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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid), #199398 Docket No. 23-ALJ-04-0520-AP

Grievance No. BRCI 681-23
Appellant,

Vs,
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

)
)
)
)
)
) 5
South Carolina Department of ) CE'E VED
Corrections, )
) APR 02 54
SCcC ‘
% OUrt of Appegs

Respondent.

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed by Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid) (Appellant), an inmate
incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corzections (Department or SCDC). On June
21, 2023, Appellant filed a Step One Grievance seeking to overturn his disciplindry conviction,
On June 28, 2023, the Step One Grievance was denied. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance
on June 29, 2023. The Step Two Grievance was denied on August 8, 2023. This appeal of the
denial of the Step Two Grievance followed. Appellant sent a letter to the Court requesting an
extension of time to file the Appellant’s brief. On January 3, 2024, the Court denied this request
since Appellant had time remaining to file his brief pursuant to SCALC Rule 60(A). On January
26, 2024, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss (Motior), on the grounds that the appeal did
not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest. Appellant did not submit a response
regarding the Depariment’s motion. The Court grants the Department’s Motion to Dismiss for the
reasons discussed below,

DISCUSSION

The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Court in 4/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (ZOOOL&Ean(ﬁ ! fl
the court clarified that while this Court has jurisdiction over all inmate gricvance ag’ﬁbaléﬁt s’ nol@ Aod

=
[~]

required to hold a hearing in every matter and may summarily dismiss an 1lmlats..s pricvance if it
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does not implicate a state-crcated liberty or property interest sufficient to trigger procedural due
process guarantees.” Allen v. S.C. Dep't of Corr,, 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886 S.E.2d 671, 674
(2023). To trigger due process guarantees and judicial review, our Supreme Court has further
stated that “an inmate's complaint must encompass an infringement of a liberty interest that
imposes an atypical and significant hardship on the inmate.” Skipper v. S.C. Dep't of Caorr., 370
S.C. 267,274, 633 S.E.2d 910, 914 (2006) (emphasis added).

As a result of the conviction, Appellant did not lose any good time rather Appellant’s
privileges were taken, he failed to eam good time for the month the disciplinary infraction
occurred, and he was given disciplinary detention. No other state-created liberty or property
interest was implicated in this matter. Despite Appellant’s contentions, Appellant has made no
claim of the loss of any state-created liberty or property interest. Because Appellant’s appeal does
not involve o state-created liberty or property interest, the Court concludes that the appeal is
appropriate for summary dismissal. See Allen v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 439 8.C. 164, 170-71, 886
S.E.2d 671, 674 (2023) (summary dismissal appropriate where the inmate’s grievance does not
implicate a state created liberty or property interest.)

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s Motion to Dismiss is
GRANTED, and this appeal is DISMISSED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED

0 /L:,f:&h;tﬂ 771, 6’;’0%%{4:4

The Honorable Crystal M. Rookard
South Carolina Administrative Law Judge

February 22, 2024
Columbia, South Carolina

| 2,2 Ft’/brﬂblaﬂ{, 207 |
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid), #199398 Docket No. 23-ALJ-04-0521-AP

Grievance No, BRCI 682-23
Appellant,

VS,

ORDﬁ F DISMISSAL

CEIVED

APR 02 2
SC Court of Appeals

South Carolina Department of
Corrections,

Respondent.

e N M N et N e s N S’ e N Nt N

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appcat filed by Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid) (Appellant), an inmate
incarcerated with (he South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department or SCDC). On June
21, 2023, Appellant filed a Step One Grievance secking to overturn his disciplinary conviction.
On June 28, 2023, the Step One Grievance was denied. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance
on June 29, 2023. The Step Two Grievance was denied on August 8, 2023. This appeal of the
denial of the Step Two Grievance followed. Appellant sent a letter to the Court requesting an
extension of time to file the Appellant’s brief. On January 3, 2024, the Court denied this request
since Appellant had time remaining to file his brief pursuant to SCALC Rule 60(A). On January
26, 2024, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss (Motion), on the grounds that the appeal did
not implicate a state-crcated liberty or property interest. Appellant did not submit a response
regarding the Department’s motion. The Court grants the Department’s Motion to Dismiss for the
reasons discussed below.

