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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

   
 

Appeal from Calhoun County 
Honorable Maite Murphy, Circuit Court Judge 

Appellate Case No. 2024-002077 
   

 
 THE STATE,  
 
          Respondent, 
 

vs. 
 

 SHANEEKA STROMAN, 
 
          Appellant. 

   
 

MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL 
   

 
 Respondent (“the State”), through its undersigned counsel, would respectfully show unto 

the Court as follows:   

I. 

In February of 2024, Appellant Shaneeka Stroman was arrested by the Calhoun County 

Sheriff’s Office for one count of malicious injury to or trespass upon real property and one count 

of second-degree harassment.1  At present, those two charges remain pending in the Calhoun 

County Magistrate Court, and Stroman has not yet been tried for, convicted of, or sentenced for 

either of the two charged offenses.2  Records for Shaneeka Monet Stroman, Calhoun County 

First Judicial Circuit Public Index, https://publicindex.sccourts.org/calhoun/publicindex.   

 
1 Copies of the arrest warrants have been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “A.”   
 
2 A copy of the magistrate judge’s return, which confirms the current status of Stroman’s 
criminal charges, has been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “B.”   
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II. 

Prior to Stroman’s trial on her Calhoun County charges, Stroman submitted a pro se 

motion seeking the dismissal of the criminal case against her.  Through a written order issued on 

July 26, 2024, the magistrate judge denied Stroman’s pre-trial dismissal motion.3  Following the 

issuance of that order, Stroman filed a notice of appeal with both the Court of Appeals and the 

Calhoun County Court of Common Pleas attempting to appeal the magistrate judge’s denial of 

her dismissal motion.  On December 2, 2024, the Honorable Maite Murphy, circuit court judge, 

issued an order dismissing Stroman’s appeal without prejudice as an improper interlocutory 

appeal and remanding the matter to the Calhoun County Magistrate Court for trial.4  Four days 

later, Stroman filed a notice of appeal with this Court as part of an apparent attempt to appeal 

Judge Murphy’s order.  At present, that appeal is currently pending before this Court.  Appellate 

Records for State v. Shaneeka Stroman, South Carolina Appellate Court Public Index, 

https://ctrack.sccourts.org/public/caseView.do?csIID=82135.   

III. 

In South Carolina, the right to appeal is conferred by Section 14-3-330 of the South 

Carolina Code of Laws.  State v. Miller, 289 S.C. 426, 426, 346 S.E.2d 705, 705 (1986).  

Ordinarily, an appeal may only be pursued after a party has obtained a final judgment or has 

otherwise satisfied the terms of Section 14-3-330.  State v. Wilson, 387 S.C. 597, 599, 693 

S.E.2d 923, 924 (2010); see Hagood v. Sommerville, 362 S.C. 191, 194, 607 S.E.2d 707, 708 

(2005) (“An appeal ordinarily may be pursued only after a party has obtained a final 

 
3 A complete copy of the magistrate judge’s supplemental return has been included with the 
State’s motion as Attachment “C.”  Notably, with that supplemental return, the magistrate judge 
included copies of Stroman’s pre-trial motion to dismiss and his order denying that motion.   
 
4 A copy of Judge Murphy’s order has been included with the State’s motion as Attachment “D.”   
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judgment.”); Miller, 289 S.C. at 427, 346 S.E.2d at 706 (“In order to exercise his statutory right 

to appeal, a defendant must come within the terms of the applicable statute.”).  In criminal cases, 

judgment for a criminal defendant is not final until a sentence is imposed.  State v. Robinson, 

287 S.C. 173, 174, 337 S.E.2d 204, 204 (1985); see Berman v. United States, 302 U.S. 211, 212 

(1937) (“Final judgment in a criminal case means sentence.  The sentence is the judgment.”); 

State v. Looper, 421 S.C. 384, 390, 807 S.E.2d 203, 206 (2017) (“[I]n the criminal context, a 

judgment is final when sentence is imposed.”).  Thus, a criminal defendant may not appeal until 

after a sentence has been imposed.  Parsons v. State, 289 S.C. 542, 542, 347 S.E.2d 504, 504 

(1986); see State v. Timmons, 68 S.C. 258, 259, 47 S.E. 140, 141 (1904) (“[A] defendant in a 

criminal case cannot appeal except from the final sentence imposed by the Court.”); see also S.C. 

Code Ann. § 18-3-30 (“The appellant, within ten days after sentence, shall file notice of appeal 

with the clerk of circuit court and shall serve notice of appeal upon the magistrate who tried the 

case and upon the designated agent for the prosecuting agency or attorney who prosecuted the 

charge, stating the grounds upon which the appeal is founded.” (emphasis added)).   

III. 

In the case sub judice, Stroman appears to be attempting to appeal an order dismissing—

correctly—her earlier interlocutory appeal to the Calhoun County Court of Common Pleas as an 

improper interlocutory appeal.  However, just as Judge Murphy aptly recognized in dismissing 

Stroman’s first interlocutory appeal in this matter, Stroman’s case had not and has not yet gone 

to trial, and Stroman had not and has not yet been convicted of or sentenced for the criminal 

charges to which her current appeal relates.  See Wilson, 387 S.C. at 603, 693 S.E.2d at 926 

(recognizing the general rule is a criminal defendant cannot appeal until he has been convicted 

and sentenced).  Significantly, as our courts have historically and consistently recognized time 
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and time again, a criminal defendant in South Carolina cannot properly appeal from a pre-trial 

order denying a motion to dismiss a case unless and until the person is convicted and sentenced.  

