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Stedement ofF Tssues on Appam\

1) Was e ALC SMMM&ry CHS!’Y);'SSGJ Merided (n th's Case T

X)) Weas Scpe ‘Swlcd:?/f)er_sqme\ in Veoladion of not Follouul/\j
pO\;Q\/ In Coixc\,ucsr‘ulz)

Tcc heqﬂ'/\j and prepqri(lj inMete
Yor e deansfer 2

() Wos s siare | personel in Violadion in HheiT Search
of Appellands ]e_\«.)cd,‘ boX ?

(W) Ts sdC fiable £,

because b SKFF/P
eaXe ordeal) ?

&WV\Gﬁ&S IAcurted byM&APPQ‘{M+
ersonels Q,Q‘\’fo/\ ?e_r{—q‘\/\\.fﬁ +<> 'H/lk
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Shedemer) of

> Hhe Conseo

The Appelland toas Contocted on 19-
ond Yold Hhat ho was 4= be preses

g-14 57 SCDC,‘: Class ?I'C.Cx:\‘l‘of\ Personcd
W ad an TCC he&r{r:j '{')\Q,‘E)“Oh)itj duy.

The =¢C hearing Was Conducked Hhe Followsigs dqy 10-9-7¢ there the, ‘

Appllonk wos present, Several Cot

(esSpendonces were Sent o SCPC

ofFicials tnderstoed 10 be authoritative issues lef4 open from the
T hearjng - As & Tesuld of Hhe decision tendered From Hhe ZCC hmri@,
the F\ﬂml\ovd- was Conbacted on [2-3-y by schC 5405{:/ Persenel ond
‘\:\‘;ormu\. he was o be +rC'MS’por[+ed the Aext day. On 12-Y-14 Hhe

Appellont with all ris \gglo,\j:ﬁj
afRen, Aber several hoours oF

S LWas brot.\ljh-\- +o the +rav\5,00r-lw|'¢‘u/\

longings, was Sent back 4o Hhe. dormebory fo avait Farther ke
U\_Q‘\"\oms - ON AQ-S- 1Y Hhe Appellant wias Contatted by sepC staff/
?Q.‘?Sog\{\ and oS ﬁ\(\— Q_Ve.r/‘ll‘hl./\lj wos AU&\\‘\S;(QA/ a wk(tl'\'l‘l‘/}/l{

he was Hhen j'\wu\ back his bele
Flled e S~\’—t‘a M) Ericvonce o\
Persenel gave hack gn ungadich
wWindh tha Appettont Fled o S
The OSQAQV (scnc) S'CSFOAded to
Tinal decision on 5- 2318 T}
APP-Q_Q-L\ Yo the @SQJ\LVIJ decsio

dglayl the APPQ“"*M',AIJJI‘H'Leuf s be—

o1gi195. O 12-9-1¢ +he Appeliant
enphing o Sesslution ., scnc St/
;&&ory msf;mse. on 12-29-1Y A
‘-{-QP (@) Grievente_an 12-3o0-Y,

Hhe step (D) Grievence with their
e Appellaat f7led o Notice of

A on the Admintstrative Low Cougl

o Tan)o/\clou\‘v ON 6-23-15", Th

e Aollv‘;u\;ﬁ-rwl'l’VQ chu.)thuJ'-'— 4‘15—-

MissRA the appral by ofder on Septomher 2.8 30157 The Appella/l‘{'

led ol Noties of Appeak sn all

porties on Septembar Y*h 2615 The

G\Y‘jkkJV\QJ\\'J‘ of -H\cdr ap,ﬂac& FO\:low S,
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Woas the ALQ,SumMc\ry 3}511/\'\550\\ mecited 1o Hhis Case? |

No. The Soubh Cecoling Le,f)is\'c&.i\:e, Body Create the Administrabive
Lo Court (ALLY 4o resolve idsues Concerf\ln\j State agendies
and ‘r\/{ajrier& Pu{-y- As oF :Con(_e.rn to this Cose, the S.C.
Supreme Court gave jurtsdickion 4o hear grievance iSSues
"u\\fo\v:/:j the Seadth Caroliag er\-. of Corcections (SQDC)' LA
M- Shehoz2 V. Stake 338 $.¢. 354,527 $.E. 24 742 (asus),
The ALC's Jucisdickion was limiked 4o Jrievances that included
$hede- Creaked Vtbecky or prop H-y nterest. As Concecning this
oppeal | the Appel\qn-\— Las jr{,leV‘&é by bdﬁ Vielaked of severs)
Shede~ Crecked \'LBQX-\—Y ‘in-\;-Q_FQS'}(:-s omd also o Stede and Federal
Creaked property’interest. SEDQ is o Stadr-Created agency
WAL 18 emPc\_ue('e,& by Statute Fau-1-20 ond ?p_k{_ 1- 30 With
the power to implement its odon polrcies and requlakions to
Sustann bselt. BV \ej'iS\q.{«Lve, 5”"‘—'\:"\\5 +he agenly Hose exclusve
Powiers, ik Is hercby undersiobd Haed the policies and regulahens
iMmplemented by +he agenty are|steke - Creaded \'\bep}.‘, nterests
S +¥ pertaing Z‘O Fegulating the inmedes incarceraled Fig s
granted += them b lawy. Also Cio/\ca.m‘m the Appz\l&/&% [Qjck.\
pro @e,r\-y ok the ceiker of the &'\SP\.&Q/ t 15 understood Hied the

Appellont has o privi\e&jg& \‘E_l?\rd- to Con%?‘m\.e.z\&-?u\i)ry between

i o:aé. his C&'\"\,"Q‘{‘J\Q‘ Qre&¥t¥ b the gt Amendment oP+the UL,
Conshhulton made Q{Pp\itck_b\{,; o Fre Stede b‘/ e W™ Amendment
o? H\:z., Sovne Q@(\SQ_“~\~L&\"\of\o Folr- Hie ALC 4o VSSUe an order of
dismissal fo s InStont appent Sor Hhe teasen Set Qocth in the
order of the Appetloats co M,Ol&iflﬁs not of Concern of o statr —

Cr'e_m.\ﬂe.-&. \‘\\oer\«’ or property ‘l/\i+eres+ IS Wnmerited , The (ssuss
ATIUNRE N Phe appeal Concern the agenty iself vio loking Hheit

N
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|

| _
oWn potickes, Lohich Concer Hhe Appellants Shde-Created (Wherky
InYerests ) ond also the Vielation by the agency of Hhe Appellants
Stede ond ?Qd,qw{‘ ?ro\—&c\—e& Prof{r-]-y }/d—e(eg-f—‘ Since the ALC P&SSeA
oA ¥he chanee to properly &&jdc\,iu»{—c the discrepencies involved
b H‘k appesd, the A?pi\\wt\j Nnowd 19 3rwv\-e,<L rij\lt\- to presgr\%—
those Qaums +o Hhis Court olich are contenned inthe %\[om{\j
&rﬁwmudrs . . -

wes SChe S%‘F/P»U‘.So(\.e_l n Viq\c»\*fo(\ of not Fo\lcuu{,:j Pol:cy A
Conduthing TCC hearing ond prefaring inmate Foc troasfer ?

