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THE SOUTH CAROLINA COURT OF APPEALS

Appellate Case No. 2012-213119

TherL, Taylor, Pro Se .Appellant }? PAY A E -
) 1S H VE;

vs, MAY 16 2013
. : ; f‘! 1) ) 2]
SCOC/Enployees Respondents, v Litof Aﬂm-_

_—

AFFIOAVIT & PETITION FOR REHEARING

i

Affiant named above do hereby depose the below explanation is accurate
and true to the best of his Knowledge and ability and shows this Honorable

Court as follows:

[AFFIANT WAS VERY LIMITED & RESTRICTED PREPARING THIS WORK.
AFFIANT APOLOGIZES FOR ANY IMPERFECTIONS. ]

1) On April 26, 2013, affiant received two (2) documents from this Court,
an April 23rd [A] Correspondence and an [B] Order, also dated April 23rd
regarding the above case. '

Affiant understood this specific case was pending in light of the docu-
mentation previously presented.

Affiant strongly believes that a full factual explanation is necessary
in order to avoid any appearance of ambiéuity or misunderstanding,

Enclosed are Attachments 1-10 respecting the surrounding circumstances
leading up to this particular matter.

2) Squarely, on September 26, 2012, the Certificate of Service [Proof of

Service] remaining in question was timely mailed to the Court of Appeals.
Affiant served all three entities depicted on Attachment 1.
Attachment 1,1 was hand produced for this Court.

Attachment 2 is Affiant's "October 1st, 2012", date stamped document to ,§§&¢
the Court of Appeals. Q%ﬁag
Attachment 3, is Affidavit of Service showing additional effort. ngv’$ﬁ
s s
‘Attachment 4, [a] Administrative Law Court response, after two prxg£§§§

correspondences that were ignored until Affiant contacted the cxnﬁ%@ﬂdﬁinistration.



Attachment 5, is a detailed factual account by Affiant. The referenced
Attacments named within Attachment 5 were denied photocopies by SCOC.

Attachment 6, page 1 of 2 of February 6, 2012 document to this Court
previously supplied with Attachments A & B. Again, Affiant‘was deprived copies

to show this Court. Page 2 was allegedly misplaced by 3rd party. Unusual.
Back on September 26, 2012, Affiant hand delivered Attachment 1 to former

mail room employee, Helen Freeman "Freeman" to notorize.

Freeman refused and advised affiant, "It is not necessary." Affiant
kindly insisted. She became up set, further stating "it's not an affidavit".
Affiant stepped away from a raised voice to the back of the line, under pre-
ssure and stress to date and write what is depicted now as LOCATION 1.

Affiant returned seeking a notary after adding the statement in LOCATION
1 with arrow. Freeman denied denied Affiant again a notary and threatened

to "lock up" Affiant in segregation. .

Additionally, during the last encounter with Freeman Affiant wrote what
is now boxed in "LOCATION 2" @ bottom of Attachment 1.

Subsequently, Affiant took extra effort to further estbalish fact he
in deed executed Proof of Service properly. See Attachments 4, 5 & 6.

3) Affiant initially handed over Attachment 1 with locations 1 & 2 markings
for a photocopy. Affiant was again denied and advised, "It has to be
notarized or a staff disposition before it be copied." affiant repeated
the-person's response and explained copies were essential supoprting documents
in order to show the Court.

Affiant was specifically advised in ordgr to have a copy produced was
to have it notarized.

Affiant was re-denied a photocopy. Some inmates became agitated and
impatient. Consequently, Affiant stepped to the side and wrote what is re-
flected in LOCATION 3. |

While Affiant was under significant stress mistakingly wrote 'notary"
(circled). Affiant's true intent was to write "copy" and finish his statement
.... must be notarized., Next, Affiant stepped 3 foot to left in front of
window 2 where another lady stood. Affiant obtained a notary then returned
to window 1 for a copy. Affiant returned to window 2 for postage and mailing.

Affiant did not re-sign or otherwise provide an additional signature to
the original. See LOCATION 4. Such is the original signature created on
September 26th, 2012. |

[P)lease do not misconstrue Attachment 1, as a February 15th Service as
that of the original September 26, 2012, service. The truth.

Affiant believes he did the best possible under the unusual circumstances

and enormous amount of potential threat, harm, anxiety & stress. Simply
in exercising constitutional & other [Legal] provisions.
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4) Some Allendale staff likewise returned Affiant's kindness and pro-
fessionalism and was very helpful in striving to [do] the RIGHT THING.

5) Attachment 7 & 7.1 are other unusual occurrences regarding a recently

hand delivered lawsuit linked to Affiant's ongoing struggle to obtain some
relief in his criminal wrongful conviction. Also, before this Honorable

Court. Extraordinarily, Affiant's lawsuit did not arrive at it's intended
distination. Affiant lost original (Exhibits). Consequently, after hand
producing the entire lawsuit, seeks to be heard [civilly] in another Court

of Common Pleas whereas the Defendant, CHarles Brooks is located jurisdictionaly.

Cammon Pleas Court are improperly and unconstitutionally blocking Affiant's
fil[ing].

Affiant experiences great difficulty simply having civil torts fil[ed]
in Common Pleas Court as an Indigent Pro Se Person, which always warrants
an appéal. Had torts been properly litigated, more than a probability egist
an appeal would not be necessary.

Specifically, the caption within Attachment 1 displays Therl, Taylor (Appel-
lant) vs SCOC/Employees (Respondents). Because "SCOC/Employees" was dis-

covered by others .... and namely Freeman, Affiant was ... and is continfly
mistreated and abused.

Furthermore, Affiant exercises civil (r]ights he is targeted by certain

staff.

Historically, Affiant was and is conspired against by SCOC and [some]
employees to further cause him serious harm or worse.

Respecting LOCATION 3. On February 15, 2013, in further effort to demo-
strate (See Attachments 6 & 6.1 in part) "why" this case should not be unjustly
dismissed. ... Why an authoritive court should now Order SCOC to vacate
the wrongful Institutional decision against aAffiant that severely harmed
and continues to injure him.,

Attachment 8 & 8.1, as documents- one a formal Judgement as similiar,

@ the center of the essence of this particular matter before the Court.
Affiant was wrongfully Institutionally convicted as once previously. See
Attachment 8 & 8.1. Affiant was campelled to continue to seek legal recourse
until a Court of Law declared a favorable Judgment., Affiant was set-up by

gang members back on October 31st, 2006.

The driving force behind Affiant in TherL Taylor vs SCOC/Employee is be-

cause , again... for a second time was wrongfully Institutionally convicted.
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As with the improper higher degree [Case # R0[0~! 599 8|, 2nd wrongful
conviction jury trial, as here, Affiant is not guilty as charged criminally
nor Institutionally. Affiant continually will true fairness.

For further explanation, please see December 15th, 2011, 2 page Affidavit
marked as Attachment 10. :

Attachment 9.3 specifies results fram Affiant's litigation to correct
this matter and to declare Informa FMR#VZS status. The South Carolina Supreme
Court recalls this Court has not clearly ruled on Affiant's Poverty which
prevents the High Court from making a ruling.

Affiant request permission to file IFP and to clarify.

