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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

Mekiel Mitchell, 232904, 

Appellant, 
vs. 

South Carolina Department of Corrections, 

Respondent. 

) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------------) 

Docket No. 11-ALJ-04-0888-AP 
Grievance No. PCI 0806-10 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court ("ALC" or "Court") 

pursuant to thelNotice of Appeal filed November 14,2011 by Mekiel Mitchell ("Appellant"), an 

inmate incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections ("Department"). 

Appellant appeals the decision of the Department denying 'his grievan~e in which Appellant 

complains that the Department's mailroom wrongfully denied Appellant access to the books, 

magazines ana newspapers he purchased for his own use. The Department responded that while 

an inmate is housed in SMU, t~e inmate is only allowed one book or magazine from the 

Department's Library Services at any given time. 

The ALC has subject matter jurisdiction when the Department disciplines an'inmate and· 

imposes a punishment that deprives the inmate of a constitutionally protected liberty or property 

interest. Sullivan v. S.C. Dep't ofCorr., 355 S.C. 437, 441-42, 586 S.E.2d 124, 126 (2003); AI­

Shabazz v. State, 338 S.C. 354, 369, 527 S.E.2d 742, 750 (2000); Skipper v. S.c. Dep't of Corr., 

370 S.E. 267, 273-74, 633 S.E.2d 910, 914 (Ct. App. 2006). Slezak v. S.c. Department of 

Corrections, 361 S.C. 327, 605 S.E.2d 506 (2004) provided further clarification that this Court 

has jurisdiction of all inmate grievance appeals that have been properly filed. However, when 

the grievance appeal does not implicate a state-created li~erty or property interest, the ALC may 

summarily dismiss the appeal at its discretion. Furtick v. South Carolina Department of 

. Corrections, 374 S.C. 334, 649 S.E.2d 35 (2007). 

The Appellant has not alleged a deprivation of a state-created liberty or property interest 

in this matter. Therefore, the Court finds Furtick to be controlling in this matter and it is hereby 

ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED, with prejudice. 
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AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 

November 
Columbia, South Carolina 
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STATE 02 SOUTri CAROLI~A 

ADMINISTRATIV~ LAW COURT 

~ekiel ~itchell ~232904, 
Appellant, 

vs. 

.3outn Carolina Department 
ot CO(Tectlons, 

R.es pond.~nts, 

~.---- ..... -. --- -~--'.-"'---~---.----. 

) 

). 

#2011-ALJ-04-0888-AP 

NOTICE Of ~O~ION A~D 
MOTION FOR 
RECm~SIDERAT IOL'i 

This matter is before Ulis AUillinistrative Law Court 

{HALC:") .] u0 9'::;, I'Jhere on dovember 17,;2CJ11, the rlonora.ble Shirley 

c. ~oDinson, ALe Judge, has filed an Order of Dismissal 

("GreieI'"), sua sponte, nol.ding that IIwnen the grievance appeal 

Goes not Lnpllcate a state-created liberty, or p'roperty interest, 

the ALe ,nay summarily dismiss til,:= appeal at itls discretion .. " 

-1-

~ ~ f / .... (""'\! i:"'"lT 
" '", "j ;.,itl I 



eetitioner seeks this ALC to reconsider the merits 

at it I S previous Order, da ted l~oveflwer 'i 7,2011, and ser '.led upon 

Appellant, via Institutitonal Legal ~''1ail Services, on L~OVeH10er 
r 

20,201'1. i::;sr.Jecially "mere ?2titioner takes a SLance dnG position 

ill '"",nie!l toere has occurred a deprivation and intringment to 

the ej,cst, Fifth, and Fourteenth Alnenclments to the Unitec:' .::itates 

Cons ti tution. (See ArticJes I, §3 i ancJ I, :')1 <1, of the Soutl) 

Carolina Constitution). This position is taken where this matter 

nas Deen sUiTllfla.cily disrnissed, '",ith prejudice, and without i)l2neiit 

of briefing, I)resentation of evidence and argument; ane no 

opprLunity of judicial review upon the IDerits of tne claims. 

