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MOTION FOR REHEARING

The above named Appellant submits this Motion for rehearing

based upon the following grounds:

Appellant filed a Notice of Appeal with this Honorable Court
from the Administrative Law Court order of the Honorable H.W.
Funderburk, Jr,. A

This Notice of Appeal was filed during the present pandemic
and the lockdown measures of the Department of Corrections due to
COVID-19. His institution was and remains under guarantine at all
times during the.filing of this Notice of Appeal. As a result, he
is not allowed access to his institutional library or any manuals
of procedures that would allow for him to comply with the ruies
of this Honorable Court.

The Appellant 1is a laymen and relies on this access to
conform with this Honorable Courts mandates.

On July 28, 2020, Appellant received notice from the Clerk
of Court that his Notice of Appeal was deficient for two reasons,
1l.) requirement of filing fee of 250.00 dollars, and 2.) that his
proof of service was ﬁot within the form of the rules of court

and must be served upon the Respondent.



Appellant out of an abundance of caution due to time
constraints for filing his appeal, sent the respondents a copy of
the proof of service, and submitted the filing fee as required.
However, this Honorable Court dismissed this Notice of Appeal for
failing to comply with the Rules of Court in serving the proof of
service.

Appellant seeks a rehearing of his denial and dismissal of
his Notice of Appeal, where he as a laymen under the absolute
discretion of the Department of Corrections and the present
COVID-19 quarantine, is not able to fully comply with the Rules
of Court, due to the fact that he has no access to the rules
which he is required to comply with, or in the alternative allow
Appellant to refile his Notice within (30) thirty days allowing
for him to seek compliance with the rules from the Instituticnal
Staff to access this Honorable Court.

Wherefore, the Appellant prays this Honorable court to grant

him relief as requested.
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