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SkedeMert of +he Cose

The Appellant toas Contacked on 10-8-14 b7 SOCS Uass T eakion fersene
ord dold that ha was o be preseat a} an TCC hew{rﬁ H\u‘%nowitj duy.
The = \f\em’\‘ﬁ Was Conducied +he Follows u\\) d&y 10-9-77 Where the
Appilent wsos present. Several Corirespondonces were sent to S C
09?\‘ ol &.\]\éUS\-oOA '{-0 be Qu'\-l'\or;“u\-iVQ ;SSues ’Q‘F+ OIOQA ?rom 'er
TCC hearing . As a tesult of the decision tendered From Hhe ZTCC hearin ’
the Afpﬁl\ow\- was Contacted on l?lc_?-/'f’ b/ NI 51[Q¥‘F/P€f3°"e, ond
‘\:\yorw\té he was to b&‘\'FOV\Sfor+ed the next 30«7. Oon 12-Y-19 H"&‘
Appllant with all Wnig \oalo,«jin\‘)is was brought to the tr 0\/‘5/"‘3“%“)"“"
aceen, Alter everok howrs of deley, the Appellant, without s be-
longing s, (has Sent backe 4o the dormitory fo acsad Farther st
WeMons . On 12-521y the /(yo;oelfa/\{~ was Contalted lo7 scpc 54&9?/
Pysong\ and s del\d Q\/Qr/,l«h,‘,g LS Au\\'\?{eé/ o which Hme.
he was dhen j‘V*f\ back hi's beléfﬁigjs. On 12-9-1¢ +he Appaliant
Flled o S-¥if () Erievonce o\-}-\—t@nf’ﬁ/j ow Ceselution |, scpc §-kJ~F/
persontl gve boek gn uMaHs‘R&;W TRSponse on 12-29-14 in
Wi the A’Pf’el\oﬁr Tled o S!*kf Q) Grievonce_on 12-30-(Y,
The 0{‘”]@“'/ (senc) !'esfbo/\de,i +o e SJ&fJ (2) Grievonce with Hheir
'Fl\l\q\ decision ONS-28-1I8 'H\Q APFQH&/H— *Ff(eé o Netice of
Appas Yo the é"kj@\tylf c(eusie’r\ on the Administrative Low Coud
CN\Q “-QSPCW\ACV\\' ON 6-23-15, The A(‘llv';lA;S'l‘l‘QJ")’V( Law Coudt dis-
M3 the appeal b; ofder on Septenher 285 30187 The Appella/d'

Pled o Noties of Appeck on all porHes o Septembar Yt 2015 The
ar:)mmej\\-f oF Pral appm& Fol lows
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Was the ALC 5umMc\r7 A.I}SM‘\SSO‘\.\ mecited (a0 Hars (cde?_ |

No. The Soubh Cecoline Le,\e)ES\Cv\-;iVQ— Body Create the Administrohve
Low Court (ALC) +o resolve issues COI\.CQ(‘/\‘\A\j State O-jenC\‘Q.S
and *\/\zjriev(& Pc\r{ry. As oF }Conce_(’f\ to this Cese, Fhe S.C.
Supreme Leurt gave jurnisdicton 4o hear qrievance 1$Sues
'\‘\\fol\\(:/\j the South Levoliae \'r);ep\n e§ Corcections (SQDC) LA
Al-Shehozz V. Stake, 338 5.¢. 359,527 $.E. 24 742 (ao0s).
The ALC’s juaisdickion was \.ujv\‘\{—eA to jrl evonces that Enduf\e&
Srede- Creaded \K\ou&-y o Prop \;’er nterest. As Concecning this
oppeal; the Appel\c\f\-\— Las jti$¢£é \37 be]g Vielaked oF several
Stcde~ Ureaked \‘tbe,ﬂ-y f\rx-\_{.,r&s-}(}»s ond also o Stedxe and federal
Creadred property’interest. SEDQ is a Stede- Created agency
Which 1§ empuwere,& 'oy S‘-\-Q_‘\—\k\':e’ ?‘i"l-— 1- 20 ond § 24 =-1- 30 Wih
the powes +o \N\Q\emem{— ks ocon PO\‘UQ‘\% ond re,ju\c;\—ioAS to
Susteun hselb. By \ej;S\Q{-uVQ, %YM*lﬁ the genly Hose exclusive
Powsers (b 15 hereb uAderstood Hael the policies and S‘ej\llw\‘l‘MS
lMP.\eMU\J"ed by +he agency O&Q}S\-c&t' Creaded \'\beﬂﬂi interests
as i\ perdaing Z‘o rebu\cd-h:j H\é inMmedes inCurcerakred Fig Wrs
gronted te them by lacy. Also Concerning $he Appg\[a/\{fs legel
[;ro @e,r\-y ak ‘\‘\'-\& Ce,:\\—e‘r of the %'\Spud\e/ 15 undershood Mot the
PPetlent has o Prq‘v‘\ei‘jﬁ& ij"f\"‘ to Cef\g;&er\&-;u\;-\y betuicen

