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SUMMARY

The court held that substantial evidence supported the determination that the petitioner violated prison
disciplinary rules and found no basis to disturb the hearing officer’s credibility determinations. It also

upheld the partial denial of the petitioner’s grievance concerning legal mail, but remitted the matter to
the Supreme Court for further proceedings because the petition sought declaratory relief that could not
be transferred under CPLR 7804(g).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether substantial evidence supported the hearing officer's determination that the petitioner violated

prison disciplinary rules.
2. Whether the hearing officer's credibility determinations should be disturbed.

3. Whether the partial denial of the petitioner's inmate grievance concerning the treatment of his legal mail

was arbitrary and capricious.

4. Whether the Appellate Division could resolve the cause of action seeking a declaratory judgment after

the petition/complaint was transferred under CPLR 7804(g).

HOLDINGS

1. The hearing officer's determination that the petitioner was guilty of violating prison disciplinary rules

was supported by substantial evidence.
2. The partial denial of the petitioner's inmate grievance was not arbitrary and capricious.

3. Because the petition/complaint sought a declaratory judgment, the matter had to be remitted to Supreme
Court, Westchester County, for further proceedings on that cause of action and entry of an appropriate

judgment thereafter.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Since the petition/complaint also requested a declaratory judgment, relief for which a transfer to this Court
is not authorized pursuant to CPLR 7804 (g), the matter must be remitted to the Supreme Court, Westchester
County, for further proceedings on the cause of action seeking such relief, and the entry of an appropriate

judgment thereafter, inter alia, dismissing the proceeding.” (700)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The petitioner was found guilty of violating prison disciplinary rules. He also filed an inmate grievance
asserting, among other things, that his legal mail had been improperly treated as general correspondence. The
court noted that the mailing did not bear the identity and official business return address of the petitioner's

attorney.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Appellate Division reviewed the prison disciplinary determination and grievance ruling. It upheld the
determination that the petitioner violated prison disciplinary rules and found no basis to disturb the hearing
officer's credibility determinations. Because the pleading also sought a declaratory judgment, the court remitted
that cause of action to the Supreme Court, Westchester County, for further proceedings and entry of an

appropriate judgment, including dismissal of the proceeding.

DISPOSITION



remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remit the matter to the Supreme Court, Westchester County, for further proceedings on the cause of action

seeking declaratory relief and entry of an appropriate judgment thereafter, including dismissal of the proceeding.
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