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The South Caralina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
: . 1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CARCLINA 29201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK ' TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1820

FAX: (803) 734-1839
www,sccourts.org

January 23, 2026

Jeffery A. Simpson, 282574
1578 Clarence Coker Hwy
Turbeville SC 29162 '

Re: Jeffery A. Simpson, #282574 v. SCDC
Appellate Case No. 2026-000102

Dear Mr. Simpson:

Upon reviewing your notice of appeal, the following deficiency or deficiencies
have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and
any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of this letter or
this matter will be dismissed:

» The notice of appeal fails to include a statement of when you received
written notice of entry of the order or judgment from which this appeal is
taken.

e A proof of service showing that a copy has been served on the
Administrative Law Court has not been provided as required by Rule
203(b)(6), SCACR.

Very truly yours,
LHRK

cc:  Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire




The South Cavolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 20211

1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803)734-1850

. FAX: (803)734-1839
www._sccourts.org

January 23, 2026

Jeffery A. Simpson, 282574
1578 Clarence Coker Hwy
Turbeville SC 29162

Re: Jeffery A. Simpson, #282574 v. SCDC
Appellate Case No. 2026-000102

hY

Dear Mr. Simpson:

This Court has received your notice of appeal, and the case has been assigned the
appellate case number that appears above. Please use this number on all future
correspondence relating to this matter.

All parties to this matter are advised that all filings must comply with the
requirements of Rule 267 of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR).
The SCACR are available online at www.sccourts.org/courtreg. Additionally, any
filings submitted by counsel admitted in South Carclina must include counsel's bar
number.

The attention of the parties is directed to the order relating to the inclusion of
personal data identifiers and other sensitive information in documents filed with
the Supreme Court of South Carolina and the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
The order can be found at
www.sccourts.org/courtOrders/displayOrder.cfim?orderNo=2014-04-15-02. Please
note that the responsibility for insuring that information is redacted or sealed as
required by this order rests with counsel and the parties. This office will not review
filings for redaction or to determine if materials should be sealed.



This is to advise that the title in the above matter has been changed to read as
follows:

Jeffery Adrian Simpson, #282574, Appellant,

V.

South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

All future records in this matter should be changed to reflect this title. If you have

any questions, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

Very trply yours,

cc:  Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire



Whe South Cavolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST QOFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803} 734-1890

FAX. (803) 734-1839
wnw, sccourts.org

January 23, 2026

Jeffery A. Simpson, 282574
1578 Clarence Coker Hwy
Turbeville SC 29162

Re: Jeffery A. Simpson, #282574 v. SCDC

Appellate-Case No—2026=000102—- -

Dear Mr. Simpson:

Upon reviewing your notice of appeal, the following deficiency or deficiencies
have been noted under the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules (SCACR), and
any deficiency must be corrected within ten (10) days of the date of this letter or
this matter will be dismissed:

e The notice of appeal fails to include a statement of when you received
written notice of entry of the order or judgment from which this appeal is
taken.

e A proof of service showing that a copy has been served on the
Administrative Law Court has not been provided as required by Rule
203(b}(6), SCACR.

Very trufy yours,
LHERK

cc:  Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 25-ALJ-04-0705-1)
[Grievance No.: TCI 313-25]

Jetfery Simpson, #282574

Appellant,
Hon. S. Phillip Lenski

RESPONDENT’S MOTION TO

DISMISS

)
)
)
)
V. )
)
South Carolina Department of Corrections, )

)

)

Respondent.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This matter is before the Administrative Law Court (“*ALC” or “Court”) pursuant to the
appeal of Jeffery Simpson (“Appellant”), an inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina
Department of Corrections (“SCDC™ or “Department™). On June 2, 2025, Appellant filed a Step
One Grievance challenging his May 27, 2025, disciplinary conviction for the offense of 811,
“Possession of a Weapon™ in case #1.' On July 1, 2025, Appellant’s Step One Grievance was
reviewed and denied. This appeal followed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The ALC’s jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Court in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). When
reviewing SCDC’s decisions in inmate grievance matters, the ALC sits in an appellate capacity.
Id. at 377, 527 S.E.2d at 754. Subsequently, the supreme court clarified the ALC’s appellate
jurisdiction over inmate appeals in Sullivan v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 355 S.C. 437, 586 S.E.2d 124
(2003). In affirming, as modified, the ALC’s en banc decision of McNeil v. S.C. Dep't of Corr.,