him CA‘/\,&, Wis adtbosne Q\T.&:\-t&% by the gtn Ameadment oP+4he U.53,
Consthulion mode qmp\i Ceble bo Phe State b.7 e U™ Amendment
of Phe Sovme Constulbion, For Hhe ALC }o iS55 ue an Ofder of
dismissal 4o Hhais Instont eppect Sor Hhe teasen Seb focth in the
order of the Appeflonts co mpleaints not off Concern of o stake —
Cresked \\\oer\«’ oc Proptﬂ—y ‘1/\?'\—61’@5-!— IS WAMerited. The 1ssuss
6\"3\’&5 A the apfec) Cenctern the agenty itseld vio lcx¥t/ij +hett
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OWN Ps\'\c'vasl which Cencern -Hir\q, Appellonts stede-Creaked ({he,r{—y

Tntesests , ond also +he VILO\CA,'\’I.'QI[\

b7 Hhe agenty of +he Appellants
47 interest. Since the ALC passed

OA e cdhonee o 9ro(>»er\7 c\&;]ut\c\,icw\-{ the &lscrepua'es involved

N Pwis C\?Pt‘-‘w\, Hhe APPQ“("N\_E

Now is granted right to present

those Qaums fo this Court which are canteined inthe Followu

&rjwmm%s .

wios SChe Sircu'?‘://)zrso(\el n Vi$\u¥(of\ o not Fc\lOw{':j polsCy 1A
ce,\AuL\—’u\j Tl \r\em—\‘f\j ond Preg@c\ri/:j inmeke Foc dronster ?

Yes. SCOC has pO\{deS/‘p(oceeAuxeS in place to 1nsure thet all
Pevsons (offictalg cm&l;\mcd-eis} ave oawaie of whal s eXpeche&

oF Yhem o5 the &QP ardment SJ‘—(!-

ltiQ/\\-/ Conduiive ‘o 0x\\LU\VG\\I/

wesg o be SCL'PQ/ orderly/ and Q,-P-F_
ed, Tn pachiculor +o the Case,

the department has +wo (2) po fefes Phet govern he Conduck of

Ttce Hmri@s, OP-2l. oM and

&SiS on Tules A4-32), ©oF-3]. o3
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Of-al.03, OFP-21. 04 delineckes

the off clads f{Wo\Ve&(erh—
1§ ox detegled Memorendum
S, which QMPV\CLS; 2es ‘H’li PQ&\"HU.&(G\(

Wed when he AQPM{—MM-IT ¢S the

sFer in Section Y, The Respo(\icm¥
pa\‘\C(ﬁ in Conducting thhe T
t Was the Yesloszxs‘\ b:h"—y oF the

R Hhe po\iL\'QS/p rocedules rele&(ﬁ
l), There vsas No U8 hour Nokice
Hae ‘\QCM:\/\\? c\dvishg him oF his
-21. 03 sechion 4.3}, The Appellont

&esmd\e,& memo tondum outl l'/l ;“
SRl for wias Such fead fo the Appellat
%5 LoP-21,02 section 42,1 ond hering bronscrigd,
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The Apptl\w& was never odvised of his ﬁ‘jM~ bo havae o Counsel

Subksthitube o iAVQS‘\:ont\-{ H,JL TeasSens for +he +HrounsfFer of to

assist him itk the eresmir! Mon ot Hhe Heox{'fg (of-at.03

Seetien Y.3.2), Po\ic,t/ also 5¥L~¥es that the AHDeHawF wt'l‘l be
VSR by memorandum of H\L HQC\fl'nj {-‘,}\dn'/\js which diud not
Fedee place (oP-21.02 Seckion LLk.Z».“I). Lastly v+ wes the RSpons—
thility of on scpe offlcial 4o put the Appelloat on Rotice
Priet 4o Mg dede of Hre 'H‘QAS'F:?«C as to wuhak e Would be cble
o kR and Whed he weuld have do Sead hemt .

