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STATE OF CAUFORNIA
iNMATE/l>AROLEE APPEAL
CDCR 602 (REV. 03/12)

L«:r«nTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ANO REHABILITATION

I o-F H SMel
■ABUSE ONLY imiluBanlParaiB Region: Log#: CoHgory:

8 - /^'OOYYf
________________________________________ __________________________________________ KoniTMntmqKLt------------------------------------

You may appeal any CalKomia Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (COCR) decision, «:tion, condition, policy or regulation that has a material 
adverse effect upon your welfare and for which there is no other prescribed method of departmental review/remady avallabla. See. California Code of 
Rogufotions (CCR), Title 15, Section 3084.1. YOu must send this appeal and any supporting documents tn the Appeals Coordinator (AC) wriillln 30 cateiirdar 
da:^ of the event that led to the fttir^ of this appeal. If additfonal space Is needed, goly one CDCR Form 6D2-AwUl be accepted. Refer to CCR 3084 for further 
guidance with the appeal pr
j[lggBri^nA|arttora|ecU«iHmerowaftmt2wHnals«KaeA)A

Nnia(lJ«,FinQ:

B Shumate. Br<xnoen
state taftanyltwsiibiect of your appeal (Eiamgile: damaged TV, lob removal, etc.):

^ Obs+rockon of vrus+ice/Rackefeerin.q

No reprisals will be taken for using the appeal process.
WRITE. PRINTe or TYPE CUEABLY iii Mack or blUe IfliL

COCNumbir UniVUtINiinfterB6W5S 'Ba.-an-u ciiwip,iai.ijdi,-iuMr
JSP

^ 1 / 2019
appeals OFFICE

FeP* 4 20M 

AppWlfi Office

A. Explafn your lasua(ll you need moia apace, use Saelion A of aw COCR

selld;

B. Action reqiieetKl (If yolinMMi mm uaa

aiv{iinMi)f>tfamlnflfl’6TLWi»yf/ijfawiiiiibl#.slBi(i<}Ari<4FlFpliMipr5)fpiic)iflnemsii^^
Ill I It ill a ll I .1 I ej I il > It 1 ^.1 .a I .It it___

Lft
IftA

O SupportingDocumenla: RafartoCCfl 30e«JL 
B Yes, I have attached aippoiting documents.

J list supporting documents attached (o.g., CDC1083, Inmate Property Inventory; CDC128-G, Classification Chrono):
\r riirg-JJ^Ilk^lp/|%>^)ft^|g^1(»0lnj^j4*(^f■AYalAi/g*/w^ iDonrh L^inn Pulr.Rac.R°inuer-f
I fl)ffl-jl2Eiilffer)‘fli>lyiitjfitllli^  ̂ Ctf'^i^!t\^6.sAittahJin3Ni<l,lc^/mlftiHSZrei.
fĉ
 □ No, I have noi attached any supporting documents Rmsnn :'TV»V; fS fllfl effteigEngy 

^ AS PiiM>Pr^lViYa|lpml.____________________________ ]______________________________

i

ISP.u.
2 6 2019

Signature: Date SubmHted: AfOl 1^^ (i

] By placing my Initials In this box, I waive my right to recelva an Interview.
'S

Rfwi^Chacfcune: u CUCM elEl-A Aneehad?C. Fliet Level* Staff Uaa Only 
INs appeal has beat:

I at the First Level of Review. GotoSedionE. 
(See attached toOer for jnstrucOgr 
I (Sea attached lettar) Oata:_V

Oats; Date:

at them Date Assigned:- Assigned to:^

First Level Responder: Compfoto a Find Loviri rocponse. include Intarviswer’snatfie.titfo.ttiirirviaw dam, focaiion, and oani{rietett»sectionbefow.
Dalaotintnnriow: _______  hrianiiiiwLixgifai: fe —Q3HCr]S.s!

Your appeal Issue Is: □Granted □ Granted in Part '^B^erded GOthen------------------------------------------------------------
Level response, oompfote 

_________ Signature:

\

Date completed: [tntmviewen

Reviewer

Date received by AC:.

JAN 2 4 liiai AC Use Only
[MM mallad/dallverad to apprilanl



STATE OF CAUFORNIA
INMATePAROLEE APPEAL
CDCR602(REV.03A12)

DEPARTMENT OF COHRECIIONS AND HEHABIUIAI lUN

Sida2

0. H you are dIaaaMalled with the Fbat Law! reaponae, explain the reason below, attach supporting docummts and submit to the Appeals Gooidinator
, If you need more space, use Serdion O of ttieCOCRSOZ'A.tor

■"'ilii .m I

CaM»lltdlrj>fe«gtiittVi ceuaawt-.^lluMW’iS Sis»flyfiah4nl&j^eXlCfiJoeSMi-k «iyi/w^/rc.^,<Meaa<r«r^a[^Kfcy Mhiek pn'seaitiV cam

uesL4naW4tiin fl^p»r4nn^*y■^^.cenlWlaalen!^»»cev>P|•^/g^lfe^Hy^^y4gfepllell>A ui^rtiaifDmfiys.inves4^fafieffjfAnJ^a/s.^/i/(7e.^ 
Ctiop jlfltdoiwjsl laJisiAiftl jeats aP gcwiwwiAiatHng lUi^caiiiisp/*^ U-Jot>x /i«y^ff¥ts4'.no4-/«T»/fo f g- nw^iiii ^■sP* D.Q.AA.

PLR.^nQ0l»jg^<^flvi‘^^xg<w.#/g^^rlA^!<V/1^^.n6C^taf/A^p^l«r/er^w«fkaT<j^Krk*hrf^VyJ4■^aM» tiavB.

nv^ a ti/i
ACCOfjt^^

tPSr4>rArt^)fl4lP ioCS rtf vtLlo J tfiV'Ait
PeteSubtpiw^* ^3"'^, SLgSLcfpi Si|

i Staff ^cauicfe One: is CDUHCitt-A lniacihad? FI NoE Second Laval-^iiao Only

§ This appeal has been:
/□Byitassed at Second Level of Review. GotoSectionG.
□ Rejected (See attached letter tor instruction) Date:____
□panceiled (See attached letter)

>]^Aocepted at the Second Level of Review 
V^^.Asstanedto: /^LaD

Second Level Reqmnder; Ccmiplets 
interview date and location, and complete the section below.

Date: Date: Date:

a Second Level response, if an interaiew at the Second Level is necessary, iiiduile inteiviewef's iiaiiie and lille.

DateAssigned:i0:L/2d^ Date Due:Titto:

ft Orr^e^rCj,^Interview Location: .Ss 
n Other: I

Date of Interview:
Your appeal issue is: □ Granted □ Granted in Part 

Q See attached letter. It dissatisfied with

JW* I 7 20}(I

^nied 
ldljeve!respnnsn,i 
_ Signature:__ L

beluw.
Ivie Date completed:.

X

Vo
Reviewer: Title: Od.I/' Signature:

^ Date received by AC:
o

F. If you am dtoeetiefled with the Sacnml l.mmi reaponae, explain reason below: attarSt supportirtg documeiito wid submit by mail for Third Level 
L4 Review. It must be received within 30 calendar days of receipt of prior response. Mailto:(%ief, Inmate Appeals Braiwh, Department Of Corrections and 

Rchayitation, P.D. Box 942383, Sacramento, CA942834XX)1. R you nebd fhOre space, iLse Seaton F of iha CDCR 602-A
^ SLft diVfnntWiftgVte niidTess iwyayyAnl (airulaVi^ besi'jes jl6{wK'og«fem>lgBa»TAiA‘Mial T^giSikirfii FLfKoyiift uvetdit^ SIA isavtortyrunfeaScnniile 

Vl wvYftViit(4Y4M»P&cAiv»>l^ ccnmivum/cgAft ivfjji (egn) tiA Caur5?ii.

M■gi

\ô nmey fha^keta 7<i|inii'y inA^iStMfn isfe/WA ns wiesf/Vii^8rfaifaL^>w»»)r)-gf<Y''/'^^* epsudv ir^us4iea ie aWgsir^g rveb ofuhat-atuuith 
^ fA)iSam}t&Ma\)sAinch’iinPdYS^Il/^l^hf-Jnt^S»/j ftikf^-/'Jiat^r^A».wCa«ip/^tiaMiiiiisA'kAaiis4riir>/i’af\,f/lsni^(i/ifPaW^

—^ InmatafParolaeSIsrature:________________________________________________________ tMaSiAmUMi/lflatsJQ S5^.t£o^O

! T- ■% I <f. ,w —.G. TMid Level-Staff Use Only 
C This appeal has been:

□ Rejected (See attached letter fw inaction) Date:
^ n Cancelled (See atb^wd letter) Date:________________ .
^ V^Ecepted at the Third Level of Review. Your appeal issue is □ Granted □ Granted in Part fa^enied □ Other: 

See attached Third Level ra^ionse.

I

Date: [tote: Date:

Third Level Use Only 
Data maUed/dellvared to appellant JUl/tlJM

H. Retpieat to Withdraw Anwal! I request that this appeal be withdrawn from funner review because; Slate teasuii. (If witlKlrawal is conditiwiial. list 
conditions.)

Date:.inmate/Parolee Signature:
Signature:.' Print Staff Name: .Title:

W)



STATE CF CAUFORNIA
INMATE/PAROLEE APPEAL FORM ATTACHMENT
CDCR 602-A (REV. 03/12)

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION

3 SMel
lABUSEONLY i R Lag#: /oI

irTf"- B -/9' 009^99
mamurumam,r

Anach this fonii to the CDCR 602, only if more space is needed. Only one CDCR 602-A may be used.
Appeal Is BUbfect to raiactlon If one row of text par line is exceeded. WRITE, PRINT, or TYPE CLEARLY In Mack or blue Ink.
MmOwLFMI.