If Affiant is further denied and/or delayed [his) Pro Se Indigent photo-
copies, notary and most important [FILINGS] within Courts of Common Pleas,

How else may this Affiant be heard and present [e]vidence in the Courts.
6) Unfortunately, once again Affiant does not have $100 Appeal Fee. Had
Affiant been heard in the lower court this appeal would not occur.

Affiant has been officially declared Indigent status for well over a year,
per SCOC or otherwise their Agents/Associates, Affiant is extremely limited
and hindered to gain adequate Access to the Courts.

Specifically, Affiant can only have $6.42 or under in his Cooper Trust
Account @ one time, Affiant has no known brothers or sisters- relatively.
Affiant's poor widowed mother resides within the bounds of an Assisant living
facility, Fairfield Health Care Center in Ridgeway, South Carolina.

Affiant can not even gain a simple phone call through SCOC's system, the:
Chaplain or otherwise to speak with his mom. Mom does not write well after

the stroke ... and Affiant is now perplexed, crying and hurting.....

Affiant disgresses.



WHEREFORE based on previously submitted documentation coupled with this pre-
sentation Affiant seeks the following Relief:
1) Declare specific rights to effectively and adequately challenge improper
conidtions of confinement and punishment. To permit Affiant to Proceed Inform
Paupec\s , most important in Common Pleas Court level to avoid cd
in good faith to seek "Appeal' waive poverty.

Honor the truth Affiant timely filed & served appropriate documentation.
2) Compel and (s)eriously carefully review relevant Step 1 & 2 Grievances
( KJI—oan-/zi ) and supporting documents that are the underlying cause

KI= 2154},
""why" this appeal continues for lack of Justice. Exercise Power to rectify.

3) Order SCOC to vacate the wrongful Institution conviction for 806, and
correct relevan records.

4) Upon Information & belief, the Administrative Law Court's two criteria

A] Property Interest and B] Liberty Interest under Al-Shabazz may not squarely
fit. Therefor, clear the way or otherwise cpen the door for Affiant to [file]
in the Court of Common Please within next few months to meet the Statute

of Limitations requirement to be heard in appropriate Jurisdiction for proper
‘adjudication., Clarify SC Code 24-27-100 & 150 applicable to Affiant.

5) Admonish SCOC/Employees to Respect, Aid & Assist Affiant's sincere efforts
to exercise Basic Rights and uphold Department (scdc) Policy.

Any other just and fair remedies this Honorable Court may deem necessary.

With Integrity,

May 8, 2013

Affirmed to and subscribed before me s

on this 521_ day of A[X\,g;\&

NotaryVpublic
My Caommission Expires: | AR P=N a‘g'
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Ther] 1 . .
U Taylor , Presently incarcerated at -ALLSNDALEL

oY NOTICE OF APPEAL

4

Instltutlon, do hereby affirm that
| RESPECIING ALC DOCKET JUHBERS: 12-ALC-04-501 & 502

was delivered into the hands of prison officials with the first
class postage duly affixed and a return address clearly indicated

on the envelope, for deposit in the United States Mail, addressed

to the following person(s):

1) ADALSISTRATIVE LAV COURT Z) OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
1205 Pendeton Strect, Suite ris. Shanika Jonnson, Attornay
Coluinoia, $C 28201 ' PO Box 217387

Coluwbia, SC 29z21

3) The Court of Appeals
20 Box 11629 )
Columoia, 5C 2521

Respectfully submitted,

Afanntp axisubsénﬂxaihefonane .
_on this|5 day ofmm 2012 3 S
Lot /WM oy o)

W/meuxov ISAA}W/D

Notary Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires: })-)3-27

. ‘ ' 7
P /J [l ﬁ%)ﬂf@xi“dmmgfbng




Attachment {.{

Mk. Theal Tayor
A.T. Characten Hvus{/\jg U F EC.H.U(.]

P.o.Box 115
Fa.'(r‘{:&x, S.c. 375’2’7

RECETVE],

The Couar of Appeals MAY 13 2013
P.o. Box [(b24 ,
Columbia ) S.¢. 3924 SO Court of Apyeala

REIALL | Docket Numbeas (2-Ac-0t-Sor# Soa

Dear (fenK's OFCiee - "
‘ ENc[oseaf *.oe(‘ Clqr\s A “H’\e, Url%lf\é\,l knol oNne L\o&rviwr.{—hn
duphcah of ~y Pro Se NOTLCE of APPEALW CeriiFiCaTE OF SERVICE.
Please return ¢locieed as of | 1h, A
- © - r 3 th it t'ﬁ’)t the ot - d
SASE Conrtesly Provuded 1 DoTh docum S wn T gl
Des p]h’f’)\e aSJ.‘ﬂ —+o Pay and Pd-rd'mg Con T olend(;r\e_s, Appdla\d' was de‘r.\n.e.&

o Photo copy of Hhe ACL'S dism ssal decision subiect of A . |
Honorable Conrts Consideration. et of Appeal for—+his

PNE Na‘hbz, Q Hw\r‘}nS ,awla.c[ uox'f'QJ:B—'\Adﬂac,'\ql Reviu\, rwb }"R-—PFOCQ,SS \I‘/AS
not Henored .

Appa—na.q“l’P\a.&s the CGoutof Appea,l Compe] RQPQN(Q/Q_’,;% .}o;}ugﬂb’ beVzde
Fhe trans cipt of the kershmwﬂ»sf. Hitie ned }\mrinis)/ Pr\rSVLOW\“\‘ $o Rule 33,
71, ALTORP and ‘D'ﬂ\q_f mPpUCAblef Civii (Lles of Pro e duwee_ spté.«{}ul«l\\.,
rg,spu;l’fr\j basic &(scovir\i .

L &m Ll o any Firme and  Serons oFforts the CousT n\G\I
all 61 n Fhis 1m PorTanT matter. |

Wi"H'\'In k:r\d Rn,ﬂoma.s) .

1 om. S;nc—e,r‘e/[z )

CC. =i lc



. ' _HQC\H\ A ’
& INMATE TRUST FUND ACCOUNT REPORT |

Al

for SOUTH CAROLINA COURT FILING FE EC Eﬂ/ EDﬂ “

INSTR UCT[O[\S TO INMATE: Complete top portion then give to your maz/r@g'm. 5}'7%

returne(l from Accnuntuzg vou muest mail this form sith any payment to tie Cnurt

By signing my name below, I am asking the Financial Accounting Office of the Souhﬂ% ?Jma
Department of Corrections to complete this report. In accordance with SC Cole of Laws §24-
27-100 and 150, T authorize payment of the full filing fee. If I have insufticient funds in my
account at this time to pay the court’s full fhnﬁ fee, T authorize SCDC to deduct the initial ind

subsequent payments until payment is completed.

INMATE NAME (print): \/\(‘ | ine //,__ ' / /’im

. ) aArg
SCpC# QLD%/ | [N\HTESIGL\ATURE M/W)

I plan to file this action in the sC County of ; QIL N( nrl e O ﬂy—*[‘

[ Thesection be/ow is for SCODC - Financial dccounting Branch’s use ONLY.

