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Y JSTATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA P A
“o o ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT A,H L\ A »
_ R Hroacinment A,
Theel 7??/\/{0 R = : |
Appellant REQEIW :;
vs. X l“o | APF% 24 2019 NOTICE OF APPEAL
South Carolina Department of Conect1o§.~‘,Q-gq)L}ft of Appeals
Respondent. 3 GRIEVANCE NO.: [ aaBouo\u\\ 13- 18
Notlce is hereby given that )4 o/)e/ ant, Ca p‘};on{A q hove 4 does hereby .

appeal the final decision of the South Cafolina Departmént of Corrections dated g}g Dmc‘? a8,2019 and
received on Janary 31,9019 . 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)): A persomal propesty dnd Iiberty intérest: isf invad
7 his case merits to [beheard] inhis&ut's.lm‘isdicﬁm. Due Process, Emantwact.imaﬂ
,,,Moﬁam&lsm;;. stitutional : :

ounmml&zwm.' ‘
R ey Sp—p—

_'f__,_ uﬂamtoﬂnmlﬁfudSqtl%m%

ARG ATy

.. :ciplinary encouter! plot. Petitioner s ot giilty of improper soliciting -with his aesigaed
: fm.mwmmem.mwmuefmofmm}mz.m

W’met&mt&“lﬂm[umﬁd}mm&m

TN e TR

=chen. o h oy LRS- 2 TR By relevant Kiosk-GIL Ref No's 18~
ﬂerz’,’/%u/m W&M&'Mdm"m"ﬁﬁeq@#&e&w

Appellant’s Name / ' SlgnW %r&ﬂ‘*

Wo{(@%
Eans Ty, 7‘% -
e ey JRILED

| FEB 19 2019
City, State, Zip Code =blQ - '
. CERTIFICATE OF §ERVICE SC ADMIN. LAW COURT
[ hereby certify that I, /hef L"TEU’@Q (youssame), on theﬁday of fﬂr ugy % 20 19, inJ (city), v,

South Carohna served.a copy of the foregoing Notice of Appeal on all parties to this matter by depositing the same in the United States ﬂ/b e At H

A rmed and subscibed bebre

\
" Mail, postage paid, or in the mall room of the under51gned s institution and addressed as follows:

Nante ofperson/Agency served; D({\/ ar’hfs K “"ff/ o P’f— OI‘STL( 0'{13
r\

, 5¢cve = Cf \;d* (=3 ;_,(;uy\<@, a’\d or B;rtr to Mme on this do_\i o
Address: 4'44/5}/ 8((,(@ P\\\{ej‘ P\é P@ 80}\9\ /’6{7 _ x '
City, State, Zip Code: C/Ol MM\OM i 5 C 9%13\} ' . //\—/;'iLO!\‘) PU, bbc . ‘" -
P | - - My Commission Ex pifes:
Print your name Sign your name ' ‘ : ' / '

(See reverse side for instructions)
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Instructlons for filing an appeal ‘of the final agency decmon ‘from the South Carohna Department of’ Correcuons T

S You must. complete the Notice of Appeal on the reverse s1de of these instructions and mail it to the

Administrative Law Court at the followmg address - i 4 f :

Clerk’s Office .
South Carolina Administrative Law~ Court
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224 e F

. R 3 § o
Columbia, SC 29201 =1 15 103 TG e

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

quesTiomble; plotted..pcollweﬁ ‘and ‘corrupt: digitalmrecordias i8-not: included,
If substantial Justice prevails with, this co o.e o it must truthfq;lly
S gnd falrly 160K into this mBtter o s e "a’fiﬁf ni”i‘ié”él“‘ R E &
. the wro fnl 838 Institutional Judgment, restoring Petitioner: by: -aking hin
[jf]hble 6T prematurely improperly dismiss this case/rather have a full
:R;d fair [b]riefing for both sides to be. {h]eard on.this. matter: c...dn.a
uthful manner.
.-Otherwise. Petitiouer.cweks, . SBORG., other BResns. seeks to-Petition. pursmt
to SCRCP. Rule 65. Kiavah Resort v SC Tax, 458 SE 2d 542 (SC 1995), Smith
.Service,: 327 SE: 2d:. 34 (SC 1985), etc, étc. -ete for‘z Jnstice
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIVA

Thetl Taylor, #260961,

Appellant,

)
)
| ) |
)
o | ) ORDER OF DISM!SSAL RECEM
-
)
)
)

South Carolina Department of
APR 24 2019

Corr_ections;
SC Court of Appea]s

Respondent.

piirsuant to the No_t1ce of Appe_al, filed by Therl Tay,I,o,r (_-App_ellant); an mmate,mcar,cer»ated;
with the South Carolina Departnent of Corrections (Department or SCDC). Appellant dppeals
from é Stgp 2 Grievance which. éfﬁnnedahjs-,,c_onvictio_n for violating SEDC: Policy-22. 14; Offerise
847, Abuse of P‘rivi]e_gcs.v Appellant did not lose any acc;ucd good time credits: ° S
- DISCUSSION

The Coutt’s Jurlsdlctlon to hear this matter is derived from the decision of the South
Carolina Supreme Co_u_r_t in Al-Shabazz v. State, 338 S:C. 354, 527 S.E.2d. 742 (2000). I Al-
Shab__azz,-;ﬁe Court held that the ALC’s jurisdiction in inmate appeals is limited to statezcreated
liberty interests 't'yp’ijcéily involving: (1) cases in which an inmate cbnt,s’n_ds‘ that prison officials
have:erroneously calculated his sentence; 'sentenééﬂrélétea credits, or custody status; and (2) cases -
in which an inmate Kas received pumshment in a major dxsc1plmary hearmg as-a result of a serious
rule: v1olat10n Id. at 382, 527 S.E.2d dt 757. “The only Wway for the [ALC] to dbtain subjcct matter
jurisdiction over [an inmate’s] claim is if 1t--1mphcates:a statescreated liberty interest.” Sillivin v.
S.C. Dep't of Corr., 355 S.C. 437, 443, 586'S.E.2d 124, 127 (2003). Thus, in Slezak v, §.C Dept
of Corr., 361 S.C. 327, 331, 605 S.E. 2d: 506, 508 (2004), cert. denied, 544°U.S. 1033, 125 S. Ct.
2266, 161 L. E. 7d 1060 (2005), our, Supreme Court explamed that while.the: ALC has le’lSdlCthH

mmatc S gnevance does not 1mphcate a;state-created: hberty or property mterest R e

,.F

MAR 05 2018
SC ADMIN. LAW COURT

%_—,” . B ——— e e




Despite Appellant’s contentions, he: (a) was not sanctioned.with the loss of any good time
credits; (b) made no ¢laim for the E‘l'o's;s of any other state-created liberty or property interest; and,
(c) made no contention thaf.?:‘}iis S@ﬁience, sentence related credits .or custody’ status has been
erroneously calculated. There'is clearly 1o state Greated libetty iriterest implicated Here. Without
such a liberty interest, this Court cannot-address any of the matters raised in-inmate’s appeal. See
Slezak 361 S.C. at 331, 605 S.E.2d at 508 (“[sJummary dismissal may be _apperFia?c_e where the
inmate’s grievance does not implicatea state created liberty or property interest.”) Therefore,

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED, WITH PREJUDICE.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED :

March 5, 2019
Columbia, SC

South Carolina Adf ive Law Court
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| SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS # o1z

INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM /}7%? ‘ ) men +C
\\_’——\

"'STEP 1
INMATE NAME f/ ey L7a g /Aﬁ’ - OFFICE USE ONLY y
’ ' | Grievance No. W
SCDC NUMBER: __ 2L 0. 9¢, -/ . Code: General -
INSTITUTION: _20 &%wwwy ﬁam&w/f (57/“/) //m ﬁaff " PD?:lccyHe T.
'HOUSING UNIT: )o/mL«e& /5 SEESA *37
| WORK ASSIGNMENT: __ Ao Lot il oy |Date Received _[] Mi‘s
: ; 1GC Initials

