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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

I MATE GRIEVANCE FORM 

STEP 1 

INMATE NAME: ROBERT DEAL • OFFICE ll E 01 L 'r 
' Crie\'lrncc No. U 1, � � 0..5--Z..q

SCDC l'iUMBER: 301062 Code: General � \l,� 

LIVESAY C[C 0 !.
... 

L�ltJ 
Polic� 

I "STITUTION: :;\. Oise. Hear. 

HOUSING UNIT: 2- 3-B Class. 
PREA 

\�0�� WORK ASSIG MENT: PRISON INDUSTRIES Date Received 
@. ICC Initials 

ST A TEMENT OF G RI EV ANCE (lndic.11c 1hc date uf incident, ;1nd if the �ric,•,rncc is ;i ch:illcn�.., io SCDC Pu lie\, ,.pccif� 
\\hich pulic�. lnch1t.k ,upporii111-: cl11c11mcn1.uiun .cml ;11tat.·h ,an�\\crcd RTSM or Kiosk refcrcm;c numhcr.) 

I c111 fili.rg this gcievaroe tasErl oo the �t•s :failu::e to ?iY ma a �lin:J � cJ1ile 
loOddrg in the Pri.s::n Irdstdas PtoJ!:c1n as M � i.ccker;- at the M::Oxmi.ck instit:ut.i.cn 
fran 8-21-All.4 i:ntil �25-aJ.fl,an:l cgain fran 10-2-2)19 tntil 11-2-2)21. I -as p:1id a \a:Je of 
'Jhirty Five <:alts (.35¢) p:c- tnr in violatico of state statute S.C.COE Am.§24-3-4D(D). As a"t 
in6:xrrB1 '83:)).uticn, arc bra re the lci03k rra::hira \o8S d:wl � the hucria:na 1-elln!, I filed a 
� EEq..e9t 'lb staff M3Tbec foon to Chd.st..ira Bigal� O::l.n9el. � of the 53Te. 
Ol ll-25-2:)24, I ceoeived a � atat.i.rJJ trat, '"fu:t Offia! of � � tas ca:eiva:l 
yar lettec arrl have ceviel.8:l it. Jlaxrdirg to Pr:is::n lrd.lst:ries, p.l wxk.ed in the � 
i.n:ilstries at M::O:x:mick fron 2Jl.4-2:ll.8. 'lhis wxk "85 in a secvice f'C03"cSll, lohich ..a.s mt Sli>]E!Ct 
to the �in;) � statute- 'Itece.6:xe, p.i are mt OWErl ant ft.rm. "see REIJ,.ESI' 'IO smEF 
�O\'IED 10-ll-2:l24;arrl &IX: CFFICE CE' GHRAI, Ol.NxL,RESR.l'm '10 IlM\'.lE 
�,CWIED 11-2)--'.ill.'f. I a:rurrl t:rat tm �•s fi..n::liB}S LS imxre:t in t:rat 
state statli:e s.c.o:x:e Am. §24-3-4.D(A) lists ''secvica .JXJ3" as f&'t of the Prevai.lirg vk.)e

statute. fuct:teonxe, t:re �t ta:) us .inmtes p:cfoonirg � :µ:s en cn.icch 
i;:a.s,txl¼t arrl c:ac sa:\ts, oo::i fuz:ni.ture fron t:re p.hlic foe a � fee. �a:-e, I lo0S 
E!'lt.itl.Erl to a � �. 

.&fd<J;Ll 1¥,_.t.¢,'iGrievant Signature Date 

ACTION REQUESTED: 
That I receive all back pay with interest. 

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: 0 PROCESSED � UNPROCESSED □ OTHER

Clo(...t A �� it»l "' tl.GJ,'°'t4:'. @ 

cihe gri��ce is being Processed (Review_ed) and Returned (No Wardens Decision) for the following reasons: Non• Grievable _
C�

nera . ounse� �cmo dated I l_/20/2024 m res�onse to your RTSM via Prison Industry that the position you held at McCormickwas m a service program. which was not subJect to lhe prevailing wage statute. Therefore, you arc not owed any funds.