() Total d'eposgts to inmate’sﬁaccount for 2478
preceding six months’ period*........... e s 2
_ , : . 2. 3¢
(2)  Twenty percent (20%) offine I ..., 3
(3) Account balance - current date ... h) /374

(9 PAYMENT AMOUNT **
(lesser of line 2 or line 3) - O

“ Enclosed check # $
% s v ﬁ«w{

**NOTE to LOUKT If payment is for partial fee, Court must notify SCDC once case is

- |accepted and filed. Send notice with case # and balance owed to address below. SCDC will
NQT process any additional payments until notification is received ffom Court.
South Carolina Department of Corrections
Financial Accounting - Room 234
PO Box 21787
Columbia, SC 29221-1787
/ /

* Admisston date is noted here if inmate incarcerated less than six months

f[/[L [t o—

- Date cﬁ.‘:‘umu(S\pr-pu =d 797

uf],\) }"L"f{}}}\

PrMmcial Accounling Branch - SCDC
<~ \ ”
- Pk Nov 265, 018, -
@ g5 va\ :
ey
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THE. STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA Attachoat 2
Tn the (ourt of Appeals - £
Appenl From Administrative Law Count :
S Tade £1-33- 6/0 (8) N
gt S
Docket Numbers: [2-ALC-04-502 & [A-ALL-04-501-APTS e
- — CE?? 00/\ TE
. S. G COC\C» § ,'13’3({0 (1 ", 0\/“ f/:,";/
Therl Taylor " A?Fe%ﬁg % &
v N
SCDQ/EMF‘OL{?@S Responden’r. \::v

NGTICE OF Appeal

: Agtj&‘iewd. Appellarrl' (Hereinpfher “fppl”) he,Rgby Appesk Hhe. Adminisherhve. Law Court
CALLYS] premeriue. \\d:§M;55q|"+lflﬁou3h Judge. Cﬁﬂolyn Matthews ;Received on Septertee
Ast, 2010 based upon the following Basie 3P\ownd3‘,

A, Three_ (3) request directly to spondents ‘Har«mf)h General Counsel (Ge) for
Ce]Ssean'nl clu'scovm\f mmtﬁr(fd - {,e.—'r@anscm'pf o{’ LWRONC:\FuLJ Tostitutiona|
Hearing ; inter alin | were in fact denied . Furthermore, AL the. aReementined
three (%) Feﬁ‘ues{" bo GO were. willfllly csnorted. Absolu’cd\? no Response NoR
5||Sh+ COOPQ@FH".'OY? p({ov,',(le‘((, - o . |

B Conser uently) Resaeding “As” omission (5], Appls presented supportive
evidence to the ALL July (RTs), August 10 th, Q3 pd + September 1Hh, 2012, B
Assistance with BisteRelevant discordiy docaments . Agpellarnt nofificd the
Court o %SPQ“‘{Q“J‘S delibernte dt‘S(LOVQR\f violahions ; parsuant to ACL Rule 50
and G, N\Q{'mogrh\( ) ALC glso clepm‘ved Appl. of (&me{d Ref‘ue.s+ Yo [Rleturn
R(’,CQRde \dﬂ{'%. S'{’HMW(‘” (,OP;CS O'P i’\:s 6}&@ ge, WORk p%m +h€_, ALQ, l‘ﬂ "H’\I.S mn‘H’ER’
And rlso failed o Acknowledqe Rppellant, |

C.Tn LSH of “A+RY phove | %Qoﬁ?‘m Adminstention was @n‘}'gd'g(" &p{embem H)
&O\g\)(oaﬁk}”ﬁ simple compliance. OR OTNRRWIS Cmpulsion ch»(ilespondén‘f with App -
”Chb\(ﬁ, RLL\ES_ of |.aw, Appe_j, d."d not _SQ&!( Sﬂnc}fons ﬂf)ﬁ(n?f Respondgnﬁ,

Rppl, w3 dented Justice at All levels while Hcf-nr) in Gozd Faith efrords {oﬁ}dy
[Rlesolve This paricalae matter, ool was Stymied 0r otheri'se. intentionrlly
stone. walled by R_e,ss:ondenﬁ- T

Rl asseats 0] onstitudional Violations pugsupnt do Martin v SCDC-[2000]

REORE. ANy ‘0"'“""3 f2e due b fppls Irdicert Status should be., whived.

Upon _KNOwle'd e Lnformation ¢ Belied QQSPOHMS AR Willfllly Wf'#‘i’\Oi(lfng
QX{S—U~(pﬁ{ot‘«\1 evidence« A cover up is worse Hhan An Allesed Crimea

‘ Monday ) September 44h, 2013 MZ%J
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THE STATE OF Sou %%DLINA F)#GChmenf .
| AFachment g |

Tn the Court of Appeqls

Cacolyn Matthews, Adimin st tie Law Judge

Atpellate Case Wo. 2012-213119

Therl Taglo, Appellant,

vs.

SEDC, e af | Respordents

AFFLDAVET of SERUICE

T Certofy that T have Served both documents dated octobe, 19t § 221,
2002, fo the Court of ApPeals by pecsonally hand d elivenig fo Ariso,

of f 'Cigls for depos,‘+ inthe Unted States Ma,, Pasfayg Pre,de/ on Qclobar
A8 o Gencrnl Gunsel PO BOX 2097, Columbzsy s¢. 2950, I7M

e

Therl 1ayjor Fy- 8-43

/H’e"kld/g IHS‘I“/\f'uf‘,'on
PoBox 115/

A{,{"l/'m 7[0 and Subscribed beﬁ)r‘em@ FQ(‘/‘#\y L Sc 294827

on th'S __é__rc{qy of O QL} 2012

Mo#qry Pubd ¢ £, Seuth Caroling
MV COW)M:‘S&'DM E)c Pires, ‘Bﬁé/_
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. - ' - _ -‘ - PRONE:- '(80-'3 ) 7'34_60550.
AR R 5\ A S - Fax: (803) 734-6400
g - WEB:WWW.ASCALC.NET

Carolyn C., Matthews - P
" Administrative Law Judge -

 November 14, 2012

Therl Taylor, #260961
Allendale Correctional Institution

POBox115] *
Fairfax, SC 29827 |
Re: 12'-ALJ-_Q44050'1iAP:&‘1}2_—4_L'J_'-04-0502'-AP S
Ive recelvedyour .c':'olfr'eép:dhdenge 10\.; Cofn{ :Ad'miﬁi:st»'réti('_m;fdated_ -Sépte.mbéf':1:4_’_2012.
Your appeals, 'rcfefen¢ed_above,' were dismissed on Sfept_e’mber:1'0,‘._'2012'-’fo.r your failure to filea
~ Brief. I'am unclear what action you.would like from the Court, ‘Please contact me should need

anythiﬁg_-ﬁlrthe;.' o
. PageP. Snyder, Esquire

 Law Cletk to The Hon. Carolyn C. Matthews

Ce: Clitsopter Florien v,
- Shanika Johnson, Esq.
- Court‘Administration. =+

Edgar A. Brown Building ¢ 1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 224 » Columbia, South Carolina 29201 -
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Therl. %ﬁ‘k,c-ﬂ'l{- ,
A//GK(Q le ThstyFutien A#QC/W\CJ)T‘ 5

Po Boy 15/
Fairfay, sc 2952

The Seuth Capvfina Court Adprinstration
Court Services Section
(ois 5011!7[6/5‘}'/{5-{-[ 5‘(/,'1‘(*, 260
Colupbia, sc 29 26/ , )
RE* Therl Taylsr vs. Scoc,Cafﬁdrme /fﬂqfon,c-f‘a/
Docket N‘wacr_s 22~ Ry-067-50] £ 562 - AF pecember (41 J012
oozt B ladne] udypent wen

" Petititioner [Hereinafter "Pet"] received the [f]irst response from Page
Snyder, dated November 14, 2012, on November 19, 2012, to Pet.'s SEPT-
EMBER 14, 2012, formal legal document referenced therein. Pet is Grateful
for an ultimate response, whereas Pet has acted completely in Good Faith
to resolve this matter with General Counsel "GC" and the ALC. This writing
is a brief factual Summary to better assist understand historical facts.

