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Good morning,
 
Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals.  Any parties not included in
this email will receive the attached correspondence via US Mail.
 
Please do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to ctappfilings@sccourts.org.
 
 
 
 

Christina Sineath
Senior Appeals Specialist
South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street
Columbia, SC 29201
Filings: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Phone: (803) 734-1890
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The South Carolina Court of Appeals  


In the Matter of the Care and Treatment of Tyrell 


Jermaine Neely, Appellant. 


 


Appellate Case No. 2025-001916 


 


 
 


ORDER 


 
 


On November 5, 2025, Respondent moved to dismiss the appeal, arguing the 


orders on appeal—an order granting the State's motion to compel cooperation and 


an order denying Appellant's motion to reconsider—are interlocutory and not 


immediately appealable.  Appellant filed a return, arguing the order is the 


functional equivalent of a finding of contempt and sanctions.  Respondent filed a 


reply.  After careful consideration, we deny the motion to dismiss.  However, this 


order merely allows the appeal to proceed at this time and does not finally 


determine whether the underlying orders are subject to immediate review.  Nothing 


prevents Respondent from raising the question of appealability as an issue in its 


appellate brief if desired. 


 


On September 18, 2025, Appellant filed three motions: a motion to proceed in 


forma pauperis, a motion to file the record on appeal, final brief, final reply brief 


and other documents without bindings and covers and with fewer copies, and 


Kindle Kay Johnson's motion to be relieved and substitute counsel.  On November 


7, 2025, David Alexander and Gary Howard Johnson, II indicated they had been 


reassigned as counsel for Appellant. After careful consideration, we grant 


Appellant's motion to proceed in forma pauperis and to file the record on appeal, 


final brief, final reply brief and other documents without bindings and covers and 


with fewer copies.  Additionally, the motion to substitute David Alexander and 


Gary Howard Johnson, II as counsel for Appellant is granted.  Kindle Kay Johnson 


is relieved as counsel for Appellant. 
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 FOR THE COURT 


Nov 26 2025







 


 


Columbia, South Carolina 


 


cc: 


Kindle Kay Johnson, Esquire 


Wanda H. Carter, Esquire 


Christopher Runyan, Esquire 


Alan McCrory Wilson, Esquire 


Joseph Frank Corrao, Esquire 


David Alexander, Esquire 


Gary Howard Johnson, II, Esquire 


Don A. Thompson, Esquire 






