From: Staley, Denesha

To: "bigelow.christina@doc.sc.gov"

Cc: "christijune44@hotmail.com"

Subject: Angelo Ham, #315014 v. SCDC 2025-000018
Date: Thursday, April 3, 2025 12:03:00 PM
Attachments: DS Ham v. SCDC- Letter 04.03.pdf

Non-Dispositional Decision - Order Granting Motion - Proceed In Forma Pauperis or Waive Costs (7).pdf

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 only. 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 POST OFFICE BOX 11629
CLERK COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29211
1220 SENATE STREET
CATHERINE S. HARRISON COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1890

FAX: (803) 734-1839
www.sccourts.org

April 03, 2025

Angelo Ham, 315014

Perry Correctional Institution
430 Oaklawn Road

Pelzer SC 29669

Re: Angelo Ham, #315014 v. SCDC
Appellate Case No. 2025-000018

Dear Mr. Ham:

Pursuant to the Court’s order filed April 3, 2025, the initial brief of appellant and
designation of matter are due to be served and filed by May 5, 2025 or this appeal
will be dismissed.

Very truly yours,
CLERK

cc:  Christina Catoe Bigelow, Esquire



Catherine






The South Carolina Court of Appeals

Angelo Ham, #315014, Appellant,
V.
South Carolina Department of Corrections, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2025-000018

ORDER

On January 3, 2025, Appellant filed a notice of appeal seeking review of a decision
by an administrative law judge and subsequently, on February 19, 2025, filed a
motion to proceed in forma pauperis. The administrative law judge's order
indicates Appellant's appeal "is based on his assertion that his property was not
transferred with him due to the improper conduct of an SCDC employee."

Because it appears Appellant's issue implicates a state-created liberty or property
interest, we grant the motion to proceed in_forma pauperis. See Ex Parte Martin,
321 S.C. 533, 535, 471 S.E.2d 134, 134-35 (1995) ("Motions to proceed in forma
pauperis may be granted only when authorized by statute or required by
constitutional provisions.").
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