Polictes [procedures ave in é\q(& Yo \—edulo}e_ tHhe Conduct oF
MRS ond alss ofRicials inSCDC . TH 15 questionahbie the
blodont c\isrejc\ré o% Pc\lcy//)ro cedure in Hhis instoved Case (Netes

—n\‘ /“\PPQ“W\} wWas n Contact with the Fedared Goveamment per-
‘|"°~““«"\‘) Pessible ‘\\\Qjo»\ o&-\-"i\ht-\-;%/cﬁmes being Committed by
SCPC employees prier 4o Hre uneyplatned invelantasy fraaster
Thed wos to take placte Hhat ted o Hhis whole ordeat ). T is
TRasspuble o Conclude the h;\\-ef\-\—(o;\ was +o \Rave po tredl”
of ha ackual motives for the dronsFer b y the &ep e ment and

a\se For the Appal\o\/\,\- do suffer actuol \oss. (The Reslacndg_/u‘-
d\d Not SKBN\Q\’ ‘H’\‘LT\‘O\/\SQ‘_(‘P“‘ L‘)‘F ‘H"\K Icc Heaflﬁj as f)O\r‘l' of
Be tecord \n o Continucd adhempt fo Cover theaif U-ﬂ‘ﬁjw’d

of ﬁ)o\CCc//proLt&wre,)_ The }d_eéoo\r'\’n/\e/d- has essea¥ally
Conceded Hheir of ficfals disregard Pol;cy/loro cedure b7 nex
defending the adherincz of p:o\i <y [ procrdure intheic jﬂ‘e\lame_

Tesponse (See alse Exhibit (1) oTAd.(L) )

Was $UNC Sttt /pe,rSex\Q\ N \I\%otcét(oc\ in their Search of APPQ”W"E
Legal Box @ |

| .
Vs, S oF RN alols answered the gritvonce s batk Concerany

the Seorch of Appellants \{‘j%ﬂ box oukside of his presencz by

|
|
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[PPPR S Px//i/\\r) the twe ) ofFicecs pres ;u\\- aX the Seorch oF
the legol box and S\—c»\-‘ugj Fwas justfird pursueant to
O P-32. 19 Secdion €., The Appellent Contends Phat the ofF -
Veers whe Conducked dhe Starch were in Violation of SCPC
Pe\t <y / procedures ond the Appelloats Constitutional rlak\—s .
The Pe\‘tu-/ Staded by 5CPC ofRcials in Hhe Case qoverns the

Seorch of inmales cell /cubes (©P-22.19 Seckion &), The INCT—
deank\n Aeskien wag Nok o Seaseh ofF /-\ppe)(o\/\fcs Cel-(/cubc
ond r\e\ru\aly W was the search of his léjcf\l boX. The depact-
ment dees not SPQC\.Pl‘COL\h/ cé&ddress the Search of \eqgal boxes
A QOI\QL/ h\*‘\"\'\/\ey de have o ’);e\lc7 n PI&C&-H\CL‘\'ch'Qr/\S +he
I(\S{Jtﬁ\:lof\ of [Qjcul Mau ) (PSJ 10.0g 5ed-fof\'7)/
ould be C\‘)p“(ﬁ&b\ﬁ— o the Search of o

oS Memos cud owd hos d(\-ec,!\%,d, s oFRicials ot all their in—
Shtutons 4o enforce Hhedt l\o&-hi/\\fj except \eﬁcx\ Maderial i< o
be stared’in an legal oy of My Inmete Wderstondably forsuch
TRasops. The policy thet geveras +he i/\s'aecin'g,\ of legal mail .
PS. 10.089 section ‘1) A all O<$a5(ons States 4 is Yo be.éo/\ty_\
the presence of the jamede (section 7-2),
e $. Constitution protects Hhe \*thjrs invol

