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Carolina D
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- STATEMENT oF THE CASE

T—hfﬁ mo\Hef C_omcﬁ bclfor’c Hu's Conrt puf‘_man""“’ the Gﬂ‘b‘“/
oF Mothew Brown, an inmate i the C6stedy OF The Seuth Canling
Pﬁf’qr}men} oFcoffCC‘)’fon_s C.SCD(-]. pp/OCHCIhTL Subov'tted greeince
n Febfuq,ry 1025 Com,olm‘n]ng about bcfnj charged &CO"PCL)/an‘f‘
E’"“h'rf b/ood Pressuce and cholestrol mied 'cations, BFt= Ai's
5{'6‘/&”(;"5 were dco:'cd, he Frlled a Wetice of Qppea,/ 1N Fhe
Ad min'strative faw court CALC) i'n March 1028, on July 9,2625
‘TaAB‘:: SePhillip Leask: ('ssued an orde~ granting the Lb\q_f‘;"nfq‘f{j
h;oi-:on”fo Dismss. 7:-—)*) that ofdeq J_wc’je Lensks fond that
prellant’s Complint did not implicate a State-treated
1 Ler}'y er Pfopcﬂy | nterest n;‘j Q/OPCq,[ poﬂgw_s,
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LEGAL STANDARD of REVIEW

S5.C. code Ann. $ 1-23-¢i0(B) provides the applicable stydard

OF review, The review of the adtinistrabive Low Jud g€s order must be
Conlff’ncd to the record, The reviewing fritbang may afFirm the detsion of

ge”l“{'d the Case For Farther proceedings; of it may reverse of modify the -
€Cision H the Sub ctantive f}'ﬂhfs‘ SE the pc:f':‘ﬂoner have been pfejqd:'ceo’

because +he Firding. conclusien, or decision 1s/
(A) 'n violation o constiktional or ¢latutory provisiens,

Cb) in excess of the statute Qu+horH-7 of the agency;
() made L pon unlawful precedure,
CCD a#ecfcd b‘}l other €rror of Iaw)'
@) clearly erronceuas in view of the re“a_b/e) Probative and sulgtantial
evf'dc’nce on the W/)o/e rf{of‘cl; or
(F) Qrb.“}'rar‘\, er qur,\c,‘ous of Chqmc*)’-em‘zeof éy qﬁqfcs O‘f C(l‘focf"ibn o7
Cffﬁrl}/ Unu/qfrdfl'}'fd e)(ef(.‘;c OIC d".(Cf'z:}lf‘on'

$.C,Code Ann. 5 [-23-380C5 ).

T an appeal of a Final decision of an administrative agency, the Stanchod
f’i?#’f’c”fzfe review 1§ W})d‘!’})ff the AL (s F;‘nd:‘njs are Su ported by

is e ’L\j"“m/ evidence. S.C. Code Ann. § (-23-60CB). Csudotantial evidence™
Fquw ence which, Conft'a’erf'nj Fhe record as a W/)o/ej would allew g
reqcznjb/il mind Fo reach the Same conclusion that admini'strative agexy

Ca.

1S9 ¢ c+ H——ﬂilfy V. S.C\ State Badget & Contrsl Bd., 3988.C. 913, 491 SE,
Esr that o’fﬁ; 1994"7). A reviewing court Shall pot subshitute 1 own Judgaeit
W od it dﬂ;(ﬁlf as to Findjgs o[-chr’-) but 't May feversE o

c /c’qr/ S1ons that are controlled by errors of law or thet are

Y &erroneus | ; :
(econd as CLGOW;J;;@‘VJ‘_-SW oF the fqbs’f‘anﬁ-‘a/ € vidence ©N the
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v ; LN, \ b
The Jurisdickien of the ALC +to hear ¥his MaHer was denived From Fhe
South carelina Supreme conrt in Al-Shabazz v.Sfate 1339 5. 357 ‘iJ 5275.E,2d 792

(2000, Subicsuently, 41y SUpreme court clarfred +he ALLs appelate Juridichon

i_;“f\m,n Vi S.C Dept op Cog ) _?S‘\S—SL('_ . ‘/37}_5'5(:, S-E,Qc!
It ((2003)”7‘8._5&_’!1\1:“_'\_ Court held +hat the N LCY% Jurisd clion was [vmited

© Cases in w/u'c}) an tnmafes ConFinemen + r‘Mp/"CGULU a Statc-created

ltberty or Property interest, sce Sulvan at Y43-44 5865 2d of 117. T
('_Solez?_k e Ik Dep OFCD/T'J:))G I 5.¢.327, 332,608 5. F.2d Lot (1004), the Supreme
Creq CJI"C’A Fhat the ALC {“,"LSLPI”OVI‘J@ minimal due process For State-
that :05{;&38'47 e P/off'*‘*[ l‘nllcr;sfj, In this Case, the ALL W/‘anf/\/ coOndaded
C"’Cl‘m{.%{ '1
Prop e nferess ;

Gver Inmate appeals i

beml, Orprqocrfy interest was implicated, A —S‘f{"#f‘&de,_{
Brusl o Must be gneundey 1n state law. S¢€e began V. Zimman, .,
L %
Mucf =) U ¢/22_) 720 (19917, An i'n

mate Cim'mt"'ﬁ a peefeched i nterest
o Y Blien v. s chﬂo/(oﬁ;,L
9276t App, 201D reh g dey,. g (sept. Sae0),
: 439 5.€.164,98¢ SE, 2d 4] (1023
CrIS N this Case that he Should net be charged co-payments
d P/‘es‘{hr‘ﬁ and C})olej)}-ro/}ngdflcahbnj becaws e Section C/‘” of
y Hs-18./7 States +

3 hat Una CO™pPayment will be C/m'fjcc( A;f Cértewn
7" Bloed PresSure Mediobéon and Cholestrol medication are consderd
Ccll:cm"l‘oos

Chiptled $o 4 Sha and Fall under 71-}1/‘_5 Ca‘/’ejer‘f, ﬁp/eﬂqnz‘ claims he's

C/‘Iaf‘-jt.cl . /?x__ ::: Creg tuf /J‘ber/u/ f‘)‘}’}tffjré and proFeﬂy r'n*)“e/‘eS‘/‘/'or &f}n?
oF bfﬁod br P

Y Oﬂ-ﬁ’ 10,00 per Month For chrenic medications
Egmal Proulechjsufe ANd Choletrsy, Accodd ing Fo duc precess and
ConS’L:'4u+i‘en :r;; L;')df’f H\C |4 +h Amend ment op the Uns'f'ec[ SIquf..S

i h Cacoling (apstiiubion, +his ]

?’um?d}:c:x./ Care, It5 ay 21k Amend me, 1 t//‘g/q*/‘,fo -y LMC/Ef
[n:S "t tinder the Whited States const,

© I(‘Ic'fqls e P
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Jranred ¢ Aprg, 269 3 afFd as modified
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Based on the above arguments, Rppel lant 1 6’5496’6# %“\/ Prays Hhat
+his court enter Judgment, Fhat the acts and emm isiens desuibed
herein Violave AiS rights under the conshitation and laws of the united
States and order the Respondents to provide med el RX co-pay
[eimbarsemeht oF J 16.00 per month Since ﬂ’)a,)/ N0LY a8 Menttened

Mthis appen).
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