DISCUSSION

The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Court in 4/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 8.E.2d 742 (2000) k&c@bmum
the court clarified that while this Court has jurisdiction over all inmate grievance a.a‘ptfah. it B &@ P,

requircd to hold a hearing in cvery matter and may summarily dismiss an 1nmate,fs grievance if it ‘{-,-.
Page 1 of 2 FEB 22 2024
% $

"I’;.’J‘n‘ C}o



does not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest sufficient to trigger procedural due
process guarantees,” Aflen v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886 S.E.2d 671, 674
(2023). To trigger due process guarantecs and judicial review, our Supreme Court has further
stated that “an inmate’s complaint must encompass an infringement of a liberty interest that
imposes an atypical and significant hardship on the inmate.” Skipper v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 370
S.C. 267,274, 633 S.E.2d 910, 914 (2006) (emphasis added).

As a result of the conviction, Appellant did not lose any good time rather Appellant’s
privileges were taken, he failed to earn good time for the month the disciplinary infraction
occurred, and he was given disciplinary detention. No other state-created liberty or property
interest was implicated in this matter. Despite Appeliant’s contentions, Appellant has made no
claim of the loss of any state-created liberty or property interest. Because Appellant’s appeal does
not involve a state-created liberty or property interest, the Court concludes that the appeal is
appropriate for summary dismissal. See Allen v. S.C. Dep'i of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886
S.E.2d 671, 674 (2023) (summary dismissal appropriate where the inmate’s grievance does not
implicate a state created liberty or property interest.)

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s Motion to Dismiss is
GRANTED, and this appeal is DISMISSED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED

d)

et . Q&DKW |

The Honorable Crystal M. Rookard
South Carolina Administrative Law Judge

February 22, 2024
Columbia, South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No. 23-ALJ-04-0522-AF

Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid), #199398 :
Grievance No. BRCI 683-23

Appellant,

VS,
ORDER OF DISMISSAL

South Carolina Department of
Corrections,

Respondent.

e’ V" N e S g Vs N vt et S S Ve Nt

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed by Arthur (Shadid) Mosley (Majid) (Appellant), an inmate
incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department or SCDC). On June
21, 2023, Appellant filed a Step One Grievance seeking to overturn his disciplinary conviction.
On June 28, 2023, the Step One Grievance was denied. Appellant then filed a Step Two Grievance
on June 29, 2023. The Step Two Grievance was denied on August 8, 2023. This appeal of the
denial of the Step Two Grievance followed, On December 6, 2023, the Appellant sent a letter to
the Court requesting an extension of time to file the Appellant’s brief. On January 3, 2024, the
Court denied this request since Appellant had time remaining to file his brief pursuant to SCALC
Rule 60(A). On January 26, 2024, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss (Motion), on the
grounds that the appeal did not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest. Appellant did
not submit a response regarding the Department’s motion. The Court grants the Department’s
Motion to Dismiss for the reasons discussed below.

DISCUSSION

The Court’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived from the decisiqﬂ;ﬁF’tﬁ;‘gSﬁiﬁfc
Carolina Supreme Court in AJ-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742, \(2300&1&:?&1&{3(;%
the court clarified that while this Court has jurisdiction over all inmate grievanég appef@LsB,it is “noi %

Ea)
required to hold a hearing in every matter and may summarily dismiss an inmate's gricvanc‘é: i%ax%
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does not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest sufficient to trigger procedural due
process guarantees.” Allen v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886 S.E.2d 671, 674
(2023). To trigger due process guarantees and judicial review, our Supreme Court has further
stated that “an inmate’s complaint must encompass an infringement of a liberty interest that
imposes an atypical and significant hardship on the inmate.” Skipper v. S.C. Dep 't of Corr., 370
S.C. 267, 274, 633 S.E.2d 910, 914 (2006) (emphasis added).