Cf. State v. Isaac, 405 S.C. 177, 184, 747 S.E.2d 677, 680 (2013) (explaining the denial of a 

request for immunity from prosecution is analogous to the denial of a motion to dismiss based on 

a purported double jeopardy violation, which is not immediately appealable); Miller, 289 S.C. at 

427, 346 S.E.2d at 706 (“[A]n order denying a double jeopardy claim is not immediately 

appealable.”); State v. Parker, 267 S.C. 317, 323, 227 S.E.2d 677, 679 (1976) (“A motion to 

quash an indictment is appealable only from a final judgment in the court below.”); State v. 

Wyatt, 115 S.C. 325, 325-326, 105 S.E. 704, 704 (1921) (finding a challenge to a double 

jeopardy ruling was not immediately appealable because no final judgment had been obtained).  

As a result, Stroman’s appeal is—just as Judge Murphy correctly recognized—an improper 

interlocutory one from an order that is not immediately appealable, and, therefore, it must be 

dismissed and Stroman’s case should be immediately remanded to the Calhoun County 

Magistrate Court for trial.5  See State v. Hubbard, 277 S.C. 568, 569, 290 S.E.2d 817, 817 (1982) 

(“No final judgment has occurred in this case and the order appealed from is interlocutory.  

Therefore, we dismiss the appeal and remand the case for trial.” (citation omitted)); see also 

State v. Burbage, 51 S.C. 284, 287, 28 S.E. 937, 938 (1898) (“To allow appeals to be heard from 

such preliminary rulings would enable a party charged with the most serious crime always to 

secure a continuance, when not otherwise entitled to it, by simply moving to quash the 

 
5 Notably, the fact Stroman’s current appeal must be dismissed as an improper interlocutory one 
does not mean Stroman will not be able to later appeal the magistrate judge’s order denying her 
pre-trial motion seeking dismissal if she is ultimately tried for, convicted of, and sentenced for 
her Calhoun County criminal charges.  Cf. Looper, 421 S.C. at 391 n. 4, 807 S.E.2d at 206 n. 4 
(“If Petitioner is convicted and sentenced in the magistrate’s court, he may then challenge on 
appeal the circuit court’s reversal of the magistrate’s order suppressing evidence and dismissing 
the charge.”).   
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indictment, and, when his motion is overruled, give notice of appeal from such ruling, and 

thereby stop the trial, as was the case in the present instance.  Both reason and authority require 

us to hold that this appeal is premature, and must therefore be dismissed.”); cf. Looper, 421 S.C. 

at 390, 807 S.E.2d at 206 (“As Petitioner has not been convicted and sentenced, there has been 

no final judgment, and as no exception to the requirement of a final judgment is applicable under 

the facts of this case, Petitioner’s appeal is premature and must be dismissed.”); Isaac, 405 S.C. 

at 187, 747 S.E.2d at 682 (“[B]ecause the denial of a defendant’s request for immunity under the 

[South Carolina Protection of Persons and Property] Act is an interlocutory order not subject to 

immediate appeal, this appeal is dismissed and the matter is remanded for trial.”).   

WHEREFORE, Respondent prays this Court will dismiss Appellant’s appeal as an 

improper interlocutory appeal from an order that is not immediately appealable; remand the case 

to the magistrate court for trial; hold this appeal in abeyance pending a ruling on Respondent’s 

motion; and grant such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.   

Respectfully submitted, 

ALAN WILSON 
Attorney General 
 
MARK R. FARTHING 
Senior Assistant Deputy Attorney General 
 
 
  
By:      
         Mark R. Farthing 
         S.C. Bar Number 76901 
 

March 3, 2025
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  

COUNTY OF       

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 

 

      

  

      

PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 

 

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 

 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury.  The issues 

have been tried and a verdict rendered. 
 

 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.  
 

 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):  Rule 12(b), SCRCP;  Rule 41(a), 

SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);  Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); 

 Other       
 

 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  Rule 40(j), SCRCP;  Bankruptcy; 

 Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 

      arbitration award;  

   Other       
 

  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 

 

  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:  See attached order (formal order to follow)  Statement of Judgment 

by the Court:  

 

ORDER INFORMATION 

This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  

  

For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 

 

This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a 

copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on                         . 

 

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 

11/25/2024

2024CP0900151
Calhoun

Shaneeka Stroman State of South Carolina

This matter came before the court on Appeal from the Magistrate Court. The Court finds that
this appeal is interlocutory and this matter is respectfully dismissed without prejudice and is 
remanded to the Magistrate Court for trial.
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Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note:  The date of Entry of Judgment is the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's 

entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to 

parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
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Calhoun Common Pleas

Case Caption: Shaneeka  Stroman VS   State of South Carolina

Case Number: 2024CP0900151

Type: Order/Electronic Form 4

So Ordered

s/ Maite Murphy 2166

Electronically signed on 2024-12-02 09:56:19     page 3 of 3
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