.. . . 
1( 0'\1 l'l f. 0� Rf.\ F:RSf. SIOF) 

�-� 
IGC Signature 
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\�O�� 

Date 



TO: 

SCDC#: 

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 

RESPONSE TO INMATE CORRESPONDENCE 

Inmate Robert Deal 

301062 

INSTITUTION: Livesay CI 

FROM: Office of General Counsel 

DATE: November 20, 2024 

RE: Inmate Correspondence 

Mr. Deal: 

The Office of General Counsel has received your letter and have reviewed it. According to Prison 
Industries, you worked in the upholstery industries at McConnick from 2014-2018. This work 
was in a service program, which was not subject to the prevailing wage statute. Therefore, you 
are not owed any funds. 

r-Mcu�v 
M. Lawrence
Adrn.inistrati ve Coordinator
Office of General Counsel
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SOtrrn CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS/ilt
cltJt�� REQUEST TO STAFF MEMBER 

Ocr 1 1::- "' y .Jt't � ► 

TO: STAFF NAME: 
CIIRISTHJA BIGELml 

1NMA TE NAME: 
ROBERT DEAL

INSTITUTION: 

LIVESAY 

STAFF TITLE: DATE: ��� .., �� -
GENERAL COUNSEL 10-11-202'1 �

I"'... 

DORM/SIDE/BED: 

2-3-8

SCDC#: �t 
301062 , 

HOUSING TYPE: 0 RHU D R&E 
0 INFIRMARY □ SSR O DEA TH ROW 
0 ASSISTED LIVING UNIT (ALU) 0 N/ A 

REASON FOR PAPER REQUEST: □ PJtEA D MEDICAL D MENTAL HEAL TH O DENTAL 
0 MEDICAL COPAY O MEDICAL RECORDS O KIOSK INACCESSmLE (EXPLAIN): ki.cs1< cbo 

YOO MUST USE THE KJOSK D' YOUR PAPER REQUUT DOU NOT MEET ANY OF THE CRJn:JUA ABOVE. 

I a11 wcitirg in o:n:>.� .. '11S to 1f\' aipk¥a:nt in t:ra i,riro1 i.rd.Jst..d.d:i fr03Ca11 in 1.hkh I � ,oc 
µ d tx-� '1&.fl in ao::o..-i::'hro:: with ::3t.a� statute s.c.c:rla Pm. §24-343)(0) . I ...ocktd ir 1 
P.I. at M:O:x.1rcidc C.I. fr:uri 8-21-all.4 mtil 9-2S-Xll8, :¥rl � frou l(}-2-Xll9 u1til ll-2-Xl21, 
d5 a�,� �t:oc. I W:$:j µtld t:hi.ct:y-fiw Cd� (35¢) P=C h::uc. h:u:cli.Jt.J t.o In.! 
Ehlth Carol.in:1 �--t.d �tiol:ll Awe� t-wn �� foou, I � h:lVe 0001 • .liid i.:.i!Jltcs 1 
d..ill.dru c11d '.lhicty �u � tux. � 01 •t\' 0:11.mldtial.':i, w:i.n:J "!i l.a1,1 tdh1 ox111i,i,p of 'lhc0: 
llrrl."l.d a'rl &-vdlty cbl..l.:.u."'d ($3'iU.OJ), ,rult4ill,..rl bf ·1�1 (10), 11¥ t.::>t.a.l �t lod3 'lh.� '.ilu.u.uj 
S::M:21 ci.o::3ccd ::bl..La.c-.:1 ($3,?0J.0J). lf cliv1d:rl Of 'ilu.ctt UI/� 0-:!ll:.:j, tJ1r3.t aj.l:ilii Tdl 'lh:::u:i.:lou tl.vc: 
11Lrrl.<:!J &-\1,.flty � c-O.int fOJC (10,571.4) h.:u:".:i �. 1£ � 11Ul.tit,llf ti� h:\.l.:d Of t:i"l<! 
S:.!v�l�I cbll..a.:-.::; �d ,t.Llt.y-fiv.? <ll1W ($17.�) � fOj;' o..w, -4= Cd::Ul a .3.Jll of a� auu:cd