Shumock.Branden
COG Number: UnRCei Number OOA■Bsiqsi Ba-an -u

A CommuaUon Of CDCR 602. Sactlan A only (Explain your lssija):ii 2020iiiymiflf.fi^MVelWii/^jldiieffirf((i:^aw»tyus6.TMint
S ___i-t___ L______

^ 17 ?019
APP^S OFFICE

(I Itu:
imijDMtytlBfcrfjPSlltf

^ <iWy3)l^gSM^allDiji>»narn>]l«tfpktifkMJu\ioisitB4iir(W^/‘JlGgftoAhffaWtf3/«sj#s^iVif^

t •

f

ISP
FEb4*42020 

Appe^ Office
jkftiiii

tilling
,22 aPHM!s1v7^>*WofaiislnA!Kan,iirfarsp.tb|<iM»/iAskfe4>PfaftbBitdJlleati>jBcsp>feW)MlJlJti$ft^^

tV(Miiet!rasif^l4<fjustiffi^skvcH/ipCiiunseli 
ikp f nesi^rsamilJtmeaiffif/iais^

uiS^Ji£6CK^iy

■jjxchak*Mas^s£imil.
Date Submltted:ApiiLil^, 2^19

AOMj'1

OON« AlT>
•'6

-I V

h

IZ CBUT>fet4DplflJ4lifjQAr/ferHBykaflccwTfcW.M,(tt
imt

ISP
Ck. jelaiailai 06$ 26 2019ID . iflUiatfCii

fPoralaaSigiI™ Appeals Office
(ij.3 *f"8

B- CanMnuettonaf CDCR ana. 8eellonBonly<Aettonreouaeted1JpBU5P.,a)ftinfta»llliewfrti4MfWyl4^C0CR^TL/l/l/llaf/C?difB>^^(fll,J:AxV^
^ liy i/aa/M,flBi^ ty SifiHl W Pi/liil'c faenfe Ael- Ana I*f3a.(4l\is 1132 rg£f»»3f kaa jHac-ii

^ fe**^ toff IWfe»r4pat»f T-li/n^nol'fpffftwjony ffyan/Ziy ay r/i^i»s^h>yfMi Aa antf ^^AlafthMl^iUrhi/
rt»1tirJ>«t^ tisp aP4W» aWn/g t^p^sWhoB-flrL/jrflwy nttp/~iii»fp/»r^N<ia>flA^/«^^fepliBiMf Li/ Sttn'ita nu ^ fiaI’Mi»eiuu-^'iinfP laA-

i5irt r
iJiV'iTTT

yfld|lflf4iini*ilyh)ii^‘)i»Ae/‘itffeii>l^8Rtf‘*'Rri5fl»T*lp|il>aiie'^iAMift^i»«i«plUa^Coiftfi7/Aitfiil//A^g«Jl^^atAiWlil^//yya»yW^‘ 
pfi'wili»:p7iC^win Aicr iiHffi'/ 4w iiAfp/afth/ or»mtt)^fA^^jni»s/4/v>/7iT/if;» m ApJayitipni^AiJ^i/ye^vesS'-ic'tiiPiik

>L - »*-l - - ..a flriA  ̂/mf^^ t. Lt/W/io/k jLiiJ

flAy MVflsJfCffjp^ iwflftriyf/Aj <

lO^AIInumij

£

immsmmwmmimAmimmmmnmimBmf/
Aoly lAirioft aocL oa(^ 7)fo ffpoiv7 4o my 5flHll^ Ai Wfe.fagA^ He

y viA<32^/n\)^*ft5h>ptin(gi5am!bly fp»4ric^M caHioa^otn.
j /T^ j. •I

45uiWfafec1iuitfAf3'g3ttai/Ai>^Sflc^A«s(8jf-lto^^^

oleeSktnatura: Aflfi'/ /2^ 3i9/<?Data Submitted:(Pv



STATE OF CALIFORNIA
INMATE/PAROLEE APP
CDCR 602-A (REV. 03/12)

DEPARTWENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION^ rh Side 2

D. Continuation of CDCR 602, Sectinn D only (OlaaallBfied with Rrst Laval iaaponae):eMi«;iiAjfHii l?i^Wf4iigtBae4iV»a<‘;i.!4ant:.«> af/^ong V/ne/ - 
il4*s4t>^fi’nU4^CmA&rflWcM4ir/*llrthKiMHa/fafiV)gk3Bllt)g|iftr/»«y,Li’4»l>k,<«jiriwaVturft«rA8l>t4lftaA^wg.miiHfff^rCT/ilWAi;>a)lklgMiViamyifefi»«^ 
ft4-i3ll'ALit«»^ ACP.tIowp fi'i’V'k-w Vfwi

p J«, :UW»jy< oLflIL-rtuwg tgan [m rJ^V itUr <
A4t‘flo<trgat4i!af tigK tjekavn it- COCA- ^nly 4»iit- ftSi illu^iu «Iwitsusiv^ wbvi -yf precess^ctimrfi/ BViytA/ifet*

BitftSSniP f<li'yin^1wtpnt/<»S<^repp*<^ ^vl?o4ir .S^nWJii^lWl»iny<j4t.r/HHi»)Ti<i/aiM.ij><4ySn-4i*i/.e^)vrL<^iH v.ftiati

^<Aiiir|aVicy Crf »»ir.^ttnBM^iiliiiriia^^^rtn^iJnri-oxl'7i-nfinAylpS'i !lilfeiiS!HttmtiiicJlyi'ii\vRta've./JnfMvo i/«iAiajiViy f jaart|tAbW* »V-
irtPrtjiMiylpf’ii‘^oij)a^a ^

■tirnl jfi ftCfff.ffi Ti^ai I5''*.$3«M3 ^ ^PfyXr.t-n*^Hf!neiif^i)4ally fxllfiii-jlUfli— ^
sWf At-^irf^ipshig wr.rF-a)iyimi<iiVjK(yA^j«05u^ecfiwyifesiVia ■ c\i'^Tt-f<»!,wwiu»ii'ofi.f;VnA4n Si»vp fp i>.Tpre<fiL»hitfa ri-»faysj/if/z/r- 0.

ftfyCAj)ffc^8^^SACC65S4\fffH^i^^,6ll<^fil^ia^^^■lllvafJiJ^Xl'a4y■j>Tp^^p4tTg(^fiiigA’5ft«K-pns?rnf^<f^V^^^tec■^T^t^gl^lllaim/cPCf?«>l^7|Jay^|||g5■jrfl^W

r<li64)aiij htg(^m>tia»l (i>ies5^ii<:F4Yi^.cMif!hi.^ihfiAjg>fi./nja.saT»fii^ angitji • flp'-cnVflK
‘talfWiflnraPpf-tgflVtfr^Ajfefiivy <lr<wi'i»y/j/fFlj4iaii)sViip*'of Cl.P.ft.t^j*ftto.siiy-.s mnwyniagnt^ift'ftiilufiiiV.njr/fl^ftAiigC’fiaajiW* ? gprpaOlF^ ^

raV>ti‘ik>cgin^oV.sy4»mgAnj.^vg/i<(»y.AaVj>Piytfj>)iViirtfg4g>V^T'ftT,-orf?««tBfl4'^ipja/ff/.-j)W.iaAR^ig}l)fJvp^ ^

hiic/>ilel>lye()^4^Wfl^Ffl^iky.fa1[>&(fa4,|•Ml^c^fl^Ftf^!jWJtfaTdfei«T^:fF\«kB«sW•p.tlffgye4l4jW^VF5^^genlVlg^flfg4^lT>>g«.>^eg^flVlJoPrt^ng^ ^

y isrrg?ig laiLjfiv!irtfiia4^ •4r.

^iMi4- i^PlViP ifiaAip j 4ai'fj AjCt P. t*

4e mtl<*{4p j4a>r* i^i: »\a4«fnl Anil ti/>alilig<a<j.i«lVtffia4W»« iVim <»ftgai\ayg. (uofptWifttgllPl/ ptnilftpl: |TTiV«4s 3

l4^ Jni^ertAAor-ltira-mtiUJi/iu’’/t^n>iiiftSP).'TUgeft

-----------------------------Date Submitted: Bhil>n,y ^3*"; tlgtTgTZ^

^5rfei

I

t\C^

^1LQ

!S '^EADI my r&v\fUofj tt ifkfi

Inmate/Parolee Signature: T7

F. Continuation of CDCR 602, Section F only (Dissatisfied with Second Level response);flUi//d-ntfflri/iiy fl^i’//gja/i/nja-tVfl.retie«5!A^(f«let4i'4 
yfigitoA/ctMiAitftpk4i.Tfl'*iVpVi^SWj^*Vliftfl<W;^'<i>4jfeAftt>v>ifl»iWV«n<i»inf<tp)i'en!f(saeS<c.Ajifeaiia«if<;fla-A)jnncPtR<4yn»BrAx)iAvgbegAi'n  

nctif8 inia  ̂4g)ajiheeit eallf away nf will be ‘'c0atAtiJ''(Jitily IAo)4i^ ifi eivn uflCen^jiTMlfl ISft)fvyi'fgi»lF 'AiJL

fl^riirAe^ SliUealittI M *iN^itik1\Sla,4fi it
finv

K

leghAiiaJe^ankKA feci'fiAa vef IvvViiAilk M

atJ eJI pg^i'A^y (wWttiagf A'ffnfg^4eflf (n ^S9 tfeiyfegialLS evt’

