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GAIDRY, J.
SUMMARY DISPOSITION

The plaintiff-appellant, Darryl Parker, an inmate in the custody of the
Louisiana Department of Public Safety and Corrections (the Department),
filed a petition for judicial review of a final agency decision under the
Corrections Administrative Remedy Procedure Act, La. R.S. 15:1171, et seg.
The trial court’s Commissioner issued a comprehensive report detailing the
administrative history of the request for administrative remedies, its
underlying facts, its disposition, the applicable legal issues, and his findings
and recommendation that the final agency be affirmed and Mr. Parker’s
petition be dismissed with prejudice. Following its de novo review of the
record, the trial court adopted the Commissioner’s report as its reasons for
judgment. Mr. Parker appeals the judgment of the trial court adopting the
Commissioner’s report and dismissing his petition with prejudice.

Mr. Parker contends that he is entitled to diminution of sentence or
“good time” under La. R.S. 15:571.3, on the grounds that the Department
denied his eligibility based upon his incorrect classification as a fourth
felony offender. The evidence shows that Mr. Parker was in fact re-
sentenced as an habitual offender in 2001 following his initial sentencing as
such in 1999. Thus, he is ineligible for diminution of sentence, and is not
entitled to relief. Finding the Commissioner’s report and the trial court’s
judgment adequately explain our decision, we affirm the judgment.

We accordingly affirm the judgment of the trial court through this
summary opinion, in accordance with Rules 2-16.2(A)(2), (4), (5), (6), and
(8) of the Uniform Rules of the Louisiana Courts of Appeal. All costs of
this appeal are assessed to the plaintiff, Darryl Parker.

AFFIRMED.