llig\t:{ niri.: '.lto.u:s\J S....�c:11 ii.n:hrl fi.ftt SJ.,. dill.c:icti c1d Sixty 'lhce1: o.:tlC ($1W, 7:A>.'33). I£ Ilk! 
::Lbt:ccs:::t th: 'l�ll:y fiv� cMCO:ilt (25%) 1-txl11 did O:.lll:d, acd tru 'lw.nty l' .... �1t (�) V1.ct.iJu
Wi.t.i1.:1&a, th:st lcavd::3 d ::;uu &. Q\::! !i.nlcdd rl..u: 'lh::Aasl:l 'lhccc i-ln::Jc..d Si.xtt � dill.de,:; dl d 
fu.Jr.�1 U-lll:.:> ($104,3:xi.14}. 1 IOJ.!d � wi.l.l.i.ry t:..:> :Jct� � 11t:tt.t.cc i.oc fil';jl,tf �l.v',.: 'lh::x.1.nrl
cb.l.L:u.� ($ffi,<XO.CD) i£ tl� D.\:l3rt,1�1t I.O.l.1.1 w i.nt�-wttd Q.t,n::.t� to liti,Jat:ia.:i tru uatt...!c iii
� o:u:t:;. If d:), pl� a::nt.cet 111;: � s:x::n � �le. 

DISPOSmON BY STAFF MEMBER: 

DATE: 



PAYROLL DETAIL RECORDS FOR INMATE DEAL JR,ROBERT 301062 

PAY DATE HOURS PAY RATE PAY AMOUNT LOC 

09/22/2014 69.93 .30 20.97 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/06/2014 63.39 .30 19.01 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/20/2014 61.09 .30 18.32 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/03/2014 44.69 .30 13.40 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/17/2014 72.65 .30 21.79 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/01/2014 68.13 .30 20.43 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/15/2014 53.62 .30 16.08 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/29/2014 73.74 .30 22.12 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/12/2015 43.90 .30 13.17 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/26/2015 65.42 .30 19.62 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/09/2015 58.09 .30 17.42 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/23/2015 65.40 .30 19.62 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/09/2015 70.10 .30 21.03 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/23/2015 71.07 .30 21.32 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/06/2015 73.00 .30 21.90 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/20/2015 53.50 .30 16.05 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/04/2015 74.30 .30 22.29 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/18/2015 58.00 .30 17.40 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/01/2015 57.25 .30 17.17 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/15/2015 71.00 .30 21.30 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/29/2015 66.55 .30 19.96 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/13/2015 63.52 .30 19.05 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/27/2015 67.50 .30 20.25 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/10/2015 68.79 .30 20.63 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/24/2015 70.06 .30 21.01 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/07/2015 64.26 .30 19.27 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/21/2015 61.30 .30 18.39 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/05/2015 69.71 .30 20.91 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/19/2015 55.10 .30 16.53 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/02/2015 51.46 .30 15.43 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/16/2015 66.10 .30 19.83 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/30/2015 56.65 .30 16.99 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/14/2015 50.42 .30 15.12 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/28/2015 72.66 .30 21.79 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/11/2016 42.97 .30 12.89 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/25/2016 67.91 .30 20.37 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/08/2016 68.35 .30 20.50 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/22/2016 69.62 .30 20.88 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/07/2016 71.59 .30 21.47 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/21/2016 69.84 .30 20.95 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/04/2016 58.99 .30 17.69 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/18/2016 71.29 .30 21.38 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/02/2016 72.06 .30 21.61 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/16/2016 66.36 .30 19.90 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/13/2016 66.65 .30 19.99 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/27/2016 77.33 .30 23.19 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/11/2016 59.21 .30 17. 76 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY

07/25/2016 41.02 .30 12.30 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY

08/08/2016 72.50 .30 21.75 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY

08/22/2016 73.03 .35 25.56 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY

09/05/2016 75.37 .35 26.37 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY

09/19/2016 61.36 .35 21.47 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY
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10/03/2016 64.39 .35 22.53 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/17/2016 46.25 .35 16.18 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/31/2016 59.83 .35 20.94 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/14/2016 71.33 .35 24.96 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/28/2016 57.72 .38 21.93 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/12/2016 49.46 .35 17.31 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/26/2016 60.28 .35 21.09 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/09/2017 38.77 .35 13.56 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/23/2017 54.73 .35 19.15 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/06/2017 39.74 .35 13.90 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/20/2017 71.93 .35 25.17 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/06/2017 59.45 .35 20.80 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/20/2017 64.66 .35 22.63 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/03/2017 64.81 .35 22.68 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/17/2017 62.93 .35 22.02 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/01/2017 46.31 .35 16.20 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/15/2017 55.21 .35 19.32 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/29/2017 51.16 .35 17.90 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/12/2017 62.19 .35 21.76 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/26/2017 51.52 .35 18.03 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/10/2017 69.68 .35 24.38 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/24/2017 51.54 .35 18.03 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/07/2017 57.82 .35 20.23 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/21/2017 60.57 .35 21.19 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/04/2017 56.11 .35 19.63 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/18/2017 53.68 .35 18.78 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/02/2017 57.10 .35 19.98 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/16/2017 53.69 .35 18.79 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/30/2017 73.36 .35 25.67 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/13/2017 69.62 .35 24.36 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

11/27/2017 55.14 .35 19.29 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/11/2017 52.04 .35 18.21 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

12/25/2017 68.11 .35 23.83 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/08/2018 36.02 .35 12.60 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

01/22/2018 56.63 .35 19.82 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/05/2018 68.18 .35 23.86 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

02/19/2018 45.00 .35 15.75 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/05/2018 65.74 .35 23.00 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

03/19/2018 63.54 .35 22.23 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/02/2018 62.69 .35 21.94 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/16/2018 64.80 .35 22.68 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

04/30/2018 21.18 .35 7.41 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/14/2018 71.45 .35 25.00 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

05/28/2018 68.18 .35 23.86 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/11/2018 70.84 .35 24.79 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

06/25/2018 77.51 .35 27 .12 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/09/2018 78.03 .35 27.31 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

07/23/2018 69.86 .35 24.45 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/06/2018 74.86 .35 26.20 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

08/20/2018 67.09 .35 23.48 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/03/2018 6.95 .35 2.43 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

09/17/2018 66.90 .35 23.41 MCC Pl (PGM 382 ELIG ONLY 

10/01/2018 40.83 .35 14.29 LIEBER CORR. DEFAULT 

N = 105 
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TATE OF OUTH AROLI 

AD ll ISTR Tl E LAW COURT 

Robert Deal, #301062 

Appellant, 

V 

South Carolina Department of Corrections, 

Re pondent. 

) 

) 

) 

) Certificate of ervice 

) 

) Docket# 24-ALJ-04-0004-IJ 
) 
) 

) 

) 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Record 011 Appeal wa ·, thi'i date. erved upon the 

following individual by placing a copy of the same via mail to hi /her la. t known addre as follows: 

Inmate Robert Deal 
Inmate umber: 30 I 062 
Livesay Correctional In titution 
Dorm-Room-Bunk: 2-0023-A 

March 27. 2025 

�n �
Deputy General Coun el 
Office of General Coun. el 
South Carolina Department of Correction'> 
44-+4 Broad River Roaa 
P.O. Box 21787 
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787 
(803) 896-8508