Yes. SCBC has Po\ideS/P(tDCeeAuxeS in place +o Insure thet all
Petsons (OSFF:L“\'&LS. m&lr\mc&e's) ore owatre of whet s exPe.cki
?F*\"eﬂ‘ oS the i@poﬂmu\% 5+!ﬁms Yo be Scfe, arAerly, ond P
ttienl Conducive 4o al\ Woled, TA Pur-l—lculmr to the Case,
Hhe AQ@“‘“"\U\'{' hess oo () policies Hhed gevern fhe Conduct of
TCC Bearlngs, ©Of-21. o4 and|opal. o3, Of-21, 04 delinesdes
> %QJ{ oF Tules Yol is do goVern the oS E cleds involved (emph—
A3L3 on Tules A4-32), ©P-2). 3 is e deteiled Memorandum
Thed Perteling o the Tce Process (hich emphasizes the posHaular

Procedures M are Yo be Talloied when the depactment (5 the

Sendser | ,
N on I—/\Vo\\&!\\‘c\l‘y ICQ-\TFW\S*FU in Seetion Y, The Responﬂwd’

\"/\:i::):{%t h:_;\,:\,\\ °.¥ e MQINr\nol\ad policies in Conduching Hhe T
e _-l\ IS INStomk Case |, Td wWas the res‘osnsih?h‘vy of the
\WPRVSeN to be \<Aow\{&jg{ B dhe Po\{g{&j/p rocedules reladin

to this Case (0f-al. oy rule 30L1). There veas No 48 hour th'cg
i:‘avy\\/;&(% j("\& Appllent Priot +d Hha \\Q&F‘Aj odvising him of his

9 of E:U. oM cule 32 and OP-21,03 Section "f‘aZ)) « The Apﬂel{wc“
NRVRT Teceved o CQPY of Hha &&c&i\ei memorendum outlinin

Hhe Teosons Ry He %FG\/\S&C’ for cuas Such fead 4o the APP{H‘W"

o the ht&riils LoP-g1,02 Sechion Y2, 1 ond hgwitg *’FCMSU“‘]“).
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The Appellank was never odvised od his \‘:'er to hava en Counsa
Subshibube Yo vestigade the Trasons for the fronsFer of to
assisk him with the presentation od Hhe Heoring (of-al.03
Sechion 4.2.2). folicy alse Sthives that the Appellant woill be
adVised by memorandum of Hie fleoring Findings which ddnet
l‘l‘u\c? f\cxce, (op-ghog Seckian ql, 3.1)_ Lo\.S'\'\‘{ H- waes the ("Q.Sf)ot\s__
thility of an scpe offelal 4 put the Appellont on Aotice
priof +o M dede of Hhe '\-rou\S‘F!e( as to what e wiould be able
To Fakr and Whed he would havk fo Sead hom .
Polictes | procRdures ape In E\Qc&{“ \—gdulcd-e_ the Copnduck oF

WMakes angd alss ofRicials inSCDC. T is questionchle the

bl cont c\;S('eﬁcd'd. ok Po\icy/'oro cedure |n Hiis :AS"'UW&CC‘SQ-(N"R:
—n\% /."PPQ“W\?? WS 1n Conkect ith Fhe Tedered Govamment per-
+Q\I\\.l\j Possible \\\ejc\\ OLQ'\':\J‘("HQS/CT(IM&Y being Commutied by
SCRC employees prier 4o e uneyplained inveluntory fronster
the wes to take place Hhat ted to Hhis whole ordead Y, T |s
Raseprauble to Contlude the ifrention was +e lRaye potrail”
of e ackual motives for Hhe Aronsfer b y the &ep asfment and
also For the APPQ\\O\/\\- do Sufffer actual \oss, (The R%pond;w{-
d\d, Not SK&JM\*‘ -H/\QTro\/\scrg‘f)-}- O‘F 'HMLICC Heaﬂﬁj as 'OO\F{' of
the Tecord in o Conbinuel odd empt fo Cover theif &:S-ijrd
of poliey /procedure). The dedoo\ﬁmu& has esseatally
Concedrd their of Ficlals il‘SéﬁjG\rc{. POUC}'/,OI‘D cedure by nok
de?e,r\cl.f/tj the ocdher<nce of po\i cy [ procadure intheic j”‘@’c""c‘e
Tesponse (See also Exhikit (1) m;@m ).

Was STOC ST fpersenel in \!\‘!‘6\6&{0(\ in Pheir Search of Appetlants
Legal Box @ i

| .
Y$. Sene oFf iV clels answered the grievances badk Conceray
the Seorch of Appellants \«ged! hox sulside of his presence by

99.7 RoA ﬂj?



i

tdenh QY:"\‘j the twe Q) officers presenkt at the Seorch of
Hhe Va:jod BoxX and 5\.@\-‘\,5 W lwas Jnsthitied pursuant to
O P-32. 19 Seckion &, The Appellant Contends Hhat the ofF -
VCers whe Conducted the Starch were in Violation fp sepe
Polrey J procedinres owd ’H'\Q_.A ppellovts Constitutioned Tights.
The o\lu_/ $taded By S¢he j?ﬁcfals in the Case qoverns the
Seorch oF Inmales Cell/Cub s (©0-22,19 Section §). 77167{;3_—
SRE TN e shion wag Nox e:L Seasch of Appellonts cell/cube
aAd r\a\-u\a\y W woas H\LSe.aul’d« oF his léj&l boX. The depoct_
ment does not Specf'FfC.a\ly cil\ddress the Search of \equ oXes
In pohicy hu\"’r\r\e\/ do have o Pfo\lof n Place that gorerns the
II\SPQ.(.‘\:HDI\ of lejcul Mou ) (PSJ |0.c8 section '?)I which VQCLSN\O\‘Q[}/
ould be &pp\ft&b\ﬂ_ ‘o dhe SQ!&FC"\ ol o \{JQL boX, The depcrl'/‘vlen'?'
Nos Mmemos cud ownd hos divecked its oFF cials ot all their {a—
Shitulens +o enfForce Hhel (\ol hif\\‘j ecept \e_jcx\ Materrab 1 4o

