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APPeitant tabiated an \afermal Tesalutian
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

INMATE NAME:_JoinatiBean Led. Ciscr.cl OFFICE USE ONLY
" : 5 - Grievance No. _2¢- Oald-al
SCDC NUMBER: 2 1(L,£&3% HMAY 0 52028 -dmy Code: General A¥ 7 /8§
Policy
INSTHUTION: Lgrs Coartmadivie ] Trned Poliey_

USING UNIT: F = Class.
HO ! o A=l &i e

WORK ASSIGNMENT: West P. T Diate Received 7"
1GC Initials £

STATEMENT OF GRIEVANCE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the grievance is a challenge 10 SCDC Poliey, specify

which policy. Include supporting docomentation and artach answered RTSM or Kiosk reference number.)

#213-0309935 |
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q;cLlaw then H)e prevalin. o, ke A,
ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: [ ] PROCESED [ ] URPROCE®ED ] OTHER

Due to the nature of your appeal, this grievance has been elevated to the Step 2 Grievance level for further review. it
will be held in abeyance and you will be notified of the Decision once it is made. ..f/f/ =3

Grievant Signature Dan:.
ACTION REQUFSTED T éazs%//; Fhe immediate oa bnvery
DF Ptud u.JcL es ow o Me r't?.S%H'mi [0 6\01%}

1GC Signature Date

(CONTINLUE ON REVERSE SIDE)

SOCDC 165 Res Gietober 20H 3

Docket No. 23-ALJ-04-0740-AP Goad, #216638 v. SCDC Record, Page 3 of 13
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
STEP2 Office Use Only

Grievance No./ g
Code: General /1’.1,,-'/:415

INMATE NAME: GCQ(‘Il \)L:.m,‘{%'\f\\

= i "f ~+Rolicy
: ! B gl Y Y %sc. Hear.
SCDC NUMBER: TN L1 Ao g lass
e o o AEER
INSTITUTION: fgn BAY 17 272 Date Received:
e o e HGE Initialsy
HOUSING UNIT: INPHI:H = (Jﬁli‘.:\f.:\f'JCEDafﬂ Received:
1GA Initials:

WORK ASSIGNMENT:

INMATE'S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction):

In accordance with SCDC Policy GA-01.12, “Inmate Grievance System,” due to the nature of allegations you
have raised in your Grievance, it has been forwarded to the Inmate Grievance Branch Central Office and Office
of General Counsel for a response. Inmate’s signature has been adopted from SCDC 10-5, Step | Inmate
Grievance Form.

Grievant Signature

Date
RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON: -

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL’S DECISION & REASON

/'/-) - .
Responsible Official Signatu@?’ § > Vaansin/yage H=ry- 23

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Procedure. |
hereby acknowledge receipt of the official's response and understand this is the Agency's final response to this matter.

Grievant Signature Date 1GC Signature Date
(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)
SCDET 10-SA Ry Mas 2008
Docket No. 23-ALJ-04-0740-AP Goad, #216638 v. SCDC Record, Page 1 of 13
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