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This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (“ALC” or “Court”) pursuant
to a request for a contested case hearing filed by Tommy J. Bellamy (“Petitioner™). Petitioner filed
his request on October 7, 2015, contesting the decision of the Horry County Board of Assessment

Appeals (“Board™), which was dated September 4, 2015.

A request for a contested case hearing before the ALC is governed by S.C. Code Ann. § 12-60-
2540(A) (2014), which states:
Within thirty days after the date of the board's written decision, a property taxpayer

Or county assessor may appeal a property tax assessment made by the board by
requesting a contested case hearing before the Administrative Law Court in
accordance with the rules of the Administrative Law Court.
S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-600(B) (Supp. 2014) notes that “[a]ll requests for a hearing before the
Administrative Law Court must be filed in accordance with the court's rules of procedure. A party
that files a request for a hearing with the Administrative Law Court must simultaneously serve a

copy of the request on the affected agency.” “In county tax matters...the request must be filed and

served within thirty (30) days after the date of the written decision.” ALC Rule 1 1(C).

The date of decision of the Board was September 4, 2015. Petitioner did not file his request for a
contested case until October 7, 2015. Petitioner did not timely file and serve the request for a
contested case hearing. Petitioner’s untimely filing and servicing of the request for a contested
case hearing deprives the ALC of jurisdiction over the issue in this case. Elam v. S.C. Dep't of

Transp., 361 S.C. 9, 14-15, 602 S.E.2d 772. 775 (2004): see also Wingate v. S.C. State Highway



Dep't, 276 S.C. 39, 40,274 S.E.2d 917 (1981).

While the ALC recognizes that Petitioner is proceeding pro se, “the court will not hold a layman
to any lesser standard than is applied to an attorney.” Goodson v. Am. Bankers Ins. Co., 295 S.C.
400, 403, 368 S.E.2d 687, 689 (Ct. App. 1988); see also Rouvet v. Rouvet, 388 S.C. 301, 310, 696
S.E.2d 204, 208 (Ct. App. 2010).

Petitioner did not comply with ALC Rule 11 as well as S.C. Code Ann. §§ 12-60-2540(A) and 1-
23-600(B). Pursuant to ALC Rule 23(B), the Court dismisses Petitioner’s case for filing the
request for a contested case hearing with the Court more than thirty (30) days after the date of the

Board’s written decision. It is therefore,

ORDERED that this case is hereby DISMISSED.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED

/

H W. Funderburk, Jr. e
Administrative Law Judge

v

October 16, 2015
Columbia, South Carolina
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Julia M. Miller, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all parties to this cause
by depositing a copy hereof, in the United States mail, postage paid, in the Interagency Mail

Service, or by electronic mail to the address provided by the party(ies) and/or their attorney(s).

Tommy J. Bellamy
3684 Sea Mountain Highway
Little River, South Carolina 29566

Arrigo P. Carotti, Esquire RBCEI%’E

Horry County Attorney’s Office p—
1301 Second Avenue NOY 03 o
Conway, South Carolina 29526
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October 16, 2015 J_ulia M. Miller
Columbia, South Carolina Judicial Law Clerk
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