IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

Ronald Clark,
Petitioner

V.

John McAnany, Mary Reese,

Louis S. Folino, Sharon M. Burks, :

Kristen P. Reisinger, Jeffery A. Beard, :

Craig Haywood, John Doe ("C.S.1."), :

Lieutenent Tanner, Brenda Martin, :

and Robert Narchus, : No. 365 M.D. 2007
Respondents :

PER CURIAM ORDER

Now, October 10, 2007, upon consideration of respondents’
preliminary objection in the nature of a demurrer and petitioner’'s reply
thereto, the demurrer is sustained, and the amended petition for review is

dismissed.

This Court has no original or appellate jurisdiction over an
inmate petition for review after a grievance or misconduct procedure in a case
not involving a constitutional right not limited by the Department of
Corrections. Weaver v. Department of Corrections, 829 A.2d 750 (Pa.
Cmwith. 2003). Internal prison operations are properly left to the leglslative
and executive branches; micromanagement of prisons by the courts is a
squandering of judicial resources. Luckett v. Blaine, 850 A.2d 811 (Pa.

Cmwilth. 2004); Bronson v. Central Office Review Committee, 554 Pa. 317,
721 A.2d 357 (1998).




Petitioner fails to identify a statutory or constitutional interest
not limited by the Department of Corrections. Moreover, prison job
assignments are within the Department of Corrections’ managerial
prerogative; an inmate has no constitutionally protected interest in remavining

in an institutional job placemen't. Miles v. Wisor, 847 A.2d 237 (Pa. Cmwilth.

2004); Aultman v. Department of Correctionsm 686 A.2d 40 (Pa. Cmwilth,
1996).
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