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" #* Inmate must have the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials.

To b'é completed by
SCDC staff:
Item Amount Cost
Envelope
Pen
Paper - | 3
Postage
" Tape
Box
Electronic Repair
Other
Sub-Total:.

LEGAL MATERIAL

** [nmate is not required to have the funds in his/her account to pay for the materials: however. his/her account must
be debited for all materials s/he elects to receive.
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PHOTOCOPIES
** Inmate may be required to have funds in his/her account. See SCDC Procedure GA-01.03(OP), “Inmate Access to the
Courts,” to determine if inmate may receive copies with/without funds.
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and does not involve the denial of a state created liberty or property interest.

Finally, Appellant’s demand for compensation for intentional infliction of emotional distress
implies a tort claim. The ALC has no jurlsdiction toentertain causes of action based in'tort or to
‘award money damages in such cases. See S.C. Dep 't of Consumer Affairs v. Foreclosure
Specialists, Inc., 390 S.C.. 182, 187, 700 S.E.2d 468, 470 (Ct. App. 2010) (“The ALC has no
' authority to»decicle civil matters ...;’) (quoting Randolf R Lowell, S‘out‘h Carolina Administrative
Practice and Procedure, 152 (2d ed. 2008)). Only the trial courts under the Judiciary have subject _
: matterjurisd-ic'\_tion over tort clairns. Sabb v. S.C. State Univ., 350 S.C. 416, 567 S.E.2d 231 (2002).
'Furthe'r'rnore, though “certain cases may=be taken from the trial 'c0urt.'o"_-origlnal- jurisdiction by the
General Assembly,” no such action has been taken by the. General Asse'rnhly concerning this type
of case. Id. at 423 567 S.E.2d at 234. There is no relief avallable to Appellant w1thm the scope of
* this Court’s authorrty - ‘ ’ ' -

' Therefore because Appellant has not prov1ded a certlﬁcate of service of the Notlce of Appeal on
“the Department because this appeal does not mvolve the deprivation of a state- created liberty or -
property mterest and because the Court cannot provrde the remedy Appellant seeks the appeal '
'must be drsm1ssed See Slezak supra _

Itis therefore

ORDERED that this appeal is DISMISSED.

"AND IT' IS SO ORDERED. “
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Columbia, South Carolina
September 29, 2021
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