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SUMMARY

The South Carolina Court of Appeals dismissed Ryan Lenard Manigo's appeal as arising from an
interlocutory order that was not immediately appealable. The court held that Manigo, a pretrial
detainee, could not demonstrate cognizable prejudice before trial, conviction, or sentencing, and noted
that issues concerning publicity and admissibility could be addressed through later proceedings.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Court of Appeals of South Carolina

WRITING FOR THE COURT Thomas, J.; McDonald, J.; Turner, J.

JURISDICTION South Carolina Court of Appeals

DECIDED June 24, 2026

DOCKET 2024-001818
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Manigo appealed a circuit court order allowing the release of his

pretrial detention telephone calls to the media. The Court of Appeals
dismissed the appeal because the order was interlocutory and not

immediately appealable.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed appealability as a jurisdictional matter under South
Carolina's final-judgment and interlocutory-appeal rules and statutes.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the circuit court's order permitting release of Manigo's pretrial telephone calls was a final or

otherwise immediately appealable order.

2. Whether the appeal should be dismissed as premature because Manigo had not yet been tried, convicted,

or sentenced.

HOLDINGS

1. The order was an interlocutory order that was not immediately appealable under South Carolina law
because it did not constitute a final judgment and did not fall within an exception in section 14-3-330.

2. The court declined to reach the merits of the remaining arguments because dismissal of the appeal on

appealability grounds was dispositive.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We hold the circuit court's order allowing the release of the pretrial telephone calls is an interlocutory order

that is not immediately appealable.”

“An appeal in a criminal case must attend the final judgment rendered on the indictment.”

“South Carolina law has long held that a criminal defendant may not appeal until a conviction and sentence
have been rendered.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Manigo was a pretrial detainee in the Colleton County Detention Center after being arrested on July 2, 2023, and
charged with numerous serious offenses, including murder and other violent crimes. While the charges remained
pending, media outlets released recordings of his jail telephone calls. Manigo claimed the release violated the

South Carolina Freedom of Information Act, his federal and state constitutional rights, statutory exemptions, and

public policy.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Manigo was arrested and charged in Colleton County. After media outlets released his jail telephone calls, he
appealed the circuit court's order permitting release of the calls, asserting Freedom of Information Act,
constitutional, statutory-exemption, and public-policy grounds. The Court of Appeals dismissed the appeal

without reaching the merits because no final judgment or immediately appealable order existed.
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