be sharedin an l{J al hoy of My amede L\Ade;rs%-mdgh[y e such
TRasons. The Polfcy that geverAs Hhe f:\spec{nbn of legal mail .
PS. 10.08 section 1) A all OcCasiony States Wis 4o be done in
the plesence of the nmate (section 7.2), Furthermore, the
e Se Constitution protecks He rOsz involved in Attorney —
Cliend Te\q-\—ioASlf\ip bz the 6%“ Ame/\elmt,\-l:) cpplied do the
Stales +I’\I’OLL\C)h Hhe 4t Amt/\cl./vl\e,n{-,
has ruled cormﬁrm'/:j the ph tection ok A-H»grfvzy - €{ent
PF;V“QJQS For iAmates 1a the Penel SQ+\-inj . See WolFf v me
Donell, uig s, 539 gy s.c«F,'mc,s, Tt L.Ed. 2d 935 (1a7y),)
All tulings haye grratly protected Hose rijhk
do nok ;\onr&izﬁ, of \.\i:.,Se\- Pﬁil\o.\oj-‘t Cal Conderns
The \'chx\ box in QUesStion Contained
!Y\QL'\'Q('IO\,\J Which wos Kno LGA‘LO Hhe ie,,oqr'}‘M(’.AJrg‘ O‘F‘PICEQ,(LNQ-H\iv
'Hl\Az,-cLQPM'\-MU\'\- Can Say of Cur\:sure, wp witl luS-H F./ +he Seorch of
The Appetlendts legal bex outside his freseace. Asain it g much
in guestion Hhe TYeason bu\'u\!d Hhe plannedtronsfer Co(AL) —

99'8, RoeA Py -

The Uu.s. Sqf]fa./V\Q. Court

as \e/\j as ‘H’LQ/U

only the Appellants \egal



i
dently ofter the inekcusable, unjmsfifiuble Censership of )
the Appeliants legal medterial oudside of his Presence it was
found Yo he $he Appellont woes +h<“wm¢7 inmate’ foc the Yrons

e un c\f\mb\enj ed in the S)r'e,ol(‘) Grievence., the departments

oFfFiciols hed approXimate y Fve(5) houss +o 'msoaed-/ search

ﬂ\% Appellants legel hox in Wis presence ! Nothing Pepedoq -

' Cally /'SQQ\U\‘%.I ‘nterest Toskhe Ched Hhe Search/(ns,eckion
From '\—c\\t'.rlj place in Hhe presence of Hhe Alo,aellau\;b. Ttis
OMY Teasonrcakle to Conclude Mhe Search was don gudside
the Appellont's presence -l-\l, Cer\Sar/‘PZlLt\jQ the Appellents

}eaal mederial in Search 05‘1) evidence Ac"“o‘jzﬁ to SChCs
in\:{(ms‘g To the extent of yiq lating thej

\C oW Pollcy/
frocedures ond Hhe Appellonts Cons liudlonal rfjwrs )

Ts <DL fieble For écml\.c»ﬂ?,s '.lli{\QL\vYQA by the Appellond because
of S%&F/P{rsoae ls . ackbons p‘:é_r{-q;,\\(\j ‘o Phe entire ordeal ?

Yes. The &%P&r4—mm\- dis regasded f)o\ldes/)oroc_eclureﬁ In
an otte Mfﬂr to Violale Hhe Alppellc\/\{i«, protected rfjln-l‘s ond For
him Yo Suffer actual loss, —T-)X;\Q_ Ap Ipe[lq/\'l‘ hes Suffeced emptionel
onXiety /meatal AWK andialso persenal progerty loss be~
Couwdse ofF scpe ofFicials iﬁgrﬁje\ﬂ oF Po\(o//PI‘OCQQ{U-FQS.
T\\Q;l'\sm\cfwd ef e hec\ri(\j.s po\(gy (oP-21.03 section 1)
f’_o.:m&&”er\/xoﬁor\m\ c\mde\rte;s to befall APPQ“‘Q/\\'} fok Know —
m:] Wy he weas bein {"V@J\S?Q—V:TQA_ of R he Wos +o evel See toved
o nNeg &3q\ﬂ-l (.o:-\-\r\ hin be},{j "."I“Q!J\S-FQ,(T{A_ So for ety Had Hhe
department Follouwed polley 35§.-th\\7 He Appellont the reason (s)
R the Frenster (oP-31.03 section 4,3.1) of 4o alhim to fe-
REY o Counsel Subshibude do inyest) | gedte those Teasens

P@‘q ~ RoA P9




:
(sectan Y.3. D.), i+ Could hed QUKW been teselved he was
the wtong \nmed<, iF Hhat Wwas the actual teasen the droa-

- SFer Wous Concellrd. The a\/\f)(ie.\-y Srom bhe ordeol Caused

the A_th\m% to cal home mMuch mere ofben ond ra,zmQS-\-
Mese Visits. Tamede Cadls ate hilled fo the ceciprent ond
Travel Cost for Visits are “apgn e Visitors. Alse the z‘\‘PF‘i”‘”\J‘
had Yo give away personal Fems (Feed, books, ebc) NN
o\-\v%%rwf\- to reduce Ns:\‘lqjj?\je" Por ‘\-rc\\fel, bq}nj he wostold
only ot the Hme of fronsfer dthat he Could of could Aot dake,

(5= Worden's Tesponse of Hie S{QP () Grirvance), Procedurely

Appllent was o be bold wahak he Could Cacry prial to thedate
of tronsfer so he Could thQ.EWoSQ ems Profql &.\Spose_i.
(Note ! The p&\‘SoM,.\ Ve s Me_/'l\Ho/\QA by +he Appellwﬁ— A 5'\'610@\
fﬁ:‘%\lfmc_& were ™ Sentimentad thems he dfsppdcacl peTting
Wit 1A Whidh he Tece yed bgd()’, The Appellant d1d meke an
O‘H-QM\O‘\' Yo vecover the actucl loss Gar Aww&j es with Fhe
AQPC\Y‘\-N\N\'\‘S atrtorney W o Sebblement but the offer was
drclined and he was bold to Cocther his atrenpt %ﬁdj"\*"""s

fending appeal. (Sea App. ExHikit y).