TATE OF OUTH CAROLINA 

ADMI I TRA TlVE LAW COURT 

Robert Deal, 30 I 062, 

Appellant, 

South Carolina Department of Corrections, 

Docket Numbers· 24-AU-04-0004-IJ 
[Grievance No_;_JJW I 9�-24 

Hon. S Ph1//1p le11sk1 

Re pondenc. 
J--

RESPONDENT•s 

MOTION TO FILE OUT OF TIME 

COMES NOW. Respondent, South Carolina Department of Corrections, and requests 

that this Honorable Court grant Respondent leave lo file its Motion to Extend time out of lime. In 

support of this request. Respondent shows this Honorable Court the following: 

I. This mailer comes before the Court by way of Appellant's challenge to hi pn on

industries pay

2. Pursuant lo this Court's February 7, 2024 Order. Respondent's brief or responsive

filing was due May 6, 2025 Due to an administrative oversight and the

overabundance of cases in this Court, Respondent did not lile their Motion 10 Dismiss

in a timely manner

3. Respondent is working through hundreds of similar cases and processing as many as

possible in a timely manner. The delay was certainly not intentional.

WHEREFORE. Respondent respectfully request to lile and serve Respondent's Motion 

to Dismiss out of time in this matter. 

May 7, 2025 
Columbia, South Carolina 

Respectfully submitted. 

Kensey vans 
Deputy General Counsel 
South Carolina Department of Corrections 
Post Office Box 21787 
4444 Broad River Road 
Columbia, South Carolina 29221 
(803) 896-8508



STA TE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

Robert Deal, 30 I 062, Docket umber : 24-ALJ-04-0004-U 
[Grievance o.: LIWC 195-24) 

Appellant, 

V. Hon. S. Phillip Lenski 

South Carolina Departmenl of Correction , 

Re ondent. 

RESPONDENT'S 

MOTION TO DISMI S 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

ThL matter i before the Admini lrative Law Court ("ALC'' or ··court") pur uant to the 

appeal of Robert Deal ("Appellanl"), an inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina Department 

of Correction ("SCDC" or "Department"). On December 28, 2024, Appellant filed a Step One 

Grievance eeking to be paid pur uant to the prevailing wage statute, i.e. S.C. Code Ann.§ 24-3-

430(d), for labor allegedly performed while a signed to Prison lndu tries at McCormick 

Correctional In titution ("MCCI"). 

The Department moves to dismis this appeal becau e Appellant's allegation do not 

implicate a state-created liberty or property intere t becau e Appellant never worked for a Prison 

Indu Lrie Enhancement Certification Program (aka '·P[E" or "PIBCP," hereinafter PIBCP). 

Accordingly, he has no basis to claim that he hould be paid the prevailing wage. 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

The ALC's jurisdiction to hear thi matter is derived entirely from the deci ion of the South 

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

reviewing SCDC' decision in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in an appellate capacity. 

Id. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Recently the South Carolina Supreme Court clarified the 

Administrative Law Court' juri diction a : 

[t]hat the ALC has subject matter juri diction over inmate grievance appeals that

have been properly filed. (Internal citations omitted) .. . [h]owever, the ALC i not

Deal Docket No. 24-ALC-0-4-0004-IJ 



required to hold a hearing in every matter and may ummarily di ·mi an inmate's 
grievance if it docs not implicate a ·tale-created liberty or property interc ·c 
·ufficient to trigger procedural due proce • guarantee . The ALC may not grant an
inmate relief from an erroneou • administrative decision by SCDC, however, unle. s 
the inmate demonstrates the error deprived him of due proce .... (i11temal citations 

omitted) 

Allen vs. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 439 S.C. 164, 170-71, 886 S.E.2d 67L 674 (2023). 