First for Clarification what specific evidence or other documents that
were or actually are considered by the Court? Please fairly understand our
intent is to be very clear for avoidable future Action. Great concern has
arose to squarely establish a BASIC [T)ruthful Record. For example, Pet.'s
submitted formal documents for filing with the ALJ were not properly returned
date stamped. For further clarity, please see ATTACHMENT ONE, "Petitioner's
[’Feﬂ Dbayq‘/&f Attachmerits A-Q Annexed hereto thated are logged fram
Pet.'s position.

Furthermore, from experienced encounters the ALJ office routinely fails
to even acknowledge or otherwise [r]espond to Pet.'s/Apellant's formaily
submitted documents that were intended for [f]iling as part of the official
Record. The ALC fails to return clocked-in copies or Proof of ANY of Pet.'s
formal submitted documentation, despite several request therefor.

Upon Knowledge, Information and Strong Belief, from the outset, as well
as leading up to the written allegation against Pet, the handling of this
case before and after the filing of the Notice of Appeal indicates provable
improprieties and corruption exist.

It is doubtful that those involved directly (or desire to protect such
dispicable acts & omissions) or indirectly, honestly wishes the minimal
just herein Published elsewhere. 1In fact, Pet is strongly convinced, based
upon the true evidence related to or otherwise connected with this case can

[PAGE 1 OF 4 )



be substantially established by more than a preponderance of the true factual
evidence.

A cover up is worse than a crime.

Once again for clarity opposing counsel[s]- GC ignored ALL direct Corr-
espondences for BASIC Material Evidence for Fundamental Discovery during
the time prior to the Agency (SCDC) decision. Particularly subsequent to
docketing within the ALC. See ATTACHMENT ONE.

Respondent's deprive Pet access to a photocopy machine regardless of
ability or inability to pay cost. This Policy, SCOC GA 1.03, is unconstitutiond),

Significantly, the same lawyer that Pet is legally Pro Se arguing against
is also the attorney in case number #502 in question strikingly mentioned
in the Incident Report. See ATTACHMENT D

This Incident is one of the most Outrageous chain of factsi and unusual
set of circumstances that has ever occurred. Case #502 deals with improper
omissions and actions with intent to cause serious bodily, mentally and
Spiritual harm to Pet. To Institutitionally convict at all cost with reckless
and deliberate disregard for the truth, the Law or SCDC Policy is dispictable.
Tax Payers should not further endure cost when this Incident can be resolved
at this point. Pet should not be campelled to published publically. =~

Relief Wise, Pet respectfully request assistance: 1) GC/SCOC/Respondents
should be required to [t]imly respond to Pet.'s reasonable request for inform-
ation and provide an acknowledgment to Pet.'s simple questions. 2) GC should
be campelled to first provide Pet BASIC discovery request i.e, Written State-
ment by Mr. Florian and an accurate Transcript of the hearing., 3) An opp-
ortunity to file a Brief. 4) That the ALC also timely- specifically
acknowledge or respond to Pet.'s Motions and Correspondences and return such
date stamped. 5) ALC Exhausative Satisfaction. 6) The false allegation
of 806 should be vacated. ’

Other people should not be campelled to spend their valuable time, money
& resources to fix samething that someone else should have already corrected
that originated by Catherine Amason.

As with any reascnable, undiscriminated against [plerson would clearly
understand beyond ALL doubt, in order to fairly Defend and be fully [h)eard
by a Brief before the ALJ or other Jurisprudence, the Transcript and a
duplicate of ‘the Statements that were allegedly recorded, read & used against
Pet at the hearing should be forth coming to the aggrieved party.

(PAGE 2 OF 4 )



Interestingly, [m]inutes:before stepplng on the Retaliatory Transfer -
(disal thearpy) Bus,’ from the unsanitary holdlng tank, Mr. D. Seward (SCOC
Major) escorted Pet to [plartially listen to the cassette hearing tape.
Despite Pet.'s adamant' request, paper & pen was denied so Pet was denied
an oppottunity to transcribe or take any notes.’ -

Further Pet was ‘harshly deprived to stop the tape at any point. Pet
was refused to re-listen tb;anywpert of ‘the rushed encounter.

' More importantly, as a competent Pro Se 'Soul, under Poverty, should - .
be provided a relevant Transcfiptfof the‘Institdtional'dodblelrécorded hearing
' to adequately prepare [a Factual- & Legal Brief]. '

Technically, again GC should have :been’ sanctloned for withholding or~ ¢
otherw1se concealing pertinent evidence from Pet to present [For The ‘Fact
Finder's]- unbalsed, impartial decision. ; ‘

The aforeméntioned are v1olat10ns of ALC V. SPECIAL RULES 56 & 61 and
SCCivPro, Rule 26. GC did not have the decency to provide ANY answer. s

* Oue to the multiple failures to respond to Pet.'s basic request and -
the ALC's improper dismissal, Pet timely appealed Judge Matthews opinion
[Appellate Case #2012-21319, TherL Taylor vs SCOC] to the S.C. Court of: Appeals- .

-Additionally, as a result of tofally{being ignored to all Pet.'s kindly
" request to GC [SEE ATTACHMENIS G, H, I & K], coupled with the ALC's failure
to acknowledge any'Correspondehces/motions (SEE ATTACHMENTS J & L.’ .

Consequently, other legal ‘entities were Notified.

Now, to reiterate for further clarity regarding responding‘tb'the adverse
surprised decision tp)“dismiss"{this'particdlar case without being [f]ully "
heard by the Honorable Carolyn Matthews is a grave Injustice.

The "Record" may appear square at first glance. However, a close
examination betweenhthe 1lines would reveal a gross indifference., Pet digresse$:
Why ... because is may expose inappropriate beahvior by certain Kershaw

persoinnel, SCOC or those [it] represents? Why, because when legal rights
are exercised or expressed by a Pro Se Petitioner Constituticnally or Legally
otherwise? Is it because of Pet.'s Poverty Status again? Is it another
attempt to delay or thwart [t]rue Justice fraom a dignified incarcerated human
being with Integrity?

[PAGE 3 of 4],
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* * * ATTACHMENT ONE * * *

PETITIONER"S ["PET"] DESIGNATED ACKNOWLEDGED THDEX DOCUMENTS/ATTACHMENTS A - Q

A. A TRANSCRIPT of the double audio recorded Wraongful Institutional
infraction for an alleged violation of SCOC Policy 22.14, section 806. To

date [December 14, 2012] despite Pet.'s kindly request fraom different angles
General Counsel ["GC"] has not provided, nor as been enforced by ALC. In

fact, absolutely zero acknowledgment on this particular subject. This ele-
" mental document is necessary for_an_adequate_OEFENSE.