Fusthermore the Appellont is SU@&“‘@ From @‘AJNSL‘ by
:H\Q &Q_QC&"{‘MU\{JS F.'\l?q,c\n\cj LLQ his \ejcu\ materiel epperently
I the il adbempt o Tecover|possibly domag g Qidence oo~
WASY them. T4 is Sheiwn qu.y were in Violation of their Policy
Q/\&SOVQ—FI\MQJL"\- fowo de‘\j\j So, The APPQ“&/\;{- is &t o POI/\%
Nows wefe he Ve_cdly daes ot drust Hhe ofFicials on the

‘c\epcxﬂ-me/\*. There Needs Yol be torredtion brouy ht Forth
in this ordeed |

oo l®  ReA pg.io




Conc\us Lo n

For Yhe Teasons enclosed n He o< umeAts
?YQS‘?J\\’%':\«/ the ﬂpﬂello\/ﬁ-’ (smys Hhis Court
Q&S\LC&LQC\*Q.S\ the Q\c\'\/v\S w.#\,\”\ .[I\ \!\(S %UG\-.
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€ SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

¢ INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

STEP 1 Office Use Only
Grievance No. £2%xC- L (CWE /Y
Code: General

inmare Nave W illlam E. Focd

1071377

SCDC NUMBER: A3 212 2 2Bt | gt?licyH
’ ) isc. Mear.
INSTITUTION: ma\cDachJl Class. -
N \ . . O B l l%_
NIT: R 20- | DateReceived _12]
HOUSH?IG y ma\qﬂo l\,c\ \ A IGC Initials e

WORK ASSIGNMENT: \ﬁo WAAN

STATE GRIEVANCE (include documentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy indicate which policy)
T weas 4iven nohce to Seport to clussiCicakisn on 0-8-2014. /s, Beyd notity
me Yha¥ T would be hc\Vf/lj an TCC Treaster, (hen & ask her aboeut [+ she ‘
2ad T had bo RlK }o Yhe Stkete Cocdiradtor Qo TS M Be//fnj er . T Y}aMR
to Mr. Ben[/\jer ad e was wnahle or ul\w?\t\i\j o fell me a/tyHn\/\zf as fo
whare | Lohen, of why € was being transFered and accussed me o;wkt\o\,d;z
whed Y¥s aboud” |

ACTIONREQUESTED: T wod nok prufo.rly :m‘formd as +o Where, when’ol‘ UJ)trI
Wwos being Yransherd Nor was T inFormed a5 +o Hhe Cause oF Such transter
whether 1} 15 1a TetaltaMion of SCPC of a Federa) Tavest gation. Thus Tan
reguesting ts Know whats Jsingon. '

SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BY GRIEVANT:

ON 10-9-2004 M3, Poyd Sent me o the Tnstidon CassiFicathion B-?ard cu\):l
T Further asked about My menswerkd Queshions. We falked g Ol
M Belncer aad he skl did ot dell me why Hiis 15 happvny-
< ' - -~
LA Gam £ 72y JD-12-20

Grievant Signature Date

ACTION TAKEN BY IG

nmate Ford: ?have reviewed your grievance and pertinent information. [ have spoken
with Ms. Boyd, Classitication Case Manager, and was informed that this is an '
involuntary transfer (Interstate Corrections Compact) per the Division of Qperations.
SCDC’s General Counsel and the US Attorney Ottiee/SC.

‘\/."\‘ sl TR e \‘.\. S\ 'r\\ \ \J\ \! v
P Daecapt the wtion takzn by th2 1OC and sonsidor the imattor sl 1GC -k)\ignatn'_r/e o 0qu
t b Dhecapthe act akan by th2 IGC and considar the inattor oleasd, A
{w—tdo not accept the action taken and wish ta appeal, ! A Z {jC(J‘A/VLi % o - 16 /‘—/
et v " Ocizuant Signature Date

FCOMTIGAFD OGN ATVERSE HS108)

See Pogi( >




WARD EN'S DECISION AND REASON: }

Inmate William Ford, #232122, Grievance MacD 106-14
[ have reviewed your grievance and pertinent information.

You have been notitied by State Classitication that you are scheduled for an
INVOLUNTARY transter (Interstate Corrections Compact). [ have spoken with Ms.
Boyd, Classification Case Manager, and she told me that SCDC has been informed you
are to be involuntarily transterred and that this transfer has been authorized by the
Division of Operations, SCDC’s General Counsel and the US Attorney (SC).

You were given notification of your appearance at the Classitication Hearing and were
informed by Mr. Bellinger of State Classitication of the above. No additional
information is available at this time. However, when SCDC is notified of when and
where you are to be transterred you will be notitied at that time in order that you can

inform your family and make arrangements for any property that you cannot take with
you to be mailed home.

Based on the above, I consider your grie\}ance resolved. [f you wish to appeal this
decision, please see Ms. Ramey, Grievance Coordinator, to obtain a Step 2 form.

Sji—'-/f@%t Jo—1L-1#

Warden Signature Date

%/laccept the Warden'’s decision and consider the matter closed.
Jdo not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal.

Ul Mo 2267 Do-17-19 V- s asensad 1047

Grievant Signalure Date IGC Nignatula "Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP 1 GRIEVANCE FORM

1. An informalresolution shall be aftempted prior to the filing of Step 1.
2. Complete each section in its entirety, writing only in the space provided for inmate use.
3. Onlyone (1)issueis to be addressed on each form.

¢t. Submit the completad form to the Institutional Grievancé Coordinator within fifteen (15) days of an

alleged incident; policy grievances at any time. Do not write in the space provided for the Warden’s
(2sponse.

N Uj

[f you are not satisfizd with the Warden's dzcision, vou may appeal to the appropriate cesponsible
oificial within five (3) days of your reczipt of the YWarden's dacision, via th2 [nstitutional Grievance
Coordinator. ‘ ‘
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INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
TEP 2

' S ~ Office Us\i\ornly\: . .'
INMATE NAME; \/\/ N Ford RECEIV K | g:;:a"ézf)‘:ral ENEVL P T
SCDC NUMBER: 2.3 )22 o Policy

oE—2-1 2004 Disc. Hear.
INSTITUTION: Mﬂ%@/ [ Class, ‘/
/

HOUSINGUNIT: /Yo, INMATE GRIEVANCE | Date Received ___ 10\ 2—1(‘ L&
MR IGC Initials. Y
WORKASSIGNMENT. [}~

[d A8 /4>

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction): . a
SCDC Fenled 4o properly inform me oF tronsfec, 0001151, FHates e Y3 hor
AoN S L Ve jven/ end o dedefed Memorovdum Stechag He feasons For
trons Fed, ud Counsel fAone of H's was &R gIVe to Me o (O P.21.03
M3 <022 Because of Fhis, T heve, Feop, antiedy, deflession, wd &
CafX Sleer Transfer Litholdt due Process Plicates My Stete
Creeded Whechies. Persons ja Step | Reiled Yo pPecfolmthe i

duories je. folcol L dibianZnd) Jo-)-

Grievant Signature Date

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concern has been reviewed. This matter was explained to you by your Warden and an attorney in the
General Counsel’s Office. You have been informed that there will be no ICC transfer.