Clien Te\c\-\-ior\Ship bz the 6*I“" Ame/\e\mt,&) applied o Hhe
Stales '\'l/\rau:c)h Hhe (4t Amendmeqt . The U s. Supreme Cowurt
has tuled contﬁmi/j the protection o Attornsy - C feat
PF;V“QJQS For tAmades Gn the Penal SQ‘{“\-.H\\C} - See Wolkf ¥ mc
Donell, Ui® wis. 589, 97 5. ch.lage3, g0 [ oy 2d 935 (197y),
Al rulings haye g!'m\-\y PVO'\‘QEQ+€A Hhose tights
do nok yepordize or upset pepalogitol Conderns
The legal boX in question er\’f;c(\/\e& only the Appellants legal

Metecial, Which wes kpowa +o the departments officials.Nothitg
the department can Say of Cop’

Jare up will 3us¥i¥‘y +he Search of
Hne Appetlonts legal bex ouds

i%& his preseace . Again 1t 15 much
in question Hhe teason behind Hhe plannedtransier CoA)—

which RuSw\mhly
lRgad bek. The depoﬂ—mwﬁ-

Fu;%hﬁrmo re, +the
ved in A“'*’-Oﬁ‘\ﬁ)ﬂ —

as \m/\j as Hme;/

-
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AeM\\/ ofter Hhe iixexcusah\e, w\j\xs{—'\? vahle Censorsh ip of
Hhe Appt\\w\%‘s 1ejal Mcc\{:{o.kl oufsliaefs? his Presence it was
found Yo ke the Appellont Lous the LWreng inmede’ Foc Hhe ‘rons
Fec un chmb\enjeé in the 5+e‘o[(t) Grievonce , the departments
oFFiciols hed cxpproxi/v\cd—elyf Fve(®) hours +o ‘msfe&/ search
ﬂ& Appe\\cu\\-'s le,jcx\ hoy 1A V\iES Presence \ NOH\{Iﬁ Penedog -

' Cally fSeQ\uH-ni wnterest D’%e,s{-r't Cred Yhe Secrch/ ins,eckion
Feom {—ckk;tj place in the presence of the Appellant, Tx s
or\\\l feasonrchle to Conclude Hhe Search was done gulside

he /\(3‘){\\6\/\,*': prefence -{-\'s Cer\Sar/‘PZl\c\jQ t+he /llppdlcm‘s’

) qal Mmaterial in Search ¢>¥ evidence Ac\:w«jzf\\j s SCPCS
if\i&\"‘lsjf, To the extent oF Vio ku‘\'\‘lj Hheie owen pollcy/
flfocedures and the Appﬁllm%% Constitutional rfj\(\\~s .

Ts SCPC lieble For daMajes neae fed by the Appellond because
of S%&@F/Par&one s - acckons pér{—q;,\‘\(\j o the entire ordeal ©

Ves. The &&Pc\r-(-mu\-\- dis \‘ejou’cleé f)o\ides/froc_eclureﬁ In
an attempat to Vielate e Appellents protected rt‘jhﬁ ond For

him Yo Suffer actual loss, The A’plgellq/\% has Suffeced emptional

olliety /meatal arguish ondjalso persenal progerty loss be~
Comndse oF sCpC ofPicials A%smjm‘d of Po\{g.// pracedures,
The d'\smjwd o€ T2 hearin

0 ((\js po\(gy (6P-21.03 section ”‘)
Q&:xéaé: emotonal an (el e.;s to b Fall APpeL\cu\\—J Aot Know —
Wy Why " he was B«L(f\j trons®

Qﬂre‘& ot 1F he wos 4o ever See toved
Ol agadin, Lot him bein tronsfecred so for away . Had the

Ae_‘sc\\'{w\ey\‘\ Followed Po\'\gy 3E(Wt/\\j Hhe APP.Q[[W\‘\' the reason (s)

e the rronsFor (op-31.03 seckion . 3. 1) of 4o allfim to re-
ANEN o Counsel Subsihikute o inyes Yigodte these Feasens