B. The Written Statement with improper Opinion by Christopher "Florian".
First introduced to Pet [d)uring the hearing, [plartially read by Kershaw's
Institutional Oisciplinary Hearing Person ["IDHP"]. Florian was not qualified
as an expert witness according to SCRE, Rule 702. Pet was afforded to Florian
any questions nor engage. Additionally, Pet was deprived an opportunity
to objectively counter or even respond to said statement.

Moreover, Pet was denied writing material during the hearing.

SEE ATTACHMENT ["ATTC."] "E" for Relevant Detailed Facts.

C. Fifteen (15) Prepared Questions, Titled, "THE REPORT BY Catherine
Amason "CA", partially read on Record through cammon "Counsel Substitute"
"Cs", Mr. Armstrong. Pet was not afforded an opportunity to: i) ask ANY
Questions nor ii) read or iii) present a written statement during the botched
hearing. IDHP initially said at the outset of the hearing, "he will represent
himself", as requested- Pro Se. However, in truth Pet was forced to "go
through" Mr, Armstrong.

‘Pet believes "ATT C" is included as part of the Official Record before
the Administrative Law Court, however no been verified.

Please see ATTACHMENTS 0.1 & E for clearer understanding.

D. Falsified Incident Report dated December 6, 2011.

D.1 December 15, 2011, 2 Page Sworn Affidavit. Ouplicate enclosed.

E. January 2, 2012, Step One, 2 page factual detailed Caomplaint.

F. February 17, 2012, Step Two Complaint, Agency decision May 7, 2012.
G. July 5, 2012, Correspondence ["Corr"] to GC for BASIC Discovery- UnresprSiver

(Page 1 of 2]



(Page 2 of 2, ATTACHMENT ONE)

H.
I.

Je

K.
L.

July 25, 2012, Corr to GC- UNRESPONSIVE

August 23, 2012, Corr ALJ regarding incomplete clarification of record
Also, UNRESPONSIVE

September 14, 2012, Corr to GC~ UNACNOWLEOGED

M,

N.

O.

P.
Q.

Administration :

2 Motions to dismiss with Certificate of Service dated

September 14, 2012 | |

October 1, 2012 Clocked-in Notice of Appeal & Certificate of Service
‘to the South Carolina Court of Appeals

September 14, 2012, Corr to Court Administration

Pet.'s favorable Court Ordered Ruling(s]

CIVIL JUOGMENT

Note: The above Alphabetical Attachments ¢ 0, E, F, L, M, N& O
are belived Respondent's Stipulated tangible "Record."

September 14, 2012, Corr to ALC r—acknowledged- only -through-the-Gourt———————



Bt - SR

Me. Therl T AyLop-
A“in&&ld U\O.ro.c:{'ey- H’OVG;rjs ur\tt

Po. Box JisT A A
Faickax,s.c. 29327 _____v&\'_@\
mew‘H\ CNO(I;“ Co.\,-:" o-F A‘;Pe_oqls
The Bonomable Temy Iitehon, Clerje

P.0.Box Il 629
Columbia, s.C. 29 2 1)

Re: Theerl T;‘U"’& ¥s. S¢oc s NG
Repellanr Case 1 do1a- 2131\

(:e/b\wu\r gt , 2013
Deowr- Me. K.i"fC»}\t;\SS:

Supr"«s‘u\?)].,) Jastweek T recawed ¢n, ORDER 5;3»«,«9. &“1 Dep»d“) Clerk Clar e
Allen dismissing theabove Appallant Case. I have no Power over SCOC /f"?’l"f‘:&

T am o fhar merey. With Honor ! o Peasonableapportnnity was avai lable
o comuctthe sudden eficrenc

Y reqacd oy Rospondent’s failue fo provide
o Notany Public. T mailed “+wo (3) Proe ¥ of Services .

Pisase unders tandthat during The month of Sgptembe- Q012 | now G dar
1ssue, Mai| Room SCDC Directo—, Ms, H»{z—lo,n Fr(,a,r‘\o\r\ PQX‘S‘).sTQr\‘\'\‘j f‘o.(:u_ +o
no‘"’m‘@g "“j 'Pr'eo*r 0 ‘Sef‘V)f«L) “baQO\V\S-L ot (JDOr\(T hﬂ-ﬂ—d 'i‘f‘::. T mailed l’(: wrﬁ\
™ Sfjr\oﬁm. Apa“h%'ﬂ qd&ed“A{—‘Qi&avi-}—q\C Service undarpesth Cotif eate
ot Service ond knd\x, fegnested Me, Freerman +o Pleqy. no{vn‘oe my G Se
Pr"oo-p of Service. Mms . Freeman |os‘f'se,|€ tontro Q

| and lbeqan moking theats
Yo have me [ocked up in Segredation. See ATTACHMENT A, S e

A duplicate of fthe Car‘f'f{:ECat"e of Sér‘\ht’—%‘ﬂxod’ T had no a!,d’i\oﬁ_}./
o C°"\;g ‘l M3, Freeman +o P‘lf‘\corm —+his BRsiC "“P”"’“’\TJA‘Q -Notvrime ™y
Pros¥ g'( Serviee

Ilh{:orm\\j kaV‘QS"Qd 'H\e S‘IGI\;";"LM\‘*‘ 1SSue w\;H\ S‘wf)u.mr: s'}‘q(:(l and
Sub Se?uﬂ—h‘r‘\‘-j wnhd'e'é\ﬂ\,'g H—anof‘o:#‘le CO u,:-“‘f' a,\(f_}l\o\\m\;\s "‘11 P]‘EH— ord .H\L _
ot Fhet- T Frelt o avtort do make 3'\ S i’k The 6riQinral 0b )
E’qg Signed by me ?(’“‘i or steed the Cor C\t}mﬁg:ces wo\rmnéer:( Q?C«’»P‘f':fcg ‘l‘;;%
P(‘o(,.ucl ’ ("\Y) ih‘\'ﬁr\v 0‘_0&5 h,o"'\' \M‘o\ve’H\ﬂ— CIV:{ Com‘ts of QoS("

. tay qujer:s b —
even SCDC whenThe maﬂ*’d"‘ Showld be fespon S;bI:S fdojVed- e bd’i&vecq

"'r}\'cﬁﬁs wres all r‘:\afw’r PLS?U'*"\S‘ )\W'lnS”H\‘;S‘ Case bo\l-H‘.lh 1S ve) n.
Since Than Ms. Freemon no 10’\6"—":‘? Q"‘P“’Q‘d@ Plerdale - The sthee l
asg‘:@m,& 4o The mail roem Fivst oﬁLlua”b becarme a lééal Y\o‘{'ag
December 33 ) DB . |
,‘wd'eol Na s ))ae.n noterinine on GCclsion, S@LATT.ALH"\ENT
%LAggliudaf)m\ }Y‘&‘?ﬁﬁ’gr‘oved es P(%":;?"\S QCC@SS}/D‘/M'b v a Notar 8. sz“ﬁ\‘b
.Id{llae.n‘ﬂtg ook all+the <floct 0%{\5 reasonable Qe-rson would +o 54{*;5%
Securing 4 'no'i’!rr‘b .