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved.

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the

order to appeal, you must fill out the attached Notice of Appeal Form and submit it as if
within 30 days of receipt.

Siqnathre 7 /?"/ Z A );«ake 7

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro-

cedure. [ hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is theAgency’s final
response to this matter

idbisnZoeC 21 7-1 ol ey

(I Y L N TR A SR

Grievant Signature Date , IGC éiqna&sre

Date

"3EE REVERSE SIDE FOR INS'I‘RUCT!ONS)

WEC I ZA P ember 17MT)
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3.6 Upon review and approval of the submitted application, the ICC coordinator or designee will determine if
south Carolina has a contract with the requested state. If a contract has been signed and is valid, the ICC
:oordinator or designee will forward a completed copy of the inmate’s Central and medical records to the
equested state for review and approval/disapproval. The inmate will be advised of this action.

3.7 Upon notification of disposition (approval/disapproval) from the requested state, the ICC coordinator or

lesignee will advise the inmate and, if the request has been approved, will make transportation arrangements with
he receiving state.

3.8 If an inmate is approved for an interstate transfer and the requested state is not a member, the inmate will be

dvised in writing by the ICC coordinator or designee.

3.9 If an inmate is approved for an interstate transfer and the requested state is a member of the Compact by an

igreement with South Carolina, but is not active, the ICC coordinator or designee will make a reasonable effort to
mplement such an agreement.

3.10 The receiving state will submit an initial classification summary to South Carolina within ninety (90) days of
he receipt of the inmate and thereafter will submit a classification progress report semi-annually. The ICC

vordinator or designee will review the reports, make any necessary changes in the Farned Work Credit section ot
he inmate’s automated record. and submit reports for file in the inmate’s central record.

F .11 Transfer under the provisions of the Interstate Corrections Compact will not atfect the release or parole date
s determined by the State of South Carolina, except as applicable to any normal earned work credit changes or
Isciplinary actions. Inmates who serve South Carolina sentences in other states may be awarded earned work
redits and/or earned educational credits as determined by the Division Director of Classification and Inmate
‘ecords. based upon information furnished by the other state's corrections department.

3.12 Pursuant to procedures regarding Interstate Corrections Compact (ICC) transters. inmates who transfer under
1¢ ICC do so at their own request and are not eligible for inmate pay from SCDC while at the receiving state, If

le inmate is returned to SCDC for administrative reasons, s/he may be assigned to-a job and receive inmate pay
rovided such is allowed by policies/procedures governing inmate pay.

513 A SCDC inmate that was ransferred o another state as a result of an Interstate Corrections Compact
nster may request to be returned o the SCDC. The inmate must clearly state his/her reasons ror requesting their
surn o the SCDC, IF this request is approved. the inmate will be responsible for all expenses neurred in
wilitating this request. Once returned to the SCNC. the inmate will he eligible for future ICC transters. under
Hs incarceration or future incireerations.

}.14 If any inmate is disapproved by the SCDC or the requested state, for an Interstate Corrections Compact, s/he

12y reapply six (6) months after the date of disapproval if all other requirements cited in Procedure 3.1, above, are
1et. : o

'1'}, PS¢ e apne nan i T

4+ SOUTH: CAROLINA 'AS SENDING STATE - INVOLUNTARY. TRANSFER: When an inmate is to be
iwvoluntarily transferred from the SCDC to another state, t}}gp‘roc:durg:s below will be followed:

U .1 The Warden may request that an inmate be considered for an involuntary transfer to another state. This request
Weuld normally be based upon a need by the inmate for protection beyond that which is available within this state,
ot based upon the inmate’s being a management problem in SCDC, or in the interest of rehabilitation (ie., to

frovide an inmate a fresh start in another prison system). The inmate should not have any post-conviction relief
hearings pending or detainers.

4.2 The Classification Caseworker will forward the request for the involuntary transfer to the /CC coordinator or
lesignee.

Y43 The Classitication Caseworker will serve written notice (SCDC Form 18-34. "18 Hour Notice") upon the

\

(f)ﬁi RQVQ.[féLSE&e,» ROA Pﬂlb(
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inmate at least 48 hours prior to the IC' C hearing, advising the inmate that s/he:

4.3.1 is being considered for an involuntary transfer to another state prison system under the Interstate
Corrections Compact (NOTE: A detailed memorandum outlining the reasons for the transfer will be
included in the written notice with a copy to the inmate, and will also be read to the inmate at the hearing.);

4.3.2 may request a counsel substitute to investigate the reasons for the involuntary transter and assist in
his/her presentation at the hearing;

4.3.3 has the right to be present at this hearing and that a taped recording of the hearing and State
Classification Committee deliberations will be maintained for six (6) years;

4.3.4 may offer witnesses on his/her behalf as to why s'he should or should not be granted such a transter
(NOTE: The ICC coordinator or designee may limit the number of witnesses and rule on issues of

relevancy. Reasons will be documented as to why certain evidence or witnesses were not admitted into the
record.);

4.3.5 may cross-examine witnesses offered against him/her, if any;

4.3.6 will have an opportunity to be heard; and
4.3.7 will be advised by memorandum of the State Classification Committee’s findings.

4.4 The ICC Coordinator or designee will. within three (3) working days after the hearing. submit a report to the
Division Director of Classification and Inmate Records recommending approval or denial of the interstate transfer.

This report will be in memorandum tormat and will contain explicit reasons why such transfer should or should not
take place. The inmate will be provided a copy of this report.

4.5 If approved, the report will then be submitted to the Division Director of Classification and Compliance.
The Division Director of Classification and Compliance will either approve or disapprove the report and submit it

to the Division Director of Operations. with an information copy to the ICC coordinator or designee and to the
Warden.

4.6 Upon receipt, the Division Director of Operations will either approve or disapprove the recommendation. If
the Division Director of Operations recommends approval, s he will provide a copy of the memorandum and
approval to the Division Director of Classification and Inmate Records and instruct him/her that the procedures of
the Interstate Corrections Compact are to be utilized and to arrange a transfer as expeditiously as possible.

4.7 The inmate will be advised in writing via a memorandum by the ICC Coordinator or designee of the decision.
4.8 The inmate may appeal any request denial to the Director of the South Carolina Department of Corrections.
4.9 The receiving state will provide a Classification Progress Report (available from the Division of Classification

and Inmate Records every six (6) months to SCDC. The progress report will include any changes in Eamed Work
Credits, custody, disciplinary history, and/or security status.