JSTATEMENT OF GRIEVANCE (Indicate the date of incident, and if the grievance is a challenge to SCDC Policy, specify

W hxch policy. Include supporting documentation and attach answered RTSM or Kiosk reference number: )

0 THE HONORABLE EDSELTAVIOR © MACHOUEHAL 1%
£ e Y{{ARJ\C H&MCML# Y(L

PROCESS SCOC RS
memmm.ﬂmmmmm
838 ALLEGATION,THE COMPLETE DENIAL TO PRESENT .
m&ﬂ, (Wmmqmmm&mmm.emmrm 3o
. ENCLOSED, D~QUESTIONS FOR MATFRIAL WITNESSES)], EVITENCE T
| _KEPCRT, MAKE A FULLY VERBAL STATEMEN: OR. HAVE. mm}m@s. mm“f e 3
: ASKED 3 SPPLE QUESTIONS GRIEVANT™S AFFIDAVIT HAD G '

"M 21, 2018 WAKE FOREST PROFESSR JOHN ° Sr
. B L o x(m%z m]w,m,m&w?,ocrzmms 2

» SPECIFIC 22.14 PROG WHWWM(m) Z 3
BIAS, mwm,mmmmmmﬁmmmmmm S
CAPRICIOS TO "FIND HIM GUILTY AT ALL GUST, HAVE TRANSFERRED TO EVANS AND KILLED", MS BAULKLM 3
WAS LOD AND DI NOT PROVIIE. THE STANDARD GRIEVANCE: FORM, EXC

LEGAL DOGMENTS FOR MAILING TO TWO COURT REPORTERS ANB JUDGES DUE TO THE PAST AND PRESENT DIS- -
mwmm-mmmmmmxmmmw&mm e

mﬂ%m[wmm&m{ﬂmmmmlmmmm,
WWWAWWWMW.WTOWWKRW s /‘,/4
Al ﬁ\gwu fen % Tay(eR Mwﬂ M P>M9 >§erﬂd‘ﬁne(“/"¢7 57 f/zﬁf«'“’f /

T it H\QNM" /H‘f{d phng i W Mj e 947 Q(waﬁmal Cmf/ at- the Basikirysoc

Fratitybin /}mm}‘j‘ e;&})/ﬂ//wc/ sueh Qr\crf{éad 3%1/1"\/‘(7) z&ﬂ/ 4*’:. Fr 4(}c w _‘)(/’ )l 0‘{1 »,w ,a
47, HDVKW 7 Cmdig o ther H’” }4{5’/%5("///““ tncerree HyGrievint Signature Date
s te NG ard severly punisie /Vlcl-ﬁ':aﬁ dvepe ’\f“fﬂdh/;/cﬁﬁvowsdwmhkduw 3 St FUS -
2k *ﬂhoﬂw}”@mﬂuw& rogusotid Yok EF 4/@47&9 Liston o 93 il Trned SepC prficd ey v,
AfCTION REQUESTED: | OR MR.E., TAILOR TO COURAGECSLY LISIEN TO THE INSTTIUTIONAL DESCIPLT//0Y”

ARTIAL REOCRDING, MODIFY, REVERSE & vmmmm:amx. IMPARTIAL AND HONEST INSTTTUTIONAL

HEARDNG, mumx.nmmwmzmmx FOR THE HIGHEST SCIC RANKING DDIVIDUALS TO
" IGATE THIS MATTER ADBQUATELY mmmsm 'MICHFAL MOCALL AND MR P, mﬁzmm

ACTION TAKEN BY IGC: [_] PROCESSED - [ ] UNPROCESSED [ ] OTHER

APR 24 2019
SC Court of Appeals

IGC Signature Date

f'\

7 T T o

(CONTINUE ON REVERSE SIDE)
SCDC 10-5 (Rev. October 2013) ‘




SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
INMATE GRIEVANCE FORM

revanceNo W/O ; /(f//

| éINMATE NAME: Therd. f/l»( o NOV 2 8 2018 Code: gg;‘l‘zrya‘
éscnc NUMBER: __260.96/ | INMATE GR!EVANCE e Hearp\ K’% %‘;l:}
{INSTITUTION: f/Tom%wi %Z*(tl, /an S, )frbm /%r Douqa// L Date Raseived

IGC Initials:

* 'HOUSING UNIT:_F 15 ' - Date Receiv'efﬂ}&]%ﬁ'
; : . . . IGA Initials: V :

WORK ASSIGNMENT le'f‘

) Wﬁ@ §,§%§pm%&g>% ¢ s[r%eclﬁc issatsfaction): e, THE TP TV QURSTION _sa’\r.& |

NASTY" AND UNPROFESSIONAL “F

SCIC M5 F+BAULKIM WAS DURING THE PARTTAL MACDOUGHALL STYLE NAL, DISCIPLINAR e
- THE DIGITAL RECORDING PAUSED FOUR TIMES, wmmmmmmmmmwﬂé% *\\*’4
-~ WRAFPER CAUSING CORRUPT SOUND, ALONG WITH HER ACTUAL EATING (DOUBLE MEANING)«WHILE I SPOKE, SEE, sk ‘

: mmmmmmwmsmm&wml&mom FH <
: DEFENDANT SCIC, ¥ Mgl
. BREACHED SEVERAL DUTIES, INCLUDING DISCIPLINARY 22,14 POLICY & PROCEDURE TO FALSELY PORIRA SBAM ¢ 05@

WRONGIGING BY PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
* THE FACT HﬂSA%%WA%WWAWWPW%ﬁ@ o8
TV THAT HE. IS REPRESENTED BY THE BELL LAW FIRM, ALSO AGAINST SCIC & LIARLE, E¥PLOVERS IS WY
 PERSONAL ATTACKS, INCLUDING THE FALSE 83810 HAVE HIM TRANSFERRED T0 HOSTILE, HICHLY DANCEROUS N

€ VAXS INSTTTUTTON TO HAVE PLAINTIFF ELIMINATED FOR CIVILLY EXERCISING FREEDCYS OF EXPRESSION pyc e, 2.

. "PURSUAMT TO OUR US CONSTITUTTONAL FIRST AMEND'ENT AND ACCESS TO THEAE VENDAL RIGIS T fhr halie.

=t N AN ERODING  DEY , ;
See 18- Part Two of Step 2 _Grievant Signature | Date (¢ T/oer',/ 9 g’)@

;-RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL'S DECISION AND REASON: ~ \

The. documentatlon provided indicates that the evidence presented was sufﬁcwnt to support the conviction of Abuse of anrleges (847)on September 19, 2018,
under SCDC Policy OP-22.14, Inmate Disciplinary System, dated February 2, 2015, and the sanction(s) imposed, which included the loss of -0- days accrued good
time, were appropriate for the rules violation(s). There was no reason found to warrant a reversal of the Disciplinary Hearing Officer’s decision. A review of your
appeal revealed that you received forty-eight (48) hour notice pI']OI' to, the hearing, you were afforded due process rights, as requ1red and the offense was classmed
and heard in a timely manner. - i

The’refore your grievance is denied.

You may appeal this decision under the Administrative Procedures Act to.the Administrative Law Court. In order to appeal, you must fill’ out the
’ attached Notice of Appeal Form and submit it as instructed on the form within 30 days of receipt. :

; Responsible Official Signature QL}/L; ,Z k Date / [ g 9/ /9
gThe decision rendered by the responsible official exhausts the appe/g,l/ process of the Inmate Grievance Procedure I
hereby acknowledge recelpt of the official's response and understand this is the Agency's final response to this matter. |

3 IW/ Ol 19)s9

;Grievant Signature D#e IGC Signature ’ ~ JDate

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR INST RUOTIONS)
SCDC 10-5A (Rev May 2015)