02-ALJ-04-00336-AP (September 5, 2001), the Supreme Court held the ALC’s jurisdiction was

" A copy of the Step One Grievance is attached for the Court’s and parties’ convenience.
PY p

I
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- llmlted to (1) (‘;_asg'st;ir_'_ll,_'».vhiié}l ’;n mmdtecéntends pnson ‘(')_fﬁéfia]s-ilave érr(_)nelc;usly'caﬂ:hlafed his
‘ seﬁl.f’;_'nc;, selﬁltence.—“r‘f::lma.te;l\crediis’_, ‘or: cuslody st;;u§; (2) cl-z‘ls&;s‘:in ‘\Ivhich S.Cl‘)C_ha-s taken an
inmhte’s'_'srate-crr;a!gc{ iibelity interest in m'a‘jo"r-(;liscii)linz-llryl Hearings; and (?;_) cases in‘which an
‘inmate’s conﬁn-e'riu‘am implicut;:s a state-created lib-erly interest. See Sullii'an; 3558S.C. at 443, 586
S.E.2d at 127 (emphasis added).
| Further, the state law from which the ALC’s -jui'is'diclion to review agency decisions is
derived generally requires that those agency decisions be final. S.C. Code ‘Ann. §1-23-380.
A.c'cm"ding- to the Honérable John D. Gea’thelrs, current Judge of the South Carolina Court of
Appeals and former Administrative Law Judge, “The doctrine of exhaustion of administrative
remedi(_as generally requires a person seeking relief from the action of an administrative agency to
pursue all available administrative remedies before seqking such relief from the courts.” Lewis
Williams, Petitioner, 64-ALJ-17-0276-’CC, 2005 WL 828024, at *1 (Mar. 9, 2005). In that case,
Judge Geathers dismissed the petitioner’s case because he had failed to exhaust the administr-alivc
r\;m_edies ‘avail_able to him. Thus, the z@gency'd‘ecision in question was not final. The South Carolina
Supréme Court has also weighed in on. this issue stating, “[e]xh'austion is generally required as a
matter of -preveﬁting premature interference with agency i)roccsses... and to compi!e a record
which is adequate for judicial review.” Video Gaming Consultants, Inc. v. S.C. Dep’t of Revenue,
342 S.C. 34, 38, 535 S.E.2d 642, 644 (2000).

ARGUMENTS

In this case, Appellant failed to exhaust his administrative remedies. As a result, Appellant
did not receive a final agency decision. The South Carolina Department of Correction has in place
a two-step grievance system that is available to inmates. In A/-Shabazz, the South Carolina

Supreme Court reviewed SCDC’s griévance system, specifically the grievance filing deadlines,

Simpson Docket No, 25-ALJ-04-0705-1f



and determmeci it w‘;s consmlem w:th lhe stdndards oullmed In Wa[jf 1. Nchanucll 418 U S. 539
(1974) AI Slmba::, 527'S. C. at 377 The plocedures dnd deadlmes for this process are provnded
in SCDC Pollcy GA;OI.I_?. Inmate Grle'_vance S_y;tem which is avmlablg to all inmates in their
i'nstigution'al law librdry. This grievance §yster.ﬂ pfovides them with a way (0 bring issues to the
agency’s atlention and to:'c')btain a ﬁnal,agcncy decision on an isste.

South Carolina Code section 1-23-380 requires the “exhaust[ion of] all administrative
remedies available within the agency“-a_nd a “final decision in a contested case” as prerequisites
to ALC review. The South Carolina Suplieme Co-urt.has interpreted this language in S.C. Code
Ann. § 1-23-380 as meaning thz;t ‘:[j]ildicial review .is-appropriatc where there is an appeal froma
final agency order . . .” dnd “relief is'not generally available where one has not exhausted
administrative remedies.” See Garris v. Governing Bd. of South Carolina Reinsurance Facility,
319 SC 388, 390, 461 S.E.2d 819, 821 (1995). Here, Appellant failed to fully exhaust SCDC’s
admini‘stra‘uive remédies to ‘oblain a final agency decision, thus, he is not entitled to the requested
relief or tl{is Court’s review of the malt;rs‘raiscd.

Ther;:fore, because Appellan_t.did not exhaust his‘ administrative remedies, this Court lacks
jurisdiction over and should dismis$ this appeal.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Respondent requests the Court dismiss Appellant’s appeai.

