 90V£fh'lng law;_was qP\oHé’AiOhcl
whether the a e:mu/’s decision has a basis in
Foet, For the Court+ 4o ca vy outdhese duties
dheve must be an ade uatz yeecovd to review,
Furtherme e, 5.¢c.Co de | -22 650 (B> énd
Ce> requires the promulgation oFrules ‘bava;imimﬂ
rectice enm J‘Ps’oﬁddure loéﬂ:oré the C,our-}.',—'rhzrélrore,
He ALC hgs ]oromu’,aorh:_c'—l%c:. rules .@f’—qué Seuth Caveolin
Administretive Leaw Ceourt, A one them aré ruleg \for
Sfacial A\a‘oéals m’fSing ’Prbm +he Sauth Caka‘fna
Suprem@ Court’s decision in Al-Shabazz . Sece
ScALC Rule 51,7 These cages pursuant to Furtick
V.s. c. De.\ol{' aF\7v—ob‘, Parele end Pardon Services,
352,5. €. 544,558-949, 576 S E.2d IMC, 149 -850 (2003
See ¢lso sullivan V. 5. 2. D&f’%aFCor\fﬁc—Hohs T55
S.C H3THHT, BBCs. E.2d (24, (zvc,zoochc,\gFla.‘nincJ
the nature F the Hjlmb-l'o ALC review,

Co



«
ScALC Rule 58 \réqufr‘fzs thet the vecord sheall con-
Sist oFI:’

A, Al C‘O(_U)’hé’—ﬂ-‘l’s pnlé’-cl;

8. Al evidence received or conSicld_vacl,
inc-_(uéina co"ic’-s of el velevant sf_n-(ztnc‘mg sheets
in sentence calecul atton meatters, and Copies oF
SPéc,; Fie ‘)ol{ cies relicd upon IOL] +the aGen cy

c. K state prent opma%ars ju(‘icfc.“!.’ ho-f'icéél/‘

O. A“ ioroH:@rs oF FrooF 6‘: éyclué&cl é‘_vicléi’)cﬁl‘

EThe Floal erder or a’ﬁ_cislon which (s subo-
J@‘+ Yo administretive review )

F. an +ranser F»P +aken oF—H'sC.. —Pas-ki\maml
durinﬂ +he ‘or‘oc_eec]'n ng )

As provided by S.C.Code HYU-53-875 (<D CSupp
2018) Possession ot 10 gy oms ot Meth but less 4h an
Z8 gravns 18 q-—(‘,—raLF,‘Ck;n offense,

This Cede Provi des Hhat a peresr who i s ‘
knawinaw in active or constructive possession 13
6(,\'\‘4'({ o‘:-hrc}“c/kiﬂg.

—The ALC dees have Hhe ‘oowcr-{:o
inquire whether or not SUBSTANTIAL EVEDENCE
eyl sted in dhis case as the A\?‘g&”_qm“k did Gto'oéala

Th Al-Shebezz such an ‘mclufr\\/ is derived From
the divected verdict rule of [aw, The ALC
evpe d bt{ net cdheringte Al-shabezz cnd this
Fule (J‘F | aw . The Al_c,j

worle credits is whally evrencous and unsubstanti-
sted as—the RoA atof»aa(-shaws,

Had the ALc reviewed the whole record

eterminati on about pursuin



From+he Cpocd Hhe ALC would have clearly

noticed that the 5*0+u4or,t{\9oV4rh\m9 faw oF South

Coveolina had not been considered a+ 4he Cboc?

trial. Sze the(Do) ROA and-topes sfthelpoed
4vial {tn this c65€. Sece alse RoATncident %Zeh;o.f—tf
Scbc FoRM 19-Z4 A RobpgH.

One l_arry Movvis a vngior a-{'l\”amclafe
retaoﬁccl Hhat op Moavchil, zo1q an informant wWas
surmmon€d —+te his o”(c,é ert- Operations in Allendgle
Covrection. :

| “This infermant said that the /&(ptoa“cn%
ha,cl Medth in a RooM¥EZ3 which is a dayroom
CGde.\r{'C’.J inte o [Carh?nﬁ g,e.m{—e_y-. _—rhe’_Mc.jqr 'se_n%
Contraband / Shake down ofticevs to Hompten
Unr to (nvesti 54"’4. -rhétl ‘Fou nd Meth (nthe chLI -
room then went to the /\ﬂfc’,l[arﬂf’s 0SS
an d Iockétl hivn u‘o . He was Chargécl an
on this incident r-éiooﬁ- alone.

