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< TTiTMaENT AE T85uE ok APEA).

—HE JowEr (ourTS DECISTON INASD
CIawED AnD [onTRarY T3 WREVZous SouTH

Faiplrin LouRT RulzwGs. THE ODuTH LADLENA

DELRTHENT oF (kecTons TS ATTEMPTING

To USE A LOWEK AouRT KulewlG 75 UnDb

FREVToUS Rulzwls BY Soull (AROLINA
LOURT bF AFPFZALS AND THE JouTH
LAoLi A SUREME LoUR 7.



S THTEMeNT b THe CASE

THTs METTER Lomes BEfrorE THrS CoukT
Pt T 75 THE APPEAL oOF BoBRY WATsoN
[APPELLANT) . A INMKTE Th THE CusToby oF
| THE SouTh (ARbLrsak DERMENT oF A6RRECTIONS
(50DC). APPELLANT FILED A STEPL GRIBVANGE
WITH SLDE NovembER 24, 8683 SCD.L
DENCED Thes GRTeVANCE DECEMBER A ADIA
APPELLANT SuBMITTED A STEP & GRTEVANCE
AN DECEMBER 1. 2088 S.C.D.L.DENTED THE
STEPL GRIEVANCE ON JhnusRY 39 .J045.
 AOPE) AT FiLED A NoTicE OF APPERL WITH
The ADMINCSTRREVE LA/ LouT N
LEhRuARY T A0ds  THE ADMINISTRHTZVE  LAn/
kT TSSUE) Al ORDER DEN YNG THE

Aeal. on  OCTabER A8, 2043 -
1S  APPEAL Follows.




- ARLUMENT
The LowlER LouRTS DECISION IS LONTRARY To THE

L aw AND PRTDA DELISTONS OF THe LourTs TN THE
STIATE oF SouTH CARGLINA AND SHould AE ReVeRSED
AND REMANDED.

THe ADMINISIRATIVE Law CourT TN JubGE
ReraoLD's ‘Fwal ORDER 5K THes LASE (Pb) USES
SpuTH MaRoLTNA DEPARTMENT oF CorreCTzons [50.0€)
YLzorES Ga-DI1% AND ADM-15-13 To EsTaBLsh
L BaSTS Fon DENIING APPELLANTS CASE. SsuTh

ChRoLzNA Liw Looks UPON These fblrcres As
ReGulATmoNS  NOT LA Lsec f 1-25- 10 (4) ).
APP=LLANT HAS LoNSISTENTLY ARGUED THAT THE
LANS OF THE STATE oF SouTHCAROLINA |
Fa4-3-430 . £29-3-40 £ 91-10 AND

THE Iaws oF THE LNZTED STATES [ 3
USEA 1Tl ARE OF PakaMounT TMATACE |
APPELLANT ARBUED THAT S..D.C. JHonlD

HavE PEEN AWARE DOF THE LNDEARRIMENT OF
TNAATES BEcansE THesE LAWS MAKE IT verY CléeaR .

TNMATES WITH HIGH ScHeol EDUCKZoNS ORLESS
3



ARE DAvENG To APPASE THE ABENCY THAT (LATMS
To PRoTECT THE PuBLIC. DATETY " However IF
THE COURT. WILL NoTE - BoTH THE STKTE OF
QuuTH OAAROLTNA  AND THE UNTTED STAIES
Lot MENT  HAVE CRIMNAL PENALTZES AltckeD
T The AToReMENTIoNED ITAILTES for DOTHG
o TLY WHAT THE SauTH R0 Leng DEFARTMENT
AE AORRECTIONS IS DornNG IN THIS MATTER AND
APPASING COUNSEL IS ATTEMPTING TD
DekPeTuATE /8 U.S.C A E1T6l - STRTES THAT
TWMITES  HAVE TN LONNECTEON WETH 3 uch WeERK,
Oe0 crveD WiGes AT A KiTE WHch Is noT
[ ESS THAN THAT FAzD Fox WoRK oF A
STMLLAR  NATURE TN THE (ocalsTy TN Wit
THE WorkK WAS FPERFORMED.