STAT8MEN~ OF THE CAS£ 

"jeKiel ,:'litch(:~ll #232904 ( II Appellant"), is an inwate 

'.vi "CInn r.he cus tody and control of tJle South Ca1."ol ina Departrlient 

at Corr",;ctions (" Hespondents If) for' the of fense' of :'luroer .. ,il" 

conviction was had in the Court of General Sessions, Charleston 

(:oun'ty, on i'lay 22,1996. Appellant is serving a 1if8 sentence 

witnout possibility ot parole. 

un February Y,2010, Appellant served a Request £0 

;:;taff dewber (R'fSi'ij) Form upon ;v1s. Bratton, Education D,?partlliern:, 
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!)c::rry Correctional Insti tut ion (II !='CI"), a ttelflpt ing to intorrna lly 

r.:::sol Vf:::' Lna issue of denial of publications and readinq Hlaterials 

that ",Jere erJucational or intellectually stimulating.. Appellant 

is an Afro-American wale, wnOffl strives to improve the value 

of his selt, through ,educational driven literature. The matters 

provided by tne Special !"lanagement Un! t (!I SJIU" ) ( lock-up), "'J~?re 
, 

tictional based and raciallv balanced. '~ee Exhibit (1». 

On April 14,2010, Appellant served a RTSM Form upon, 

Michael McCall, ~arden, PCl, attempting to resolve the issue 

of del1ial to reading materials that are not penologically 

restrict~d, dnd are available to the general public, without 

reguard to censorship or propogandaobservances. (See Exhibit 

(2» • 

On April 26,20J1, Appellant initiate& his step-One 

Grie0~nce, challenging the denial of educational materials 

cilld publications, i.e., U.S. Mail Services Magazines, newspapers, 

bOOkS, dictionaries and educational correspondences courses, 

~here such have the propensity of rehabilitative purposes. 

In 1'n1s· St.ep-Une Grievance, .l\ppellant, raised such claims und,3r 

toe protection ·of the First Amendment. 

Cn May 25,2010, ~arden McCall, responded to the alleged 

i~'irs t ,\lnE::ndwent: violations {)'1 s ta ting , "All Agency pol icies 

cOiliply "Jittl applicaole state, federal and local statutes an(i 

'vii th case law 0.. Therefore, your grievance must be denied d t 

-4-



1 
L.ois levt::!l. II i\ copy of tl'lis 3tep·-One Grievance r,.."as s C2rveci upon 

Ai?i?ellant, via the Inmate Grievance Coorclinator ("IGC"), on 

June 10,2010. (See Exhibit (3). 

On June 11,2010, Appellant filed d Step-Two 

grievance/appeal, stating the reasbns for objecting to toe 

~ardenls denial on the step-One issues. On October 10,2011, 

Daviti M. fatarsky, Esquire, and Chief General Counsel for 

Hespondents, executed a II final agency deci sion'*. It '.vas 

i«?s~)onaentsposition ti1at "Since filing this grievance, you are 

no longer housed at PerryCI~ nor· are you confined in SHU • 

. 'li:lererOr8, I consider this .llatter resolved. 1I This decision was 

served upcm Appel1an't, via Lee Correctional IGC, on Uctot)er 

14,2U110 (See Exhibit (4»)~ 

On November 7,2011, Appellant served a Notic~ of Appeal 

Into t.his ALe, seeKing judicial/appellate review of the 0 

Kespon-:::ent R s IItinal agency cit3Cision li
• 1'11e challengeCi issues 

raised were: (1) Did SCDC and Perry CI vio~ate Appellants ~ir5t 

anr5 f'ourteentil iLilenCLnent rights to tne :j. S. Consti t.ucion It/hen 

it ut;';J1ied Appellant the ri(jht to purcnase u reci.~ive thru the 

mail mdyazines, books and newS9apers of Appellant IS CilOicE';'Z; 

{~:) uoes ~~CDC I S absolute prohil)i tion on pre-paid .nai 1 Or(:i2rE:~Cj 

le' " ;" ',",,', ,'::,c:;;.':nd,uent of the Cni ted States Consli tution!: and 

(3) Does Appellants reiease from administrative segregation 

5 



or re-location to another prison within SeGe, other than tne 

lJrison in whicll complaint was ori9inally experienced and '3rieve 

.cenCier::; Appella.nts complaint/grievance woot? (See Exhibit·(S).· 

On ~ovemDer 16,2011, the Clerk of Courts Otfice for 

tne ALe served a notice as to the docket number, ALe Judge, 

dna list of procedural rules. This was served upon Appellant, 

via Institutional Legal Mail Services, on November 23,2011. 

