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Good morning,
 
 
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
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 


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 


February 24, 2026 


The Honorable Jana E. Shealy 


Edgar A. Brown Building 


1205 Pendleton Street 


Suite 224 


Columbia SC 29201 


REMITTITUR 


Re: Thomas Thompson, #80681 v. SCDPPPS 


Lower Court Case No. 2024ALJ150023AP 


Appellate Case No. 2024-002022 


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 



Jasmine D. Smith
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Enclosure 


 


cc: Thomas Thompson, 80681 


Matthew C. Buchanan, Esquire 


The Honorable Robert Lawrence Reibold 
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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 
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February 4, 2026 


Thomas Thompson, 80681 


Tyger River Correctional Institution 


Upper Yard 


200 Prison Road 


Enoree SC 29335-9308 


Mr. Matthew C. Buchanan, Esquire 


PO Box 207 


Columbia SC 29202 


Re: Thomas Thompson, #80681 v. SCDPPPS 


Appellate Case No.  2024-002022 


Dear Counsel and Mr. Thompson:


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 


cc: The Honorable Robert Lawrence Reibold 



Jasmine D. Smith








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


Thomas Thompson, #80681, Appellant,


v.


South Carolina Department of Probation, Parole, and 
Pardon Services, Respondent.


Appellate Case No. 2024-002022


Appeal From The Administrative Law Court
Robert Lawrence Reibold, Administrative Law Judge 


Unpublished Opinion No. 2026-UP-046
Submitted January 29, 2026 – Filed February 4, 2026


AFFIRMED


Thomas Thompson, pro se.


General Counsel Matthew C. Buchanan, of the South 
Carolina Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon 
Services, of Columbia, for Respondent.


PER CURIAM:  Thomas Thompson, pro se, appeals an order of the 
Administrative Law Court (ALC) dismissing his appeal of a decision by the South 
Carolina Department of Probation, Parole, and Pardon Services (SCDPPPS) to 
deny him parole and an order of the ALC denying his motion to reinstate his 







appeal.  On appeal, Thompson argues (1) he made a good faith effort to file his 
notice of appeal in a timely manner and (2) he, as a pro se litigant, was held to a 
higher standard than he should be expected to meet.  We affirm pursuant to Rule 
220(b), SCACR.


We hold Thompson's arguments are not properly before this court on appeal 
because he did not include or discuss authority to support the arguments raised in 
his brief.  See Bryson v. Bryson, 378 S.C. 502, 510, 662 S.E.2d 611, 615 (Ct. App. 
2008) ("An issue is deemed abandoned and will not be considered on appeal if the 
argument is raised in a brief but not supported by authority."); Rule 208(b)(1)(E), 
SCACR (stating the "particular issue to be addressed" in an appellant's brief shall 
be "followed by discussion and citations of authority").  Accordingly, we affirm 
the ALC's order. 


AFFIRMED.1


THOMAS, MCDONALD, and CURTIS, JJ., concur. 


                                      
1 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.






