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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Stewart Buchanan #69848

FORM 4

JUDGMi,,, T IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NUMBER: 2010-CP-40-5896

Robert Brown, et al.

PLAINTIFF(S) • DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted bv: Attorney for : O Plaintiff Q Defendant or O Self-Re"j»resei8&l Litigant
2> m S

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) Prn ^ ^t
I | JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried ancTSyjJdictTifriderarjy*

ror°mO DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues haveUje.ej] triecToV hrlanESnd a
decision rendered. •""* a» ""*

• ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): • Rule 12(b), SCRCP; D Rule 41(a). SCRCP-$e£ Norrsffit):
D Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); • Other • gj *?

D ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): Q Rule 40(j), SCRCP; D Bankruptcy; 2 ro
I | Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award: I lather

• DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
• Affirmed: • Reversed; O Remanded; • Other

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARC RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: • Seeattached order (formal order to follow) g) Statement of Judgment by the Court:

Plaintiff's Motion to Alter or Amend pursuant to 59(e) is denied without oral argument.

ORDER INFORMATION

This order Q ends O does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE JUDGMENT INDEX

Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should be
enrolled. If there is no judgment information, indicate "N/Ar in one of the boxes below.
Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) Judgment Against (List name(s) below) Judgment Amount To be Enrolled

The judement information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be
addressed bv wav of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not
available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers
should refer to the official co'urforderlor-judgment details.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code 2110 Date */«//2_

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
. 20 and a copv mailed first class or placed in the appropriateThis judgment was entered on the >> day of -

attorney's box on this S\ Iday of Mi IQM^ •20 \c{

Stewart Buchanan

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)

Court Reporter

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011)

to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Samuel F. Arthur, III.

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Clerk of Court <%MJfiJjMkjb

SCANNEC



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Stewart #69848 Buchanan

FORM 4

JTJDGME:, i IN A CIVIL CASE

CASE NUMBER:

Robert Brown

Ms Bowie

2010CP4005896

PLAINTIFF(S) DEFENDANT(S)

Submitted bv: Attorney for : Q Plaintiff fj Defendant or Q Self-Represented Litigant

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE)
O JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict rendered.

O DECISION BY THE COURT. This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a
decision rendered.

• ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): D Rule 12(b). SCRCP; • Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit):
• Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); • Other

• ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): • Rule 40(j), SCRCP; • Bankruptcy;
I | Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award; Q Other

• DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX): ~ g 3
• Affirmed: • Reversed; • Remanded; • Other '-^ rz o

NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL. OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENei.OF T^CIRCUfTCOURT
RULING IN THIS APPEAL. V-l'-^. -^ "^\T"-

IT IS ORDERED .AND .ADJUDGED: [>3 See attached order (formal orderto follow) • Statement ottydgment 4>? thc£6urt:
ORDER INFORMATION ]^^_ "~~ fn"0

This order Q ends CD does not end the case. ro' -j» --' ~-
Additional Information for the Clerk : V/sct" ro -•-

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX — li
Complete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personal property or if any amount should'̂ be enrolled. IPthere
is no judgment information, indicate "N/A" in one of the boxes below.
Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) Judgment Against (List name(s) below) Judgment Amount To be Enrolled

S

S
j s

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be
addressed bv wav of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not
available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers
should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriateThis judgment was entered on the

attornev's box on this 2 1 November 2011 to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Stewart S69S4S Buchanan

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)

Court Reporter

SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011)

Robert Brown

Samuel F. Arthur III

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

Clerk of Court
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Stewart Buchanan. #69848.

Plaintiff.

vs.

Robert Brown, in his individual

capacity, [first name unknown]
Bowie, in her individual capacity,
and David Tatarsky, in his individual
capacity,

Defendants.

FN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

C/ANO.: 2010-CP-40-05896

-z-
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ORDER GRANTING MOTION ^Q;: —
DISMISS FOR LACK OF ^'^ ~~*

SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION 5

• cc
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This matter comes before the court for disposition of Defendants' previously filed

Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction. A hearing of said Motion was

conducted by this court on September 15, 2011. Appearing at the hearing on behalf of the

Defendants was Samue! F. Arthur, III. Esquire. Plaintiff appeared pro se.

This court acknowledges that multiple other motions were pending and scheduled to

be heard on September 15, 2011. However, given that Defendants* Motion to Dismiss for

Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction had the potential to end this case and render all other

pending motions moot, this court opted to receive and consider arguments from both sides

regarding the Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction and hold all other

pending motions in this case in abeyance until disposition of the Motion to Dismiss for Lack

of Subject Matter Jurisdiction. For reasons more fully set forth below, this court finds that it

is appropriate to dismiss this case for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, thereby rendering

all other pending motions moot.
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Plaintiffs Complaint clearly states allegations designed to challenge a disciplinary-

outcome, calculation of sentence-related credits, custody status, and/or other conditions of

confinement. Therefore, prior to judicial review of Defendant's handling of said issues,

Plaintiff is required to submit his case to the Administrative Law Judge Division ("ALJD").

See Al-Shabazz v. Stale, 338 S.C. 354. 527 S.E.2d 742 (1999).

Following a review of the court's file regarding this matter and receipt and

consideration of arguments presented by counsel for Defendant and pro se Plaintiff, this

court finds that Plaintiff has indeed failed to exhaust all available administrative remedies,

including, but not limited to appeal of unfavorable grievance decisions to the Administrative

Law Judge Division. Therefore, inasmuch as Plaintiff has failed to exhaust his available

administrative remedies in this case, this court finds that it is appropriate to dismiss

Plaintiffs action pursuant to Rule 12(h)(3) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure

for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

that Defendants' Motion to Dismiss is GRANTED. Furthermore, any and all other pending

motions related to this matter are also hereby dismissed as moot.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED!

f"
^_^L

THE HONORABLE JAMES R. BARBER,
FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Columbia, South Carolina

Octerber '£> .2011.



Jeanette W. McBride
CLERK OF COURT

RICHLAND COUNTY

P.O. Box 2766

Columbia, SC 29202-2766
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