po- T



(seckion H.3.2), i} Could \r\oL& Quickly been feselved he was
the Lrong \nmedz., iF thed ’\ous the actual reosen the tren-
$Fer Wous Cancellrd. The O\A;&(ie)vy Crom Hhe ordeel Caused
Hae A()P{uc\/\,-\- ‘o Call P\QM{.MML\’\ Mmofe often ond f‘Q—ZU\Qs'\‘
Mose Visiks. Tamede Cadls are hilled Yo dhe cecipient ond
Hrevel Cost for Visids ore “pen Hhe Visitors. Alse the A‘PIOQ”‘V\J‘
hod Yo 51VQ wany Puso/\@\ :-}-awS (%cc\, boeks, e%—t) W o
m%**lmy\~ to Teduce Nsi“lujjfuje” Por travel, being he wostold
only ot the Kme of dronsFer ihek he ould of Conld Aot take,
(S2e Warden's Tesponse of Hhe SkP () Gricvenee), Procedurely
Appellont was Yo be told whek he Could Corry prigl to the date
of tronsFer So he Could have Hhiose \hems pr%)ul;/ disposed.,
(Note: The persopal thems Meidioncd by +he Appellaat in Step()
5{\%\1?\/\&& were ™ Sentimental 1rems“ he d?spwjracl pating
WIth 18 Whidh ke Tece (yed bgd()’, The Appellant did meke an
O‘HQN‘\"'\' to vecover the actoal losS Gor &ww&j es with the
AQ‘ON:‘\-/V\QI\‘\‘S attoraey WA o Settlement but the offer was
dzelined and he was bold to Fucther his cditempt Hhrsugh this
Pending appeal. (see App. Exhibit u).

Fusthermore the Appellont is Suffering From anjuish by
Fhe departments plfecing o his legal mectes ‘el epperently
ey adbempt 4o TReover|possibly dameging evidence aga-
15T them . 4 is Shewn they lwere in Vio\akion o their Policy
ond gevernment law jn &°‘”§5 S$o, The AppeH&/\-{- s &t o f)oir\-k
Nows wefe he \‘chly does net drust the ofFicials in the

f\*e(oo*‘-+’“e’\*- There Aeeds to be Correction broug ht Forth
in Mis ordeed | ‘

P
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For the feasons 6Ac\oi5ei N Yhe &Fj\kma/\{-s
PTQ,SQ/\\—Cd/ the Af@ﬁl\df\\‘ Prqys this ¢o wit ad—
Wdicatkes the Aaims within ia his Favor.,
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South Carolina Court of Agpeals RECEIVET
CleriK o f Coaurh oFFice NOV 16 2015
P.oeBex 11629

Columbpic, S.C. 24211 SC Court of Appsals

Dewr Cler ofF C,owr’r,

Plewse Find enclosed m7 Brief fhet Tomm submitting 4o
this Court. Weuld You p\aas;e Send me o CLlaclced Stem ped
Copy Far my Tecolds, Also T Nave 1ncluded the lettec
You Sent me deded November ™M 2018 g long wilth Copies
oF e Proot of Secvice ond to et You Know thet T have
Sent SCbCs A++°FA€7 Deniel Crooks dhe Applicedtion ond Proof
ol Sevvice . ﬂw\lL Vouo Far ér\:\ejr*(c‘,\— ng you do b7 mqkiv

\x & J\"‘»’\'\t\ﬁs ate dene pro‘o{_r:\y ond Hhonlc Jor For \/QUL\‘ {'UWC
ond \f\el? Cence,;'J\\z\\cj s mc‘[’d--}—@(,

RﬁS,oeuLRxllci Submitted,

' Cd'{l\‘lqm Ford 4 232122
M&Lwa%ja»u Corfectional Ths.
1516 0ld Giliard R4
Riqgje,viue/ S-C. 29472

November |2 905



The South Carolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629

CLERK . COLUMBIA, SOUTH CARQOLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
V. CLAIRE ALLEN COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201
DEPUTY CLERK '

| TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890
[ FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sccourts.org

November 09, 2015
William Ford, 232122
MacDougall Correctional Institution
1516 Old Gilliard Road |
Ridgeville SC 29472 |

Re: William Ford v. SCDC (2)
Appellate Case No. 2015-002114

Dear Mr. Ford:
Upon reviewing your proof of service, tk?le following deficiency has 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 your appeal will
be dismissed:
e The accompanying proof of service is not in compliance with the SCACR.
Your proof of service should be substantially in the format shown by Form 7

in Appendix C to part II of the SCACR. Specifically, you must serve the
counsel for the respondent.

Very trﬁly yours,
s
CLERK |

cc:  Daniel John Crooks, III, Esquire
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