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Ronald Legg, #359236 : ,45
. Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0434-A 9‘9/6‘
Appellant,
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO
DISMISS ON MOOTNESS
GROUNDS

Vs.
South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Resporident.

: A
Thi:s- matter 1s before the South Carolina ‘Adnﬁ'nistrative Law Cogr/t:\ gﬁ&lﬁ B cé{g}jp B
pursuant-to the Notice of Appeal filed August 11, 2017 by Ronald Legg (Appellant), an inmate
who s incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (SCDC or Department).
The Appellant claimed he was not granted work credits for time spent as a dorm worker from May
2014 through May 2016 | - |
On September 23, 7017 the Department filed a Motlon to Dismiss on Moomess Gmunds

due to the fact that, after- further rev1ew the Department elected to grant the Appel]ant the

' requested work credits for that period. Smce the-Appellant has now been granted the wo_rk credits
he was entitled to for the period at issue, his challenge is now moot. “An appellate court will ﬁof ;
“pass on moot and academic questlons or mal\e an Ild]Ud]C&thﬂ where there remams no actual
controversy.” Curtis v. State, 345 S.C. 557, 367 349 S. E7d 591, 596 ’)OOI) A *‘case becomes
moot when Judoment 1f rendered, will have no practical Ieoal effect upon (the] existing
controversy. This is true when some event occurs makmc it lmp0351ble for [the] rewewm0 Court
to grant effectual relief.” Id. at 567-68, 549.S.E.2d at 596 (quoting Mathis v. S.C. State qu/ma»
: Dep t., 760 S.C. 344, 346, 195 S.E.2d 713, 715 (1973)).
Based on the foregoing; it is hereby ORDERED that the Department’s Motlon to Dismiss
s GRANTED and this appeal is DISMISSED.

' The Appellam arﬂued in his Objection to Respondent’s Mouon to Dismiss as Moot that he was also not proper ly
awarded work credits for work history from July 12, 2016 10 the present. However, the Appeliant did not raise an
issue with work credits during this period in his grievances. Under appellate procedural rules. a new. issue may not
be raised on appeal.. See Wilder Corp. v.Wilke, 330 S.C. 71, 76. 497 S.E.2d 731, 733 (1998). The appropua(e way
for the Appellant to contest his work credits from July 12 016 to the preset would be to file a new grievance.



TTTTTANDITIS SO ORDERED.

October EO , 2017
Columbia, South Carolina
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