(See Exhioit (6) • 

. On ~ovember 16,2011, tne rlonoraole Shirley C. Robinson, 

ALe Judge, executed an Order, sunmar:i.ly dismissing this ;natter, 

ilo1oinq tnat lithe grievance appeal does not Lnplicace a state--

c.ce.~::lt,::d liberty or property interest, the ALe may sUi1Hoarily 

ciiSlldss the appeal at itls ciecretion"II[-,URTIC;Z v. ~}ourr! CAHGLh~i\ 

{See Exhi.hi t (-;» •. This Orcier was served upon Petitioner, v.ia 

Institutional Legal Mail Services, on November 28,2011. 

Appellant is now before this ALe, in a motion for 

reconsideration, in lignt of the clairns and al1e9!?U oeprivatiollS 

co uue ~rocess; access to the courts; and freedoms assured 

pursuant to the protections of tne First Amendment. 

1. 010 the ALe erred by finding that Appellant's 

grievance/conlplaint aid not implicate a state-created liberty 

-6-
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or property interest? 

'i'ne First P,meno,nentt"o the United states Constitution 

provicJ8s: IICongress. shall make no respecting an estaolishinent 

ot religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 

aDl' ioging thf.; freedom of s peecn, or of the press; or the rigllt 

of tne p(~Ople peaceably to assemble, and to peti t.ion the 

~;overn111ent for redress of grievances. 

Ti1is ALe has made a rulinq that, due to its application 

to tnis current case, has baen incorrectly perlnitted to summarily 

dismiss ti1is matter. Such a ciismissal, especially upon the 

holding within the Order, is contrary to the most minimum of 

due ~rocess pro~ections; has tn~ propensity .to be repetitive 

in itls application; and deprives Appellant of the most basic 

of First Amendment concerns .. 

Let. us adclress the first Ainendment claLn as raised 

by rlppellant, throughout the course of the grievance proceedings, 

tiE'lL nas lx:en i1elc1 to not interfere with any tonn of libE~rty 

or property interests. 

i·)risoners flave a liberty interest in the receipt of 

t.tlei.c :;;ubscription iitailin9s sufficient to tri.gger procedural 

aue ~roCeSS guarantees. KRUG V. LUTZ, 329 F.3d 692, 69G-~7 n.4 

(0th eire 2003). And the issue raised within these matters whicil 

-7-
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were complained, was base~ upon the fact that there was a total 

denial to newspapers, dictionaries, magazines, ethical or 

eCiucat:ional literature~ SllCh shortcuts arl:, ()f.r>:::nsive to U1C~: 

'~u.nstitl1tioli. 'lois tYPf7. of [)CJ,1J rias been c'l(:::terLnine(1 to t)e a "si1ort 

cut II as a !.\82111S of systema tica 11 y and arbItrar i 1 y denyiny iniild to;S 

(Jl: their First Amendment rights. Such bans on all publications 

1.::; 2i snortcut ti'\at 9reatly circumscribes tile universe of reac1iny 

,'(Iabe.r'ials accessible LO inmates ami appears not sufficient} y 

n~latea to any l(~gitimate and neutral penological objective .. 

.':>riAi<Ui-: V. SBLSK,Y, 391' ,;;'.3d 106, 115-16 (2nd eire 2004)(relying 

on tne language of TtiOR~B0RGH's). 

InI'rlOiW2.Jf.i,G V. ABBO'l"T, 490 U.S. 401,416-17, ·109 

S.C'C.. 1:.:;7";' (1 i:;d9), theUnit.ec.i states ~~upre!ne Court nelo ti1at 

.. "l l' t' d. ;)an on al. UUj) ~ca lons 'fias a shortcut that greatly 

cirC:U'i!Scrii:)es tIl",". universe at reading mat("rials accessiGl~;; t.C! 

1. fldld. tc:;.s dJlU. appears not suff iciently related to any legi tima te 

dDO neutral penological objective. 

