STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF RICHLAND

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
In The Supreme Court

CASE :

PHILLIP H. CROCKER, III, $298423 MOTION TO RELIEVE COUNSEL
- Appellant, Pro Se.
AND
V.
ORDER APPLICANT TO
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

Respondent. PROCEED PRO SE.

The Appellant, Phillip H. Crocker, III, Now Comes acting in

Pro Se capacity interposing HAINES v. KERNER, 404 U.S. 519 (1972)

respectfully requesting that fhis motién’be liberally construed
due to the fact that the Appellant has limited knowledge of the
law.

The Appellant moves this Honorable Court to grant the ébove
captioned motion based on the following:
1. Appellant filed a timely Notice of Appeal of the Order of
Dismissal of Post-Conviction Relief Application (Case No.
2006-CP-6124).
2. In August 2015, Ms. Susan B. Hackett, Esquire, of the South
Carolina Office of Appellate Defense was appointed to represent
Appellant in his appeal.
3. In September of 2015 during a telephone conversation, Ms.
Hackett inﬁormed Appellént that due to her heavy case-load she
would be wunable to meet with him in person and respond to

letters, but she would consider his letters when she prepared his

documents for filing.
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4. In November of 2015, Ms. Hackett informed Appellant that his
appendix was over 2,500 pages (two thousand five hundred).

5. Due to her heavy case-load, Ms. Hackett lacks,thé time that is
necessary to give Appellant's case the proper attention, which
will result in prejudice against the Appellant and will have a
harmful or negative outcome of the case.

6. Any mistake(s) Appellate Counsel makes in determining viable
issues for briefing cannot be resolved on post-conviction relief.
‘7. This Motion is not untimely because ‘Appellate Counsel has not
filed any briefs on Appellant's behalf.

8. This is not a death penalty case.

9. The Appellant is knowledgeable of the South Carolina Rules of
Appellate Procedures and he has filed pro se briefs in his
post-conviction relief procedures. (See attachments §'s 1, 2, 3,

and 4).

10. (See) STATE v. ROBERTS, 364 S.C. 583, 614 S.E. 24 626 (s.C.
2008).

Wherefore, Appellant prays that this Honorable Court grants
this motion and relieves Susan B. Hackett, Esquire, from his

case, and allows him to Qfoceed Pro Se.

Resp echulli£;7?$}tted,
'-M

Phxllxp H. Crocker, III, $298423,

Turbeville Correctional Institution,
Post Office Box 252,
Turbeville, South Carolina 29162.

Turbeville, South Carolina.

December 25g1 . 2015.
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Phillip H. Crocker, III, #298423,
Turbeville Correctional Institution,
Post Office Box 252,

Turbeville, South Carolina 29162.

becember Z4ﬁ s 2015.

South Carolina Supreme Court - Clerk's Office,

Mr. Daniel E. Shearouse, Clerk of Court,

Post Office Box 11330,

'8.C. SUPREME COURT

Columbia, South Carolina 29211.

RE: Filing MOTION TO RELIEVE COUNSEL AND ORDER APPELLANT TO

PROCEED PRO SE.

Phillip H. Crocker, II1I, Appellant, Pro Se v.

State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Dear Clerk,

- Enclosed for filing please find the original and one (1)
copy of the above referenced MOTION and AFFIi)AVI-T ~OF SERVICE.
Please time-stamp file these documents and return copies to me at
the above address. |

Thank you in advance for your prompt professional sérvice.

If I can provide additional information, please contact me.

Sin ely Yoyrs
L ALkt
v I N——

Phillip H. Crocker, III, #298423.

cc: Ms. Susan B. Hackett, Appellant Defender.