4.10 Inmates who transfer under the ICC on an involuntary basis are not eligible for inmate pay from SCDC while
at the receiving state. If an inmate is returned to SCDC for administrative reasons, s/he may be assigned to a job
and receive inmate pay provided such is allowed by policies/procedures governing inmate pay.

5. SOUTH CAROLINA AS RECEIVING STATE: When an inmate voluntarily requests to be transferred to the
SCDC or is being recommended for involuntary transfer. the interstate transfer procedures below will be followed:

3.1 Inmate requests for interstate transfer or referrals for involuntary transfer will be forwarded to the 1CC
coordinator or designee trom the appropriate correctional officials of the sending state.
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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT PROPERLY DISMISSED THE
APPEAL BECAUSE APPELLANT’S COMPLAINTS DO NOT INVOLVE A STATE-
CREATED LIBERTY INTEREST OR PROPERTY INTEREST.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This matter comes before this Court pursuant to the appeal of William Ford, an inmate
in the custody of the South Carolina Department of Corrections. On December 9, 2014,
Appellant filed a Step One Grievance complaining about certain actions of South Carolina
Department of Corrections personnel in regard to a scheduled transfer which was subsequently
canceled. The grievance was investigated and denied on December 28,2014. Appellant then
filed a Step Two Grievance which was denied on May 28, 2015. Appellant filed an appeal to
the Administrative Law Court on July 1, 2015, and Administrative Law Judge S. Phillip

’ /

Lenski issued an order denying and dismissing the appeal on September 25, 2015. Judge
Lenski’s order concluded that dismissal was appropriate because Appellant’s complaints did

not involve a state-created liberty or property interest. This appeal follows.

RoA P& 20



STANDARD OF REVIEW

S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-610(B) provides the applicable standard of review:

The review of the administrative law judge’s order must be confined to
the record. The reviewing tribunal may affirm the decision or remand
the case for further proceedings; or it may reverse or modify the
decision if the substantive rights of the petitioner have been prejudiced
because the finding, conclusion, or decision is:

(a)
(b)
(©)
(d)
(e)

®

in violation of constitutional or statutory provisions;
in excess of the statutory authority of the agency;
made upon unlawful procedure;

affected by other error of law;

clearly erroneous in view of the reliable, probative and
substantial evidence on the whole record; or

arbitrary or capricious or characterized by abuse of discretion or
clearly unwarranted exercise of discretion.

S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5).

In an appeal of a final decision of an administrative-agency, the standard of appellate

review is whether the ALC’s findings are supported by substantial evidence. S.C.Code Ann. §

1-23-610(B). “Substantial evidence” is evidence which, considering the record as a whole,

would allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that administrative agency

reached. Hendleyv. S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413,481 S.E.2d 159 (Ct. App.

1996). A reviewing court shall not substitute its own judgment for that of the ALC as to

findings of fact, but it may reverse or modify decisions that are controlled by errors of law or

that are clearly erroneous in view of the substantial evidence on the record as a whole. Id.

RoA Py- Al
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ARGUMENT
THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT PROPERLY DISMISSED THE
APPEAL BECAUSE APPELLANT’S COMPLAINTS DO NOT INVOLVE A STATE-
CREATED LIBERTY INTEREST OR PROPERTY INTEREST.

+ 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 rﬁatters, 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 limited to (1) cases in which an inmate contends prison officials have
erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; (2) cases in
which SCDC has taken an inmate’s state-created liberty interest in major disciplinary hearings;
and (3) cases in which an inmate’s confinement implicates a state-created liberty interest. See
Sullivan, 355 S.C. at 443, 586 S.E.2d at 127 (emphasis added).

Moreover, regarding categories (2) and (3) above, the Supreme Court has consistently
emphasized that the liberty or property interest implicated must be one that is state created.

See Wicker v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 360 S.C. 421, 602 S.E.2d 56 (2004) (emphasizing that the

ALC’s jurisdiction extends only to those cases involving the denial of “state created liberty
interests” and that the Court’s holding [i.e., in Wicker] “is not to be viewed as expanding the

jurisdiction of the [ALC] in any other circumstance.”); Slezak v. S.C. Dep’t of Corr., 361 S.C.

327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) (holding that the ALC “may summarily dismiss those appeals that

ReA pg- 220
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do not implicate an inmate’s state created liberty or property interest”) (emphasis added).
The ALC should not disturb findings of an administrative agency if those findings are

supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole. Pearson v. JPS Converter & Ind.

Corp., 327 8.C. 393, 489 S.E.2d 219 (Ct. App. 1997). Stated differently, an Administrative
Law Judge may not substitute his judgment for that of an agéncy “as to the weight of the
evidence on questions of fact.” S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-3 80(5). Additionally, an
Administrative Law Judge may not reverse or modify an agency’s decision unless substantial
rights of the Appellaﬁt have been prejudiced because the decision is clearly erroneous in view
of the substantial evidence on the whole Record, arbitrary or affected by an error of law. See

S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(5) (e); see also Marietta Garage, Inc. v. S.C. Dep’t. of Pub. Safety,

337S.C. 133,522 S.E.2d 605 (1999); S.C. Dep’t. of Labor, Licensing & Regulation v. Girgis,‘
332 8.C. 162, 503 S.E.2d 490 (19983). |

“Substantial evidence” is evidence which, considering the record as a whole, would
allow a reasonable mind to reach the same conclusion that the administrative agency reachéd.

Hendley v. S.C. State Budget & Control Bd., 325 S.C. 413, 481 S.E.2d 159 (Ct. App. 1996).

The possibility of drawing two inconsistent conclusions from the evidence does not prevent an
administrative agency’s finding from being supported by substantial evidence. Grant v. S.C.

Coastal Council, 319 S.C. 348,461 S.E.2d 388 (1995). Administrative agencies are afforded

wide latitude in making decisions, as shown in the deferential standard of appellate review.

Heater of Seabrook, Inc. v. Pub. Sve. Comm’n of S.C., 332 S.C. 20, 503 S.E.2d 739 (1998).

Finally, in deciding appeals from inmate grievances, the ALC must consider that

prisons officials are in the best position to decide inmate disciplinary matters. In Al-Shabazz,

RbA P4 - 23
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the Supreme Court underscored that since prison officials are in the best position to decide
inmate disciplinary matters, the courts adhere to a “hands off” approach to internal prison
disciplinary policies and procedures when reviewing inmate appeals under the APA. Al-
Shabazz, 338 5.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757 (stating that “[c]ourts traditionally have adopted a
‘hands off’ doctrine regarding judicial involvement in prison disciplinary procedures and other

internal prison matters . . . .”)); see also Pruitt v. State, 274 S.C. 565, 266 S.E.2d 779 (1980)

(referring to the traditional “hands off” approach of South Carolina courts regarding internal
prison discipline and policy).

