STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Docket No.: 21-ALJ-04-0033-AP
Grievance No: LCE395-206

Lawrence Crawford, 300839,

Appellant,
Vs, ORDER
South Carolina Department of Corrections,

Respondent.

This matter came before the South Carolina Administrative Law Court (ALC or Court)
pursuant to the Notice of Appeal filed on February 5, 2021 by Lawrence Crawford (Appeliant), an
,inmat.i: mcarcaralc_d with the South Car(ﬁinn Department of Corrections (Department).  In his

~appeal, Appellant explained that Department policy requires him to use the kiosk to address issues
inv Qixmf‘ property uﬂhts and Qiﬁk created ];bcrtx interests. Appciiam mniended ihat usin ng the
Lzmk ammm hls s’;iwmu\, h{z]mix and ihucfmc heis hunw écmuﬁ a mcam to %cek I”i”‘f:}uw for
pg(xpczix rights and state tzcai:d I hem mtucxts ()n Febr ualy 22 2021, {he Comt Ciuci mmd that
Appellant iai]ed to allege dcpr«i\mtion of a state-creal.&d iiber(y or property interest and dismissed
the appeal for lack of jurisdiction pursuant o Howard v. Souih Carolina Departiment of
Corrections. 399 8.C. 618, 733 8.E.2d 211 (2012).

On March 4. 2021, Appellant filed a motion requesting the Court reinstate his appeal.
Pursuant to ALC Rule 65, ..."The decision of the Administrative Law Judge is a final immm
and motions for reconsideration will not be reconsidered”. .. However, the Court 1s deviating from
this rule because of Appellant’s allegations that his religious freedom is being violated.

After careful review and consideration, the Court finds no basis for reinstating thisappeal.’

The Court acknowledges Appellant’s contention that the Department’s policy requiring him to use the Riosk i3
unconstitutional, hoxmver the ALC lacks authority to détermine the comstitutionality of the policy. See Video Ganing
Congultans, Inc. ﬁ C. Dep't of Kevenue, 342 S.C. 34, 38, 535 SE2d 632, 644 (2000) (citarion omited) ("ALJs
th no authority ' pass upon the constitutionality of a statte ot regulation.”); See afso Beaufort Cre. Bd. of Educ.
wbighthouse  Charter Sch.: Cormm.. 335 S:C. 230, 241, 516 S.E.2d 655, 060-61 (1999 (citation mmm ) (CAn
administratuve agency must follow the law as mmm unt;i s mmmmmxmim is judicially determined; an ages S
no authority‘to pass on'the umstmmmmlm of u stwthte.”); See alsg Hendricks v 8.0 Dep't of Corr.,.
628, 686 S.E.2d 191, 9» 1.3 (2009 ("The ALC was (,um,_u 0 abstain ffom determining the cm@gi@
SCDC Policy GA-01 03" ' 1
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THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the order dismissing this afapcai on

February 22, 2021 is AFFIRMED.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Coiumbm, Sout.h Carolina

ﬁim& Lﬁx&wﬁ

SHIRLEY C. ROB(NSONV
Admtmxtmnw Law Judge
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