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& FINANCIAL CERTIFICATE : o

Q

(4

& FOR THE iy, P

N .
@ DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA . ™ g, "y -
(for use in § 1963, Bivens, end non-habeas civil actions filed by prisoners) <6' A ‘C,',.' f

}“"v

I request that an authorized officer of the institution in which 1 am confined, or other person designated
to review financial infonnation in reation to inmate trust funds, complete this Certificate. If1am granted
in forma pauperis status, | authorize and consent to collection of the § 350 filing fee in accordance with
28 U.S.C-§-19.1 5(b)until the filing fee is paid in full as well as any amount of costs, sanctions, andfor fees
that might be imposed by the court during this litigation=1 understand-that if 1 do pot qualify for in forma_
pauperis status, | will have to pay $400 to proceed with my case, which includes the full $350 filing fee
as well as an additional $50 administrative fee established by the Judicial Conference of the United States.

The $50 administrative fee is not applicable to in forma patperis cases.

89757

INMATE (PRISONER) NUMBER

i

-

PLACE OF CONFINEMENT

¢ (n Average monthly deposits

{0 the INMALe™s ACCOUNL....cevvmrrcecessrsssrsssmsnieresd
+ (2)  Average monthly balance

in the _inmatc’g account y ‘

calculated for the prior l &S ’ Li H

six months period. SSTOTOURROUROPUROON.
¢ () CumentBalance ..o | 6 N N M ?‘ |4 “H‘d ld)
L 2 4) Initial Installment Payment - due upon o ¢ ’1

granting of in forma pauperis status
(Take 24 percent of the greater of ~
H0ES 10 2)urmnreriremsssarasssssesssisssssissssmsss sossd

[ WSk ot Llangg,

[ hereby'certify haf as of this date, the above financialAnformation is accurate for the above named
inmate

n@/ ﬂ,//"ﬁ/

Authiopi? dOf"ﬂccr Signature Date |
h 0 %be_‘/? J:I—(/ (o 7%‘%[;4‘?

Authorized lccr"®e and Titlclr Pz
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Se A 0g .
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 0 <
4 HICOf 4 00,
Abram Braveboy, #284787, Docket No. 25-ALJ-04-0022-AP 14 C‘:’c?;{g;
Appellant,
VS. ORDER GRANTING RESPONDENT’S

MOTION TO DISMISS
South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or court)
pursuant to a Notice of Appeal filed on January 16, 2025 by Abram Braveboy (Appellant) an
inmate in the custody of the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Respondent or
Department). After the Appellant’s Step 1 and Step 2 grievances were reviewed and denied, he
filed a Notice of Appeal with this court because he was told by mailroom personnel that
handwritten documents cannot be mailed to U.S. District Court. Also, the Appellant contends thaf
the Department should use a 10-14 Debit Form to send legal mail if an inmate does not havé
enough money in their E H Cooper Account. The Appellant is not appealing a disciplinary hearing
conviction, nor did he lose any good time credit as part.of any punishment he received.

On March 21, 2025, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss pursuant to Slezak v. S. C
Dep’t of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E. 2d 506 (2004) and Skzpper v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 370 S.C.
267, 633 S.E.2d 910 (Ct. App. 2006) requesting the court dismiss the Appellant’s appeal because
it does not involve a state-created liberty or property interest. On March 31, 2025 the Appellant
filed a Motion tovéupplemenélthe Record for Liability/Rule 54 Demand for Judgment requesting

$ 3 million in compensatory and $ 7 million in punitive damages.

DISCUSSION

The court's jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of the

Supreme Court of South Carolina in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000).

. of So1
The court's appellate jurisdiction in inmate appeals is limited to cases involving thgqﬁ&fi} fJf 105

i

. . 1 . . . . ‘ . %d & @ q5)\"
state-created liberty interest,” which typically arises in two ways: (1) when an %miate ntends’ .
&
! The court does have limited jurisdiction in some property matters, the authority for which need not be CﬁECR]eQCS 2025
AN fgmany Litesnor % &
Mo 12007 % ©

y
ative 12N



that prison officials have erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody
status; and (2) when an inmate is disciplined and punishment is imposed in a major disciplinary
hearing as a result of a serious rule violation. See id. at 369, 527 S.E.2d at 750.

When reviewing the Department's decisions in inmate grievance matters, the court sits in
an appellate capacity. 4/-Shabazz, at 756. Consequently, the review in these inmate grievance
cases is limited to the Record presented. Pursuant to Slezak, the court is to have jurisdiction over
all properly perfected inmate appeals, but “[sJummary dismissal may be appropriate where the
inmate’s grievance does not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest.” See Slezak, 361
S.C. at 331, 605 S.E.2d at 508. Further, in Skipper, the Court of Appeals of South Carolina
interpreted Slezak as holding that a judge “should” dismiss a prisoner’s appeal where it does not
implicate a state-created liberty interest. See Skipper, 370 S.C. at 279, 633 S.E.2d at 917.

In the case, the Department investigated and responded that per Department policy, inmates
will be permitted to send an unlimited amount of legal mail regardless of their indigent status.
Further, the Appellant’s mail was denied being mailed certified because it was not being sent to
the Attorney General, not because it was handwritten. Department policy only permits certified
-legal mail for summons and complaints to the Attorney General. There is no state-created liberty
or property interest implicated in this matter. As such, this is a case where the court must adhere
to the traditional “hands off” doctrine regardin'g judicial involvement in internal prison matters.
See Pruitt v. State, 274 S.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980); Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527
S.E.2d 742 (2000) (emphasis supplied). Therefore, based on the foregoing,

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

IT IS SO ORDERED.

S. Phillip Lenski N\
Administrative Law Judge

April 3, 2025
Columbia, South Carolina

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

“nis Is to certily that the undersigned has this date

servod this order in the above entitled action upon af

parties to this cause by depostting & copy herecf,

in the United States Mall, postaga paid, or in the interagenog

Hail co address! (ie9) or ttorney(s).
S%” ay of J 2

Judlclal Law r‘lerk



	Braveboy v. SCDC-Motion to Proceed in Forma Pauperis 5.8.25.pdf
	Braveboy v. SCDC-NOA 5.8.25.pdf
	Braveboy v. SCDC-OR 5.8.25.pdf