a&n



7 MQC}\M@V\'GJ
T HE SCUTH CARGLTNA  Court gF APPEALS

Ther L Taylor, A ppellant,

Vs,

SCDC; e‘f‘al

Appellate Cose . 2aa-213019 Rroiivg

MAY 1 ¢ 2013

/JL\Q Hol\_cra.b}ﬁ Canr l)i\{/\ MQ"M’)GWS sc Lo
‘ , DT 3% 40)
ALC "20(2ALcq0os0l & 20i2AL 0400502 woed

‘ AFFIDAVIT oF SERVICE

———

}. I am . ‘H\Q Pfo St’_ APP@HQML QQMQA ' beUﬁ. |
2. Rﬁgul‘ir Lommunication b\/ mai | exsts "l’\[\roﬁﬂjwou‘f dhe state
of Seuth Caroling and thet His 15 a proper Circunstme and  method
sf Service ’bquil, '
3. L hdw this Amf Served  Q Cop s Reconsderatun and | C/ar/'%/
&ocumen{’ I responsc +o DQF“JF‘( Claire Ql(er\'"s ORDER N ~\—}1¢ gbaxj“%
? Spec(ﬁ‘c case. on Aﬂmrﬂf—j ASham'Kq J(‘,l'm‘.')'b/\/ pc BoX 21787, Cd/&/h‘lﬁ() _

g.c. 292211787 by QPGS"WLi/g same in the inifed States marsl,
pesf’lse Pref)aid, | .

With Inegri ty,
. “" i’l“' . é/’r

-

: ﬂ@'\rf’_\ﬁ ‘f.“oA df\ this \l,gﬂ\_ é\a\{ S f_é_b_wmﬂ_\___/ Aer3
e LMMSSIen SXpifes ¢ ) D [2° A2
Netafy Public - \,Cc.m e



v ILQJ S
Aﬁacl\ma\fj ¥
—

SUMTER COUNTY CLERK OF COURT

JAMES C. CAMPBELL

Sumter County Courthouse ® 141 North Main Street m Sumter, South Carolina 29150

Clerk's Office
(803)436-2227
Fax (803)436-2223

Family Court
(803)436-2366
Fax (803)436-2396

Common Pleas
(803)436-2228
(803)436-2231

Jury Informarion

(803)436-2233

Fines & Restitution

(803)436-2230

General Sessions
(803)436-2264
(803)436-2265

March 18,2013

Dear Mr. Taylor,

We received a letter from you concerning a lawsuit. We never received
pleadings of ary type from you. We check in GGeneral Sessions and Common
Pleas to try and locate these filings. As of this date, they have not been located.
If we can help you further, let us know.

erely,
\g%’l\m@b\p

ar arper
Depu Clerk of Court
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- JAMES C. CAMPBELL )
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'TATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
_OUNTY OF RICHLAND CASE NO: 2007CP4002367

N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

Cherl Taylor Vs. Christopher Arrowood
laintiff ‘ Defendant
‘HECK ONE:

[CJ] JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdict

rendered.

E{ DECISION BY THE COURT. 'This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The .issues have been tried or heard
. and a decision rendered.

[0 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 12(b), SCRCP; [ Rule 41(a);
 SCRCP (Vol. Nonsui): [ Rule 43(K), SCRCP (Setiled); [J Other: S
[J ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): " [JRule 40G)SCRCP; ~ ~ [J Bankruptcy
O }giﬁding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award, I )
[] Other: T
[ IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [ See aitached order; | [ Statement ofJudgmegﬁ;’by;t;;}_ile Court:

| THE PLAISTIFE 'S Motiod B OSFAGLT WAS intoRaws . (2—>77)E/’L/huﬂﬁ€'5 /7187100 TO
REServE DocamaiNeD ANO EVIDENEE 15 GRS 5o Tvr THE PPARTINGT of ORRECINIS
Doc) IS DiRecrizo TV PRESRVE Al NOES, FILES, We.r/ LVIoases, SHANK, Aro AMyTo e ol
Lao T THE Disc) Puiwi iy Aensd Thidos ACaINSe DRe Plailriff o AMgDewe RAMTO T3 17
MRS To VE DENDAaNT. I, THE PLAINT I 15 RES(HNS1B L& FoR MAUiMs A Cory oF 7745

Wi SERV® Dated at Columbia, South Carolina, this [i nﬁday of  Mmecnt .2008.

| DhE Doc, wHich may Fig AN 0BIECroD - T
Ll O Pt

-0 Moned Contaenins s /s PITIER;

e Croew ofF Covrr (5 PtREen=> T PRESIDING JUDGE ‘

S1ew Tk S BPowA THRT 14452 SUBMITTEP By THS PLayNTirE AnD 5890 17710 My

This,judgment was gntared on the day of ‘ , 2008, and a copy mailed first class this

CQ day of OU\ . 2008, to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

Therl 00260961 Taylor ' * . Christopher 283202 Arrowood
Ther!l Taylor Christopher 283202 Arrowood
Therl 00260961 Taylor

TTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

S/BANMCATA A SCOTT

"RCP APP-24/FORM 4 Clerk of Court

)'ﬂﬁf MoNs ¥ . L W SUNCr ve RELIE= LS DawieD NS IR Y [50 THE CouRr 70 | Scuu
<.

) THE Moiion) TP /Ao THE Plawriccs T2 AMD 115 ComPmnr 79 Aucie A Cause o
Aeros Fave ASshucs AP BATe, LS. GRAMID. He Hos 3o Davs T Fug ano Saewvs MWE Amowo

Summses e LomPuariSe . _ , 4
) D mmenind T3 APPoss— k GUMRD A AO LTINS DWHD,
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Form 4
' STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE
' COUNTY OF RICHLAND CASE NO: 2007CP4002367
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Thgrl 00260961 Taylor Vs. Christopher Arrowood
Plaintiff ' | | Defendant
CHECK ONE: | RS2 =
; ) ? = o
{0 JURY VERDICT. This.action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have bee‘iﬂneti an&verdxcﬁ::‘-

rendered. o = W >
o S
) [Q/D‘ECISION BY THE COURT.  This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The 1ssues:J1am: been tried mF ard

and a decision rendered. 5:-) v :._’K Cj 8 I
] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON): [ Rule 12(b), SCRCP; (YRSt 41(@,‘ =
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit); [ Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); (O other: 2 -~
[[] ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 40(j) SCRCP; (] Bankruptcy:

[J Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award;
(] other:

[[] DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[] Affirmed; [] Reversed; [] Remanded; [] Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: ESee attached order; méltement of Judgment by the Court:
@(uﬂjﬂ fs Motiontor Defaull \\U\c\ﬁmﬁ is Granted
Dated at Columb1a South Carolina, this g dayof duf\b Um
" PRESIDING JU%("E '
This juﬂ%ment was engered on the day of ' ,2010, and a copy mailed first class this
- JE6 Fldayof _Jegne ,2010, to attorneys of record or to partles (when appearing pro se) as follows:
Therl 00260961 Taylor - Christopher 283202 Arrowood
Therl Taylor Christopher 283202 Arrowood
Therl 00260961 Taylor

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)

SiCRCP APP-24/FORM 4



y Yse,
Mr. TherL Taylor, Legal Assistant o L ) men

E(I‘, I’iA' #258 ) ° r ﬁ ,
4848 Goldmine Hwy. _ X Iblf '
Kershaw, S.C. 29067 -

| THE SUPREME COURT OF SOUTH CAROLIN S
DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE, CLERK OF oo BCETY 2D
post Office Box 11330

Columbia, South Carolina 29211 DEC 18 7201
RE: Therl Taylor vs, SCDC '
Case #2011-200-387 8.C. SUPREME COURT

2011-AC-40-0000G
December 12,2011
Dear Court: :

I received the High Courts December 1st Order reguarding the above
referenced case. Thank you.