wgflfA‘Ag//gwi'ct»s^ lin eVuufi^Pslo StfcVi pcsfiVffl iiavg flccuffAt/g»igt«jVf tef>i a^iSA livfn^is lift r£A&Mii4faiialfiy in CBm'fABMAahsa/ifmy 6^ / ^ ^ 
H*** A.CH, 6i!J C st S53 - I03S.S (e.j. Ctvifftavit^Y pc«ypi»jii/g<iieAfafIa AflgeliV<»/i'feiiftgy-ffeia4/>/a/

yfivtliy<i t^fMauaftaAWs^ hy bu ITyi/tg gerag^ifly Se 

si'tfpJ apgfPairvp < Jflwagift3 ofas-Vacle Coutse no^Jelha]

vwi«^lat»i4^ggyapi<»j»»/yamlagueus <nfl6tffgfytii{ft\ftangWfgtpf<^5fl^i)ar</ia/(i.e. w)iafii^wKgiii,mWtefiiurf^iwlifl^li 
tjgu}e.P fimjlg <\Kgg^fg[uiBivjwslAiinmwiftSitf'faV>eeSt ga»fi'gi»if<jfjpraVitit^im<»fVDfgi«g fallg4»rtCC(>f/influy;c-f>»/’cfi/iii)0 ggflV/»j<//ay^i'wg 
4t><i{o cr^OU bi^U.'Wayfpfe:!^.ftre\nvyde>yeii.'f/»-leSinb[~«1*in^4FgAgiokasi4fi°e^iisv«yetfajfi^tiVr<<yg/i3ife f^al ’treslsleipsy^oh^ieal^reii^f... 

'kcaf‘'ueit''£enifihffifftyoolo^tialuairfkfaii!!/^fu^7i-dittS&iJniiu/>dpt!^iirii)AAUiiVAjii.^asil4'Jtfi^.Uebs scatiiMlevfili^pgrpIm'Aji^iiuipi

iA>vi4fP\iiavig/!MC(>4fAgfgnffi)ii7/'^4^4ltftlLtflr<»4‘vg^fjfcV.4fanlini^t4!A'»i»kedicaa5fifi<gtt^iA4iMa-Cfu<b»ii^-iifewii^fPAMiiiAg flsfrn- 
, ntw\kal\YVv^V^idCllCR'*V>yfFr-ae4Wjr<Ai^rgfie/uriiiy'flCS8.afci)<l,/»/a/\R^iifs<Regi(bvg;blli''fy5faifpWg>>HSdliggHRctWfi6C^J«rtffibWf^  

otiai ii-Littit irtgarli‘pra|ijiAnl3 nliuft’vply ft|ecWAy kfflSids Go/T’^df fcaalrsjii>t’reihai^ifaesii^hl\MSnXAa&inHv9kii^iiMiidt> ant^aunjfivfea fUsiittf. 
‘ Inmate/Pvolee Signature: Date Submitted: ^\fl&rch ^0^0

‘ii 'Hior AVI

SiigV< ftSTi4)e IS §3'18iI.T>He \5%3S!il{s an evil aviF-

hcJyelses perfirMaificefifivL rSeMtf

wiucU >AatfV ^mPCA AUlf

rJ7^f 4 f



CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

Name: Shumate, Branden | CDCR No. BG1954 | Unit/Cell: B2-217-U 

Subjuect of Appeal: Obstruction of Justice / Racketeering

Section A of CDCR-602, Explain Your Issue: With careful aim, 
dedication & help from billion $ Co. Global Tel Link (GTL), and 

other agencies, CDCR has spun a precise web of obstructing my 

right to reasonable (e.g.untrammelled, confidential, adequate, un­
recorded, meaningful, prompt, private, effective) opportunity to comm­
unicate with legal counsel, private investigators, paralegals, experts,
(et al) which has and continues to irraparably violate my Right to 

Counsel on Direct Appeal / Habeas. From 5/9/18 to 4/10/19, CDCR 

has [Section A of 602-A Begins Here] isolated me down to it's GTL 
phones perpetually violating my constitutional rights whether I use 

them or not (at every use I'm violated; the countless times I've been dis­
couraged from their use due to their illegalities, my rights have been/are 
again violated). CDCR's GTL phone "service": 1) Illegally records, 
illegally monitors, analyses, categorizes and warehouses (absent 
consent of communicating parties regarding any of those actions) all my priv­
ileged confidential communications my non-prisoner call recipients 

(including legal counsel) and I have ever made over them (not one 
of us has ever consented by any means; all of our communications 

have been deemed and considered confidential, privileged & private), 

2) Offers no consent options regarding any of the above, 3) Does 
not allow me nor call recipient know who is on the GTL/CDCR Do Not 
Record List and staff refuses to confirm if that list exists and 

is operative, 4) Audibly terrorizes each call several times with 

recording and monitoring threats, 5) Prevents me from paying for 
my own outgoing calls, 6) Very small percentage of Citizens/Law 

Firms have GTL accounts, nobody wants one, 7) Restricts calls to 

14 minutes and less, 8) Claims party is funding an account true 

or not, 9) Additional items nixed by inadequate form size. Policy

(vH)1 of 8



CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

.of locating the "confidential" "prison telephone" off-yard is key to web 
of obstruction/ worse it's placed inside the Parole Board Hearing Room (BPH) 

which is a battle-trap (reasonable access requires battle with those too 

close tO/ or that are making parole suitability decisions). Admit­
ting trap is of the web "too big to fight"/ attorneys abandon their 

oath-bound duties/ hide behind obstructions and blame me; left 

alone to fight David & Goliath style battle/ brilliant/ yet unlawful. 
It's .location gushes "schedule conflicts" as if fuel to justify 
obstructing counsel and I from communicating "confidentially" by 

phone (by far the most cheap/ easy/ effective/ environmentally 

friendly/ and thus most reasonable means of accessing counsel). 
Bolstering obstruction: 1) My request to CDCR for confidential 
telephone access cannot mean anything/ and by policy never has/
2) I must somehow compel counsel to plead to Litigation Coordinator 

for maybe access to "confidential" telephone (a sadistic snare 
that forces gov. straight into my defense)/ 3) CDCR gives staff 
unconstitutional powers to control (delay/ obstruct/ abridge/ inv­
ade/ deny) my relations / access to counsel. These have forced irr­
econcilable conflict within attorney relations and inadequate rep­
resentation into my Direct Appeal of Wrongful Convictions / Habeas 

process equalling further devalue and distrust of counsel.

submitted ^5*)^(^0Signature

Section B of CDCR-602/ Action Requested: 1) Install one of four 

unrecorded and unmonitored non-GTL and unprogrammable standard 
telephone(s)/ each one inside it's own one-man plexiglass style 
phone booth within the dayrooms/ allow me daily opportunity to use 

these phones to communicate with any attorney/ investigator/ expert/ 
physician/ pastor/ clergy/ attorney referral service/ paralegal/ 
and others in the United States/ and my [Section B of 602-A Begins 

Here] spouse/ 2) Provide me with the complete CDCR / GTL "DO NOT
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CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

RECORD LIST" that I have requested by 22 form dated 1/22/19/ and 
by 2/14/19 Public Records Act request form 1432 (this 1432 request 
was acknowledged by staff in a March 6th/ 2019 letter to me/ I have 

not received any documentation regarding my request beyond the one 

page March 6th/ 2019 dated letter) / 3) Do not obstruct my use of the 
above requested non-GTL or any other unrecorded unroonitored tele­
phones by forcing me to first somehow figure out how to compel att­
orneys (and others) to plead to a litigation coordinator for conf­
idential privileged telephone access to me/ 4) Provide me ample use 

of and daily opportunity to utilize the current BPH "prison telephone" 

in untrammelled/ confidential/ adequate/ meaningful/ prompt/ private/ 
effective fashion until the unrecorded unmonitorec phones / booths 
are installed in the dayrooms and daily access to them becomes 

available for my use, 5) Post a permanent printed Notice on interior 

of requested booths citing Penal Code §636(a) and warning that any 

eavesdropping recording monitoring of communications from booths 

is a felony/ 6) Stop disrupting/ invading and punishing my confid­
ential privileged phone calls by allowing GTL to sound-off recording 

monitoring threats during each call/ 7) Respond to my 3/14/19 Public 

Records Act request/ 8) Respond to my 1/24/19 request for "Outgoing 
Call Instructions" (made via 22 form) / 9) Stop unreasonably restric­
ting call durations* 10) Allow me to submit attachments extending 

Section A and B of this inadequate form so I can detail more dir­
ectly related points of the Section A issue.

y
Date Submitted:Signature:

X Yes/ I have attached supporting documents:

CDCR-22 Entitled/ "The Do Not Record List" (V.Ayala 1/22/19) 

CDCR-22 Entitled/ "Outgoing Call Instructions" (Young 1/24/19)
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CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

March 6th, 2019 letter (Ipg) regarding 2/14/19 Public Records Request
Copy of informatioi in 3/14/19 dated / mailed 1432 request
"This is an emergency appeal, pleeise process as emergency appeal."