\gnfzJ cell

convi ded

POoSSESSToN LAWIN THRE STATE ofF
T SoUuTH CAROLTNA

C

Convietion o{;FcSSéSSion réc]u;r‘@s \sma‘r oF ooSSc’:SSi(JY\, s
cithey a ctual s constructive, Cou(’lécl with kkn owlaglge
of the Jvu»g’s f;r@se,ncé, Actusl possession occurs
when the d ug are Found—to be in 4he a ctu al phx/dco'
custod y o§+hé pevsen ch qrgf-cl with possession,
state V. Hudson,2z77s5.c. 200,284 s.€.2d 773 a1,
Th order o prove constructive poss€ssion the
State mustshow +Hhe é‘ﬁ?{;nA ant had deminion and
(.on-l-ro\( oy the r'uﬁh—i' 1o eveveise dominEmn\o\nC‘
Con‘l‘\’o(, over the cli’ug Steate v, Brown, z¢7s5.C,

B, 2278 . E.2d C74 CI1670) » Such posseesion can b€
cestabliched lu{ circamstantial evidence or a

LD



cembengtion op%a{'wo.idu Pcssassion regquirées
movre than mevre presence. The State must show
+he Ae{'anc‘an—P had dominion and c°h+r~6| ovev the
—H«inﬁ —allégédl\] ‘ooséésséc‘} or had the rjaht+to aver-
cise dominion and contrsl oveyr Y state V.

Mub armwmed, 385 ¢ 22, 27,524 5. € 2d 37,631

C G App  1999) Swheve contraband vmatevials ore
z?cunA on Frcm'lses un Je.r—‘%h& certrol oF—l—he A
c(c,c,usé.cl( +this (:at’:k in_ o%\' ("l’SZ.lP 6;\16.5 i se o an
"n%:é’.réhcé OI‘P [<» owi&claé and (poSSéss'\on which vra\[
be subticient te carrythe caseto -Hq,e.:)un’.“ Hudson
277 at 203,284 5.6, 2d et 775, |

Poarticular|y in thic case the (Do) +eial
cCouvt rﬁcorcis rev¢a1+~‘aa‘l‘+h6 19-24 A Fovrvn
Thneident Ké-‘oor-{‘ was the onl v infevence needed
+o conuvi A the /i.w?&”an*"e Asthe Appellant lie
agle&‘;» in his cell he was c,hmfgéi Ear' Jruqs
“*eotally out of his corrtvol- And in o place wheve
|25 people Frequé.n+, deemed +to be undeyr the
A?Fa“arrﬂc covtrol b Y +he (P6C), Then up v—éa;g»
mzed bythe ALC . Substantial cvidence oxisted
in-this case « nd reversal is wavranted See

Stete V. Wiliams e 5. .42 552 $.E.2d 54
Czoo0l). ‘

This Ceurt cheuld reverse the order ofF the
LL,C/F"or Faihna—l-o adheve +o the far*ovfsi ons o ch,
Code |1-25-380¢s> accord S-c code [— 23-Clo CBI(Supp
Vz,lolx%JCrrovicles Hhot when the {ssue on appeal reises
quéﬁ—l:f, ons ok law Hhis court may reverse the deci-
<ion oF—Hqé ALce .y,

"



The Admn'n(5+rg.4Hv_6 Low Cour‘t’dv‘rﬁJ N Jism]ssinﬂ

A‘afpa“c‘n-{i's A.lotaeal where such o dismissalis un-
substont cted lmd dhe recovrd,

. Considérh’lﬁ the B0 A ‘06{:&,‘,,@ this Ciou-k‘l'l-('-\' st
e voticed Phot the l:i\'\\ng d ate an +the A\a-‘aau ort's
Klo—‘c_'n e oF L\f (?e__&ll LS Ausus—b 22z, Zoi\q and the _
ALc disemissed He Zppcal pursuant to B oward
v, S, C. "i?a\o‘% nF Corvections 349 s.c. LIS ;733 S.E.2d
zZill Czolz> C Frecluiés 4he IkL/,,C Froem heaviﬂﬂ ell in-
Crmate —qio'oe.a];{ ;(xvu’w‘na +he | 0 8s ap the OPF@'.-&““;*‘%
to €ovvi sentence reloted credits )y, or Auaus—f
23,2014 Suchorder was rendared. =
Asai n nowheve In the Notice F Atopéal

i))rvunﬁs does any such clatm oF® «l—'hc.otp‘oar+uni+—\’

+o carn sentence related credits appear on

the POM\’ CorpilrS ﬂF"H’\]S Fovrin . IF +he ALQIS GYc’éV
((mrhé-(lia‘{’cil\ A]sm°lssés Aloiac:“g_:n{*'s a 2.0»[ ‘FoY
such a 5~roum d (then ot least FAct LN i+ would
ata‘péalf o fhé"({ECORD. _ .
| ' Howeyer, i+ docs nat see,the Ro A3
SCPCForm L4 —¢a the (Do) Courtlindings show
3ui H;\, (wh'\ ch s Con-{'v-ar\]-‘#:o s.C. Cede Hulss -5
€e> cind South Carsling cgse law on possession
cn d tratfrek {-nﬁ ) ;
‘T’hz. San i eng wevée o) 4?250, 0o
TV was teken and 6 Cioulevthatl SCcPC wo longer
: sél(,s".—if"hl sis ¢ PROPERTVY LTNTEREST as <hown
b\j AKl=Shabazz and WolPF. oA Sonctions §g. 3
+the foctof an o_moor‘h,im H:\! 4o corn work c.r-e,;{_i-ks 1S
“unfounded bere as well. ‘ ' '
'Under this circum stance Hhe A(;Fc’-“ﬁm'\i:
\ﬂoulc’ r-és‘oéc‘htunxi subpmi++thot rer SCDC/P‘)“C’\(
Oor.z2z2- 14 when ean inmate s d'mrgéél with such 4
Majorclisc(lplinérqloﬁ:&,mse and heis c,onvic-l—e_clih‘,s

