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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT . SC Court of Appeals
Nathaniel Williams,#143329, Docket No: 16-ALJ-04:0709-AP
| o Grievance No:. KRCI0975-16
Appellant,.
VS ORDER-OF DISMISSAL

)

South'Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent

Thrs ‘matter is before -the South Caroima Admxmstratxve Law Court (ALC or ‘Court)
pursuant to the Notice of. Appeai. filed by Appeliant (Iiimate) above .l,l,a.n)ﬁ.‘ed,-_WDQ: is’ .med_ree_mted
w1th the South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC)
matters: relatwe to his work assrgnment He: (a) was-not sanetloned wnh ‘the loss: of any: good ume
credits; (‘o) made=no: clarm for ‘the: Ioss ofz any other state: created: beerty or property intefest;-and,

(¢) made no comentron that hJS sentence sentence related credits of custody status_ has been

éerrorreoesi " calculated “There 1s elearl; }
. izer v. Paderick, 569 F:24 812 (4*l_

heldthat. dasmﬁcaﬁons and work. assrgnments are: dlscretronary matters: for: pnson admlmstranon

'o_ ‘State’ created.hberty 1nterest 1mphcated here

78 the Fourth ClI‘CUIt Court'o

A} Pcals

and are not within the: reach of the procedural protectlons of the Due: Process Clause Under
;605 SE: 2d 506; (2004), the

: Admmrstratwe Law Couri 18 1o have Junsdrcnon ofall properly perfected intmate: appedis but

‘Slezak Vo SiC. Deoartment of Correct:ons 361 SC

"‘Summary-dxsmlssal mavvbe-appropmate s-where me-»lnmate--s grievance doésniof ‘iniplicate-a state
_'created hberty or properly interest.” Such is the casehere.. ' '

Therefore for- the foregomg reasons, this appeai 1s hereoy DiSMISS_EPQ; :%E‘?TH o

'P,REJUDICE. L R s

- Deborah Brooks Dutden, Judge
- 8.C. Administrative Law Court. . .
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