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QUESTIONS

D

&5

1) DID THE ALJ: IMPRBPERLY DISMISSED THE APPELLANT'S APPEAL
BASED ON ERRONEOUS CONSTRUING THE CREATED LIBERTY
STANDARDS PURSUANT TO THE S.C. AND U.S. CONSTITUTIONS
THAT GUARANTEES APPELLANT THE RIGHT TO BE PROTECTED FROM
CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENTS ACCORD. TG THE 8th AMEND.?

2) DID THE ALJ ERRED WHEN IT DISMISSED APPELLANT'S APPEAL
BASED ON THE SCDC AGENCY FINAL DECISIONS, AND WITHOUT
EXAMNING THE APPELLANT'S CLAIMS AND ISSUES REGARDING THE
SCDC AGENCY CRUELTY ACTIONS AGAINST APPELLANT, USING FOOD
AND LACKING OF FOOD SUBSTANCES AS A PUNISHMENT, '
ENDANGERING TOOLS THAT CAUSES INMATES HEALTH TO
DETERIORATE AND OR TO BECOME IN BAD HEALTH, HIGH BLOOD
PRESSURE, DIABETIC, AND PROHIBITING THE YOUTHFUL PORTION
OF THE PGPULATION IN SCDC TO BE DEPRIVED OF THE |
APPROPRIATE TYPES OF MEALS AND THE LACK OF MEALS, etc.
AND WHEN IT IS FACTUALYLY DOCUMENTED THAT THE SCDC FEEDS
ONLY TWO MEALS ON SATURDAY AND SUNDAYS, AS SCDC DO NOT
FEED THE PRISON POPULATION ACCORDINGLY TO THE USDA
CURRENT DIETICIAN STANDARDS?

i1



STATEMEHRT OF CASE
@N 8/04/2019, AT APPROX. 11:27 a.m., I MADE A msowmsm
T¢ MRS. R.°~ DAVIS, PeeD SERVICE HUTRITIONIST 4., T6 ABJUST
MY DIET BECABSE IT WAS INADEQUATE HOT PROVIDING FRUITS @R
JUICE, WO WHOLE GRAINS @R ADEQUATE PROTEIN. ON 10/4/201, AT
APPROX. 8:28 a.m., (c044706) THE RESPONSES WAS THAT TEE DIET
1S ADEQUATE. I PILED GRIEVANCE OGN 10/07/2019, IT WAS
RESPGNDED TO ©M 10/15/2019. I FILED STEP GRIEVANCE ON -
10/17/2019, AND IT WAS RESPONDED T® OF 11/22/2019,
(LEE C.I1.-0832-19), MY NOTICE OF APPEAL ON 12/05/2019. I LATER
"FILED AN APPEAL.IN THE ADMINISTRATIVE LA courT ol
01/01/2020, SEE CASE #19C0623. THE ISSUES FGR APPEAL ARE
. BASED UPGN THE FACTUAL EVIDENCE THAT THE CURRENT S.C.D.C
DIET IS INADEQUATE BECAUSE IT DOES NOT PR@VIEE FRBIT OF
FRUIT JUICE DAILY. IT DOES #OT PROVIDE WHOLE GRAIN FOGDS NOR
ADEQUATE PROTEIN OF (56 g.) 56 GRAMS DAILY, RECOMMENDATI ON
< 6F THE DIETARY GUIBPELINES COMMITTEE OR 2015-20 DIETARY .
GUIDELINES FOR AMERICANS. THE CURRENT DIET DOES NGT PREVIDE
ADEQUATE CALGRIES DAILY BPASED WPOGH MY SEX, AGE, GR TXBERCISE.
7'VE DEVELOPED HIGH BLOOD PRESSWRE CONDITIONS BUE TO PIET
VOID OF FRYITS ANP WHOLE GRAIK AND HEALTHY HEART FOBDS. THE
CASE WAS DISMISSED &N JANBARY 16, 2020, via LBTTER FREM THE
COBRT ©F APPEALS JANUARY 16, 2020, I ReCELVED NOTICE GF
LSSIGNMENT OF CASE #2040 -000055, THEN FILED RECGRD OF AIPFA‘
ON JANWARY 27, 2020.