"bate Submitted;Signature

For CDCR's response to the above, see CDCR's "FIRST LEVEL RESPONSE" 
(FLR) stamped "JAN 2 4 2020". My response to FLR is as follows:

Section D of COCR-602: FLR makes the claim that it's "inmate pop­
ulation has had greater access than ever before accomplishing their 
individual goals of communicating with counsel 
simply not true, CDCR does not have a single policy, means or path 

by which prisoners can request to obtain opportunity to communicate 

confidentially by telephone with attorneys, investigators, para­
legals, and others (i.e. "to acc^plish [the prisoner's] individual goals 

of communicating with counsel", it does not exist, not in Title 15, not in 

ISP's D.O.M. FLR suggest that a government determination of "good 
behavior" and "hard work" will at some point qualify me (under 
strict court deadlines) to have CDCR obstructions removed. Nowhere 

in the Constitution, Penal Code, Evidence Code, etc. does good or 

bad behavior translate to the award or loss of effective legal 
counsel, and it is well est- [Section D of 602-A Begins Here] 
ablished the right to Effective assistance of Counsel includes 

the right to confer and confide untrammelled in absolute privacy, 

with absolute assurance of the same, in all of my communications 
with my defense team, at all times. 6th Amendment embraces Attorney 

Client Privilege. I have those rights on DirectAppeal, but CDCR has 

perpetually destroyed them from day one till now, including it's 
relentless effort to prevent me from seeking attorneys at all. 
There is no particular security threat or safety issue in me com-

...", but that is
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CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

municating with attorneys over the telephone. CDCR's installation 

of giant barriers between me and legal counsel is CDCR's only excuse 

that it's illusive invasive non-prisoner "process" should exist— 
to maybe after massive delays — send me into an audio recording 

and eavesdropping studio to speak to attorneys/ for an unknown, 
ineffective, short span of minutes. Even if CDCR had a path or 
policy for me to phone my attorney, it could not exist as any less 
unconstitutionally invasive devisive and damaging (if to any degree 

it allows for or causes probing of or incidentally collects priv­
ileged confidential information, or disrupts duration of attorney- 
client conversations, or can in anyway be used as a tool to create 

delays) as Title 15's §3282 is, which is designed to do, and does,
1) Pry for and/or incidentally collects privileged confidential 
information (progressively as punishment for requesting .more comm­
unication), 2) Subjects my desire for effective attorney-client 

communication to severe unpredictable delays, arbitrary capricious 

access throttling, confusion, max anxiety, 3) Force the prison's 
anti-prisoners rights leaning legal team / CDCR employees trained 
in the law, straight between prisoner (client) and his legal coun­
sel (in essence transmorphing the Attorney-Client Privilege into 

something like an anti-American "Custodian of Prisoner-Attorney 
Privilege / Relationship", or C.P.A.P.), 4) Results in angering my 
family and friends in public, creating and spreading loss of conf 
idence in government systems and devaluing their perception their 

worth, or reason for legal counsel at all, 5) Drives a wedge bet­
ween what would otherwise be my effective, healthy, confident, 

informed attorney-client relationship, 6) Prevent effective screen­
ing, negotiating, meeting of minds, contracting with defense pro­
fessionals for their services, 7) Drain the bank accounts of my 
support as attorneys and other defense service professionals are 

paid but not able to be effectively utilized etc. 

are an obvious and absurd injustice violating every single law
all of which
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CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

ever created to keep government out of the Attorney-Client rel­
ationship/ out of the "Defense Camp"/ and to mandate fair oppor­
tunity for the Attorney-Client Privilege to even be able to initiate/ 

take it's natural course and be utilized. Where there is no 
reasonable (untrammelled/ prompt/ private/ privileged/ confidential/ 

adequate/ unrecorded/ meaningful/ effective) opportunity for prisoner 

to communicate with legal counsel/ THE ATTORNEY CLIENT PRIVILEGE 

IS DEAD/ my Constitution rendered a dead letter/ contrary to the 
Public's strong desire for low-cost justice system reforms that 

actually promote justice. [End of Section D].

1
^~Date Submitted;Signature:

For CDCR's response to Section D above/ see CDCR's "SECOND LEVEL 

RESPONSE" (SLR) stamped "MAR 17 2020". My response to SLR is as follows:

Section F of CDCR-602: SLR did nothing to address my appeal (of web) 
besides pointing to unconstitutional Title 15 with FLR (again rev­
ealing SLR is another unreasonable delay tool further obstructing 
my ability to effectively communicate with legal counsel (et al) 

in the due course of time). On March 19/ 2020# my opening appellate 

brief was filed without me ever once being able to discuss case 
factors of any kind with retained appellate attorney Pay Arfa (the 
opening brief is often referred to as most important document of 
appeal)! Cause of such injustice is ongoing web of what amounts to 

California's (and other') sanctioned yet illegal Right to Counsel/ 
Attorney-Client/ and Defense Camp communication obstruction/ dis­
ruption/ eavesdropping/ audio-recording/ and illegal data-warehousing 

(selective) program (cf. motion picture "Olie Big Short"). In addition to 

the absence of consent options (see Section A/ item 2 of 602-A)/ 
no CDCR dayroom I have been in displays notice that inmate tele-
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CDCR FORM 602 & 602-A APPEAL COPY

phone calls may or will be "recorded" (daily violating it's own 

unconstitutional Title 15(f) requirement). CDCR / California cannot 
force consent/ and even if notice did exist/ 1) that does not some­
how transform illegal practices into law-abiding preuctices/ 2) 

would in no way translate to my consent of government nuking the 

defenses of my life/ nor any other illegal government activity.
I have attached a declaration reciting verbatim copies of any 
and all postings (whether affixed to or painted on the walls) in 

ISP dayrooms at or anywhere near inmate "telephones" (Attorney- 

Client eavesdropping and recording devices). No changes to such 
postings have occurred since I've been at ISP. There is no const­
itutionality in CDCR'.s elimination of my 6th/ 1st/ 5th/ 8th/ 14th/ 

and 4th Amendment rights/ Attorney-Client Privilege/ Evidence Code §§ 

952-1035.8/ et al (e.g. constantly preventing my opportunity to engage in 
effective Attorney-Clinet et al Privileged Communications) by hurrying some 

tiny self-contradicting one-liners in a sub-code such as Title 15's 

§ 3282. Title 15 § 3282 is an evil one-sided oppressive & damaging 
obstacle course (applying max pressure) leaving the momentary prize 
for somebody elses performance (if they can ever complete it) comp­
letely ambiguous and arbitrary with no rights being safeguarded 

i.e. what/ if / when/ where/ with whO/ how much/ device limits and uses/ required 

minimum assurances and safeguards/ prohibition of forcing calls to occur in 
audio-recording and eavesdropping studio or BPH Battletrap/ etc.). Prolonged 

exposure to such (...) and interference has forced compounding and 

irreparable legal trouble and psycological torcher
"web" constitutes psycological waterboarding (upon those who under­
stand the web exists as it does). Web's soaring level of perplexing attri­
butes do not relieve CDCR of responsibility for them. Incentive for government 
to continue retaliating and conspiring against me for whistle­
blowing remains astronomically high (via CDCR's hyper-active int­
egrations with Orange county Sheriff/ Orange County District Att-

Dynamic of• • •
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orney/ et al). Rights and .Responsibility Statement is attached 

regarding CC2 J.Hernandez and others> it was in earlier appeals 

abusively rejected by ISP appeals coordinator. That banks get 
robbed/ doesn't mean 1 consent to that going .into one/ even if 
Notice is posted. [End of Section F]..

ate Submitted; fthSignature:
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DECLARATION OF BRANDEN E. SHUMATE REGARDING I.S.P.'S B-YARD 

POSTINGS AT OR ANYWHERE NEAR INMATE DAYROOM "TELEPHONE"

1/ Branden E. Shumate/ declare as follows:

^1. The Ironwood Prison's (ISP) inmate dayroom telephone on B-Yard 

are arranged as follows. Two telephones on opposites sides of 

each building's dayroom. To the upper side of one telephone on both 
\^sides of each dayroom are two red plastic postings (18" x 20"/ one 
^Spanish/ one English) / and two green plastic postings (8" x 9"/ one 
^Spanish/ one English). Although two additional telephones were added 

^to each side of each dayroom in each building on E-Yard on August
15th/ 2019/the postings remain unchanged with it still unclear which 
posting applies to which telephone/ if any at all. e.g. There is 

no language to correllate which telephone the random language applies 
^ tO/ if any — the postings say "this telephone"/ and the postings 

O are not directly above or "at" (cf. Title 15 §3282 (f)) any particular tele- 

nor are they "at" or above "each" telephone (cf.Title 15 §3282(f)).^ phone/
^According to Title 15 §3282 (f)/ the purpose of the postings are 
S to inform inmates which particular telephone is "capable of recording 

^ and monitoring" (cf.Titlel5 §3282 (f))/yet that cannot be determined. 

Ci^The above mentioned postings (a verbatim copy of such postings will be 
^•recited below) have remained in place and unchanged for at least 

between the dates of July 20th/ 2018/ and March 25th/ 2020.
51)
“D
^2. The following is the English language stated (verbatim) in small 

white letters within the red plastic postings mentioned above:

"All telephone calls placed from this telephone are subject . 
to monitoring. This telephone automatically brands each call 
as originating from a State Prison. In addition / this phone 
will automatically disconnect 15 minutes after your connec­
tion. Your first warning will occur 13 minutes into the call 
and alert you that you have 2 minutes remaining. A second 
warning 14 minutes into the call will inform you have one 
minute remaining. A third warning 14^ minutes into the call
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will state that 30 seconds remain. After 15 minutes, a 
recorded message states that the 15-minutes has been 
exceeded and that your phone will disconnect."

3. The following is the English language stated (verbatim) in small 
^white letters within the green plastic postings mentioned above:

"Any caLls placed on this telephone may be monitored 
without prior notice to the caller or person called.
The caller is responsible for notifying the person 
called that their conversation may be monitored."