THE YouTH AAROLTNA DEPARTMENT OF
CoeRerTTons SHoulD BE FulLY AWARE OF THE
L AW SINCE TRIS LAW AlLlowSS THE STAIE

NPERRTE “PRISON IHDUSTRTES ™ HRobeams.
Th THE FIRST PIME

Li



TRE LAW ALLOWS For A PENALTY OF kK
Frne oR TAMPARTSANMENT P T0 Two YEARS OR
DT, APPROXTMATELY oo INMATES ARE
EMPLOYED AT TRE TIGER RrveR FatTLEIY
AUD PATD EVERY Two WEEKS. Therebore
Ts TT PosstRle THAT Tee SouTh CAROLENA
DEPATMENT oF LofRe(TroNe OFFICTALS TTHAT
ARE RESPASTALE FoR THrs UNDERPAYMENT CoulD
BE HeTRG S00 Years of FEDEKAL TEmE EVERY
s wWeeks,  THE L RarRMAN  bF THE
SENNTE  LORRECTIONS CoMMITIE  IN
00D SexhTor . Mrke FazR.  ARELETZVED
Ly PP IO oK PREVATLING WhHEE [G2€
won WL T4 (90ke). THES LETIEK
PlarNLy SPELLS ouT WHAT THE LAw
IS5 RECARDING  HREVATLTNG WAGE AND
THE NEED TO LoMPLY WITH THE
PROVISTONS FECHRNTNG  FREVATLIN G- WAGE .
T THE SouTH [AROLTNA DEFRTMENT oF
SURRECT OGS WAS To Akri TOnoRACE OF THLS,
<



THEN THEY LERTAINLY [MioT AFTEK THLS
HowoRabllE AourT DELTHED ToRRENCE V.
SouTH OKROLINA DEPRTMENT OF LORRECTEONS
433 3.C. LA% Tk Aubust OF 2043,
THE TSSuE THAT THe ALl HCHTGHTS
T DENTAL. £F APELLANTS  APPEAL (FrNAl
ORDER) TS A 15 DAY LtmzT o INMAE
Py DISPUTES FER Folzey ADM 15./3
(12.)) THZS LoorT Frevrously HelD THAT
CLRAE ARTEVANCES WERE EXLEFTED FRoi
L DS BRIEVANCE SYSTEM Fblrey's
15 MY Frlewb DerDIInE . ALKERMIN V.
CSpuTH naRoLNA DETREIMENT COF (ORRELTTONS
45 3.0, 918, TTHE ALLS DetIswon
T35 [LEARLY TN ULOL[ATION OF 3L
AanE £ -5 L10 [ ) (A (BF) . THE JouTH
Dirplgis  DEPARTMENT  oF CoRRECTIONS
Ao ATTeMPTs T6 OHTFT THE burbeN
SF SUPPLYTNG KeCorDS To APTELLANT.
APPELLANT 5 LN THE LusTobyY  OF KeswDenT

b



AD ALL RELORDS REGAADING EMPLOYMENT
OF APPELLANT ARE LN TRE CUSTODY AND
OANTRoL D ReSPonDenNT. THE ALC
USES A Aol Revistow [P.p) OF S.CD.LS
DLrey o AuesTioN  THE LONTENUED
VITALITY oF TRESE LASES . REFERRE
75 ACKERMAN V. 3.0 DEAIMENT OF
[ARRELTIONS AND TORRENLE . THLS IS
ODD QTNCE Those NaMeD LASES WERE
RefoRE THs CourkT N H0IT aND 2055
REeSPrTzvELY., Some S To % Yerrs AFTER

The REVISToN STHED. THEKER#E |, TRE
MO ABPUSED LTS5 NISLRETIoN AND
MADE A ALEARLY ERRNEMS LDECISTON .



- e
WHEREFSRE . THE ALC. HAS ERRED TN
I#S Rulzwt AND Dewzed APPEUAT
?/{op ER LrspluTron ALLORDING To
STHTUTE  AND ARECEDFNT, AFFELLAWT
DRAYS THES LourT 75 KEVERSE

AND  FEMAND |

RespeiTrully  SubMITIED
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