"The requirements of procedural due process apply only to the deprivation of imerest 

encompas ed by the Fourteenth Amendment' protection of liberty and property." Al-Shaba�z. 338 

S.C. at 369, 527 S.E.2d at 750 (quoting Board of Regents of State Colleges. v. Roth, 408 U.S. 564,

569, 92 S.Ct. 270 I, 2705 ( 1972)). SCDC interprets Slezak as encouraging, for the sake of judicial 

economy, the ALC to ummarily di mis inmate ca e that do not involve a tate-created liberty 

or property intere t. Sle�ak ,,. S.C. Dep 't of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding 

that the ALC "may ummarily di miss those appeals that do not implicate an inmate's state created 

liberty or property intere t'') (emphasis added). SCDC imerprets Sle�ak to mean that where a tate­

created liberty intere t i  not implicated in a pri oner appeal, a judge of the ALC" hould" di mi 

the appeal. Skipper v. S .C. Dep't of Corr., 370 S.C. 267,633 S.E.2d 910 (Ct. App. 2006). 

ARGUMENT 

NO STATE-CREATED LIBERTY OR PROPERTY INTEREST IS IMPLICATED IN 

THIS CASE BECAUSE APPELLANT DID NOT WORK FOR A PRISON INDUSTRIES 

CERTIFIED ENHANCMENT PROGRAM. 

This ca e should be dismi ed in accordance with Slezak and Skipper because Appellant 

never worked for a Prison Indu tries Certified Enhancement Program (aka "PIE" or "PIECP" 

hereinafter referred to a "PIECP") while at MCCI, and, therefore, no state-created liberty or 

property interest is implicated in this case. See Affidavit of Richard Hodgkiss.' 

1 Filed wilh lhis Motion. 
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There are three type of Pri on Lndustries programs at SCDC. They are PIECP , Pri ·on 

r ndustrie Service Program . and Traditional Industries Program . Only PLECP. and Pri on 

lndu trie Service Program operate with private indu try ponsor , but are not required to do o. 

Only PlECP are subject to the former prevailing wage tatute, i.e .. S.C. Code § 24-3-430 (d) and 

implicate a tale-created liberty intere t. See Wicker v. S. C. Dep 't of Corr., 360 S.C. 42 l ,  424, 60 2 

S.E.2d 56, 58 n. J (2004) (the Court al o tated that this was a "very limited circum lance" and the 

'·holding [] i extremely limited and i not to be viewed a. expanding the jurisdiction of the ALJ 

in any other circumstances"'). 

Prison lndu trie Service Programs, in contra t, are governed by ection 24-1-295 and 

inmate "wage may be less than the prevailing wage for work of a imilar nature ... " S.C. Code 

Ann.§ 24-1-295. Service work is defined a including "any work that include repair, replacement 

of original manufactured item , packaging, orting, recycling, labeling, or imilar work that i not 

original equipment manufacturing." Id. The tatute governing payment for ervice work also 

provide for tatutory deduction to be taken from inmate wage . Id. ( I )-(6). 

Pri on lndu try Traditional Program are governed by 24-3-320 and 330, which aJlow 

"the manufacture or production of such article or product as may be needed for the con truction, 

operation, maintenance, or use of any office, department, in titution, or agency[ ... in] thi State." 

S.C. Code Ann. § 24-3-320. The e tatute do not include any language regarding payment. See

S.C. Code Ann. § 24-3-320 and 330.

This appeal should be di mi ed because Appellant never worked for a PIECP while at 

MCCI, and, therefore, no state-created liberty or property intere t i implicated in this case. See 

Affidavit of Richard Hodgkiss. It is important to note that MCCI did not have a PIECP program 
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during the time Appellant worked in industrie from 2014-2018; rather, MCCI bad a split ervice 

and traditional program for furniture and uphol tery. See Affidavit off Richard Hodgki 

SCDC's Inmate Financial Sy tern shows Appellant was paid $.30 - $.35 an hour for his 

work at MCCI. R. pp. 4 - 5. Thi indicates that Appellant did not work for a designated PIECP, 

but for a service program in accordance with S.C. Code Ann. § 24-1-295, which allow for 

payment less than the prevailing wage. 