As a result of the conviction, Appeliant did not lose any good time rather Appellant’s
privileges were taken, he failed to eam good time for the month the disciplinary infraction
occurred, and he was given disciplinary detention. No other state-created liberty or property
interest was implicated in this matter. Despite Appellant’s contentions, Appellant has made no
claim of the loss of any state-created liberty or property interest. Because Appellant’s appeal does
not involve a state-created liberty ot property interest, the Court concludes that the appeal is
appropriate for summary dismissal. See Allen v. 8.C. Dep't of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886
S.E.2d 671, 674 (2023) (summary dismissal appropriate where the inmate’s grievance does not
implicate a state created liberty or property interest.)

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s Motion to Dismiss is
GRANTED, and this appeal is DISMISSED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED
Cugatell 11, Bpokiaal)
The Honorable Crystal M. Rookard
South Carolina Administrative Law Judge
February 22, 2024

Columbia, South Carolina
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INMATE TRUST FUND ACCOUNT REPORT 1AN 09 2
“HorSOUTH-CAROLING COURT FILING FEES pij MAILROOM

D
uvh)uwdﬁ

INSIRUCTIONS 10 INMATE: Complete top portio: then give to your miilivom. When
refitra e from decounting, v dnist il his {rmexith.any payrient (o f}‘m'(.'jv_u;j._ )

Dy aigning my name below, I am asking the Finandial Ascovoting Office of the South: Caroling
Crepertment of Corrections to compléie ity repan., la ascordages with SC Code of Laws §2i-
27-100 and 150, I authorize payment of the full filing fee. If I have insufficient funds h my
account at this time.to pay Lhe.court’s-fuff filing fee, [ authorize SCDC to deduct the initial and
subsequent payments until payment is corpleted.

oy |

HEALTE RaiE {pt'int}:_“__S_L’_YQf_th__‘\_k_Bj D-_ _

SCDC # j\ﬁﬁ@)‘ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁw TVNATE SIG-NATURE:___;::?W }Jaj\cf

 WTRTYETrte (boih?

A

I'plan to file this action in the SC Counly of%' -

e

The section below is JorSCOC « Financial Accouning Branch's use ONLY.
(1} Total deposits to inmate’s account for A
LT . ' - - i k4
preceding six months’ period®....... ... . 5 "Kg\( !

- 0o (A
P, -, L tmmp e e .
‘ ey Prvuaty pdavsui Qe ot iz L L0 0 L .

ﬂogﬂ

})  Account balancs - curcent daiz oL . LS

145 PAYMENT AMOUNT #¢

flesser ofline 2 orling 3y _TT—="""1

TV, : —
| CARULUSEW Llasoh n- A

S ——— ———— ) . / = S

HOTE to SOURT: IF payment is for partial fee, Couri muss zoiify SCDC wnce cass is
accepizd aad filed. Send notice with cass # end balance owed to address below. SCDC will

WOT process any additicaad payments until notification is received trom Court.
1

Seuth Carniime Departmenl of Corrections
Finepaial Aseomnting - Reom 174
PO RO 21757

Coltmhia, 8C 29221.1787
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_ M ijl INMATE TRUST FUND ACOOUNT REPORT JAN 09 2024
UM e

HorSQUIH-CAROLINA COURT FILING FEES pey| MAILROOM
DVSTRUCIIONS TO iNMA TE: Complete top portios then give to ygits mistlivom. JWhen

retatrzred from Accpuntingy o st il s forns il iy paydient (o ihe-Cour,

A, L A

5y sigaing my name-below, I am asking the Finansil Accanntihg Office of the Souti: Carolina
Depertment of Corrections to complite this repon. i ascordance with SC Code of Laws §2+-
27-100 aad 150, I authorize payment of the full filing fee. If [ have insuffcient furds h myr
account gt this time.to pay the cotirt’s-fuil filing fee, [ duthorize SCDC to deduct the inifial and
subsequent payments until payment is completed.

TIMATE MAME (p r:nt}:__jkyi\hl_\)_‘\_k_%j[[)_ _
5CDC # 4\&%%@?@7 BIATE SIGNATU RE:__.\SJI\J\P:/ ]JL%\'J

- W PYeXvite eI
I'plan to file this action in the SC County of (AR Y
-

The sectien below is Jor SCDC - Financial Accounting Branch's use ONLY.

{1} Total deposiis to inmate’s account for ¢
L P " q
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