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Statemment Of Tssues On Mppool

- Did The Admuimistrorive Law Court ?roPer\\:\ d|asmhlss
ﬂppe\\0n+s Appeal where no sYoke creared Liberty or property

Tnaterest was -lmp]-ICQ'\'Qd \n the claims rossed \Og ﬂﬂm\\an*?

9. D1g the Departmeny of Corrections Err o farling ¥o
confienn with $ne Law Enforcement Division whinether Qppetiant

had pvw\ous\\i pd\d o DNA Procrzss.mg feo ?



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Appeliant i3 on inmate in the South Carohine e partment
of Corractions (S:C.D.C) and housed ot Alendate Correctional
Tastitution n fa‘-rfcle South Cocolina. Gn Juae 95, 301Q. Apgetlant
ssomitYed o éhp } qgrievence Qppeo\;nq bcnmg chorqed Yuwo
Ywnes for o one Yime DNA process'mq fee of F356% follewing
denial of s skep | grievence, Appetiant submitted o step 3
geievance on July 35,3014, orquing thot his 5 Amendment
r.\q\'\\' had ‘been violoted. Step 2 wos dented on S(p’remch qJ’,lO\q
Appetlont then filed o notice of agpeal in ¥he Rdmmstra¥ive Low
Court an Octdoer 24, 2014, Twis QPPQC\\ wos dened on
March Y, 20720. P\ppe\\ur\* "r'tme\\i filed o notice of &?P?ﬂ\
ond motien Yo (Jroceed'm forma eo‘ugecls to Yus Court. The
cohon to proceed n formo pauperis wos granted an

Moy \, 2030



STANDARD QfF AEVIEW

5.C. Cade V- 33-610®) Provides ¥he Rpphcable Stondard
of Review:

The foview of ¥he Ramwishrative Low Judqes ordec
must be confined Yo ¥he recard. The reviewng Frblnol may .
aff e ¥he decision or remand Yhe case for (uriher proceedings,
or \¥ mc&\\‘oe coverged Or modif e decision 1§ ¥ subsrantive
rights of ¥he petiyioner. hove been reyudiced becadse ¥he Finding
COMCSION , or BeCis\on 1S,

(0 in viclation of constrhutional or srotytory ?rou"é\ons:

(b) n excess of ne statu *0\'\& of The oqenc\.j'.

(';) made upon untawful Procedute',

(@) offected by other esvor of \aw’

(@) clearly eqronecvs 1 yew of the veliokle, ‘)ro\oo&}«!e , and
cubstantiol evidence on the whole record’, 'of

® oritrary o o ricious or characterized by oouse of Jigcrehion
or clearly WNualy aked oxercise of distre¥ion



S.C. Code Pon § 1-2%- 250 G)

In on appeal of o final decreran of on admimistrative aqency,
fne stondacd of o\ﬁm\\o&e review 15 whether Yhe B('s Ql'ﬁa.\mas
oce sugported by sdostar¥ial evidence, §.C.Code Pan. § 1-33- 1O(®),
" Sopstantiol Q\f\de\C(ﬂ 15 ewndence which, conder.w\q Yhe record a9
o wholl . would ollow o reasondble mied Yo reach he game Condys-

ion thot adewnisteetne oqoncy reoched. \-'\gc\gﬂ% N Stake Budgal §

Contral B3, 335 SC. W1 u@ GE. 33 158 (S . App.1adk). A ce-

v‘\eud.mq courY gholl nat sobstitute its qun judgment for that of
the ALC o5 Yo findwgs of fock but it oY raverse or modrfy
decisions thot are confroted by ecrors of low or that o c\eary

erYONeOUs i view af ¥he substanticl evidence on Hhe record

0 O whole. 1d-



ﬂrq}umer\*

Did ¥he Admuistrative Low Court Progetly Disvuss P\sz\\o.n’rs
Rooeal Lohere ﬂppz\\un-\'s Clown IDhd no Imelico&q A Shrate

Cg g o¥ed L\ber\'\j Or Prc?ec‘t\.s Tonrecesy ?

The ?\Qspov\dm“f are ncocreck n Fhav asserfion thot no property
nrerest wog asserted ! The RLT d1d have Suf‘lSd.lo‘\"Oh. Whena Yhe
N

bQSOUB QTOCQSS'W\C} fee QS’{Q\)\.\S\'\Qd \:)\5 S.C Code 23-3%- 320 g a §tate

creoted P\‘G’P"-‘“\H nterest. When the state re%u‘\rQS ane Yo sdomik

Wis property +o pay o processing fee, See whotier v, $:1C.0.C. 3D
5C. 431, 002 5.6 2d 5b, ALC Jursdickon extends fo this Cose
when he P\p‘m\\und 15 dened kg right Yo only poy this
?recess'mcj fez once. See S.C. Cede Bnn. §23-3-b200) " ontess
o somple hos already been onv\\dea". The ?\espcmden*s oce side-
stegpiag ¥his very swmple ddaim, Fhey have attempted ¥3 change
Me issue, but they have never addressed the Facks n Hhis

cloam -



D1d the S.C. Dept. of Corvections ece Ying Yo confir tHn
ihe law ehfﬁcc?e*mer\_* divigion whz*’r\lr{ouepﬁ\\o\n-\' \r\oci ‘(::'Qk\ﬁ‘ouskj

Paid o DNA processng fee?

The on\\& onswec 1o this %ues*.mﬂ \S es, Hn?.\,& Called. There myst
be some gystem betueen aq'encieS ko veriby these Wind of

motier with o many cepeot gffendors '

Appailant s not challenging $.C. Code Ane §233-3- 420! 1t has
not been disputed Fhat appellant ghould not have o poy the
processing fee @ times, Nor s i digpured that he did . frs
stated cbave §.C Code 23 3-L20D) the stotue 15 dear and
U“me'\quous and +he intent of ¥he General Assembly \s Clogr )

To ““‘P\‘:\ hat DONP was neyee Yafen s withoot et
In fact this is ¥he root of the Cloim for S-CO-C 4o vecl&Y
Yhot DNA was ¥oXen ond he 950(‘—16‘5-“’\% {ee ()0“6' s.C.
Code 33-3%-620 © 1§ clear. " onless o sampte has alreody
been prcw‘tdczd pursuant to the provls'\ons of subsection (R)

The aespondetﬂ' dont want e Coudt to consdes the MQGf{\hq.

of trg very ‘\meor‘\‘(}\t\‘\' 90«% of Yhis statute.



Conclusion

for the forecio‘w\q ceagons, Phe Court ghauld overturn the
ALCs decision. Make 8.C.0.C. refund the 1250 they over
dhorged Pppetlant, And make 5.C.D.C. ereate a system
with S.LE.D. 56 they con verfy who end who has not
olready provided o semple of D.N K £oc ¥he dotobaso and
who hos or hos not already paid the processing kee.
Wherefore, Appeiant prays this Court grant i
¥he relief requested and oll otner relief this Couct
seems just ond proper.
?\nsqec’r‘?o\\% Submitteq,
James MMithotland 363569

207772
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