- In squar truth, please understand that [plrior to the South Carolina Court
" of Appeals (SCCA) October 25th 2011 dismissal. Petitioner submitted and served
his Motion to proceed INFORMA PAUPERS and AFFIDAVIT. In fact, Petitioner's
Certificate of Service and said Motion was dated, notorized and mailed on
October 17, 2011. However, Respondents and their employees refuse to provide

petitioner's Photocopies despite his ability to pay for such.

petitioner has one Notorized copy on hand.

petitioner believes the Supreme Court has admonished Respondents,
specifically respecting the totally deprival of copies. This inaction is
prejudicial toward this greatly disadVantage Petitioner, :

Importantly, certain Mail Room Staff continue to further hinder and deprive
petitioner timely, and fully in utilizing a notary, pay neccessary postage,
and perform other essential duties specifically regarding prtitioner's buss-
iness legal matters. This adverse omission & action is also prejudicial.

, perhaps the Court would contact Kershaw Institutional Administrative staff,
‘. Classification or current responsible alleged Law Librbrian and Photocopier,
- Ricky Gist 1. ‘ : .

purthermore, to date the SCCA remains not to rule upon the Motion in
question, nor have Respondent acknowledged or otherwise responded by any
fashion whatsoever. _ .

In light of the aforementioned unusual circumstances, Petitioner respect-
fully request, in all fairness, notify all interested parties hereof.

Enciosed is a pre-paid SESE. Please return a clocked in copy of this formal
document as well as the immediate prior documents for Certiorari & Certificate
of Service ‘

Petitioner further sayest not!

» Very truly,
cc: Family
File

— —  tibion, , - -
;Foot Note 1: To Prtitioner's knowledge and upon information and belief,

after about a year of ifiproper actioh & omi&sion; Mrs Gist
is currently relocating jobs.




The Supreme Court nf South Carolina

POST OFFICE BOX 11330
DANIELLEE); gyESE?USE COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211

BRENDA F. SHEALY (803) 734-1080
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK FAX (803) 734-1499

December 13, 2011

.- Mr. Therl Taylor
"",.:_"Kershaw Correctional Institution, HA #258
" 4848 Goldmine Hwy

- Kershaw, SC 29067

Re: Taylor, Therl v. SCDC
Dear Mr. Taylor:

--This responds to your letter dated December 12, 2011. Please be advised that the

~South Carolina Court of Appeals sent the remittitur regarding the above appeal on

- December 13, 2011. The sending of the remittitur ended appellate jurisdiction

" over this case. Wise v. South Carolina Dept. of Corrections, 372 S.C. 173, 642

- S.E.2d 551 (2007) (discussing the effect of the sending of the remittitur and the
limited circumstances when a remittitur may be recalled).

;_.-"I am forwarding a copy of your letter to the Court of Appeals so that they will be
" aware of your concern that no action was taken on your motion to proceed in forma
: pauperis.

Very truly yours,

CLERK

"‘_‘.t.fcc: Christopher D. Florian, Esquire

The Honorable Jana E. Shealy -
The Honorable Tanya Gee




Ex l‘\Dl ﬂa‘v}—\

The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Therl Taylor, | Petitioner,

SCDC, | | Respondent.

ORDER

On October 25,-201 1, the South Carolina Court of Appeals
dismissed this appeal for failing to pay the filing fee required by Rule 203,
SCACR. In response, petitioner filed a motion to proceed wifhout paying the
filing fee.. Apparently, no ruling has been made on that motion by the Court
of Appeals.
Petitioner has now filed a document requesting a writ of cert;orari
" to review this matter. This request is denied since this Court will only -review
G a final decision of the Court of Appeals, and the Court of Appeals has not
iésued a ﬁnal decision in this matter. Rule 242(a), SCACR (a final decision

of the Court of Appeals méy be reviewed) and Rule 242(c), SCACR ("A

- decision of the Court of Appeals is not final for the purpose of review by the

n,



g;}ffl«_Siipreme Court until the petition for rehearing or reinstatement has been acted

“on by the Court of Appeals.").

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Q FOR THE COURT

‘i‘r‘Columbia, South Carolina
December 1, 2011

cc M. Therl Taylcr

PR Christopher D. Florian, Esquire
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I, TherL Taylor Heremaft' . hereb aver ‘the. followmg stat;.e- "
ments Of fact in rbsponse’ Mall Room Attendant Cathrme Amason,s (bAS
malicious arbitrary and mlslead.mg accusations regardlng efforts to cause

ffiant We sever harm by alleging and conspiring to ‘convict of Institutional m—
fraction of 806.

1) Affiant is not guilty of offense 806. On several .ocdsions Affiant has
reviewed the South Carolina Department of Correctiens (SCDC) video & been
trained respecting the standard and principles expected by an incarce-:. . )
rated: individual assisting others. Affiant has and’always will, stnctly
adhere to SCDC policy and procedure, and follow. supermrs/superv:.sor
dlrectlves.
2y Afflant has campleted advanced Legal Tra:.mng through Blackstone Paralegal
School and other Learning Institutions, Afflant achieved a Certificate and
is currently enrolled in BEmmaus Blble 'Gollege working. toward earning a Degree.
It is affiant's passion to. help those thathelp, themselves, :Affiant .
never takes. _up anothers legal cause ,or: pomtion. Affiant -encourages and pomts
to relevant .legal matenal so the person mayybetter understand [t}heir legal
isste(s).
Affiant anly Maids and assist" others fran a Legal Ass15tant trained &
expenenced Law Librarian Clerk & volunteer position .
. When no attorney is avallable, Aff:.ant opens the Blacks Law Legal
4 chtlonary so the person understagc;s,what the term Pro Se means, Afflant

i

is very careful to make sure each person represents [thelr -self]. Afflant
always makes clear that he is not an attorney and can not:; ‘represent the person
in dny Court unless approved.by an Order. Affiant clarifies:and repeats that
he can only aid:and assist. Affiant directs:individuals to pertinent SCDC
Policy#™& Procedure and promotes accountability, common sefiSe and reason..

On most ocasions the person can not afford an attorney, is: uneducated
1lllteratg or does not speak or understand the .english langauge.: . :
3) Affiant always immediately makes clear torxindividuals to contact an att-
orney. Affiant directs persons to legal books: ithat relate or is connected
in some fashion with [t]lheir legal, issue. Afiant. intentionally- limits him-
self not to get emersed .in anybodys- own legal-matters.: ...

Affiant never approaches individuals. They always approach Afflant by
referral by inmate and staff.

Affiant is not always to provide ass:.stance or time to every person
Affiant refers the inmate. to appropriate staff for Disposition.
4) Most recently namely Law.Librarian Ricky Gist,. an SCDC employee pro-
vided a private room with a bi-lingual english/spanish speaking indi-
vidual to aid and assist the referred person to help himself.