In this case, it was proper for the Administrative Law Court to summarily dismiss
Appellant’s appeal because Appellant’s complaints regarding the conduct of prison staff
plairﬂy do not implicate any state-created liberty or property interests. See Slezak, 361S.C. at
333, 605 S.E.2d at 509. Further, even assuming, for argument’s sake, that SCDC officials

violated SCDC policy in some respect, this alone does not constitute a violation of Appellant’s

© constitutional rights. See Myers v. Klevenhagen, 97 F.3d 91, 94 (5™ Cir. 1996) (“[A] prison
official’s failure to follow the prison’s own policies, precedures or regulations does not
constitute a violation of due process, if constitutional minima are nevertheless met.”).
Additionally, Appellant’s requests for money damages to compensate him for his emotional
distress and anxiety are misplaced since the Administrative Law Court has no authority to
grant monetary relief. See Al-Shabazz, 338 S.C. at 382, 527 S.E.2d at 757. Therefore,

Respondent respectfully requests that the order of the Administrative Law Judge be upheld.

RoA P3- Yy




For the foregoing reasons, the Court should affirm the Administrative Law Court’s

decision below.

February; ) ,2016

CONCLUSION

Respectfully submitted,

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT
OF CORRECTIONS

BY: g//ﬂzpé% r%?nﬂ/

CHRISTINA CATOE BIGEIC/OW
Deputy General Counsel

Office of General Counsel

S. C. Department of Corrections
Post Office Box-21787

Columbia, South Carolina 29221
(803) 896-8508
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" Appellant petitioned for a rehearing on May 7, 2015, and the Court of

g

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

William Ford, #232122, Docket No. 15-ALJ-04-0313-AP
Appellant,

VS.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

N N N N N N N N N S’ S

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed by the Appellant, who is incarcerated with the South
Carolina Department of Corrections (Department). The Appellant does not appeal a disciplinary
matter, but appeals the denial of his Step 2 grievance in which he seeks judicial review of alleged

wrongdoing by Department employees that occurred during an involuntary transfer under the

Interstate Corrections Compact (ICC). The Appellant argued, among other things, that Department

employees “illegally confiscated and searched” his legal box. This is the second such grievance
the Appellant has filed with this court, involving the same involuntary transfer incident. (15-ALJ-
04-0001-AP).! The Appellant did not lose any good time as punishment for any conviction, since
the Appellant’s grievance did not involve discipylinary action.

DISCUSSION

The court's jurisdiction to hear this matter is derived entirely from the decision of the South

Carolina Supreme Court in A/-Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 527 S.E.2d 742 (2000). The court's
appellate jurisdiction in inmate appeals is limited to cases involving denial of state created liberty

interests typically involving: (1) cases in which an inmate contends that prison officials have

! In the prior appeal No. 15-ALJ-04-0001-AP (Attached to this Order), which this court dismissed on January 28,
20135, the Appellant complained the Department failed to follow its internal policy by not giving the Appellant 48
hours notice prior to the transfer. In response, the Department explained that it informed the Appellant that he was
no longer scheduled for a transfer under the ICC. The Appellant appealed this court’s Order of Dismissal to the
Court of Appeals and that court dismissed the case on April 30, 2015 (A Ee ase No 2015 000775). The

jed

issued a Remittitur on September 17, 2015.

| | SEP 25 2015
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erroneously calculated his sentence, sentence-related credits, or custody status; and (2) cases in
which an inmate has received -punishment in a major disciplinary hearing as a result of a serious
rule violation. Id.

The Supreme Court further explained the court’s jurisdiction in Slezak v. South Carolina
Department of Corrections, 361 S.C. 327, 6035 S.E.2d 506 (2004). Slezak emphasized that, while
the court has jurisdiction over all properly filed inmate grievance appeals, the court is not required
to hold a hearing on every matter. Id. “Summary dismissal may be appropriate where the inmate’s
grievance does not implicate a state-created liberty or property interest.” Id. citing Sandin v.
Conner, 515 U.S. 472, 115 S.Ct. 2293 (1995). Additionally, the South Carolina Court of Appeals
has opined that where a state-created liberty interest is not implicated in a prisoner appeal, this
court should dismiss the appeal. Skipper v. S.C. Department of Corrections, 370 S.C. 267, 633
S.E.2d 910 (Ct. App. 2006). Though the South Carolina Supreme Court has held that the state’s
statutory mandate that inmates be paid the prevailing wage made receipt of the prevailing wage a
state created liberty or property iﬁterest, the Court noted that its holding was extremely limited and
was not to be viewed as expanding the jurisdiction of thg ALJ in any other circumstances. Wicker
v. S.C. Department of Corrections, 360 8.C. 421, 602 S.E.2d 56 (2004).

In this case, the Appellant’s complaints do not concern a state created liberty or property
interest. Under Slezak v. S.C. Department of Corrections, 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E. 2d 506, (2004)
the Administrative Law Court is to have jurisdiction of all properly perfected inmate appeals but
“Summary dismissal may be appropriate where the inmate’s grievance does not implicate a state
created liberty or property interest.” Such is the case here.

THEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, the decision appealed from is AFFIRMED.

N

\,

S. Phillip Lenski
Administrative Law Judge

N
September b, 2015
Columbia, South Carolina
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS _
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM |

ST .
STEP 1 _‘:-,!'57\/;.;} |

INMATE NAME: \W W\iam Ford OFFICE USE ONLY

Grievance No. /7?72, ¢ £ 2/
SCDC NUMBER: 23 A\ 22 Code: General \71’\/1 <
INSTIT UTION: fﬂ&&ﬁﬁk\ljf-en Doty —
HOUSIING UNIT: /Y)cnj./\o'li‘a L BA-20 /A gg::s[\
WORK ASSIGNMENT: [)= M Date Received n,\\‘ ol

IGC Initials <

STATEMENT-OF-GRIEVANGEE (Indicate the-date™of incident; zind if the grievance is a challerige to SCDCPolicy, Specify

which policy. Include supporting documentation und attach answered RTSM or Kiosk reference number.) Jp 12- Y- \k{ Ay P/'\
T was ibormed to Feport +u Opafedians 4o be Hronsfeced from s DC. }o a
New Jecsey Stede Prisen pet the Division Ditecher SCPCK Geneca) Counse 3
ond u.s. A4 MRys oF L. when T armived to the Tradsporiction area <

