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Form DC-135A at SCI Waymart seeking approval for the marriage license. When he did not receive 
a response, Mr.  submitted another Form DC-135A on May 31, 2023, again seeking approval 
for the marriage license. One and a half months after his initial request, on June 2, 2023, you 
personally denied Mr.  approval for the use of a self-uniting marriage license.  

 
Following your denial of Mr. ’s request to use a self-uniting marriage license, Mr. 
 continued to seek institutional approval of his proposed marriage, filing multiple grievances 

and Forms DC-135A throughout June-September 2023. On October 2, 2023, you provided a 
response to Mr. ’s Form DC-135A submitted on September 25, 2023, stating “[s]ince you are 
within a year of release, I think it’s best you pursue this upon release.” Denying an incarcerated 
person’s marriage on this basis is neither consistent with the DOC’s own policy,9 nor with well-
established case law.10 It is disingenuous to deny Mr. ’s request to marry on the grounds that 
he is too close to his release date, given that he first sought approval for his marriage well over a 
year ago.  Moreover, it is crucial that Mr.  and his fiancée are married prior to his release.  
They are both devout Mormons, and due to their religious beliefs, cannot live together until they are 
married.  Consequently, if they are not married prior to his release, Mr.  could likely be 
homeless for the weeks between his release and their ability to finalize their marriage. 
 
 Based on the foregoing, we request that you approve Mr. ’s marriage via a self-uniting 
license with the expeditiousness appropriate to a request that has been unduly delayed for over a 
year and make every effort to assist Mr.  and Ms.  in their efforts to coordinate a 
marriage license interview with Bucks County. We ask that you respond in writing to this letter 
within fourteen days. If you have any questions or concerns, you may contact Alexandra Morgan-
Kurtz (amorgan-kurtz@pilp.org)  and Evangeline Wright (ewright@pilp.org).  
 
Sincerely, 
 
        
       
 
Alexandra Morgan-Kurtz      Evangeline Wright 
Deputy Director       Staff Attorney 
     
        
cc:   Timothy Holmes, tholmes@pa.gov 
 Chase DeFelice, chdefelice@pa.gov 

 
9 DC-ADM 821 INMATE MARRIAGES, Section 1.B.2. states that “[i]f parole appears likely within the 
next 12 months, the inmate will be counseled as to the advisability of deferring the marriage until 
paroled” (emphasis added). Counseling as to advisability is not a directive to deny a marriage 
request. Elsewhere, the policy lists a series of circumstances under which a Facility Manager shall 
deny a marriage request, see Section 1.A.2., omitting any reference to an incarcerated person’s length 
of sentence or impending parole.  
10 See Turner, 482 U.S. at 96 (finding a “constitutionally protected marital relationship in the prison 
context”).   