'. 
Respon6ent's have gone as far as to ban or exclurie, 

to iniilat(';s nOus(:rj in the .:;;>10 purt.ion of t.ne facility, 

0uolicaClons such as 2risoD Legal Ne~s, and for r2aSOtlS o~ner 

tn;ul i lS contents, anci courts [lave continuously over 'C.u:cne6 the::;t::: 

~00~); JAC~LG~IC~ v. SIM~O~S, 3Y2 ?36 42u (10th Cir. 2004); 

S· - -
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~he policy/procedure/practice of an absolute exclusion 

Lor a 11 S(,;0 portions of 1(8spond'?-llts taci 1i ties, is of fensi. v.::~ 

.2()U4)j and H02i\.1l~S v. COLi..HiS, 548 F' .. 2cJ 503, 504· 

(4ch Cir. 1907). And s.i,nply because Respondents would raIse 

issues aoout preventing fires, protecting plumbing or preventing 

tlooaing Ule tiers, is not sufficient to overcome the protections 

an0 saie~uards i~ the setting of the First Amendment rights. 

-
t"ict()rial .r.agdzines, newspapers, anc5 soft/harc) cover lJooks, 

(>2:;i~)n~Cl t.O prevent fires ane! protect plumbinq, violates th . .'.~ 

ALe inust taKe under consid~ration that tobacco products, i.e., 

cicjaret tes, lignters, matclh:'s, l~olling papaers, etc., a.re 

contra:,X)[ll:) on all r~espondents properties. I\JlO Appellant do.es 

riot argue that tlle.se t:ypes of fJroducts iliay be accessibL~, [)I.it 

as d I,mole, iilosc.lY to tne qeneral population .. S,\j(j facilities 
I 

(.d.:(;;0::3 i L:l ccci ctfld h,~avir2r res tr ictions seven~ly limit this ty f)e 

of conLcaoand to almost zero percent.. 

~he issue to consider, as relates to the policy/ 

~rocedure/practice,in a total ban on publications is t'whether 

-"9-



tne ceguldtion ana policies here 'still permit a broad range 

of pu[)l:i.cations to be sent, n}ceived and read~" f.l.S:L<:Ut<J. 

CALlr\)j{LHA 0E.1?"i' .. OF CORRE;CTIOl'lS, 224 F o Supp.2d 1253, 1250 

U~.OoCal. 2002) (umler TUR;'-l'Et~, "[r}egulations to be viewed wi ttl 

caution include those wnich categorically prohibit access to 

a oroaci range of materJals"), aff'd 350 F.,3ci 917,923-24 (9th 

Cir. 2()03). The total ban of magazines and newspapers is 

oftensive to First Amen~nent rights and protections; GR£~~ v. 

~E~RELL, aUl F.2a 765, 772 (5th Cir. 1986); MANN V. SMITH, 796 

F.20 79, 82-83 (5th Cir. 19U6)(ban on all newspapers and 

.~)(.l'}:;. 5'/0, ~i77 (6.0 .. ri .. i. 1973); PO,:iLm;Si:~I v. ~iULLIC1-i, en 

,1isc .. Ld b9S, 366 ~.Y • .3.2d 5£54,590 (i'; .. 'f .. Sup .. 1975); v!l..h C:,LAvr; 

\i.. ;) iiI 'i' \~ ,) :3 '1' A' l' E S., 8 5 4 F .. 2 d (; 2 , 8 4 (5 the i r.. 1 9 i3 d )( ba n 0. 11 

neV1Spaf)e.cs stateo a constl.tutional claiJn); and i'i;\Hflr~ 'j._~~, 

J~5 ~.2u 1451, 1454 (StD eire 1088) (ban on newspapers raiseCi 

d. c.ciaDl.:, iSSUf;~). Yet, the ban complained of \tdtni.n thE:: :3tep­

One aIlG ;Jtep-Two Grievance:::, statJ",(~, a eJirect and total aenial. 