THE FOLLOWING I$ RPPEAL, MATTERS PERFECTED:



QUESTION # ONE

DID THE ALJ IMPROPERLY DISMISSED THE APPELLANT'S APPEAL .
BASED ON ERRONEOUS CONSTRUING OF THE CREATED LIBERTY STANDARDS
PURSUANT TQO THE S;C. AND U.S. CONSTITUTTONS THAT GUARANTEES
THE APPELLANT THE RIGHTS TO BE PROTECTED FEOM CRUEL AND

UNUSUAL_PUNISHMENTS ACCORDINGLY 0 THE_8th AMENDMENT?
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ARGHMENT

THE ALJ ERRED WHEN IT DISMISSED APPELLANT'S APPEAL. THE
COURT MISCONSTRUED THE MEANINGS OF CREATED LIBERTY
STANDARDS, SINCE IT IS A CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT GUARARTEED,
EVENMGRES®, ALTHOUGH I AM INCARCERATED, I HAVE THE RIGHT T©
BE PROTECTED FROM CRYEL AND UNUSUAL PSNISHMENT. SEE U.S.
CONSTITUTION 8th AMENDMENT, ALS® SEE CASE AT: WILLIAMS V.
COUGHLIN, 875 F.supp. 1004 (KEY 1532), STIPYULATES THAT
INMATES SHOULD RECEIVE ADEQUATE FOOD AND MEDICAL CARE. ALSO
SEE KEY (1533), THAT STIPULATES THERE SHOULD BE NO : £
INDIFFERENCE DELIBERATELY TOWARDS MY HEALTH.

i,

THE DISMISSAL OF MY GRIEVANCES AND APPEALS TO THE COURT
SHOWS THE DELIBERATE INDIFFERENCE TO MY HEALTH BY PRISON
OFFICIAL AND THE COURT. IT CONTRIBUTES T® THE FURTHER
zDEGRADATI@N OF MY HEALTH THAT HAS ALREADY SUFFERED WITH HIGH

' BLOOD PRESSURE FROM LACK OF WHOLE GRAINS AND FRUIT OF FRUIT
JUICE EQUIVALENT DAILY.

Page 3.
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QUESTION #TWO

'DID THE AL COURT ERRED WHEN I'T DlSMISSED APPELLANT'S

APPEAL ﬂASED QN THE S c. D C. AGENCY FINAL DECISIONS, AND WITHOUT

EXAMINING THE ABPELLANT'S CLAIMS AND. ISSUES REGARDING THE

S.C.D.C. CRUELTY ACTIONS AGAINST APPELLANT, USING FOOD AND
THE LACKING OF FOOD ITEMS AS A PUNISHMENT, ENDANGERING TOOLS -

THAT CAUSES INMATES HEALTH TO BETERIORATE AND OR TO BECOME

IN BAD HEATLTH, HIGH BLOOD: PRESSURE, DIABETES, AND PROHIBITING
NOT THE YOUTHFUL OFFENDER PORTIONS_ OF THE POPULt:“ S

TO BE DEPRIVED OF_THE APPRGPRIATE TYPES_OF MEALS AND LACK OF

- MEALS, etc., AND WHEN IT IS _FACTUALLY DOCUMENTED THAT SCDC ONLY

FEEDS TWO MEALS TO THE’Popnrﬁion ON SATURDAYS AND SUNDAYS, .
AS SCDC DO.NOT FEED THE PRISONERS POPULATION ACCORDINGLY TO

THE USDA CURRENT STANDARDS?

Page 4.