[SIGNATURE BLOCK TO FOLLOW]
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Respectiully Submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF CORRECTIONS

Sudniy hutgor
S)ﬁlney Keesee

Staff Attorney

S.C. Department of Corrections
PO Box 21787

Columbia, South Carolina 2922 ]
Phone: (803) 896-1943

December L/ , 2025
Columbia, South Carolina

Simpson Docket No. 25-ALJ-04-0705-1]



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
AD‘\IIN ISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Jeffery Adrian Simpson, #282574,
Appellant,

VS.

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

I 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 Jeffery Adrian Simpson
Inmate Number: 282574
Turbeville Correctional Institution
Dorin-Room-Bunk: TB-0185-B

December 4, 2025

Certificate of Service

Docket# 25-ALJ-04-0705-1J

U r-" 'ﬁ-\
heron Hess
mlnlstratlve
Office of General
South Carolina D¢patment of Corrections
4444 Broad Riveri Road . !

P.O. Box 21787 \
Columbia, South Carolin 2\9221-1787

(803) 896-3922



Respectfully Submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF CORRECTIONS

Sudniy lhutgor
Sﬂney Keesee

Staff Attorney

S.C. Department of Corrections
PO Box 21787

Columbia, South Carolina 29221
Phone: (803) 896-1943

December 'L/ , 2025
Columbia, South Carolina

Simpson Docket No. 25-AL3-04-0705-1]
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA &0 Dtk od Annas!
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT Vv VUL Ut ApPed
Jeffery Adrian Simpson, #282574, Docket No. 25-ALJ-04-0705-1J
Appellant,
ORDER GRANTING
v 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 the Notice of Appeal filed on October 8, 2025 by Jeffery Adrian Simpson (Appellant)
an inmate in the custody of the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Respondent or
Department). After the Appellant’s Step | grievance was filed and denied, the Appellant filed an
appeal with the court appealing his conviction of Possession of a weapon (811).

On December 5, 2025, the Department filed a Motion to Dismiss because the Appellant
failed to exhaust his administrative remedies and as a result, the Appellant did not receive a final
agency decision. The Department argues that because the Appellant did not file a Step 2 Grievance
and therefore did not obtain a final decision from the Department, the Appellant has failed to
exhaust his administrative remedies and thus failed to meet the requirements of the Administrative
Procedures Act for review by this court. As of the date of this Order, the Appellant has not filed
a response to the Department’s Motion to Dismiss.'

DISCUSSION

The Administrative Procedures Act (the Act) confers the jurisdiction of this court upon a
party who has exhausted all administrative remedies available within an agency and who is
aggrieved by a final decision in a contested case. See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380. Interpreting
the language of the Act, the South Carolina Supreme Court has determined “judicial review is

appropriate where there is an appeal from a final agency order . . .” and relief to be generally

' See Rules 61 and 7, SCALCR, which provide that if a party opposes a motion, the party must file a written response
and that failure of a party to timely file a response may be deemed a consent by that party to the relief sought in the

motion.
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unavailable “where one has not exhausted administrative remedies.” Garris v. Governing Bd. of
South Carolina Reinsurance Facility, 319 S.C. 388, 390, 461 S.E.2d 819, 821 (1995).

In failing to obtain a final decision from the Department, the Appellant failed to exhaust
his administrative remedies and, as such, has failed to meet the requirements of the Act to confer
the jurisdiction of this court. Therefore, based on the foregoing,

IT IS HERBY ORDERED that the Respondent’s Motion to Dismiss is GRANTED and
this appeal is DISMISSED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

X&g\\

S. Phillip Lenski
Administrative Law Judge
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Dear Appellant: 10/16/2025 Page 9

Below is information regarding your case which has been filed with the ALC. Please refer to the Rules of Procedure
(enclosed) for the time frames on filing briefs and other matters.

|Case Title (Appellant v. Respondent)

Number

DOC IJ 10/8/2025 10/16/2025 Lenski Jeffery Simpson #282574 v. SC DOC

E \ i [, / _"" .
< <& e
£ e
o g ~EF o s
- .: -w".j,!:.: #-1‘ "t — ',,-‘
RECELY [} OCT 16998 ™

P Lus .

iAN 14 ?,[126 r}t;,:b o

: | f‘é’,’ I'A":;'

s Court of Appeal Pty 1o

You must file all original documents and correspondence regarding this case directly with the above-named J udge and serve a copy on the Dept.
of General Counsel, S.C. Dept. of Corrections, PO Box 21787, Columbia, SC 29221.
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