OI tnOSt:: vrocected watters. '1'his alonr::-: should nave demonstrated 

CIS ~Jrd\!e in~just.ice· cornmitteci l)y tl1is sllJnmarily disll.issal. 

c.;c-;j[~Ji:::cially \\in(~r,:;! tilt': C()UL'CS have styuck (lOWn a compl<=~t:.e oan 

L 5'72 (~:()O 6), tlH:! 'l'entrl C'i..rcui t Court of .Z,.ppeal s upne 10 the 

-10-
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~C29ula tion that banned all, but, pUblications / communica tions 

of i~,\ "priinary religious text II for the t irstl ~:.O Clays of detention 

. .. . yet, on appeal the United States ~upreme Court reversed 

dnu ~ref;)anCJ~eci st.at.i.ng: "we fail to see now a four-inonth co;nf,lete 
r. 

uenial of access to constitutionally protected loaterials 

(regaruless of rJehaviour) iurthE~rs behaviour ;[lanage,nent or 

in adiitini.::; trd ti ve s20regd Lion) • 
• , ...I _ 

In furtherance of this argu;nent, and as raised in 

'(rh=,: ~)~t;:;p-Clile &I.'wo grievancGs, tne denial of tJli:'.:se ,!iatters 

iurti1erinI'rin~jes upon rehabilitative concerns. Yet, th~s ,\LC 

. .Ji)ir!lG;i~;0o liLG674 (filed June 22,20lH}(citing ::;'l"c,..,.:~ \i .. 

~r~serva'Cion required for appellate review). 