^4. The following is the English language stated (verbatim ) in large 
black block lettering painted on each side of the dayroom in each 

^ building

O

on B-Yard:

"COACHELA VALLEY SEXUAL ASSAULT SERVICES • 78370 HWY 
111 SUITE 130 LA QUINTA CA 92253 • TOLL FREE 760- 
568-9071"

OO
5o
J

t
I
ex
VO
H

S)
>
\J

^ If Branden B. Shumate, declare under penalty of perjury that the 

foregoing is true and correct.

/Marc/? ol5^,S.oSlO Signature:'Date:
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RIGHTS & RESPONSIBILITY STATEMENT

Citizen's Complaint Rights & Responsibility Statement:

"YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO MAKE A COMPLAINT AGAINST A 

POLICE OFFICER [this includes a departmental peace 

officer] FOR ANY IMPROPER POLICE [or peace] OFFICER 
CONDUCT. CALIFORNIA LAW REQUIRES THIS AGENCY TO HAVE- 
A PROCEDURE TO INVESTIGATE CITIZEN'S [or inmate's / 

parolees'] COMPLAINTS. YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO A WRITTEN 

DESCRIPTION OF THIS PROCEDURE. THIS AGENCY MAY FIND 
AFTER INVESTIGATION THAT THERE IS NOT ENOUGH EVID­
ENCE TO WARRANT ACTION ON YOUR COMPLAINT; EVEN IF

to

SS
THAT IS THE CASE, YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO MAKE THE 

COMPLAINT AND HAVE IT INVESTIGATED IF YOU BELIEVE 
AN OFFICER BEHAVED IMPROPERLY. CITIZEN [or inmate / 

parolee] COMPLAINTS MUST BE RETAINED BY THIS AGENCY 

FOR AT LEAST FIVE YEARS."
o
o
J

Date

ol
In

4

H
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ISPSTATE OF CALffORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION 

OFFICE OF APPEALS 
P. 0.80X942883 

SACRAMENTO, CA 94283-0001

FEB 242020 

Appeals Office
TK LEVEL APPEAL DECISIONins

00212019Date:

In re: Branden Shumate, BG19S4 
. Ironwood State Prison 

P.O.Box2229 
^ Blythe, CA 92226

Local Log No.: ISP-19-00632TLRCaseNo.: 1909643

This matter was reviewed on behalf of the Secretary of the California Department of Corrections and 
. Rehabilitation (CDCR) by Appeals Examiner D. Foston, Captain. All submitted documentation and 

^ supporting arguments of the parties have been considered.
I Appellant’s argument: It is the appellant's position that the Ironwood State Prison (ISP) 
inappropriately cancelled appeal log #ISP-19-00449. The appellant request that the cancelled appeal be 
accepted for processing; written authorization to attach three pages of documentation detailing mistakes made 
by the ISP Appeals Office; and written authorization to attach four pages of information relative to qualifying 
a cancelled appeal for processing.
II Second Level’s Decision: The reviewer found that there was no basis to grant the appeal. On 

^ April 24, 2019, appeal log #ISP-19-00449 was cancelled as the appellant was attempting to appeal access to
legal counsel, current telecommunication provider, and augmentation of current housing unit structure. The 

^ Second Level of Review (SLR) determined these issues were contained in appeal log #ISP-19-00038 which 
• was previously filed by the appellant. The appellant received multiple rejection notices for appeal log #ISP- 

19-00038 and advisements on how to correct the appeal deficiencies to allow for processing. The appellant 
^ chose to disregard the advisements; therefore, on April 24, 2019, appeal log #ISP-19-00449 was cancelled as 
> a duplicate to appeal log #ISP-19-00038 upon which a decision was rendered or is pending. The appeal was 
^ denied at the SLR.

III THIRD Level Decision: Appeal is granted in part.
U-

A. Findings: The Third Level of Review (TLR) has conducted a thorough and comprehensive review 
of the appellant's appeal issue. The TLR does not concur with the decision rendered by the SLR. The 
California Code of Regulations, Title IS, Section (CCR) 3084.6(a) states in part, “Appeals may be 
rejected pursuant to subsection 3084.6(b), or cancelled pursuant to subsection 3084.6(c), as determined 
by the appeals coordinator. (1) Unless the appeal is cancelled, the appeals coordinator shall provide 
clear and sufficient instructions regarding further actions the inmate or parolee must take to qualify the 
appeal for processing. (2) An appeal that is rejected pursuant to subsection 3084.6(.b) may later be 
accepted if the reason noted for the rejection is corrected and the appeal is returned by the inmate or 
parolee to the appeals coordinator within 30 calendar days of rejection.” The CCR 3084.1(f) states, “An 
inmate or parolee has the right to file one appeal every 14 calendar days unless the appeal is accepted as 
an emergency appeal. The 14 calendar day period shall conunence on the day following the appellant's 
last accepted appeal.” As appeal log #ISP-19-00038 was never accepted for processing and was not 
returned by the inmate for processing, the examiner finds that appeal log #ISP-19-00449 is not a 
duplicate issue as there was no appeal regarding the issue being processed. Review of appeal log #ISP- 
19-00449 revealed the appellant is appealing the phone service provided and the lack of confidentiality. 
The examiner finds that this appeal can be processed as currently written. The appeal is granted in part 
at the TLR.
B. Basis for the Decision:
CCR: 3001, 3084.1,3084.3,3084.5,3084.6
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PEB :2 4 im
Appeals Office

BRANDEN SHUMATE, BG1954 
CASE NO. 1909643 
PAGE 2

C. Order: The ISP shall accept appeal log #ISP-19-00449 for processing at the TLR, provided the 
appellant’s submission is in accordance with the mandates of ^e CCR 3084.8. The appellant is 
instructed to attach this decision letter with his submission of appeal log #ISP-19-00449 to the ISP 
Appeals OfBce.

This issue was discussed with the office of the Chief DepuQf Warden via fax.
This decision exhausts the administrative remedy available to the appellant within CDCR.

c___
D. FOSTON, Appeals Examiner 

cS Office of Appeals
Warden, ISP
Appeals Coordinator, ISP

cc:
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STATE.OF CAUFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABIUTATION

DIVISIOrj-OF ADULT INSTITUTIONS
IRONWOOD STATE PRISON 
19005 Wiley^s Well Road 
P.0.80x2225 
Blythe, CA 92226-2229

GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

ISP x
FEB 2 4 ZOZO 

Appeals Office
March 6, 2019

Branden E. Shumate 
CDCR#BG1954 
Ironwood State Prison 
B2 - 217U

Dear Inmate Shumate:
\Dvn:.
^ This letter is in response to your request for public records dated February 14, 2019 and 

. ^ received by J. Hernandez, CCII on February 25,2019, for records regarding the following:

1). The complete list of names and their correlative telephone numbers of all attorneys, 
investigators, paralegals, experts, all other defense service providersettorney referral services, 
clergy, government agencies, and all other professionals and entities that when any of their 
telephone numbers are dialed on CDCR's Global Tel Link telephones immediately disables the 

^ systems automatic call recording mechanism and does not record any portion of any 

o communication associated with numbers on list.

r*

Q
Your request is under review and a 14-day extension of time is necessary under Government 

^ Code 6253(c) to determine whether the requested documents may be publicly disclosed.
Additional time is necessary to make the determination due to the need to search for and 

^ collect the requested records from field facilities or other establishments that are separate 
^ from the office processing the request.

I expect to provide you with a determination by March 20,2019.

"B> For future correspondence send your request to Ironwood State Prison, Litigation Coordinator, 
P.O. Box 2229, Blythe, CA 92226.

ISP^ Sincerely,
APR 4 7 2019

APPEAIS OFFICE

1 Hernandez', c6H—^
Litigation Coordinator/PRA Coordinator 
Ironwood State Prison
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
INMATePAROLEE REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW, ITEM OR SERVICE 
CDCR-0022 (10-09)

SECTION A: INMATE/PAROLEE REQUEST

OEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION

I a-fl
NAMEIPrtnt): (LAST NAME)

Shutmh*. T^randaA
eOCNllMBEfl:(FIRST NAME)

HOUSINOfBEO NUMBER: TOPIC (LE. MAIL, CONOmON OP CONFWEMENT/PAROLC. ETC.):AS81QNMENT:

itiaDo nIo+RecDfi^ Cis+CoMp-U-hi TU/W-T HOURS FROM. TO.

rtlAvtfafJfC /ypaliin\ffi<4-^
all b^/ifird(>fpiMSA ^i»ri/ic/»pO)\/iJf*r<. /x-ifervifiy rpAirnal .wrif/^yj f-lia/yj/j -

rvipti^ fltW Alt i/jVi^kI aMy f>P4}Afil/‘4-i»lfipUsiW iMJitJiKt/'.K
Auiiiiff .-^lA rncR-^ filekal Tia| / Ivkif^eiTtl^-hflefVkrAWS liuYUtiB/A'fr^^oly Jftialni/t.r g|/W»aLuV 

CAIt rg<*gf>ji^ ftAtff AVirl Aift- f/ogso^aAy^fri/fiA
lAirriA/itiy 4<a|.Bpllffrtig. ni.nvilfiiapfs) lish fJpli]nfr lA/ASCp5fcrfg Pn'Sfi'A or Trn\‘i\i3.-vriSkrho Pf/fert
/ftuj lihraiy ar-fiir‘t Kau'ft ftAy />f4Ws (tsf i;rtgArg£j/g.<4iu^ AVii^Uifiy g.f/o iXc^iA

0>aDED,IF REQUEST IS MAILED **

3 INMAT^A^EE):

METHOD OF DEUVERY (CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX ) **NO RECEIPT WILL BE PR'
^ SENT THROUGH MAIL: ADDRESSED TO:________ CCjL rT^H^^rAAlTVjeg.
□ DELIVERED TO STAFF (STAFF TO COMPLETE BOX BELOW AND GIVE GOLDENROD COPY TO

DATE MAILED<3q/L/33 /^/?

