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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS Please PRINT all information
Decision of Appeal

Cleck One v/ Xl Disclplinary Appeal ] Grlevance Appeal [T Maximum Custody Placement
INMATE NAME (Last, First M.1,) (Please print) ADC NUMBER INSTITUTIONIUNIT CASE NUMBER
KARBAN, STEPHEN F, 234332 A14 ASPC-E COOK UNIT 17-A14-0705

Yourappeal In the above referenced case has been reviewed. The daclsion of the Warden/Depuly Warden/Adminlstrator/Hearing
Officer is to:

] Whold the finding [] Medify the penallles [[1 Remand to the Hearlng Officer for re-hearing X Dismiss

Findings and Conclusions:
You have submitted an appeal for Adequacy of Proof and Severlty of Penally. | have reviewed all documentation within this case file.

Due Precess: An Adminlstrative review was conducted in accordance with Department Order 803, You were served notice of the
charge durling the dellvery of the charge conducted by the Disclplinary Coordinator on 09/07/17, You recelved sufficlent ime to prepare
a definse to the charge prior to your Disclplinary hearing. The Disclplinary Hearing Officer, as sole Trler of Facl, has determined that
the evdence presented to him in the form of documentatlon was sufficlent to convince him that It Is "more probable than not" that you
violated ADC palicy, .

[ havediscovered ho violations of Due Process in thls case.

Adequacy of Proof: Your case was reviewed during your hearing with the Disclplinary Hearing Officer (Trler of Facl) on 09/19/2017.
The video evldence was reviewed by the Security Operations Administrator Ron Lee and concluded that you and your visltor did not
comply with directives, CO 1 Ostrander remalned professional, falr and censlstent in addressing the observed behavlor during your

visit on September 02, 2017.The time to argue your case Is during the hearing, not during the appsaal process,

Therels no violation of Adequacy of Proof discovered during the case file review.

Severily Of Penalty: | have reviewed the penalties and have determined thal the penaltles Imposed are within the guldelines of an
Infraction of this nature. Behavior of thls nature is consldered disruptive to the saftey, seourity and orderly operatlon of the [nsiitutlon
and wil not be tolerated In a correctional settihg. The continued noncompliance with visitalion rules will result In adminstrative action
that may include suspenslon of visltation privileggs and /or Imposltion of non-contact visitation status.

There Is no violation of Severlly of Penally discovered during the case flle review.

It has been confirmed that the Eyman Complex Warden Thompson did state that your disclplinary was dlsmissed,
Disciplinary case #17-A14-0705 is dismissed. ‘
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