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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Tekoa Tobias Glover, 271546, Docket No. 12-ALJ-04-0774-AP

Appellant,
ORDER OF DISMISSAL
\2

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

Pursuant to ALC Rule 60, the Appellant was required to file a brief with the
Administrative Law Court (Court) and to serve the same on all parties “within sixty-five (65)
days after the date of assignment.” The date of assignment in this case was November 9, 2012.
Under Rule 60, the brief was due on or around January 14, 2013. The court has not received the
Appellant’s Brief.

Rule 62, ALC Rules, entitled “Dismissal of Appeal” provides:

Upon motion of any party, or on its own motion, an Administrative Law
Judge may dismiss an appeal for failure to comply with any of the rules of
procedure for appeals, including the failure to comply with any of the time
limits provided by this section (V)....

By filing an appeal, the Appellant has an obligation to advance a position. "There is a
limit beyond which the court should not allow a litigant to consume the time of the court . . . ."
Georganne Apparel, Inc. v. Todd, 303 S.C. 87, 92, 399 S.E.2d 16, 19 (Ct. App. 1990). Therefore,

pursuant to ALC Rule 62, this matter is hereby DISM

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.
May m ,2013 S Phillip¥enski —
Columbia, South Carolina Administrative Law Judge

MAY 17 2833

SC ADMIN. LAW COURT



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Leah E. Garland, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all parties to this
cause by depositing a copy hereof, in the United States mail, postage paid, in the Interagency
Mail Service, or by electronic mail to the address provided by the party(ies) and/or their

attorney(s).

Leah E. Garland
Law Clerk

May lL, 2013

Columbia, South Carolina

MAY 172G

SC ADMIN. LAW COURT



SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

‘Division of Inmate Services

AGREEMENT TO DEBIT E.H. COOPER ACCOUNT

Inmate’s Name: SCDC #: Housing Unit: Date:
_/ "/ . —~
" /@ng [lose— S8 | MATE (/275D
: GENERAL MATERIAL
** Inmate must have the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials.
To be completed by
SCDC staff:

Envelope

Pen

Paper

Postage

Tape

Box

Electronic Repair

Other

LEGAL MATERIAL

Sub-Total:

** Inmate is not required to have the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials; however, his/her account must
be debited for all materials s/he elects to receive.

Envelope

Pen

Paper

Postage extho

—

Other

PHOTOCOPIE

To be completed by
SCDC staff:

Sub-Total:

>0

** Inmate may be required to have funds in his/her account. See SCDC Procedure GA-01.03(OP), “Inmate Access to the -
Courts,” to determine if inmate may receive copies with/without funds.

2=

Gy

Photocopifes_

4,/\_/

Inmate’s me

To be completed by
SCDC staff:

J(-28—12—

Mailroom/Canteen Signature (Request filled by)

White - Inmate

Canary - Mailroom/Canteen Employee

SCDC Form 10-14 (November 1998)

Date
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