( / * PORWAROEO TOtUlQT  ̂STAFF?
^ONE) HO

ECENEO BY: PRINT tT«FF lUME:

1/ Ai/z^fla
SIGNATURE:

IF FORWARDED - TO WHOM: METHOD OF DEUVERY:

(CIRCtE ONE) IN PERSON BY US MAI.

OATEOE).

SECTION B: STAFF RESPONSE
RESPONDING STAFF NAME: DATE RETURNED:DATE:

PrO'^zt, Litto or ‘/SJ/i'V 2,/o t//^
0»r Or cLiXcJtjJ'Ltj'-f^ Or Qu/tj^ ^ Ujl/XtCJ/L. I S’ nji4-P Jt-fi ____

-froru cLUcXnSiW’^^ ^Pi.laLr. p^fiyirLs. , /Vi<xl| A>^. rpau^x^r^

SECTION C: REQUEST FOR SUPERVISOR REVIEW
PROVIDE REASON WHY YOU DISAGRS WITH STAFF RESPONSE AND FORWARD TO RESPONDENTS SUPER\'ISOR IN PERSON OR BY US MAIL. KEEP FINAL CANARY

njLy \/a^Ui0^^i”r4if)w “Pi fi^gOOi^gg iiapjs Ao-f- af\svjAf ■5p»cfiW)A qjM/i4-i'pv\
AWnvP. B

ii^VlQ4'4V\P-li'.V^ ^ y/atj

“ OATEtUBMinED:SBNA1

5^
SECTION D; SUPERVISOR'S REVIEW
RECEIVED SUPERVISOR (NAME); DATC . >

' ^xX-1
nof-,guJtz^^ ^uah

Of^cfx
(

Distribution: Original - Return to Inmate/Parolee; Canary - Inmate/Parolee's 2nd Copy: Pink - Staff Members Copy; Goldenrod - InmateiParolee's 1 si Copy.



REQUEST TO INSPECT PUBLIC RECORDS 
CDCR 1432 Form (rev. 09/07)

NAME OF RECORD(S) OR DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT MATTER:

A complete copy (with accurate reference to all revisions and the 

dates in which compliance to them became operative between January 

_ 1st, 2012 and March 14th, 2019) of CDCR's set of guidelines, poli- 

cies and.procedures which manage and have managed how the CDCR's 
current and past telecommunication(s) provider(s)(between January 

1st, 2012 and March 14th, 2019) processes inmate telephone calls.

^ FACILITY OR OFFICE WHERE THE RECORD IS MAINTAINED: Ironwood State 
^Prison; California Department of Corrections & Rehabilitation; or 

^ any of its field facilities or other establishments seperate from 

^ the office processing this request.

Reproduce a complete copy of the above named record for my use. 
^ I agree to pay postage and 12 cents for each page photocopied.
5
^ REQUESTOR'S 

4 SIGNATURE:^
^ DATE: March 14th, 2019 
^ REQUESTOR'S ADDRESS: IRONWOOD STATE PRISON (See address below) 

^ BG1954 ; B2-217-U | P.O. Box 2199 Blythe, CA 92226 

Cil REQUESTOR'S PHONE NUMBER: N/A (Prisoner)

IE : BRANDEN EDWARD SHUMATE

ISP
JO FEB 2 4 2020 

Appeals Office
■>

QJ

ISP
rt-R VI

appeals OFFICE

u
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ISP. . * ISP
■...........................................................................I

Wif B; ai,5
APPEALS ^Cp

t

SIATEOFOAIjrtWMA FEB 0 I WlfffPPiWTMEJJT
INMATBPAROLEE REQUEST FOR INTERVIEW. ITEM OR SERVICE .^'3
COCR-OaSItiMM) _____

SECTION A: INMATE/PAROLEE REQUEST APPEALS OFFICB

OF CORRECn IONS AhO) REHAOLniM lUN

(MM); MtTluim FMfiMiiq

(
tT'f-, ' f

I TcwriiML wm^rtmmtmarcoimmrmmmMa
The Cb No^-Reco, L'*£i*»-

LI.FTe.1;
p p r- HOURS raON. TO.

■' ■ - 4 I -

CLEARLY STATE THE SERVICE OR ITEM REQUESTED OR REASON FOR INTERVIEW;
■ !l r. P.I.V r p.. - i.'* • rI * A.<»*r^

‘-T ' *
4

S
. , i J!-^- t ' C. i ’ U% S 1 f 4 ;. I

.1* ■■ ; . ,1.!. 4..* rp'l ,■< , 1 .T .1>> Tir- * "f f.—
I •* I.. -7 i fI«

■ < * #-* iJ ■»« f

Iei ' *
T-/ ..1^* 4ll P-tl'S' ■'ll» ( ■'Y J, J t A , i \ fi

JV *r f *
«♦ r ~. t/ I 4 •ij,' i A. f

i .
M *

” t* %^ _̂_
^ METHOD OF DEUVERYCCHECKAPPROPWATE BOX) **N0 RFCPm- WIM. RE PROVinRH IE REQUEST IS MAII.KU

SENT THROUGH MAIL: ADDRESSED TO:______ CCS .T.K'- \ rt •'tLrl>-Z.
^^^0 DELIVERED TO STAFF (STAFF TO COMPLETE BOX BELOW AND GIVE GOLDENROD COPY TO INMATE/PAROLEE):

r4 iI J i

ww

DATEMAIKKI)! M. / / t

•V: RRMT STAFT NAME: OATEi snNATum: FOMWARQCD TO ANOINBI STAFF?
/' /> / (CIRCLE ONE) NOt

I OATS OEUVBREDMAAED: METHOD OF DBJVBIV: 
(ORCLE ONE) M BYUSMAA

SECTION B: STAFF RESPONSE
:RT**Pl DATF; MONATURE: OATEREniRNED:

ISPo
H FFRfAg02Q
4^

Appeals lsTuI^
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR

DIVISION OF ADULT INSTITUTIONS
IRONWOOD STATE PRISON 
1900§ Wiley's Well Road 
P.O. Box 2229 
Blythe. CA 92226-2229

ISP mFEB 2 4 2020 

Appeals OfficeJAN 2 4 2020
Appellant: Shumate, Branden 

^ CDCR#: BG1964
A Housing Unit: Facility B Building 3 Cell 125 

Vo Ironwood State Prison 
PO Box 2199 

^ Blythe, CA 92226

Dear Mr. Shumate
!>

^ FIRST LEVEL RESPONSE APPEAL LOG # ISP-B-19-00449

SUMMARY OF APPEAL
You are appealing the issue of not being able to discuss confidential legal matters with your 
attorney over the state contracted Global Tel Link (GTL) phone service offered to you in your 
housing unit.

it

^ You are requesting the installation of an unrecorded, unmonitored, non-GTL and un- 
• programmable standard telephone within the dayroom to allow you the daily opportunity to 

^ communicate with any attorney.

^ EFFEaiVE COMMUNICATION:
A Was additional assistance required to achieve effective communication? OYes I^No.

A review of the Disability and Effective Communication System revealed that you have a 
ol TABE Score of 9.9, you are not a participant in the Mental Health Service Delivery System and 
VT) you have no physical or developmental disabilities, which would preclude you from being able 
H to communicate your concerns in an interview without assistance.

SUMMARY OF INQUIRY
^ An interview was conducted with you for the purpose of this response on 

- — Wednesday, January 8, 2020. During the interview, you reiterated your appeal complaint with 
^ nothing further to add.

^ A thorough inquiry has been conducted for the purpose of this response.

Due to changing laws, department policies and the rehabilitation goals of California the 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR), our inmate population has had greater 
access than ever before accomplishing their individual goals of communicating with counsel to 
fight past and current cases. CDCR has made unprecedented progress in recognizing hard 
work and good behavior set forth by inmates who are serious about their rehabilitation goals 
and returning to society.

) r>-(- ^



ISPAppellant: Shumate, Branden
CDCR#BG1954
First Level Appeal Response
Log#ISP-B-19-00449
Page 2 of 2

FEB 2 4 2020 

Appeals Office

A review of your appeal determined you are dissatisfied with the current requirements set 
forth in. the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 15, Section 3282(g)(1), which states in 

'—s part, "Confidential calls may be approved on a case-by-case basis by the institution head or 
. ^ designee, upon written request from an attorney on the attorney's office letterhead 

stationery. The request shall be made by written request via U. S. Postal Service or facsimile to 
^ the Institution Litigation Coordinator or designee..."

(f) In order for you to have placed or received an attorney/inmate confidential phone call, it must 
''^have already received approval/clearance in accordance with subsections (g)(1), (g)(2) and 

^(g)(4) of CCR, Title 15, Section 3282.

^ APPEAL RESPONSE
^ For the reasons stated above your appeal is DENIED at the First Level.