~Jelldnt ',Joul0 take one ,nore pO'sition concE::rnincj 

'Cite oenieu pu()l.ications, i.c~: .. , ;naqazines, nev';Stkl.[:J(:::rs, books, 

(,tc., chen that. irliilat.e ()Ot:S not nave an effective flidlHler 1.n 

-11-



~)\.lo1icd.L.ion. Also, \,,011(2 th(:; iniilat~~ Jiiay De free to notify the 

I puolisher, and seek assistance in challen~ing cns prisons 

t.i12 1,/2L)l chi.l1inq or freezing of the ['irst A:n·2ncLnent .. li;?t I ':;hen 

to conform \\11 til the:s,,? standards, 

tneir only resolution was to ignore ~he mandated rignts that 

~~~ellant could pre~ail upon. 

r(~5cillclil:!::; ori,:-)inal Or(jer, and .ceman.j this case te..) i.t3 

Lij(~ y:chJVallCe proc(~'2dings. Granting Appellant an oj::.ljJorcuni t: j 

dlLL; l:;n:joy,nenc to present tnis CCise nefore tnis court. 



.. 

;ih<:';!refol.'e, i\.ppellant respectfully ciewancis trl,;it t:his 

c\i~.C reconsici,:;r itls Order of Disii1issal, anci rescind saici ()C(ji::~:C, 

qrant ir1<3 Al:)pel L'int an apport un i ty to preserve cla Lns, '",here 

lip::::r,,·; c:xists triabl.:,; issu~~.3 of fact and constitutionally 

protecced oe~rivationsQ 

Respec-cfully Sublnitted, 

., Illt~~·~·V /Y&'i2:!~e~:; 
, F;; :(1 e 1 i.''-l ten e 1 ] if L .3 2 ::) 0 4 
SUinter ::iouth 01152 
Lee .Correctional Institution 
990 0isacky ~ighway 
ciisnopville, south Carolina 

. 29010-1775 

2RO SE APPELLANT 
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
REQUEST TO STAFF MEMBER 

TO: NAME: TITLE: DATE: 

M..~ .l3,iA+~f\) c: JV~A~; a-> J)t;~. 
INMATE'S NAME: • seDC #: 

. LIVING QUARTERS: 

Ito 
--

S. /'A.. I) , D)i~5 
--_----l 

DISPOSITION BY STAFF MEMBER: 

-Pc {. b C;S () CC . l 0 

DATE: SIGNATURE: 



· ) SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF COR 
REQ 

RECTIONS 
UESTTOSTAFFMffiMrnER 

r1 '. 

TO: NLME: DATE: 

~AIZ.dE~ '/- 1'/- I{) -
INMATI" S NAME: 

_ U ON ~O 

\ 

DATE: SIGNATURE-

SCDC FORM 19-11 (REY.FEB 2001) CC: f'A. 



SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM 

Ii 
STEP 1 

INMATE NAME: ~ ~ 
SCDC NU . dl3,;2. 9IJr .' ,"" , , ' 

MBER. L ' 'n {f""'" INSTITUTION: P£llllt C;~, " ' ~ .~} i'C,' , '; 

HOUSING UNIT: S. M.. t{. -zc D}l-5 i' 

WORK ASSIGNMENT: NJA\ // 
, "" /7 

Offic~~f1~ /' ('" 
Grievance No\r~JSL!(Q r' U 

Code: General_'~ ___ --,.-_ 
" T" ',-, I e"l , Policy L' l -- ~ L-, iJII"\... 

Disc. Hear. ____ _ 
Class. _--,-+{ _-+, __ _ 

Date Received _.-:y+t...:::,1--_'1.4·1_1._;:"' __ 
IGC Initials ____ '_"\...L!~\....::..\...='J-__ 

SPECIFY HOW AND WHEN INFORMAL RESOLUTION WAS ATTEMPTED BYGRIEVANT: 

~'kv/uy~~·~·· 

ACTION,TAKEN BY IGC: 

lsJ I accept the action taken by the IGC and consider the matter closed. ' 
Q,I do not accept the action taken and wish to appeal. 

) , 

MOtiE' /I(,-tJ.EII1-J'-J 
Grievant Signature Date 

, ,Date 

SCDC 10,5 {Rev, November 1997~ 

8Y-h ;0:) /5 ) 
Grievant Signature 

(CONTINUED ON REVERSE SIDE) 
Date 



.:(0 
- --------------------~---------------------------------------

WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASON: 

All Agency policies comply with applicable state, federaL and local statutes and with case l~lW. 
The Office of Policy Development is responsible for establishing and maintaining an efficient 
system whereby all policies governing the operation of the SCDC are developed and reviewed. 
The policy you allege to be unconstitutional is reviewed annually and approved by the Agency 
Director. 

Therefore, your grievance must be denied at this level. 

If you are not satisfied with my decision, see #5 below . 

. 0 . [accept the Warden's decision and consider the matter closed. 
B I do not accept the Warden's decision and wish to appeal. 

. ~ rA}trJdt 
Grievant Signature 

~-IO·ID 
Dat~' 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP 1 GRIEVANCE FORM 

1. An informal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step 1. 

2. Complete each section in its entirety, writing only in the space provided for inmate use. 

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

4. Submit the completed form to the Institutional Grievance 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 
response. 

5. If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible 
official within five (5) days of your receipt of the Warden's decision, via the Institutional Grievance 
Coordinator. 





) ~ 0 \1./) SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
l § J~ ,1--v"V; INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM 
