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 Appellant, an inmate of the Southern State Correctional Facility, appeals 

a determination that imposed disciplinary sanctions due to his having committed 

prohibited act *.306 (conduct which disrupts or interferes with the security or 

orderly running of a correctional facility), N.J.A.C. 10A:4-4.1(a).  He argues 

that the hearing officer's determination, which was upheld by the assistant 

superintendent, was not supported by substantial evidence.  We disagree and 

affirm. 

 As a result of a physical altercation with another inmate, appellant was 

charged with prohibited act *.306, as well as *.004 (fighting with another).  At 

a hearing, the evidence revealed that appellant told the other involved inmate 

that "they couldn't work together."  A video captured what followed; it revealed 

to the hearing officer that appellant walked towards the other inmate "in an 

aggressive manner" and "provoked the fight" that followed.  Based on this 

evidence, the hearing officer concluded in so many words that appellant received 

the brunt of the assault that ensued, but that appellant had engaged in conduct 

that triggered the fight.  That instigation, in the hearing officer's determination, 

was sufficient to support a finding that appellant violated *.306, N.J.A.C. 10A:4-

4.1(a). 



 

3 A-1196-18T3 

 

 

 Having closely examined the record in light of the argument posed, we 

conclude there was substantial evidence from which the hearing officer could 

find appellant violated *.306.  Appellant has provided no principled reason for 

a departure from our well-established appellate standard of review, which 

requires that we not disturb final agency decisions – like that rendered here – 

that are not arbitrary, capricious, unreasonable, or unsupported by credible 

evidence.  See In re Taylor, 158 N.J. 644, 657 (1999). 

 Affirmed. 

 

 

 
 


