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WiLLiAm C. KocH, Jr., J., concurring.

I concur fully with the resultsthat the court has reached on every issue presented in this case.
| also concur with the court’ s reasoning with regard to every issue save one. The court hasdeclined
to consider Mr. Mitchdl’s issues regarding irregularities in his disciplinary proceedings on two
grounds — first because he did not file a common-law writ of certiorari seeking to review these
irregularities and second because the punishment he received was not an “atypicd and significant
hardship. . . in relation to the ordinary incidents of prison life.” Sandin v. Conner, 515 U.S. 472,
484,115 S. Ct. 2293, 2300 (1995). Whilel agree completely with theformer ground, | cannot agree
with the latter. The application of Sandin v. Conner to prison disciplinary proceedingsis currently
beforethe Tennessee Supreme Court. Willisv. Tennessee Dep’t of Corr., No. M2000-01397, COA-
R3-CV, 2002 WL 1189730 (Tenn. Ct. App. June 5, 2002), perm. app. granted (Tenn. Dec. 9, 2002).
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