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STATEMERT -OF TSSUSE(S) O APPEAL

I. . BAS THE ADNIWISTRATIVE LAW COURT {AL:) ZERRED "ADDRESS THE
MERTTS® OF APPELDANE'S APFEAL IE SCDCE. .
STATENENE OF THE CASE

- Fhere were grievence(s) {complaints) within the Densriment enf@r Y
bow 2--15=-1&'; 10.23.162 2-16-1'5',- 5015.17,, 213,17 (mﬂe 859,10, 12513)
step Y3si. sﬁe_g* 2'g, etc. Vhich were: denjed eor etec se &pgellga.t, ap-
pealed to the ALC, South Carelima Court of Appeals, Soutk Carelina
Supreme Court, 6= remand frem Soutk -Careliss Court of - Appeals Uzpab~
lished Opindom How 2021-B-09F (submitted Japuwary 1, 202i~Filed March 24, .
2021). .

ARG’EHEHT(S)

LES 1 E.,@’im‘».‘i opEae® - OB Po 22 ") set fertk "utz;zb Vo Hearep
contends that fer Emre than 40 -vears the Deparimeat Incorrectly calcwlated his
sentence”. . (Re Do S & s:g ciffically, the Agemcy shonld have set
years a'!: 365 a_d,lm- . 56 daxrs,, apylm.g geodtice &Eﬁ. earned Eark credc- _'
its (EWC) Uased thereom. <For- everg.,extra 30 dsys - served, he ahﬂm;‘ﬁ&
have receivod statuterﬁ goadt::me S?mﬂi‘ks §SEC)] vhick was denied hy
. _.respomdent; .there is cue pracess nolatie&(s) concerming liberty Im=
teresd - tharevith : ' o~ ) )

2. The "Ordex" IXd. (R. 13 29) neniioned "é."careful review of the.re-
coxd shows that the Depariment pmperly; er.dited APEallaa’;t with carned werk
credits apd goodtimze credits.”™ ' This is - :mcomegt, wrong, err; the.record
shows . othurwise. 201512 (B. P. 8 ) showded ""“Iour-projected release da-
te has mhwed from 12412425 to 5/18/23". Hore the “CLASSIFICAPION EEPORE‘ DA
FED 1.20.97 set "PRON HAXOUT DATE: 9-i6-2020" (B. pe 6_ ) Nowh how -
was appelicnt®s :(EWC)®s relegated, ‘-‘decreased base e SCIC's slagsi-~

£3 cation--modification comtrary net te +the duwe process emd wx pest
facta clauge? . : ¥ :

5. The "gsdr - Id (R. P. 29} stressed “Appellant alse comiemds |
the Department viclated his dwe process. rights - by delayizg the change .ef [ (™
bis custedy si:a‘h_ls ‘ene oeG eooo” The 3Iisswe cammot be mget where

.nllw



RIS -

-se as te infer, the-ALC as a matter of law'&oes #nod rule- theresz feor

SCDC°s classification om or thereafter 1.20,97 reference -EUC%s thereg=-
with custedy if James was classified urder the enew scnc's clagai-
ficatiom sysyter vhick - he vas, 3.3. Pemal stetutes are construcd g~
gaingt egoacy- and the govexnmento Ageaey policies are -interpreted
as statuies. - Browz va State, 54@ S.E.2d &1.6 (2001). -

CONCLUSION ‘
Vherefore, the vemputation(s) ammoumced im- Busby should be ap-
plied <ompared 4o :he new :nm—pe_u.:el'e veduced credits amd classificatiom
system. h
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ERCETS CERTIFICATE OF APPELLANT

' "The wundersigmed certifies itkat the eppelizal’s Pinal Brief® complies
with  Rule 211(b), SCACR.
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