State of South Carolina

In the Court of Appeals R B(:EIVED
Appeal From Richland County JUL 17 2014

SC Court of Appeals

Diane Schafer Goodstein, Circuit Court Judge

In Matter of the care and Treatment of Bernard Grooms,

Appellant,
Appellate Case no. 2013-0016626
Opposition

In Response To Petition to be relieved as Counsel

Petitioner, Appellant States;

1, Appellate objects against His Counsels motion to be relieved for reasons that he's
being denied representation of A,14™ Amendment, 6" Amendment Constitution.

2, Appellate feels that he's not rich, and cannot afford the fee's of an Attorney to
assist his case, That the Counsel never stated that his case was Frivolous that it
should stand alone before the Judges Panel for Review.

3, Pursuant to Tate v. United States, 123 u,s, App, D,C,

261,359, F.sd 245, and Johnson v. United States, 124 U.S,

App.D,C, 29, 360 F.2d 844, Which outline the practice followed,

In the District Of Columbia, These guidelines are Elaborated in more detail in a
statement to be handed by the Clerk to Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit.
We indicate no approval of the requirements set out in the Statement or in the Case.
The Court concedes as much when it states such,

A brief should be filed,Only when Counsel believes the Case is Frivolous, And then

goes on hold if the [ California Appellate court] finds any of the legal points arguable

on their merits, (_and therefore not frivolous ),

It must afford the indigent the assistance of Counsel.
Ante, p. 744 ( Emphasis is added, )



Wherefore Appellant asks the Court not to relieve him of a Counsel.

Respectfully Submitted

Bernard Grooms
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