STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

APPEAL FROM THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT
Docket No. 14-ALJ-04-0140-AP
Grievance No. ECI 1456-13

Honorable Debocanh Bcooks Ducden, Judge !

Jimiy D. Meyygs JCey eceenenoecneeeaeaaAppallant,

V3.

South Carolina Department of Corcections,...Respondent.

i

MOTION TO PROCEED
IN fORMA PAUPERIS

STANDARD
The Couct has tne ciynt co detecmlne whetnec an lamate is beliy
deprived OL a State Cceated Rigyht oc Libesccy Intecest ycanted to

him by a cule, Statucte or rcegulatlon pecowulgated by che

Govecnmentc Meachum v. fFano 96 5.Ct. 2532. Futher, an lilamate can

claim Due process violation 1f he c¢an show deprivation of a
Pgcotected libecty linterest, such lntecest are generally limited
to (a) Those actions iLhal unexpectedly aitecr the inmate's term Of

imprisonment, aand (0) tnose actions that impose an atypical and

¢



[

sigynificaut hnacdshipyp 1an celation to the ocdinacy 1ncidents o

rClson 1life Sandin v. Connecr 115 3.Ct. 2293 (1995)

STATUTORY PROVISIONS
Soutn Cacolina Code provides 1n at least four sStatutes ylving
Jcisoners protected liberty intecest by chacging the state with
the humane tceatment 2 as descclbed in tne Declaratioa of policy
(§ 24-1-20). Futher, South Carolina Statute provides for the
i
manayement and control of prison systezim that the Depactmeant Of
‘Corrections nas a ducty tO provide "Pcopec Cacre *" alony with
feeding,,piothing aild wanagementc of the prisoner. This Statutocy
y

languaye would provide this i1nmate wilith futhes grotectloas a3 Lo
the chacye of Lhe Soutn Cacolina Depactment 0f Coccectlons.

Therefore, the Depactinment of Cocrectlions ceceives 1t's:
authority from the Soutn Cacolina Code of Laws that Specify ia §
24-1-140, That the Dicector Shall have power o0 prescribe
ceasonable zules and ceyulations gyovernliny the humane tLceatiment %
in part. lastly, Soutih Carolina futhec grants powers and provides
pcotections from such that tne Depactiment of Cocceccions "snall"
not make any discrimination in the tceatmzat Of Qcisonecs placed

in theic¢ cusctody, 9, aad che law provides cciminal penalty for
1 :

the violation of such. In Snoct, There 1s statute that provides

for the authority but also there is Statutory language -to provide
psrotections from such charging ©L CO-pays wihere Lhe statute

olainly states prioc to 2010.



As South Cacoliina Code (§ 24-13-80) Changyed in 2010 to allow
the Depactment by State Stacute to chacrgye co-pays and hnold that
"Deficiency" wuntil aa inmate receives money. However, The

)
Deparctment Of Coccectionsd nas bewn doliny this siace 2004( aind at
Chat cime the Soutn Cacolina Statute (§24-13-80) did not allow
for such dedaction from an lamactes account, LE at the time Of

2

"ceguest" the inmate had less than five dolliacs in his account.

There 13 a cleac State created divercty iatecest iavolved and a

Pbogectj'lntecest in this case, And I am ceyuesting to be allowed
i

Lo proceed without prepaysment of cost on tnis agpeal.

Respectiully Suomitting,

Jiminy D. Meggs Jr.
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PROOF BF SERVICE

I Jimmy D. Megygs Jc., do cecrtify that I have served a copy of my
Notice of Appesal from' the March 9th 2014 Order of Disamissal, that
was received by ime on March, 10 2014 on the Respondznt's Couasel
of cecord: South Carollina Debactment of Corrections, Post Office
Box 21787 Columbia, SC 29221-1787. and, Soudth Carolina
Administrative Law Courcc, 1205 Ppendieton '3c., Suite 224,
Columbia, SC 29201 by depdsiting the same 1n the' Uaniced States
Maii Postaye prepaid This:

l V' " bay ofMV\ufci/" ,2014.
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