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While serving multiple sentences imposed in February 2002 for crimes of fraud, 

appellant, Paul Gladden, earned 2,431 diminution credits. The Division of Corrections 

credited appellant with those credits. On March 30, 2009, appellant was released on 

mandatory supervision. His maximum expiration date for these sentences at the time of his 

release was November 25, 2015.  

While on mandatory supervision, appellant was convicted of forgery in 

Pennsylvania, and received a sentence of one to two years’ imprisonment. On July 30, 

2012, he was convicted of possession of a controlled dangerous substance in Maryland, 

and sentenced to four years’ imprisonment. As a result of appellant’s new convictions, on 

October 5, 2012, the Maryland Parole Commission revoked appellant’s mandatory 

supervision release based on his violations of his mandatory supervision conditions. The 

parole commissioner allowed appellant street time credits from March 30, 2009 to June 20, 

2010, and rescinded all of appellant’s 2,431 diminution credits. 

On October 9, 2013, the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County affirmed the Parole 

Commission’s decision. Appellant appealed that decision.  

Appellant’s appeal of the circuit court’s decision affirming the Parole Commission’s 

decision revoking his mandatory supervision and his diminution credits must be dismissed, 

because this Court does not have jurisdiction to entertain his appeal.   

Appellant received a copy of the Board’s written decision. Thus it was a final 

judgment appealable to the circuit court under section 7-401(f)(1) of the Correctional 

Services Article (“C.S.”), which provides that an “inmate may seek judicial review [of a 

revocation of parole] in the circuit court within 30 days after receiving the written decision 
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of the Commission.” This provision also applies to individuals, like appellant, who had 

their mandatory supervision revoked. See C.S. § 7-502(b)(1)-(2) (“An individual on 

mandatory supervision is subject to: (1) all laws, rules, regulations, and conditions that 

apply to parolees; and (2) any special conditions established by a commissioner.”). That 

section, however, does not provide review of the circuit court’s decision by this Court.  

Thus, a direct appeal of the circuit court’s decision affirming the Parole Commission’s 

revocation decision is not permitted by law.   

The Court & Judicial Proceedings Article (“C.J.”) § 12-301, which is the general 

statute authorizing appeals from the circuit courts, provides that “a party may appeal from 

a final judgment entered in a civil or criminal case by a circuit court.” Section 12-301 goes 

on specifically to grant a right of appeal “from a final judgment entered by a court in the 

exercise of original, special, limited, statutory jurisdiction, unless in a particular case the 

right of appeal is expressly denied by law.” 

Section 12-302(a), however, limits § 12-301’s broad grant of the right to appeal, 

providing as follows: 

(a) Unless a right of appeal is expressly granted by law,               

§ 12–301 does not permit an appeal from a final judgment of a 

court entered or made in the exercise of appellate jurisdiction 

in reviewing the decision of the District Court, an 

administrative agency, or a local legislative body. 

See Gisriel v. Ocean City Bd. of Sup’rs of Elections, 345 Md. 477, 485 (1997) (“[A]ppellate 

jurisdiction, except as constitutionally authorized, is determined entirely by statute, and 

that, therefore, a right of appeal must be legislatively granted.” (citations omitted)). 
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The Court of Appeals explained in Rogers v. Eastport Yachting Ctr., LLC, 408 Md. 

722 (2009): 

[W]hen a circuit court proceeding in substance constitutes 

ordinary judicial review of an adjudicatory decision by an 

administrative agency or local legislative body, pursuant to a 

statute, ordinance, or charter provision, and the circuit court 

renders a final judgment within its jurisdiction, § 12-302(a) is 

applicable, and an appeal to the Court of Special Appeals is not 

authorized by § 12-301.  

 

Id. at 732. 

Furthermore, the plain language of the Administrative Procedure Act (“APA”)          

§ 10-203(a)(3)(iv), provides that the APA “does not apply to: . . . the Maryland Parole 

Commission of the Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services.” Thus, the 

APA also fails to provide this Court with appellate jurisdiction.   

Accordingly, because there is no statute authorizing this Court to review the circuit 

court’s decision, this appeal must be dismissed. 

APPEAL DISMISSED. COSTS TO BE PAID 

BY APPELLANT. 

 

 