TEIITN U\\"’Fe‘:‘med by CPL Kivera Hiek T Could Not take Some of m ?Q.ﬁ anal
belog\ ‘Ay5 htth'Caused o ver el al¥Rrcation , T +old ¢AL Rivera at par
WearXen Tqy(af ond Hhe Skare Coodia

- Stact atxer For Tl Tronsfers thadt M8,B04d
Cose€mancger/cless Fication was o tinFerm me prior 4o e +rarsFes s
+ o ld Make Qv (an ements to have 1\ ‘O(gku{ VP, ke T reSused o a)
leave my persenal beloagings hehind ond 2 refused 4o SegA ANYNDR Papers
SNES N Pe?‘l‘*’\t'f\ to Hhis frows Fer T waes flaced (A the holding Cell waky(
Spm emd at whichtime ¢ PL. Rivera +ea K m L3l Bok mé Clothes 4o an
UAKAoWA [ocakion - T wes +hen e ken up Yo 09@&:\%0/\3 holdue <o) wWhere
T Sed For 2 more haburs Which wes 10W 7pm . T Wwas (A Rermed by Syt TeACs |
+hak T oudd be going vack to He Dorm With him atwhich 3cuk\s T ask him
For My Lejal Box cnd Usthel amd was fo|d Hiat Z <ould not have Hial
The nextduy T was Iforped by MriCrocks Genecal Covnsel thack 5 had
Meade o mistake ard thal T Wwas the wWrong inmate o the Trmster
Whena T got my Lesal Bl back + hed been  (JillamFE A 129 -
Pluadered ﬁi‘@kﬁk W ) Prout M/ ConSent  Grievant Signature Date
of b<‘\’ﬁ Present LU)H'_CLC ¢5 oA r“?jcl Jeccchiad Serz ufe
ACTION REQUESTED: T weend 4o Khowy whe waenl H\/'oujt\ My Lje| Box ard u}ky‘;r
becausetherrmessiay | The Sierks wart fuund ad @ buined fo e by QL L WDy
ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: [/ PROCESSED (] UNPROCESSED [] OTHER

Inmate Ford: [ have verified that Major Chang and Property Control Officer Rivera went through your box to
determine what was in it. This was in view of the fact that you were being picked up by another agency. The agency
picking you up would tell us at that time, what items you could take with you and what items you would have to mail
home or have picked up at the institution. 1t has since been detérmined that you would not be transferred due to an
ICC transfer and you have been given back all of your items. Based on thisr, your grievance is\resolved.
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WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASON:

Inmate William Ford, #232122, Grievance MacD 127-14:
| have reviewed your grievance and pertinent information.

On December 4, you were instructed to report to Operations to be transferred from SC DC to a New Jersey
State Prison. At this time, you were informed you would not be allowed to take some of your personal
belongs with you. However. you had previously been informed that you would be allowed to mail home or
have someone pick up the items you could not take with you. You were subsequently placed in the holding
cell and returned to the dorm that night. When you asked for your belongings (legal box and clothing), you
were told you could not have them. The next day, you were informed by Attorney Crooks of SCDC’s
General Counsel's office, that SCDC had determined you were the wrong Inmate Ford for the transfer.
When you got your legal box back you state it had been “rifled through.”

[ have been informed by Major Chang that he and Property Control Officer Rivera went through your box
to see what it contained. This was because SCDC would not know until you were picked up, what items
you would be allowed to take with you. When it was determined you were the wrong Inmate Ford to be
picked up, you were taken to Property Control and your property was returned to you. At this time, you
handed Captain Myers a calculator that did not belong to you, but you were not charged.

You state you should have been present when your legal box was searched; however, SCDC Policy OP
272,19, section 8, states if the inmate is not present, then two (2) employees will be required to complete the
search (one to complete the search and the other to assist and to serve as a wi? As a result. Major
Chane and Corporal Rivera conducted the search in accordance with SCDC policy. /

g P policy / JERYT Y 7(
Based on the above, your grievance is denied. 1f you wish to appeal “‘W‘#ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘Signature L Date
please see Ms. Ramey, Grievance Coordinator, to obtain a Step 2 form.

a I accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed.

‘D/ { do not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal.

| Widlon FeerdDd R29-17 PR e\

Grievant Signature Date IGC &gnatﬁ)re Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP 1 GRIEVANCE FORM

1. An informal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1 by sending an'lnmate Request to Staff
Member (RTSM) form or Kiosk reference number to the appropriate supervisor. A copy of the answered
RTSM must be attached to the grievance when the grievance is filed.

2. Complete each section in its entirety writing only in the space provided for inmate use. No additional pages
will be permitted.

Only one (1) issue is to be addressed on each form:

4. * Submit the completed form by placing it in the Grievance Box at your institution within cight (8) working
days of the date on the RTSM response; policy grievances can be filed at any time. Disciplinary and
Classification Review appeals must be submitted within five (5) working days of the hearing/review. Do not
_write in the space provided for the Warden's response.

o

If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeul to the appropriate responsible official
within five (3) days of your receipt of the Warden's decision, by placing your Step 2 appeal form in the
Grievance Box at your institution.



. a2 . SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
L INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
4 STEP 2 . Office Use Onl
i1 o M Grievance No. \’E\K\VVK P % ?’ |5
INMATE NAME: \/\/l | llfC\/\/\ F‘::’ f(_l S5 j «}H  Code: General RS
SCDC NUMBER: X352 | 2.2 | Nelson
. . 9 Adj. Com.
INSTITUTION: e Deowgal { Class, -
HOUSINGUNIT: _Y)aqnclia | fodiiien:o. ;| DateReceived 1 a\zUlk
= . IGC Initials ) .
WORK ASSIGNMENT: _ Yiird Dot |

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissatisfaction):
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Grievant Signature Date

REGIONAL DIRECTOR’S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concern has been reviewed. The Warden has addressed yo'ir concerns a
be transferred, your broperty was returned to you. You have not provided an
negligence. Without verifiable evidence, further action is unwa ranted.

ppropriately. Once it was decided you were not going to
y evidence to substantiate your allegations of staff

Ihereiors, your grievance is «..ued.

You may appeal this decision under the Ad

ministrative Procedures Act to the Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you must
till out the attached Notice of Appeal Form

and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt.

Q,,‘,m 1 /{7;//&:.,%* STELY/tS

Regional Director Signature Dat

acceptance of the decision.

Wi ligmn > 19~/ 5~ AN Goaae
Gr\ﬁavantVSignature Date IG(\Z i@atu é j ijate

{3EE REVERSE SIDE rFOR HSTRUCTIONS)

Ro/_) /-‘j X9

SCBCINRA Apn] 1905