1Z-



%Zgo‘()o -+, v/, 1s Sl z_éc] From ’113 Pé_rsmﬂal. f’xous;ﬂg
cell. His privi (zje. Is no longer a scoc ‘ar'\ui\eae
underthis circummstance. He is noet 6 the open

!a::u\” avea shari g the P ublic bench with such tems
e ¢ 'Foéséssiong; These gre PERsoN AL \oosséss\'ons
e Sche +thet aF—l—e.r 5 years an tnmate would
have to purchase earnother 4,’ 2.30.00 T\, . Caoleve

are no lengey soald.
3 ,é\c_co\rchn?)[\{ i‘H”é AL cvred

in not Fu”:i”ing +he Alala&“a-!'e eview c;g.loac,H-\( Hat
he was aubhovized 4o do 50 Sec 5. C. Cede
J~2%-380 and | —23—¢100B>

CoNCLuUuSToN

Forc+he Law‘reﬂoi ng reasong this Cogvf should reverse
dhe Administvative Law Courdt and evrder with in-
structions For o Full review of the mevits o fthe

AFFe,”arrlfls ampe,al»
Respectfully Submitted
S/ m AANIAD

L orvrell Furvig
Allend ale €. T,
Boarnwell B- 38
‘7«0‘@0)6!!51
Oc:{-'o‘oar 17, Zol9 Fc.irf'c-ylSaC' 298727
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THE STAYE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
Trn The Court of AFPCC\‘S

So C

APPE AL FROM-THE AD MINTSTRATIVE L AW CouRsl oy, OfA
How. Fqn.clgrbuvl<( Ad ministrative Law‘d’udﬁe ,0,0@‘:?/{9

Cese No.zoia-00158Z

ferrell Puvvis . . o . . .Aﬂoe-llm'f',.
V.

€ cuth Caveli ro b&\oa rtment 0{'\ CovrecXions .o 'ﬁLSFanz_n'\’/

PROGF 0F SEF-VICE

UnJUSiShCCI cér«l%Cies +haot the A‘pt;c:uan-\- 51tnhital 'Brtes:
has been sevved anthe Department oF Corveckions,
General Counsel Otice yuud Broad River Road, Columbia

South Ceardina 2az21 by clc‘:t.oa'e'»i-l—i g such indhe Unided
States Mol Posfcf')& Pre loeulcl alsethe SemeLn\+i | Bm‘c_‘{:
has been served on-he Cleck sbdhe. Courtot Appeals
—The He ho_rob’)aT@qn\! Abbott kidchings & ddressed ot
Prhe Courvt OF [L ‘pﬁals F 0., BaV l(@zq ) Cc(umbiq' Sauth

Ceavdlinag 292 on this Octabey zolg
O C+d bé_\r [7' Zo '{i , 5/ AA&LQ_.M’——
' Larv—an Purvis

Allendale €. 1.
Bornwell A-78

?.00 BO% |tgl
Faivrbay, s C. 29827



Henorabl€ Jenn y Abba—&-\——kﬂck(n-g;, Clexrk O edoboer 17 (Z2-elq

South Cevolina CouHoFA\?Feza\s
P. 0. Box 1\ (24

Columbi&( S.¢. 242!l

‘ZE: Lc-rvé,“ Puvvis V Sou‘l‘h Covolina D&Far%mﬁar\‘['-ap
Corvegctions Cease Np 2019 —001582

F’I&&.se antl én cylos&c] +he AF eNants Désiana-ﬁan wp

MeaHer 40 b Treluded in the Eeco rd en A‘Otﬂé’al end
cccempe a\llng (,cr-l-.'ﬁi cate o’: Sevvice and Prao‘: oF
Sevvice '

& Flease Find enclosed Bhe Apph ent's Tnitial gm‘/_‘p
and 0c_c9mPaw"in9 Prock ol Service +o be Cited with
this Court

6 Thevre is the Ori -Fﬁa' end There is oné‘é’,o‘p\! S
enelosed, Please Fije 4he Ort? Yol with this Court
and Return 4o me Hhe Copy o’ﬁ such F'nl?ng + Thank You

Melam . . .
m vg,r\,‘l’mlklyowf (
-‘//WM WMW
AvvELL ANT
L cyvel)l Purvis R
c/c _ | 00T 22 "
Office of Cenere] Coursd SC Court of Appagys

5.C. D.g,r-l:, a‘: Corrections
Hudy Broad River Rsad
Cslumbia, s. . 2922
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