:J ':a. Co \ •• STEP 2 . Office Use Only 

Grievance No. '"f'~. 6 86 G - (0 

INMATE NAME:, "_ I 4 Code: General _____ _ 

SCDC NUMBER: " ~ 9 cJ .-- Policy o? - L 2 . I 7..-. 
Disc. Hear. ___ -----'-_ 

Class. -~-zf;;--r+-+---
HOUSING UNIT: .S.IM.fA.. '/.-5 .. - 'DateReceived \ ij;!)io 

A "0'1'1 IGClnitials ___ r_=-. ---
WORK ASSIGNMENT: NIII JUN .2 .~ L lu , 

Your concern has been reviewed .. Ch~nge 7 of OP-22.12, Special Manag~ment Unit: dateq August IS, 2005, provides a list of authorized 
property that an inmate can have in his possession whiled housed in SMU. You are only allowed one book or magazine from Library 
Services at' any given time. Since filing this grievance, you are no longer housed at Perry CI, nor are you confined in SMU 

'. ." . , ~. . 

Therefore, I consider this matter resolved .. 

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the Administrat' Law Co rt. order to appeal, yo 
fill out theattached Notice of Appeal Form and submit it as instructed on the form withi 30 days of r 

The decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appeal process of the Inmate Grievance Pro- . 
cedure. I hereby acknowledge receipt of the official's response and understand this is the Agency's final 
response to this matter. 

·~-tJ~l2 1/ 
Date 

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS) 

SCOC IO-SA (November 1997) 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

) 
) 

Appellant, ) 

) 
vs. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL 

) 
South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) 

) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO_-AU-04-__ 
Respondent. GRIEVANCE NO.: ______ _ 

Notice is hereby given that does hereby 
appeal the finaldecision of the South Carolina Department of Corrections dated lei, :;,>11 and 
received on ()c{ ii.;) (.I'll , a copy of which is attached. A general statement of the grounds for 

appeal is (See S.c. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(A)(6)): ? ~ ~:. " .-- ; ," ,//" .. ,' ~.i 
~ { .L1R1/&J tJ/Q.4J 4,-" .. " 'I. .. ~~ <,(/ .... G:.-( 
~'I 

"'~. i,,'L ,~.':-< .L:"':VL"~·J!' ,.,..:::', ./,-,: ,~!) C;.0"·,,, .ry:t ::;'.~.,t. ;':~f :~:,_l' "'''-: .. ~< (' ',I "~ :c:'r_~'"-'~' ,d{. 
, ;~/ 

,f ~:-1'l(.~,j.) ,A·;.:j/ . ,::~'",,;;,f / ;;j..:t~ ,;c .. ·,."l.,:,;';."·i, .. e· 

Appellant's Name Signed v \ 

Ma~l!!tg Address J 
Fft" i :6 .. y . /

,}. /. 11'11; /).1/ 
'h:~iI:/V'K.e·t/! _ __ 'f-'~ ___ d_'_'U ___ "_'_ 

L/ <" ,. ,"~)': II," 
~)',.J·~··~·t.,· ~j 

City, State. Zip Code 

" (. • J c:;/"/ (i 
)'. ,.' c/ I v v 

Dated \.. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I, I d,d;.;.J; I ,pi /i:iCyour r;ame). on the i :U:iday of /\/,,\,';'/v ,:; "'<' 20.iL, in 6', Sf 'L;'~, /1(" (city). 
I 

South Carolina. served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States 

Mail. postage paid, or in the r;lail room of the undersigned's institution and addressed as follows: 

Name of per sonl Agency served: (' " --'j ," ,;~/,:' (' /"{ I, /' .:c.,,,(' ~ ).L J. ( (j/f.Ct.-),: ./ .. J. i"',~<""\: '~~(,M' 

Lldl.//! /-<,-, . I Ii ,{,,' '.' 1 !\~ \: ,-\duress: t 7 'I ,.I~ L ,.' V f~ '- (t'" ~J ~ .... 

("f, . .(;.).. i.~ C" . 
.... '->"- .I t')' '. 

City. State. Zip Code: ________________________ _ 

Print your name Sign your name 
(See reverse side for instructions) 

/ "/- (" C; \ EX r'1I 'J:~I ~ 



.,. ~ I!"" t !" .. " 
.~ :' '~. ,2 "I:{P., , ~;.u .j'[ """..;..;!\, 

I Instruc'tions for filing an appeal of the final agency decision from the South Carolina Department of Corrections: 

. . 
1) You must complete the Notice of Appeal on the reverse side of these instructions and mail it to the 

Administrative Law Court at the following address: 

Clerk's Office 
South Carolhia Administrative Law Court 
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224 
Columbia, SC 29201 

A copy of the Notice of Appeal must also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel at the Department 
of Corrections, '-

2) In order for your case to be processed by the ALC, a copy of the final decision from the Department 
of Corrections must be attached to the Notice of Appeal. 

( . 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

)i{<_tc;t(cO.X;' ) 

Appellant, 
) 
) 
) 

vs. ) . NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 

South Carolina Department of Corrections, ) 
) 
) 
) 

DOCKET NO_-AU-04-__ 
Respondent. GRIEV ANCE NO.: ____ ---.,.-_---'-

,,-, ;/ ... ~-... ,:', -/ :r{ /) ~ ,"I (-;-'" ' 

Notice is hereby given that ' 'II/[<.::: .. (:,....:"U V vJ I (; does hereby 
appeal the final decision of the South Carolina Department of Corrections dated i~ (I ;". ,;/( i i and 
received on (I( j J</. ,).0' { , a copy of which is attached. A general statement of the grounds for , 
appeal is (See S.c. Code Ann. § 1-23-380(A)(6»: d.,.-" ,?) __ ',.' 

-/../~::.u).. '~.d {, I~ Cy{..t,j·.k,,{~,-t; b/.·';;·''/-

7 
li,''''-:>~ ./.,(J (,.,~, lei (>:itj.·~ Jl{L '" t- I.,·.,j·cj/ (:/2"~·'i .. ; .. .I'...J ((~ ,.. 

( . ..:. 4..(:' .... ):. .. '~~. ,.f /:-.A. , .' ' . ..t, { j' 

Appellant's Name Signed 

. ) '.' 
f ,.c'j\ " ", .... 1.i (.' , 

"fLh r; " 
f :;;«.:11 

Mailing Address . Ai 
.' . i' . jJ ~1' 

I..J.c'~f.'}'./·L' vCL.': / 

Dated ~ 

City, State. Zip Code 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
) , 

(;I(;l;·~;)c'.'I" (city). 
I 

South Carolina, served a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States 

Mail. postage paid, or in the mail room of the undersigned's institution and addressed as follows: 
_ .,.'.. • '. ~ I ': ' f /_~1 / ,~ (:' 

Name ot person/Agency served: ~:.(. .. V ( . 0//U..'..( _I /./2.".<'"" l L.:.-t, ..... ,.,,;.-C 

It t ,'J 
Addrcss: '/1"/'1 o:~! e 1("':;;""; It'): 

'.,' .. , ~/-) 
(,..ec..._.' ';X}.l 

City. State. ZIP Codc' ________________________ _ 

Print your name Sign your name 
(See revel'se side for in~tructions) 



:~" ~'~~'l \~, 
.,5;; •. /. 

~,,"';"~,~~ .,!ij;,,;i't!~ . . ,' .. ~ .~,:t. "- '/ 
Instn:ictions 'for filing an appeal of the final agency decision from the South Carolina Department of Corrections: 

1) You must complete the Notice of Appeal on the reverse side of these instructions and mail it to the 
Administrative Law Court at the following address: 

Clerk's Office 
South Carolina Administrative Law Court 
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224 
Columbia, SC 29201 

A copy of the Notice of Appeal must also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel at the Department 
of Corrections. 

2) In order for your case to be processed by the ALC, a copy of the final decision from the Department 
of Corrections must be attached to the Notice of Appeal. 

, . 



Dear Appellant: 

Below is information regarding your case which has been filed with the ALe. Please refer to the Rules of Procedure (enclosed) 
for the time frames on filing briefs and other matters. 

FILED 
NOV 16 2011 

SC ADMIN. LA.W COURT. 

You must file all original documents and correspondence regarding this case directly with the above-named Judge and serve a 
copy on the Dept. of General Counsel, S.c. Dept. of Corrections, PO Box 21787, Columbia, SC29221. . ~ 

.~.", 
~ 

~ 

'''':: ". 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

In The Court of Appeals 

APPEAL FROM ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT 

Department of Corrections 

.RECEIVED 
JUL 0 2' 2012 

se Court of Appeals 
I 

Shirley C. Robinson, Administrative Law Judge 

112012206946 

Mekiel Mitchell 11232904 •••••••••• Appellant, 

vs. 

South Carolina Department of 
Corrections' •••••••••••••••••••••• Respondents. 

CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL 

Pro se counsel certifies that the Record on Appeal 

contains all material proposed to be included by any partties 

and not any other material. 

June 15,2012 n44!nlzifM 
Mekiel Mitchell 11232904 
Lee Correctional Institution 
990 Wisacky Highway 
Bishopville, South Carolina 

29010-1775 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have served the: (1) Record 

on Appeal; (2) Certificate of Counsel; and (3) Certificate of 

Service, upon Respondents counsel of record, by depositing a 

copy of the same in the United States Mail, First Class postage 

affixed thereupon, addressed as follows: 

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL 

Christopher D. Florian, Deputy General Counsel 
Post Office Box 21787 

June 15,2012 

Columbia, South Carolina 
29221~1787; and 

SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS 
CLERK OF COURTS OFFICE 

Tanya A. Gee, Clerk 
Post'Office.Box 11629 

Columbia, South Carolina 
29211-1629. 

Mekie Mitchell 

RECEIVED 
JUL 0."2 2012 

SC Court of Appeals 

Lee Correctional Institution 
990 Wisacky Highway 
Bishopville, South Carolina 

29010-1775 

PRO SE APPELLANT 
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