The Prison lndustrie Program Appellant participated in was not a PIECP. Becau e 

Appellant never participated in a PIECP, Appellant was not entitled to be paid pur uant to the 

former prevailing wage statute, and no state-created liberty or property interest is implicated in 

this appeal. AdditionaJly, Appellant does not allege that SCDC erroneously calculated his 

sentence, sentence-related credit , or custody status; or allege that a state-created liberty or 

property interest was taken in a major disciplinary hearing. Because Appellant's allegations do not 

implicate a state-created liberty or property interest sufficient to trigger procedural due process 

guarantees, this Court should di mi s this appeal, with prejudice. 

CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE, the Respondent respectfully requests that this Court dismiss thi appeal for 

the above stated reasons. 

May 7, 2025 
Columbia, SC 

Respectfully Submitted, 
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT 

Kensey Evans 
Deputy General Counsel 
S.C. Department of Corrections
P.O. Box 21787
Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787
Phone: (803) 896-8508
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE ADMJNI TRA Tl E LAW CO RT 

Robert Deal, 301062, 

Appellant. 

\'. 

South Carolina Department of Corrections. 

Respondent. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

--------------"------ ) 

Docket No.: 24-ALJ-04-0004-IJ 
[Grievance o.: LIWC 195-24] 

FFJDA VIT OF RICHARD 

HODGKlS 

PERSO ALLY APPEARED BEFORE ME, RICHARD HODGKfSS, who, being duly 

sworn, states as follows: 

I am employed by the South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC) as the Director 

of Support Services and Industries. l have been in this position since 2015 and have worked for 

SCDC since 2015. 

My duties include but are not limited to managing and overseeing the Industries Program. 

I am aware that inmate Robert is seeking to be paid pursuant to the former pre ailing 

wage statute, i.e., SC Code Ann. § 24-3-430 (d), for his participation at the furniture and 

upholstery plant at McCormick Correctional Institution (""MCCI'') from 2014-2018. 

Inmate Deal never participated in a Prison Industries Enhancement Certification Program 

("·PJE" or ··PIECP'') at MCCI. MCCI did not have a PIECP during the times subject to this 

matter. He worked as an Upholsterer Helper from September 22, 2014 through October 1, 20 l 8. 

His last paycheck was received while he was at Lieber Correctional Institution, which has never 

operated a PIECP. 

Toe furniture and upholstery plant was set up as a prison industries traditional and service 

project. SCDC was essentially its own partner for this program. There was not a private industry 

sponsor for this program. Inmates in the program were paid service wages if they were working 
I 



on a service project. Inmates were not paid if they were working on a traditional project. As

such, the Summary of Pl Payroll Hours, included in the upplemental Record. shows when

inmate Deal was paid service wages from September 2014 through October 2018. Anytime he

worked and was not paid would have been for a traditional project since he was not paid a

service wage during that time.

Accordingly, inmate Deal did not work for a designated PIE or PIECP while at MCCI.

2 

? g/J{f.---C' 
i'lici18Id Hodgkiss 
Director of Support Services and lndustries
South Carolina Department of Corrections



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

Robert Deal, Jr., #301062, 

Appellant, 

vs. 

South Carolina Department of Corrections, 

Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) Certificate of Service 

) Docket# 25-ALJ-04-0004-IJ 
) 
) 
) 
) 

[ hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Respondent's Motion to Dismiss was, this date, served 

upon the following individuals by placing a copy of the same via mail to his/her last known address as 

follows: 

Inmate Robert Deal, Jr. 
Inmate Number: 301062 
Livesay Correctional institution 
Dorm-Room-Bunk: N2-0023-A 

May 7, 2025 

• strative
arolina

ce of General 
4444 Broad River 
P.O. Box 21787 
Columbia, South Car 
(803) 896-3922

or 
ent of Corrections 
el 




