STATE F SOUTH CAROLINA FEB_0.4_202
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

1.Appellant, who.is-a-United_States_Citizen_and_captive of. the State_of

Sou

h__Carolina.__filed___a__notice of aweal from a Memorandum of _the

ProC

e e e e e ——

essed unless it is accompanied by the appropriate filiny fee. The

Meing

randum is a final order because there is no further act which must be done

by t

he calrt prior to a determination of the riyhts of the Appellant, and

ther

efore the order is not interlocutory. HOWEVER, South Carolina Court of

Appe

als |'SCCQI.) dismissed appellate case 2020-000995 becuase it believes the

Menw

randum is not a final order.

2. Judicial review may only be sought from a final decision of the ALC.

S.C.

Code Ann.§ 1-23-6100A)(1)(Supp. 2019). And "if there is some further act

whic

h must be done by the court prior to a determination of the riyhts of the

part

ies, the order is interlocutory." Charlotte-Mecklenbury Hosp. Auth. v.

5.01 Deo't of Health & Emvtl. Contecol, 387 8.C. 265, 267, 692 5.B.2d 894
(2010). —

-3- Therefore, ALC Memorandum 1s a final order which gives SCCOA
Surisdiction to hear the appeal. '

Juestion

4. Dismissal made by SCCOK of Appellants appeal has brought federal

asto whetherappellant—is—being—denied—Equal—Protection—of—the—law

Purs.

situ

uant—United—States—Constitution—Amendment—Fourteen—where—other—similarly

ated»pe-fson-s—-wefe—-tr-ea-t‘;ed-—d-i—f—fe-renE—ly-:—a-nd»—wheEe-—ApE,e-l-la‘nt——i-s—den-i-ed——bj

Consti-tution—or—ilaws—of—South—Carolina,—£fundamental—riyhts—of-.life-.or

1ibe st-y—that—were—gyuaranteed—to—other_citizens_resi dent_in_South_Carolina.

OQONST.._art..._I,_Sect._3;_U.S.CONST.Amend_14.
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Affidavit or Declaraion

In Support. of Petition for Writ of Certiorari

5. I am ROBERT WILLIAM WAZNEY, Petitioner, Appellant, in this action

" Petition For Writ of Certiorari, Appellate Case No 2020~000995.

6. 1 filed Grievance with South Carolina Department of Corrections, and

it

vent unresolved. I appealed that decision to ALC, but ALC told me I could

not!

appeal to ALC because I could not pay them to hear the case, and ALC told

that through Memorandum. I appealed that Memorandumn decision to SCCOA, but

SCO

DA said the Memorandum is not a final decision and SCCOA dismissed the

e. I am in receipt of SCC0A decision filed December 22, 2020 which I

rec

eived on or about December 31, 2020, I have no other option to file ay

appeal to any other court from my unresolved Grievance LEECI-0168-20, so I am

now| filiny my appeal with South Carolina Supreme Court.

7. 1 reyuest extra time from this Court to provide copy of the Appendix

for

this Petition due to circumstantes beyond my control and due to

cir

CimStances of Covid-19. T request an_extra 30 days-
. . ’//

8-~ 1 Geclare under penalty of perJ\T‘y eiE £oFegoiny 15t Ue ahd COETect-

e

Jan

=

uar.y 28,2021

-
k/
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CONCLUSION

9..—PREMI-SES——CONSI-DERED,——Appel-lant—hereby——reyuests—~this—Courts

certliorari
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ROBERT, WILLIAM WAZNEY
- 990’ wisacky Highway Bishopville, SC 29010
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Janudary 28, 2021.
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The South Caroling Court of Appeals

Robert Wazney #363679, Appellant,

V.

South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2020-000995 -

ORDER

Appellant has filed a motion to reinstate, which we construe as a petition to rehear
the dismissal of his appeal. After careful consideration of the petition for
reheanng, the Court is unable to discover that any material. fact or principle of law
has been either overlooked or dlsregarded and hencg, there is no basis for grantmg
a rehearing. Accordmgly, the petition for rehearing is denied.

S I s

 Columbia, South Carolina

cc: _
Robert Wllham Wazney, 00363679 - L
SalleyW Elhott Esqu1re o - ‘_ Fl LED

Dec 22 2020 )
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STATE OF‘ SOUTH CAROLINA RECE ‘

In the Supreme Court
FEB-0-4-201

Appeal from Final Ayency Decision

Grievance No. LEECI-0168~20

SC-Court-of-Appeals——

SeCoCt o Bop._2020=000995

ROBERT WILLIAM WAZNEY, Appellant,

Ve

S.C. Dept. of Corr. ISCDC), Respondent.

PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that true and correct copies of the
foregolng—PE‘l‘-I~’I'—I-ON—FOR——WRI'I‘ GF—CERTI@RARI—were—served~upon——all——partles—b1
placmg the same in the U.S. Mail postaye prepaid addressed to the following

addresses-on—thls day-.

Office_of_Genezal_Counsnl
at the S.C. Dept. of Corrections
PO Box 21787

Columbia, SC 29221-1787

)

S.C: Supreme Court /
PO Box 11330 :

Columbia, SC 29221

S.C! Court of Appeals
PO Box 11629

Columbia, SC 29221

Januarcy 2'$,—“20‘20.
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BOBERT WILLIAM -~ WAZNEY i a*' COLUMBIA SC 290
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990 Wisacky Highway | R =
Bishopville, Saiith Carolina 29010

S-C. Court of Apoeals
PO Box 1162S
Columbia, SC 29221
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