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Good afternoon,
 
 
Attached please find correspondence from the South Carolina Court of Appeals.
 
PLEASE DO NOT RESPOND TO THIS EMAIL.
 
Send all correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org. Any parties not included in this email
will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.
 
 
 
Denesha M. Staley
Sr. Appeals Specialist
SC Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street
Columbia, SC 29201
(803)-734-1079
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals 


JENNY ABBOTT KITCHINGS 
CLERK 


CATHERINE S. HARRISON 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK 


 
POST OFFICE BOX 11629 


COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA  29211 


1220 SENATE STREET 
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201 


TELEPHONE:  (803) 734-1890 
FAX:  (803) 734-1839 


www.sccourts.org 


April 5, 2024 


The Honorable Jana E. Shealy 


Edgar A. Brown Building 


1205 Pendleton Street 


Suite 224 


Columbia SC 29201 


 


REMITTITUR 


 


Re: William Cathcart, #249565 v. SCDC 


Lower Court Case No. 2022ALJ040113AP 


Appellate Case No. 2022-001331 


 


Dear Clerk of Court: 


 


The above referenced matter is hereby remitted to the lower court or tribunal. A 


copy of the judgment of this Court is enclosed. 


 


 


 


Very truly yours, 


 


 


 


 


CLERK 


 


 



Catherine
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Enclosure 


 


cc: William A. Cathcart, 00249565 


Joseph R Shakibanasab, Esquire 


The Honorable Ralph King Anderson, III 
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William A. Cathcart, 00249565 


MacDougall Correctional Institution 


1516 Old Gilliard Road 


Ridgeville SC 29472 


 


Mr. Joseph R Shakibanasab, Esquire 


4444 Broad River Road 


PO Box 21787 


Columbia SC 29221 


 


Re: William Cathcart, #249565 v. SCDC 


Appellate Case No.  2022-001331 


 


Dear Counsel and Mr. Cathcart: 


 


Enclosed is the decision of the Court. The remittitur will be sent as provided by 


Rule 221(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules. 


 


 


Very truly yours, 


 


 


 


 


CLERK 


 


 



Jenny Kitchings








THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE. IT SHOULD NOT BE 
CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING 


EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR.


THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Court of Appeals


William Cathcart, Appellant,


v.


South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.


Appellate Case No. 2022-001331


Appeal From The Administrative Law Court
Ralph King Anderson, III, Administrative Law Judge 


Unpublished Opinion No. 2024-UP-081
Submitted March 12, 2024 – Filed March 20, 2024


AFFIRMED


William Cathcart, pro se.


Joseph R Shakibanasab, of Columbia, for Respondent.


PER CURIAM:  William Cathcart appeals an order from the Administrative Law 
Court (ALC) affirming the decision of the South Carolina Department of 
Corrections (the Department), finding Cathcart failed to show the Department had 
improperly calculated his sentence.  On appeal, Cathcart argues the plea court 
sentenced him to serve 85% of a thirty-year sentence on his murder charge; thus,
the Department improperly calculated his sentence as day-for-day.  We affirm 
pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR.







We hold the ALC did not err by affirming the decision of the Department because 
Cathcart failed to support his allegation with evidence that this court could 
consider.1  The sentencing sheets provide Cathcart was sentenced to thirty years' 
imprisonment, and the applicable law at the time of Cathcart's sentencing required 
he serve his sentence day-for-day.  See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-610(B) (Supp. 
2023) (setting forth the standard of review for this court when sitting in review of a 
decision by the ALC); id. ("The court of appeals may affirm the decision or 
remand the case for further proceedings; or, it may reverse or modify the decision 
if the substantive rights of the petitioner have been prejudiced because the finding, 
conclusion, or decision is: (a) in violation of constitutional or statutory provisions;
(b) in excess of the statutory authority of the agency; (c) made upon unlawful 
procedure; (d) affected by other error of law; (e) clearly erroneous in view of the 
reliable, probative, and substantial evidence on the whole record; or (f) arbitrary or 
capricious or characterized by abuse of discretion or clearly unwarranted exercise 
of discretion."); Sanders v. S.C. Dep't of Corr., 379 S.C. 411, 417, 665 S.E.2d 231, 
234 (Ct. App. 2008) ("In an appeal of the final decision of an administrative 
agency, the standard of appellate review is whether the AL[C]'s findings are 
supported by substantial evidence."); S.C. Code Ann. § 16-3-20(A) (Supp. 1997) 
("A person who is convicted of or pleads guilty to murder must be punished by 
death, by imprisonment for life, or by a mandatory minimum term of imprisonment 
for thirty years . . . .  No person sentenced to a mandatory minimum term of 
imprisonment for thirty years pursuant to this section is eligible for parole or any 
early release program, nor is the person eligible to receive any work credits, 
education credits, good conduct credits, or any other credits that would reduce the 
mandatory minimum term of imprisonment for thirty years required by this 
section.").


AFFIRMED.2


GEATHERS, HEWITT, and VINSON, JJ., concur.


                                      
1 Although Cathcart designated the transcript from the plea hearing in which his 
sentence was imposed and included a portion of that transcript in his first record on 
appeal, this court struck Cathcart's designation of matter and ordered him to file an
amended record on appeal because that transcript was not part of the record before 
the ALC.
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.