ARGUMENT

THE ALC ERRED WHEN DISMISSING APPELLANT'S APPEAL
WITHOUT HAVING AN EVIDENTIARY PROCESS FOR THE FACT FINDIKG
9F THE CASE ISSUES, THE ALC PISMISSER APPEAL SOLRLY 6N BASEB
©¥ THE SCPC FINAL DECISI®N, ANP HAD THE KVIBENTIARY:.
PROCESSES BEEN POLLOWED APPELLAKT WOULD HAVR SHOWN THE
COURT THAT THE SCBC DIBTS BOSE HOT MBET TME NOST CURREAT
BIETARY STANDARDS OF THE BIETARY CUIBRLINE PeR AMERICARS AED
PIETARY GUIDELINES ABVISORY COMMITTEE 2015-2020. APPRLLAKT
. COULD NAVE PROFFEREE DOCUMENTS THAT THE CURRENT BIETARY
STANBARDS THAT SCBC IMPLEMENTE:IN ITS AGENCY BPOSE NOT
COMPLIES T® THE CURRENT STAKNPARDPS AND THE ONE USED ARE
@YTPATED AND OBSOLETE. APPELLARNT HAVE DOCUMENTS THAT HIS
HEALTH HAS BEGUN TO PECLINE FROM LACK OF WHOLE GRAIRS ANBD
FRUITS OR FRUIT JUICE EQUIVALENT BAILY. THE NEW STANDARDS
TAKE INT@ CONSIBERATI®ON AGE, SEX,AND THE RECOMMENDED
EXERCISES T® BETERMINE AMOUNT @F CALORIES = APPELLANT SHOULD
GET AS WELL AS DAILY PROTEINS INTAKE ©F AT LEAST 56 GRAMS
ANB 2000 200 CALGRIES MINIMUM FGR OPTIMAL HEALTH.

WITH THE PROFFEREDP POCUMENTED EVIDENCE APPELLANT SHOWS
THAT THE MASTER MENU SCPC PREPARES THE POPULATION MEALS FROM
ONLY STATES THE DESCRIPTION OF TWQ (2) MEALS FEP TO THE
POPULATION ON SATURPAYS AND SUNDAYS, WHICH FURTHER
COMPROMISES GOOD HEALTH. IT IS A WELL KNOWN FACTS THAT FOR
OVER THIRTY (30) YEARS THE COUNTRY HAS PROMOTED THE USE OF
FIVE (5) FOOP GROUPS FOR GOOD HEALTH AND BALANCE DIET.
SCDC ONLY SATISFIES THREE (3) FOOD GROUPS.

Page 5



APPELLANT REQUEST THAT Tup

REQUIREMENTS oF MCRERATE EXERCISE FOR Tup EN
POPULATION. (3) APPELLANT REQUEST 1o BE coMp
$7 MILLION CASH SETTLEMENT + SINCE T May NEVER BE ABLE To
WORK DUE 'ro CoNSTANT HEADACHES BROUGHT on BY MIcH BLEOD
FRESSURE pug TO INADEQUATE DIET. APPELLANT REQUEST 71g BE
COMPENSATED FOR THE PAIN aAnp PSYCHOLOGICAL SUFFERING, WHILE
FEARING AN EARLY DEATH FroM THIS Lipg THREATENING TLLNESS
THAT THE SCDC DOES NOT Takg THE RESPONSIHILITY FOR cavusing
IN 178 INMATE POPULATION, THE COURT MUST REVERSE THE ALC

DISMISSAL AnD GRANT POR Py CASE 10 BE mEARp IN I'Pg
ENTIRETY. !

IT IS THEREFORE RESPECTRULLY SUBMITTED oy trrg /it DAY
OF FEBRUARY 2020 '

RESPECTFULLY SUBMI'TTED,

QQO.WISACKY HWY.
BISH@PVILLE, 8SC 29010
APPELLANT

DAVID TARTASKI, EBsq.
8CDC erN. COUNSEL

PO BOX 21787

COLUMBIA, sc 29221-1787

RESPONDENT Page 6.
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"PROCF_OF SERVICE

I, CERTIFY THAT ] SERVED THE AFFELLANT'S TNITIAL BRIKF ON
THE RESPONDENT BY DEPOSITING A TRUE COPY OF 1T IN THE UNITED
STATES MAIL, POSTAGE FREFAIL, ON FEBRUARY U, 2020,
ADDRESSED TO HIS OFFICE, PO BOX 21787, COLUMBIA, SC
29221-1767, BY PERSONALLY DELIVERING 1T TO THE PRISON MATL
ROCM CLERK, ON THIS W2 DAY GF FEBRUARY 2020.

FERRUARY W, 2020

FRANKLIN HENJAMIN

99C¢ WISACKY HWY,
BISHOPVILLE, SC 29C10
A¥PRELLANT

SCLC GEN¥RAL CGUNSEL
CHRISTINA CMCOE EIGELOW, Esg.
FO BOX 21787 _

COLUMBIA, SC - 28221-1787
RESPONDENT
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