5) In circumstances where an individual [a]dmits or infers gmlt ‘of serious
offenses or criminal activity, Affiant as a duty to report such 1nformat10n

to the proper trustworthy authorities.

5.1) Affiant is proactive in exercising to protect SCDC interest., Affiant
must also protect his best interest. When Affiant is in doubt, such inform=
ation is channeled to certain SCDC Staff, and once said information is relayed
Affiant 1s done with that particular event unless further assistance is needed

8? RP?C &rWEMYR%?eE&EESEﬂéeEmuee (IRC). Approximately
two (2) weeks prior to this Affidavit being .affirmed, Amason was summoned
to the Warden's monthly Meeting by the IRC:Chairman Richard Moss. Amoung
inmate representatives were about ten (10) of us, including Affiant. Over
five (5) Administrative Staff were also present N

Amason was questioned about numerocus complaints received by prisoners
of impropriety by Amason, and other primarily Mail Room Staff,
Substantial evidence exist CA is retaliating agminst and have made personal -
target attacks against Affiant. See Supporting Exhibits a,B,C,C.1,C.2,D,D.1.
Furthermore, because Affiant expressmg himself professmnally and ex-

ercises [his] legal rights is injured & ied by CA.
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7) CA has also been observed on sev
hefcamposure, act 1rrat1c, irrational,

Upon mformatlon and belief by Staff and’ Sy, | .
itidue, consistently unproféessional and’ demonstrates "Bad behavmr & mlsoonduct‘
8) Affiant has good reason to believe that CA and "John/Jane Doe" has o o
repeatedly opened Affiant's incoming and .out going confidential legal mail £
CA has made improper and untrue remarks about Affiant and. the person
Affiant knows as his.'dad". .- g i
Upon infaormation-and belJ.ef afflant was 1nformed that.ca unlawfully opens i
other individuals outgoing .and:incomin legal matenal » bRy

9) Fx darification, Affiant avers the scheduling ' EXFLGOL
in ofkﬁsAfﬁchvitmDeﬁesexe;azchng Araan retaliatary, Lo less
mmm’lmﬁ L (E><&))A,12/2/11 letter:toIESXDZé
S‘eng 12/12/11, letter tO'S. '
1 5/11 C.2, 1 13% 3‘.&, EXe: D,C1 ‘h‘l -1==1,'lette: émngfxt @

D.1, mierfmnax: E(. E 2/14/11%'
10)%3’1 - Hr R Fecinde B e hang dehvered rivate confidt
ential legal mail to ma11 room attendant, Michelle Michelleé -("'MM") unopenec&
as insisted. The envelope was not sealed. Affiant requested MM to "please X
secure the item." MM agreed. MM questmned the other "‘t'fné‘(Z) sealed envel peﬁ

*01Z62 36 ‘emureD ‘paTd e

IS 151 O3 poTTey sehed awes A soe wsaw Aq peonsad | sebad,, A pansTreq ST I (€°€L

<&

previously issued legal envelopes Sée Exhibit Ay'ifor dupllcate" of IRS address

The following statement was also on the out?oing legal envelopes 5
(as cammon done“by Affiant on all Legal: Mail): Prlonty confidential Tegal
Mail. Please deliver pramplty and do not open. I have“took every effort to
secure this item, as required by SCDC regulations and'the Law." - = .

~Affiant .advised MM isfishe had issue with the IRS ehvélopes to: please open'
now, call a superv130r or have  contraband ‘get’ irivolved:' MM placéd ‘the items: %%

*JTAEpTV stowaxd e ST ‘T JImpd (2°6L
*uTeggV Jurebe Ja0dsy A ST ‘H I (LUl

out of Affiant's sight. No:.mention about the: now: questlonable brown' envelope
until two.{2) weeks aft Before:walking~away/
with MM, thanked her. & .re “to Prison Induses

Obviously CA read.the contents andiwas off
mail room employees'. And other recent! legal:
retaliated and. consplred to cause Affiant more m]ury- -

MM asked for affiant's identification card to'deduct for postage. Aff]. S.
observed MM look in, pull outpapers,~weigh-(now*questionable-item)- then
activate ID immediately withdrawing ‘roughly- $3. 00 total ‘postage. : '
11) Affiant was first notified of the alleged December: Gth accusations throu
2nd shift @ 10:15PM. Prior to pick’ up the follow1ng mornmg, Affiant submitté
one (1) Request To.Staff (RTS) created and dated Deoenber 13th. The remainin
RTS were all dated December 14th. to the Hearing Offlcer, 'Counsel Substitute,
& the Recorder requesting witnesses and specific request in preparation of
the arbitrary allegations. Additionally, a Dec. 14; P 'RTS' to Law lerarlan,
Mr. Adams for Photcopies and urgent Law Library Time.
12) Subsequently, Affiant received a formal legal. response & Order fram the
S.C. Supreme Court dated Dec. 1st, 2011, on Dec. 5th. This material was re--
lated to unlawful mail room actions & omissions. CA cbviously opened and
read this dcoument also. See Exhibit

Interestingly, opposing counsel listed on EXhlblt C.2,D & D.1 was also
depicted. as the same attorney, christopher Florlan referenced within the
;‘allegatlons by CA.

Tbm'smaiﬁaﬁmmﬁmmbmaﬁbehef Mﬁmmm

retaliates, aonspires, inter agpinst Affiant, :
, tod<arﬂtalm1sxe’mﬁ1$na11:.m quﬂﬂarly}cmxgm

o ’ 121)Atmd'HiE}&nb1tB mahlsumml o
S to the S r, g wsem%gftpeﬂngmwlhtﬂgalmg

12.3)Attad1aiE>dnb1tC,1saDecatba:12ﬁ1 20m, fomalcbcmsntaiiresed
to the Suprame Court, referencing Amasn's S inspoooriatensss
13)EdnkntG,1sacase]avmstrxyofamﬁ)erpe:annaﬂe§toAfﬁat.ﬂ

Affirmed and subscribed to this /S day of Plesd, 2011
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flant made eye oontact
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)
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)
Vs, )
) AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
)
S(DC/Emp’ojeef ) RECEHVE{@
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SC Court of Appaals

I, The(‘[, TQ}&IDR Pre Se, do hereby affirm that /v\j APF)'davf‘f'
and Petihion for d\earmﬂ 'n the above Cpr/oneJ cgse

was directly into the hands of prison official within the
Institutional Mail Room, class postage duly affixed and a return
address clearly depicted on the enevlope, for deposit in the
United States Mail, addressed to the following person(s):
| o [ o @
) The Caurt of Popeals 2) The Court—Adouaistoghin
Claire  Allen ,DQPufy {205 Pmdlﬁ+on.5+./ Suite 22¢
Po Box 11629 Colum‘mc} S.C. 2920/

Columbiy s.C .
o 4, Y ¥ & \Bad@} %m}*

| s
3) General Counsel | §+*~ W @W
‘(N’

Shan KU\ ) ohn SO, th"‘fj
Po Box 21787
Columbia, Sc 29 22/

Affirm to and subscribed before—me

on this 9 day of Ma{ , 2013 M /Mb g/m"
\;ma‘mm A/\LM‘Q rM 7
Notary Public for South Carolina

My Commission Expries:




