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BY RONALD R. CARPENTER
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

CLERK

STATEMENT OF

JAMES W. GRANTHAM, ADDITIONAL
AUTHORITY

NO. 82194-1

In re the Personal Restraint Petition of:

Petitioner.

Pursuant to RAP 10.8, the State of Washington Department of

Corrections (DOC) provides the following statement of additional

authorities.
1. In re Personal Restraint Petition of Johnston, 109 Wn.2d 493,
745 P.2d 864 (1987).

This authority is submitted regarding two issues. First, it applies
the standard for feview for personal restraint petitions involving prison
discipline infractions Whgre due process requires “some evidence” of the
infraction. Id. at 487-98. Second, it requires prejudicial error where an
inmate claims and that he received insufficient notice of the date on which
the infraction occurred. Id. at 501. |
2. VS"AC 137-28-140 (“The rules in this chapter provide a

standardized systerﬁ to determine whether misconduct by an

inmate of an adult conectioﬁal institution has occurred, and to
provide a system that clearly links an offender’s behavior and
participation in available education and work progralﬁs as

determined through classification with the receipt or denial of



earned early release time and other privileges. . . . The following
rules set forth procedural guidelines. They do not create any
procedural or substantive rights in any person, including .any
| liberty interests in time credits, levels of custody, classification
status, or other privileges. In accordance with Washington
statutes, such matters are governed solely by the discretion of the
department of corrections.”).
This authority is submitted on the issue of whether the inmate may
seek personal restraint petition relief on the basis of a violation of DOC
procedural guidelines without showing a violation of due process.

3. In re Personal Restraint Petition of Pullman, No. 80834-1
(Wash. Oct. 8, 2009). ' '

This authority is submitted for the holding that DOC procedural

rules db not create any enforceable liberty interest.
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