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TOTAL SENTENCE..: 083-00-000 CDNSECUTIVEASENTENCE aat Y
CURRENT SEMTERCE: 085-00-000 __CURRENT SENT START DATE: 12/14/19783
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Co s 7 SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS /@Z =l
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM
e ‘ __ STEPZ

- : Ce RS v opeemee.Office Use- Only-
AME:__ ISTAH JAMES, JR. g g~ YL/
INMATE NAME: RN LE@»’ 1) :

Grievance No, .LCZ- S 74
| Code: General C §//Q¢

SCDC NUMBER: 96883 4 Policy

. - : Disc. Hear.
INSTITUTION: __ RIPGELANE . gcp 08 201 " Class. ’a
HOUSING UNIT: CA-52 ’ Date Received % ////

INWATE GRIEVANGR 16 Initals 72277
Jo-1¢ ‘//%

INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state specific dissaﬁsfaéﬁon): GRIBVANT APPEALS AND GRIPES

AGAINST GLASSIFICATION CUSTORY (CHANGE) (1985) AND MAJOR CLASSIFICATION Po-

LICY CHANGE YNBER PUE PROGESS CLAUSE (REPRISAL-VIVBICTIVENESS) AND EX POST
FAcgo CLAUSE(S) VIOLATION(S). Sandersi®. SGBG, 665 S,%,24 231, 235 (5.C. Awmp,

2606), JAMES WAS TRANSFERRED FRGM BDUTCHMEN CORRECTIONAL TNSTITOTION (B
IRRTANE CORRECTIGNAL INSTITUTION (KCI% THE SUMMER OF 1985; HIS c@lsméaB%Iv)mgg -
BDUCED - LAPER USED TN VINBICTIVE WAY(S) AGAINST. HIN (SEY BURKE "Badge # 965"

REPORT); HI8 WORK CREDBIT(S) WERE REBUCED IN VIGLATION GF DUE PROCESS OR ARBIT.

- T

WORKASSIGNMENT:  EBUCATION - LIBRARY

IR ILY 200DVAN CORRECTTONAL INSTITHTION (GCT) T
R A e [_[RCT) WEERE I¥ WA SUBJROTED TO CISTORY

TON CONTRER

REBUCTTION ANP WORK C I ;
A 5 B UNITED STATRES CONSp

B SE(S) & ’@TE..'A
BATE WAS REDUGED FReM

CLIFA &

281 or 2815 aor 2016 ,.ef 25617 wn PBIE Le 5
-9 " .
¥ e & 114
Grievant ngﬁah}{re / Date

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

Your concerns have been reviewed. Prior to 1996, an inmates work credits were determined by his/her job assignment. In reviewing your records, I
see no errors in your work credits or custody assignments under the classification system prior to 1996, You were permitted to retain your EWC

rate when the new classification system was implemented in 1996. Per OP-21.07 Eamed Work Credits, section 2.1 “Each inmaté who was allowed

i0 keep his/her earned work credit rate upon implementation of the pilot Classification System on September 16, 1996, will continue to earn EWCs

at that rate as long as the inmate is not convicted of a disciplinary rules violation.” It is noted you were not convicted of 2 disciplinary rules

violation after the implementation of the new Classification System until September 2006. Your EWC credits from your transfer to Ridgeland Cl in
1997 until your disciplinary rules violation in 2006 has been corrected to reflect EWC level 2. Your projected release date has moved from

12/12/23 to 5/18/23. Your custody changes show no need for modification a= they were appropriate based on the criteria established under the new
Classtfication System. '

Therefore, your grievance is resolved.

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to the Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you must fill out the

itached Notice of Appeal Form and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt. /
740y 2Jis]e
A v

Sigpature Date

Ih_e_dggs_ig_n_.x;e_.ndened.b,y',thexesp_onsible_ofﬁcial_exhaus.ts_the-ap.peal..process.of,the-lnmétaGtieuancfaEroL_.n.__h_..
cedure. [ hereby acknowledge receipt of the official’s response and understand this is the Agency’s final

response to this atter. ;
JMI@ gzw th W 217 T ndein Ho3 /1
Grievant Signat@e J VY Date IGC Signattire * Date’

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS)



INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

STEP1 . @ Office UseOﬁ%J é
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V4
Pl F
G\'evant Slgnature Date

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC:

This is in reference to Inmate Grievance No. 0886-16.

Central Classification will review your record and make a determination as to whether
you

your max-out time warrants recalculation. Once the process has been completed,
will be notified of the outcome.

SCNC0A (Rou Nauombor 19971
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONEXthIt __i__
—

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

INMATE NAME:__Isiah JAMES,

SCDC NUMBER: 896863

INSTITUTION: éooi May

HOUSING UNIT:\Z— 7— 34 Z’i

WORK ASSIGNMENT: _Fpdc] ( Jewy[@ _Defr]

-7

Grievance NG,
Code: General
Policy
Disc. Hear,
Class.
PREA f .
Date Received o 2./ ?_/—ﬁ7
IGC Initials bh T 7

STATE GRIEVANCE (include documentation, and date of incident; if SCDC Policy, indicate which policy?
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SCDC 10.5 (Rev. May 2013)

- WARDEN'S DECISION AND REASON:

This is in reference to Inmate Grievance No. 0020-17.

Each institution received a list of names of inmates whose case pertain to Hayas v. State 2017.
The institutions Records Division will determine if your case is eligible by conducting an audit
and recalculation of your sentence if warranted. Once this process has taken place, you will be
natified of any changes by your case manager or caseworker.

if your name is not on the list received by Records Division that would mean you do not qualify
under Hayes v. State 2017,

- Therefore, your grievance is denied.

if you are not satisfied with my decision, you may appeal to the appropriate responsible official
within five (5) days of your receipt of the Warden's decision, by placing your Step 2 appeal form
in the Grievance Box at your institution.

/ Ze Bp Bt g i LT L D
Warden Signature Date

[ accept the Warden's, du:.smn and consider the matier closed.

‘@. I do not ccept the Warden's decision and wish io appeal,

L et oy

1ev ntSlqn ure Date ' IGC Signature Date

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING STEP | GRIEVANCE FORM

l.  Aninformal resolution shall be attempted prior to the filing of Step | by sending an {nmate Request o Staff Member
(RTSM) form 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.

LI

4. Submit the completed form by placing in the Grievance Box within five (3) days of the date on the RTSM response,
policy grievances can be filed at any time. Disciplinary and Classification Review appeals must be submitied within
five (3) days of the hearing’review. Do not write in the space provided for the W a;dcns response.

If you are not satisfied with the Warden's decision, you may appeal to the agprop(rmre responsible official withur five
(3) days of your receipt of the Wardean's decision, via placement in the Grievance Box.

L
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, N4 / |
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS 7

. [NMATE GRIEVANCE FORM Exhibit £

I 117 STEP 2 Office Uzg}lyo 090 I,.[
: y 5/ ' ¥ Grievance No. 1. -
INMATE NAME: MNEjl 7}”‘ s Code: General
SCDC NUMBER: ___ 096895 i Policy
i / / I SRR Disc. Hear.yz_.__.__

INSTITUTION: ___ (=00 crnat? , i £ .7% Class. I
HOUSING UNIT.  Z~7-39 13 g, 72| Diighecoved HL0 T

SRR &, 0re ) S9ff 1GC Initials LA
WORK ASSIGNMENT. ¥erd ~Service Warehodbaiflet/

7 = Q HQ:\C::\ ._- .!j,~ |

3 ope . " . "'i;;‘.fx:-%"u;a_‘/ s ] 7
INMATE’S REASON FOR APPEAL (state sgﬁacxﬁc dissatisfaction): 7 ’ﬁ/ g y Payont Fhe ] /{/{ ok -

*ponal head T nok indorm or, JLDC yearif 340 ﬁa}% oV 70 2rers

DEr mondh. Ay ot 15 Sef hvih In The Jrep I vWhep j/?//jﬁj sdhves

4 Yooy it 15 365 wd Jbb days a frear Jie 25 IoLUBERE S Ao r

yelrs pack wheh w3 Sehtije w_%/'?u@z fe 7 dote oy 2674 200¢

2007 1L musk be SIMPIE Muthea = e AP Not aiuitents

oil Qhys SCHVE ) 0(67/ workee 7/ %20 dayy per mng, ) V/%/W’f»
Z

s awliyd ead gobdtme what he ha) €ained sver e sy

P "Dindr [ 77 . . . | A N
)y dendsOF fut gte 0 Lol ey (I
' jp rle i e Sov L// a/ /"r?’é)) GFi'E*"fém't%i/gnatjt.lre‘J / N Date

RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON:

I have reviewed your concern. [ your grievance you stated that your max-out date'has been calculated incorrectly. The Warden
responded to your concern on SCDC 10-5, Inmate Grievance Form Step 1 dated March 31, 2017. You have been informed that SCDC
is in the process of reviewing affected inmates’ sentencing sheets and NCIC reports. You have further been informed that any sentence
recalculation that you are entitled to will be conducted after informing you of such. You afe advised to wait until this process is
completed so that any and all sentence corrections that may be required i your case will be made.

Therefore, your grievance is denied.

You may appeal this decision under the South Carolina Administrative Procedures Act to the South Carolina Administrative Law
Court. In order to appeal, you must complete the attached Notice of Appeal Form (Form) and submit it as instructed on the Form

within thirty (30) days of receipt.
Igprature ﬂ / Datte

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

N R i € O/ [l

P

Gr\T/WantSiépéture f/ 5/._ Date [GC Signature Date e

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INSTRUCTIONS}

/
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Exhibit_&

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Isiah James, Jr., 096883, ' " Docket No. 17-ALJ-04-0300-AP
Appeliant, Grievance Na.: GCI20-17
vs.
South Carolina Department ofCorréclions, ORDER OF REMAND
_ Respondent, -

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (“the Court” or *the
ALC”) pursuant to the appecal filed b:yAIsiah Jaines, Jr. (“Appellant™), an inmate incarcerated with
the South Carolina Department of Corrections (“the Department™ or “SCDC™). Appellant filed a
step 2 grievance with the Department on Aprit 8, 2017 contending that his max-out date has been
calculated inc-orrcct]y.' On May 23, 2017, the Department issued a final agency response denying
* Appellant’s grievance on the basis that the Department is in the process of revieWing affected
- inmates’ seﬁtencing sheets and NCIC reports. On June 6, 2017, Appellant ﬁlcd an appeal with
this Court to the Depdrtment s decision assean that his sentence was calculmed mcorrectl)

Bec.duse lhc Deparimem denied: /\ppelldnt s Step 2 grievance, it was prou:durall) prOpc.r
for Appellam to appeal the matter before this Court. Howeyer, the Departiment has not (ruly
made a final decision ot the matter as the Department is in the process of reviewing inmates’
sentencing sheets and NCIC reports. Therefore, it- would be premature for the Court to decide on
this matter prior o the Department completing’ lhe process of recalculating the Appellant’s
sentence. See Bennett v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 303 S.C. 310,313, 408 S.E.2d 230 231-32 (1991)

(explaining that an 'admml'-:trau\P agency h1< *hr' exclusive right 10 decide jssuee bafore i,

" subject only to appeal for Judlcxal-trewew of its decision followmn the exhaustion of

¥

administrative remedies). [ . : el 7o
Based on the foregomg o -
lT IS HEREBY ORDERFD that this matter 15 RE \IANDED

o g P

Y
AND IT IS SO ORDERED. ,_L's\\ - [ Jor
g A0 (0 e
.. ’\f«uu AN /“‘U\M‘L\f\
SHIRLEY CROBINSON

dnnmslratnc Law ludnc \
June 15, 2017 1 E,,,. E D)

Columbia, South Carolina
" JUN 152017

Ry
1

9 | SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
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Exhibit _4-

The %nutlj Carolina Court of Appeals

Isiah James, Jr., Appellant,
v.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2017-001446

ORDER-

The appellant filed a notice of appeal from an order of the Administrative Law ,
Court remanding this case to the Department of Corrections for further action. See
The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Hospital Auth. v. S.C. Dep't of Health & Envt']
Control, 387 S.C. 265, 267,692 S.E.2d 894, 894 (2010) ("If there is some further
act which must be done by the court prior to a determination of the rights of the
parties, the order is interlocutory."). The Supreme Court transferred this appeal to
this Court for disposition. Accordingly, this appeal is dismissed.! The remittitur
will be sent pursuant to Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules.

7
/fu»é/aé/?/ LA o tln , 7.

FOR THE COURT

Columbia, South Carolina

ce: - QW 50 2OV
Isiah James, Jr., 096883 N e
Salley W. Elliott, Esquire

! Based on this disposition, we decline to consider the appellant's motion to
proceed in forma pauperis.
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Exhibit__22
The South Cavolina Court of Appeals

Isiah James, Jr., Appellant, .
V.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2017-001446

ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence; there is no basis for granting a reheanng Accordingly, the

petition for reheal ing 18 denied. . s
/W%—? c.J.
C 7/ /}7 / 24

/; "/9[ < %i"‘?’W T,

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Isiah James, Jr., 096883

Salley W. Elliott, Esquire i g
g ! FiLeD

\D«gm A, O

/0
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Exhibit_1

The South Carvolina Court of Appeals

JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS POST OFFICE BOX 11629
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

CLERK
1220 SENATE STREET
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

V. CLAIRE ALLEN
DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE. (803} 734-1890
FAX: (803) 734-1839

WWwW.SCCourts.crg

September 19, 2017

The Honorable Jana E. Shealy 5‘?\? “JCEWE‘@

1205 Pendleton Street .
Columbia SC 29201 '
1 SEF 2 1 zayp

REMITTITUR

Re: Isiah James, Jr. v. SC Dept. of Corrections
Lower Court Case No. 2017ALJ040300AP

Appellate Case No. 2017-001446

Dear Clerk of Court:

‘The above referenced matter is hereby remitted to the lower court or tribunal. A
copy of the judgment of this Court is enclosed. ‘

Very truly yours,

W&m&m—}ﬂ%
CLERK

Enclosure

cc:  Isiah James, Jr., 096883
Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire

//



SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL—INMATE GRIEVANCE BRANCH
INMATE CORRESPONDENCE

INMATE: [siah James, Jr. | 096883
INSTITUTION: Goodman Correctional Institution\ |{,B-2-(OO3 9-B
FROM: Atty. Sherman L. Anderson, Chfe

Inmate Grievance Branch | Office/of General Counsel
SUBJECT: Update Sentence Calculation - Cgurt Order of Remand
DATE: October 23, 2017

This is an update on your sentence calculation that was the subject matter of Judge Robinson’s
Order dated June 15, 2017. It appears that your SCDC incarcerated sentence has been adjusted.
* Your Projected Release Date is 12/06/2022 and your Projected Parole Date is 10/18/2019.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Thank you.



STATE OF SOUTH CAROCLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

-

Isiah James, Jr., 096883, Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0591-1J

Grievance No.: GCI120-17
Appellant,

Vs, ORDER OF DISMISSAL

South Carolina Department of Corrections,

)
)
)
)
)
)
}
Respondent. )
)

This matter is before the South Carolina Administrative Law Coust (ALC ) pursuant to the
Notice of Appeal filed November 21, 2017 by Isiah James, Jr. (Appellant), an inmate incarcerated
with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department). On October 23, 2017, the
Department notified Appellant of an update to his sentence calculation which resulted in an
adjustment to his projected release date. Appellant did not appeal the matter by filing a step 1 or
step 2 grievance, but instead, he filed an appeal with the ALC. )

Section 1-23-380 of the South Carolina Code (Supp. 2017) provides “[a] party who has

exhausted all administrative remedies available within the agency and who is aggrieved by a

“final decision in a contested case is entitled to judicial review.” See Al-Shabazz v, State, 338S.C.

354,376,527 S.E.2d 742, 754 (2000) (“An inmate may, however, seek review of the Department’s

final decision by an ALJ in a non-collateral or administrative matter.”); Benneit v. S.C. Dep’t of
Corr., 305 S.C. 310, 313, 408 S.E.2d 230, 231-32 (1991) (explaining that an administrative agency
has the exclusive right to decide issues before it, subject only to appeal for judicial review of its
decision following the exhaustion of administrative remedies),

Because the -Appeliant failed to exhaust his administrative remedies prior to filing his
appeal, the ALC lacks jurisdiction to review this matter, and the appeal must be dismissed.

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

i:‘w\‘:\" H
;g (\ ;’ b
\ : L V 4}&7\
- December 29, 2017 EY CRC ABI-N!SON g
Columbia, South Carolina Administrativ g\:iaw Judge
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 17-ALJ-04-0591-11
Grievance No.: GCI 20-17

Isiah James. Jr., 096883,

Appellant.
ORDER

VS,

South Carolina Department of Cotrections,

Respondent.

— Nt N e Nt N N N

This matter was before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC) pursuant to
the Notice of Appeal filed November 21, 2017 by Isiah James, Jr. (Appellant), an inmate
previously incarcerated with the South Carolina Department of Corrections (Department). On
December 29, 2017, the Court issued an order dismissing this matter for Appellant’s failure to -
exhaust his administrative remedies. Following entry of the dismissal order, the Department
informed the Court that Appellant had‘gone through the Department’s internal grievance process
prior to filing his appeal wﬁh this court. Although, the dismissal of Appellant’s appeal was based
on an incorrect assumption that because no step-2 grievance decision was included with the appeal,
Appellant failed to exhaust his administrative remedies, this Court’s order will-not be rescinded.

In the nofice of appeal, Appellant wrote the following as his general statement of the
grounds for appeal: “He set forth claims, grounds, issues in 6-1-127 notice of appeal.” Also, the
grievance number shown on Appellant’s appeal notice is the same grievance number associated
with an carlier appeal filed by Appellant. The- earlier appeal was decided by this Court and an
Order was entered on June 15, 2017. | -

Because it is apparent that Appellant is appealing a matter that has already been decided, I
find that the appeal was properly dismissed. ~ '

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

. }J' n‘ N A..J
LEY C. ¥
AdministrativelLaw Judge

éa;i?;}élzzbzo?lltg Carolina F i L E B
JAN 12 2018
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Isiah James, Jr., 096883, Appellant,
V.

South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2018-000035

ORDER

Appellant moves to proceed in forma pauperis. The right to proceed in forma
pauperis must rest upon a statute or a fundamental constitutional right. Ex parte
Martin, 321 S.C. 533, 471 S.E.2d 134 (1995). Because the underlying order,
dismissed Appellant's appeal based on Appellant's failure to exhaust administrative
remedies, this appeal does not implicate a fundamental right that requires waiver of
the filing fee. Appellant's motion, therefore, is denied. The filing fee must be paid
within fifteen days of the date of this order.

| y/ FOR THE /
Columbia, South Carolina“ :

cc: | FILED

Isiah James, Jr.
Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire
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The South Carolina Court of ppeals

Isiah James, Jr., 096883, Appellant,
V.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2018-000035

- ORDER

After careful consideration of the petition for rehearing, the Court is unable to ‘
discover that any material fact or principle of law has been either overlooked or
disregarded, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing. Accordingly, the

petition for rehearing is denied. _
N £ Aoy C.J.

Columbia, South Carolina

cc:
Isiah James, Jr. |
Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire ? § §w E ﬁ




