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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  


Roger Curtis, #143635, Respondent, 


 


v. 


 


South Carolina Department of Corrections, Appellant. 


 


Appellate Case No. 2025-002575 


 


 
 


ORDER 


 
 


On December 29, 2025, Appellant filed a notice of appeal of an Administrative 


Law Court order remanding to the South Carolina Department of Corrections for 


Appellant to "calculate and offer to remit to [Respondent] the additional pay owed 


to [Respondent] under the prevailing wage statute."  Upon receiving the notice of 


appeal, this court requested memoranda from the parties regarding the 


appealability of the order.  After carefully considering both parties' memoranda, it 


appears the order is subject to immediate appeal.  However, this order merely 


allows the appeal to proceed at this time and does not finally determine whether 


the underlying order is subject to immediate review.1    


 


 J. 


 FOR THE COURT 


 


Columbia, South Carolina 


 


cc: 


Andrew F. Lindemann, Esquire 


Barton Jon Vincent, Esquire 


Roger Curtis, 143635 


 
1 On May 6, 2026, Appellant sent a letter requesting an extension of time in which 


to serve a reply memorandum.  We deny that request.  The court requested 


appealability memoranda; the matter did not arise from a motion that would entitle 


the parties to respond to each other's filings. 
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