If you are dissatisfied with the First Level of Response, complete Section D of the 
CDCR 602 and explain the reason. Attach supporting documents and submit to the Appeals 

QQ Coordinator within 30 calendar days of the response date for further processing. If you need 
^ more space, use Seaion D of the CDCR 602-A.

rJ 0
lAL W. INS

<2 Facility B Yard Sergeant 
^ Ironwood State Prison

T^sociate Warden Programs (A) 
Ironwood State Prison

Vo*
H
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STATE OF CiALIFORNIA — DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

DIVISION OF ADULT INSTITUTIONS
IRONWOOD STATE PRISON 
19005 Wiley’s Well Road 

' P.O. Box ?229 
Blythe, CA 92226-2229 I

MAR n JUS
Appellant: Shumate, Branden 
CDCR#:BG1954 
Housing Unit: BFB3-125 
Ironwood State Prison 

. P. O. Box 2199 
^ Blythe, CA 92226

^ Dear Inmate Shumate:

- SECOND LEVEL RESPONSE APPEAL LOG # ISP-B-19-00449

§ SUMMARY OF APPEAL
You are appealing the issue of being able to discuss confidential legal matters with your attorney 
over the state contracted Global Tel Link (GTL) phone service to you in your housing unit.

^ You are requesting the installation of an unrecorded, unmonitored, non-GTL and un- 
O programmable standard telephone within the dayroom to allow you the daily opportunity to 
^ communicate with an attorney.

)r EFFECTIVE COMMUNICATION
^ Was additional assistance required to achieve effective communication? QYes |^No. A review 
^ of the Disability and Effective Communication System revealed that you have a TABE Score of 9.9, 
U' you are not a participant in the Mental Health Service Delivery System and you have no physical 
Q. or developmental disabilities, which would preclude you from being able to communicate your 
Vo concerns in an interview without assistance.

H
SUMMARY OF INQUIRY

^ An interview was conducted with you on the First Level Response by Correctional Sergeant 
'p G. Madrigal on Wednesday, January 8, 2020, .within the Facility B Program Office. During the 
> interview, you reiterated your appeal complaint with nothing further to add. This concluded the 

interview with you.

Correctional Sergeant G. Madrigal reviewed your appeal and determined the current 
requirements set forth in the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 15, Section 3282(g)(1), 
which states in part "Confidential calls may be approved on a case-by-case basis by the institution 
head or designee, upon written request from an attorney via U.S Postal Service or facsimile to 
the Institution Litigation Coordinator or designee".

/ Orf ^i



Appellant: Shumate, Branden 
CDCR#: BG1954 
Second Level Appeal Response 
Log#: ISP-B-19-00449 
Page 2 of 2

A thorough inquiry has been conducted for the purpose of this response. Based on the 
aforementioned information and a review of the appeal and supporting documentations, I 

• concur with the outcome of the First Level of Review.

APPEAL RESPONSE
For the reasons stated above your appeal is DENIED at the Second Level of Review.

if you are dissatisfied with the Second Level of Response, complete Section F of the CDCR 602. 
Explain reason; attach supporting documents and submit by mail for Third Levei Review. The 

y inmate Appeals Branch must receive the appeal within 30 calendar days of the response date. 
^ Mail all documents to Chief, Inmate Appeals Branch, Department of Corrections and 

^ Rehabilitation, PO Box 942883, Sacramento, CA 94283-0001. If you need more space, use 
^ Section F of the CDCR 602-A.

Sincerely,
to
tP
5
Cl P. HERNANDEZ 
^ Correctional Lieutenant 

Ironwood State Prison
Chief Deputy Warden 
Ironwood State Prison

2
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GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNORSTATE OF CAUFORNIA -DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABIUTATION

OFFICE OF APPEALS
P.O.BOX 942883 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94283-0001

OFFICE OF APPEALS (THIRD LEVEL) DECISION

JUL 3 0 2020Date:

In re: Branden Shumate, BG1954 
. Ironwood State Prison (ISP)

Local Log No.: ISP-19-00449 
TLRCaseNo.: 2005876

§
‘t ISSUE ON APPEAL: The appellant asserts that he should be allowed to make confidential legal 

telephone calls with his lawyer within his housing unit. The appellant requests that the institution 
install unrecorded and unmonitored telephones in his housing unit to allow for the opportunity to 
make daily telephone calls to his attorney.

n. RULES AND REFERENCES:
CONTROLLING AUTHORITY:
• California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title IS, Section: 3001, 3084.1, 3282(g)(1) 
DOCUMENTS CONSIDERED:
• CDCR Form 602 ISP-19-00449 and attachments

ON I.

^1

s:
^ m. REASONING AND DECISION: Denied

After a thorough review of all documents and evidence available at the time of this written decision, it is 
the order of the Office of Appeals that the appeal is DENIED. As the appellant was informed by the institution, 
the CCR 3282(g)(1) specifically outlines the Department’s approved policy on obtaining confidential legal 

£ telephone calls. The appellant is afforded access to confidential telephone calls if he follows established 
^ procedures as well as access to the courts. Despite the appellant’s dissatisfaction, this review finds no evidence of 

Cl,: a violation of existing policy or regulation by the institution based upon the arguments and evidence presented. 
^ The appellant has failed to demonstrate any material adverse effect upon his welfare as mandated within the 

CCR 3084.1(a). This decision exhausts the administrative remedies available to the appellant within the CDCR.
IV. REMEDY
Your appeal has been denied. Therefore, there is no applicable remedy.

H

J Original Signed by:

K.J. ALLEN, Appeals Examiner 
Office of Appeals

cc: Warden, ISP
Grievance Coordinator, ISP

I o-P I



ISP

FEB 2 4 ZOZO 

Appeals OtticBINMATE APPEAL ROUTE SLIP

To: AW PROGRAMS Date: January 2, 2020

From: INMATE APPEALS OFFICE

Re: Appeal Log Number ISP-B-19-00449 By Inmate SHUMATE, BG1954

Please assign this appeal to appropriate staff for FIRST level response.

^ Appeal Issue: LIVING CONDITIONS 
Due Date: 02/10/2020 
Special Needs:

P.

1̂
 STAFF INSTRUCTIONS: Per California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 15, Section 

3084.7(e)(2), first level appeal review requires a personal interview with the inmate 
unless the appeal is granted. This policy is not within the institution’s jurisdiction and 
cannot be waived. CCR, Title 15, Section 3084.7(e)(4) provides that a telephonic 
interview may be conducted if the inmate is not available in person.

§

lo

s Begin response with GRANTED, DENIED, PARTIALLY GRANTED or 
WITHDRAWN. When complete, return appeal to the Appeals Office. All first level 

^ appeals require signature of the Division Head. Appeals that are incomplete will be 
^ returned for appropriate completion.

% Refer to D.O.M. 54100 for instructions.
£ir

O-
V)
F

P. Birdsong
^ Appeals Coordinator 

Ironwood State PrisonS
at

(npI Si



INMATE APPEAL ROUTE SLIP

To: AW PROGRAMS 

From: INMATE APPEALS OFFICE

§ Re: Appeal Log Number ISP-B-19-00449 By Inmate SHUMATE, BG1954

^ Please assign this appeal to appropriate staff for SECOND level response.

Appeal Issue: LIVING CONDITIONS 
Due Date: 04/07/2020 

^ Special Needs:

STAFF INSTRUCTIONS:

Date: M^ch 2, 2020

•V
^ Second level appeals require a personal interview if not afforded at the first level. Begin 
g your response with: GRANTED, DENIED, PARTIALLY GRANTED or 
^ WITHDRAWN. When complete, return to Appeals Office. Appeals that are incomplete

will be returned to the responding staff for appropriate completion. Refer tP D.O.M. 
54100 for instructions.

'o

o
<3 P. Birdsong 

Appeals Coordinator 
Ironwood State Prison

4

acc
Q-
V)
M
ca)

.'»j
>

'a

^



BRANDEN EDWaRD SHUMATE 
CDC No BG1954 • B3-125 
Ironwood Prison 
P.O. Box 2199 
Blythe, Ca 92226

REC BY OOA
JAN 2 1 2020

January 15th, 202

Chief Inmate Appeal Branch 
Cal. Dept, of Corr. & Rehab. 
P.O. Box 942883 
Sacramento, Ca 94283*0001
Re; TLR 1909643

Dear Appeals Examiner Dfoston,

Thank you for your time and consideration. Attached is your two 
sz page THIRD LEVEL APPEAL DECISION dated "OCT 28, 2019". On ^age two 

is item C.ORDER, which essentially determined ISP was to accept appeal 
^ log #ISP-19-00449 (Obstruction of Justice/Racketeering) within 30 days 
o of the date of the order (f'OCT 28, 2019"). Following my compliance 
^ with such instruction, ISP appeals coordinator P.Birdsong refused to 
< comply, instead sending me a vauge, confusing, and impossible to 
g have complied with modification order dated "Dec 20, 2019", which I 
^ received on December 24th, 2019. This modification orderrhad a due 

W date of December 27th, 2019. On December 26th, 2019, I informed the 
ISP appeals office that they already had appeal log #ISP-19-00449 

g (Obstruction of Justice/Racketeering) due to my compliance with the 
^ "OCT 28, 2019" dated THIRD LEVEL APPEAL DECISION, and therefore I 
\n was unable to send it. I did however include a copy of the modifica- 

tion order within such correspondence. P.Birdsong appears to suggest 
I did not comply with the instruction for me to have sent ISP-19-00 
449 to the ISP appeals office within 30 days, and therefore he's 
going to try and send me through the whole appeals process again,

& starting at square one. I odject to P.Birdsong's failure to comply 
^ with the "OCT 28, 2019" dated THIRD LEVEL APPEAL DECISION, and I 

odject to any claim of me not specifically complying with the inst- 
—^ruction stated in item C.ORDER of that decision. My compliance with 

such instructioD.::was by USPS mail, which relies on an unreliable 
prison mail delivery system. In addition to routine invasion of my 

^ privileged confidential legal mail, disappearing and significantly 
delayed mail delivery, I am also attaching a December 12th, 2019,

^ M.A.C. meeting minutes copy as more evidence of my claim against the 
prison mail delivery system responsible for interfering with my 

^ direct appeal and compliance with item C.ORDER of THIRD LEVEL APPEAL 
5“ DECISION dated "OCT 28, 2019".

Branden Edward ShumnCte

\ 0^ \



State of California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation
Office of Appeals

( ^ (Memorandum m%

Date : January 31. 2020

To
Branden Shumate, BG1954

^ ,2"ISP

0
<.

U1

? $ 

1 ~

Subject: APPEAL ACTIVITY

This is in response to correspondence received January 21, 2020. You are encouraged 
to contact the Appeals Coordinator at Ironwood State Prison (ISP) with questions 
regarding the action taken relative to the Third Level modification order for appeal 
ISP-19-00632 (TLR 1909643). Be advised, any dissatisfaction with appeals processing 
conducted by institutional staff at ISP may be directed to the hiring authority.

Vo

r|

t-lM. Harder, SSMI 
Office of Appeals S'
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MEN'S ADVISORY ■COUNCIL •

iVlEETSNG MINUTES
Subject; Monthly Meeting oh December 12, 2019

This meeting started with Sgt. Barrara on hand to answer any questions. atTri cwrcwM 
Sgt. at Arms Anderson called the meeting to order, then gave* the floor over to lAC Chairman 
Wicker.

Chairman Wicker started off by informing the MAC body that the mail room has been contact- 
over onRoing concerns of missing mail; Such as stamps and letters. Letters that have been 
sent in with visiting forms have not all been sent on to the inmate after being : 
the mail room Sgt. tMs is all now being looked into. Mail room staff stated they were not 
aware of these issues. Sgt. Barrara informed Both Qiairman Wicker and Secretary Johnson, of 

^ the phone call she made to the mail room and the response she was gave.
Chairman Wicker then gave the floor over to V. Chairman Jackson; Who then took the time t( 

read off to the MAC Body the minutes from the last Warden's meeting. These minutes were post 
in all units on Dec. 5th.

received. P-

^ V. Chairman Jackson then called on Parlimentarian Cura to speak on any kitchen issues. Cui 
^ stated that a meeting was held with all the food management staffers on hand. Issues that
^ were spoke on by all executive body members. Cold food, short jportions, bad fruit and v^tat
O produce being passed out. Large portions of vegetable meals with very little if at all meat 
O portions. Lastly that we're still not being allowed to take out our fruit or vegetable as pa 
^ of our lunch.

, S Statement gave by food service staff members. "We were unaware of these issues. We'll lool 
^ into trying to fix these problems. With the cold food and portions." At this time it was als 

said that due to the fruit and or vegetable not being covered by way of bag or wrapping fooc
staffers caa't allow for it to leave the kitchen. This is one iof the many pass the buck on-

^ going issues between officers and food staffers. At this time one of the body members has a 
602 in SAC. and is waiting the response. Lastly food management staff said they'll responed 
to all writen concers. As they are saying they were unaware of any problems concerning the 
food issues here on Bravo Yard.-

I
Yard Issues

C Due to the ongoing chapel issues, and the modified use of if. It is being asked to find 
^ a time-slot within the week for A2B inmates. As they are being left out. Sgt. Barrara will 

be looking into this problem.in Unit Issues
^ Unit (1) MAC member Stephens stated that the drinking fountains need to be fixed or replaced 

as they are broke and hardly working; For months now. 'Also he asked for cell #126 to 
be condemned due to poor-conditions of this cell. And as to when cell #250 will be
receiving the parts needed in order to reopen it. As it has been condemned since
January* 17, 2017. Lastly he wanted to know vdien the air will be fixed. As there is 
no air or just low air throughout the building.

% Unit (2) MAC members stated that showers were now on track. Through they too have water
fountains that need to be looked at and fixed. Also that not all their building staff
are following the unlock release. And that Lt. Moore is delaying the 3rd/W release 
everyday. And with his officers not being on point this is leading to more problems 
with their buildings releases.

to

o->

I of I
(lAOj Secretary Johnson(lAC) Chairman Wicker



STATE OF CAUF08NU
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABIUTATION 

OFFICE OF APPEAL 
P.O. BOX 942883 

SACRAMENTO. CA 94283-0001

THIRD LEVEL APPEAL DECISION

OCT 2 8 2019Date:

In re: Branden Shumate, BG1954 
Ironwood State Prison 
P.O. Box 2229 
Blythe. CA 92226

Local Log No.: ISP-19-00632TLRCaseNo.: 1909643

This matter was reviewed on behalf of the Secretary of the California Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation (CDCR) by Appeals Examiner D. Foston, Captain. All submitted documentation and 
supporting arguments of the parties have been considered.
I Appellant’s argument: It is the appellant's position that the Ironwood State Prison (ISP) 
inappropriately cancelled appeal log #ISP-19-00449. The appellant request that the cancelled appeal be 
accepted for processing: written authorization to attach Oiree pages of documentation detailing mistakes made 
by the ISP Appeals Office; and written authorization to attach four pages of information relative to qualifying 
a cancelled appeal for processing.
II Second Level’s Decision: The reviewer found that there was no basis to grmt the appeal. On 
April 24,2019, appeal log #ISP-19-00449 was cancelled as the appellant was attempting to appeal access to 
legal counsel, current telecommunication provider, and augmentation of current housing unit structure. The 
Second Level of Review (SLR) determined these issues were contained in appeal log #ISP-19-00038 which 
was previously fUed by the appellant. The appellant received multiple rejection notices for appeal log #ISP- 
19-00038 and advisements on how to correct the appeal deficiencies to allow for processing. The appellant 
chose to disregard the advisements; therefore, on April 24,2019, appeal log #ISP-19-00449 was cancelled as 
a duplicate to appeal log #ISP-19-00038 upon which a decision was rendered or is pending. The appeal was 
denied at the SLR.
m Third Level Decision: Appeal is granted in part.

A. Findings: The Third Level of Review (TLR) has conducted a thorough and comprehensive review 
of the appellant's appeal issue. The TLR does not concur with the decision rendered by the SLR. The 
California Code of Regulations, Title IS, Section (CCR) 3084.6(a) states in part, “Appeals may be 
rejected pursuant to subsection 3084.6(b), or cancelled pursuant to subsection 3084.6(c), as determined 
by the appeals coordinator. (1) Unless the appeal is cancelled, the appeals coordinator shall provide 
clear and sufficient instructions regarding further actions the inmate or parolee must take to qu^ify the 
appeal for processing. (2) An appeal that is rejected pursuant to subsection 3084.6(b) may later be 
accepted if the reason noted for the rejection is corrected and the appeal is returned by the inmate or 
parolee to the appeals coordinator within 30 calendar days of rejection.” The CCR 3084.1(f) states, “An 
inmate or parolee has the right to file one appeal every 14 calendar days unless the appeal is accepted as 
an emergency appeal. The 14 calendar day period shall commence on the day following the appellant's 
last accepted appeal.” As appeal log #ISP-19-00038 was never accepted for processing and was not 
returned by the inmate for processing, the examiner finds that appeal log #1SP-19-00449 is not a 
duplicate issue as there was no appeal regarding the issue being processed. Review of appeal log #ISP- 
19-00449 revealed the appellant is appealing the phone service provided and the lack of confidentiality. 
The examiner finds that tUs appeal can be processed as currently written. The appeal is granted in part 
at the TLR.
B. Basis FOR THE Decision:
CCR: 3001,3084.1,3084.3,3084.S, 3084.6
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BRANDEN SHUMATE, BG1954 
CASE NO. 1909643 
PAGE 2

C. Order: The ISP shall accept appeal log #lSP-19-00449 for processing at the TLR, provided the 
appellant’s submission is in accordmce with the mandates of the CCR 3084.8. The appellant is 
instructed to attach this decision letter widi his submission of appeal log #ISP-19-00449 to the ISP 
Appeak Office.

This issue was discussed with the office of the Chief Deputy Warden via &x.
This decision exhausts the administrative remedy available to the appellant widiin CDCR.

§
V

^ D. FOSTON, Appeals Examiner
^ Office of Appeals

Warden. ISP
Appeak Coordinator, ISP

cc:
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Division of Adult Institutions 
Office of Appeals

THIRD LEVEL MODIFICATION ORDER

Ironwood State Prison 
P.O. Box 2229 
Blythe. CA 92226

RE: SHUMATE. BRANDEN BG1954
ISP
LEGAL; Processing of Appeals 
Institution Log #(s): ISP>19-00632 

• TLRLog#: 1909643

Please be informed ttiat as a result of a Third Level Decision, the above referenced appeal 
has been Granted / Granted-In-Part. Please complete this modification order to comply 
with the decision. You must attach a copy of any documents proving compliance, such as 
CDC Form 128-G, Classification Chrono; CDC Form 128-C, Medical Chronb; CDC Form 115, 
Rules Violation Report, etc.

The modifieatlon order is as follows:

The ISP shall accept appeal log #ISP-19-00449 for processing at the TLR, provided the 
appellant's submission is in accordance with the mandates of the OCR 3084.8. The appellant 
is instructed to attach this decision letter with his submission of appeal log #ISP-19-00449 to 
the ISP Appeals Office.

DUE DATE: 12/27/2019

The modification was completed in the following manner
fi*/i?a

Certified ^cony leted by:

C.CdJ
LocationTitleName (Signed)

7^. f ci^J\nq
Name (Printed) ^ Date
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