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~ Appellant then appealed to the Appellate Panel. The Appel;laté Panel

Tribunal’s decision. This'appeal foilowed. ..,

"STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW COURT

Greg German, Docket No. 20-ALJ-22-0340-AP
Appellant,
V8.

South Carolina Department of Employment and.
Workforce,

Respondent.
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This matter is before the Administrative Law Court (ALC or court) on the appeal of Greg

German (Appellant) filed on December 15, 2020. The Appellant appéals the decision of thie South

On March 30, 2020, the Appellant filed a claim for unemployment insurance (UI) benefits.

The Department mailed a determination on April 15, 2020, finding the Appellant eligible to receive

‘claims for the six claim weeks from claim week ending April 4, 2020, through the claim week

ending May 9, 2020; until June 9, 2020. The Department mailed six.determinations on July 23,
2020, that collectively held the' Appeliant tueligible w receive benefits for the six claim weeks,

from claim week ending April 4, 2020, trough thie ciaim week ending May 9, 2020, upon a finding

Tribunal and after an evidentiary hearing, the Appeal Tribunal affirmed the decision. The
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ISSUES ON APPEAL

Whether substantial evidence exists: in the record to support-the Department’s

..........

Gibson v, Florence Country Club,282 S.C. 384, 386, 318 S:E.2d 365, 367 (1984) (finding thatthe: -
Employment Security Commission, a predecessor: of the Department, was an agency within the
meaning of the APA). Accordingly, the APA’s appellate standard governs appeals from decisions

‘In app:l.yin_g the substantial-evidence:rule; the factual findings of the administrative agency:

are presumed to be.correct. Rodney v. Michelin Tire Corp., 320.S.C. 515; 519, 466 S.1.2d 357,

| 359 (1996) (citing Kearse v. State Health & Human Servs. Fin. Comm'n, 318 S.C. 198, 200, 456 »

S.E.2d 892, 893 (1995)); 73A C.J.S. Public Administrative Law and Procedure § 497 (2015). A
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DISCUSSION
On October 14; 2020, the -Appeal Tribunal licld- an evidentiaxy'hearing The Hearing;

" he called the D‘e‘p‘artm'e‘nt and certified the six weeks, 4(-»R. p- 6‘4)’.'=

The Depal’tment afgues- that: the Appellant failed to establish that he: met the eligibility '
the claim week endmg-May 9, 2020, because the 'Appellant did not file claims for: those weeks:

until ilune 19, 2020, more than two months after the: earliest claim week:ended and more than a:

§14l-3.3—l 10(1). A weekly clalm for Ul benefits is timely filed “if received wnthln fourteen (14)
- calendar Hays of the claim week ending date.” S.C. Codé Ann. Rfegs» §5 47-32{-A)

not need to do anythmg to draw beneﬁts after, he filed the initial apphcanon
The Appellate Panel found that the record estabhshed the Appellant failed to file a nmel)
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Land Res. Conservation Comm:n, 321 8.C. 2:19, 226; 467 S‘;E.2d.9lv3; 917 (1996'). “‘Substantial

evidence is not a mere scintilla of evidence nor evidence viewed b'l'indl'y from one side; but is:

unsupporte‘dfby substannal%evldencea Id ,T%herefor-e; based on the foregomg;

ORDER
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Department’s decision is AFFIRMED.
AND IT IS SO ORDERED. ( .
, Phl]hp Lmskx \] '
E v-l Admlmstratwe Law Judge
Aprila" , 2021 '

Columbia, South Carolina




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Erika S. Easler, hereby certify that I have this date served this Order upon all partiesito

gl

this cause by depositing a copy hereof; in the United States: mail, postage paid, or by electronic

mail to the address provided by the party{ies) and/or their attorney(s).

J'Udi_ciai;baw. Clerk
April 27,2021
Columbia, South:Garolina

B
A

.}.

APR 27 202
SC ADWIN. LAW COURT



