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The Supreme Court of South Carolina

Trey Williams, Petitioner,
V.
State of South Carolina, Respondent.

Appellate Case No. 2016-001553

ORDER

This matter is before the Court by way of a notice of appeal from an order of the
circuit court denying petitioner's application for post-conviction relief (PCR).
Petitioner is currently represented by Nathan Sheldon. Petitioner moves to relieve
Mr. Sheldon as counsel. It appears petitioner seeks to proceed pro se in this
matter.' Mr. Sheldon has filed a return in which he asks the Court to grant the
motion, stating "the attorney-client relationship is broken beyond repair." The
State has filed a return in opposition to the motion.

Petitioner may proceed pro se as long as he knowingly and intelligently waives his
right to counsel. See Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806 (1975); State v. Brewer,
328 S.C. 117, 492 S.E.2d 97 (1997). However, it is not apparent from petitioner's
motion that he is fully aware of the dangers and disadvantages of proceeding pro

~ se. We therefore take this opportunity to warn petitioner that if he chooses to

proceed pro se, this Court will require full compliance with all applicable rules and
procedures, and failure to comply with such rules and procedures could result in
the dismissal of the matter and forfeiture of the right to discretionary review.
Petitioner is certain to be unlearned in other aspects of the law as well.
Representation by an attorney trained in the law would be highly beneficial, and
we strongly encourage petitioner to continue with representation by Mr. Sheldon.

1 petitioner-is not entitled to have other counsel appointed. State v. Jones, 270 S.C. 587,243 .
S.E.2d 461 (1978)("[A] PCR applicant is not entitled to appointed counsel of choice. While an '
applicant may have the right to reject or discharge court-appointed counsel and proceed pro se or
retain his own counsel, he does not have the right, without a showing of satisfactory cause to
refuse or dismiss the counsel appointed and have other counsel appointed.”).



)

After considering this information, petitioner shall, within twenty (20) days of the
date of this order, notify this Court whether he wishes to proceed pro se or
continue to be represented by Mr. Sheldon. If petitioner fails to notify this Court
of his intentions within twenty (20) days, Mr. Sheldon will continue to be listed as
counsel of record in this matter.

FOR THE COURT

Columbia, South Carolina
November 10 ,2016

" ce:

Nathan James Sheldon, Esquire
Justin James Hunter, Esquire
Trey Williams, 341036
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The Supreme Court of South @aru[ina

DANIEL E. SHEAROUSE
CLERK OF COURT

BRENDA F. SHEALY
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

November 23, 2016

Mr. Trey Williams, 341036

Broad River Correctional Institution
4460 Broad River Road

Columbia SC 29210

Re: Trey Williams v. State
Appellate Case No. 2016-001553

Dear Mr. Williams:

S

¥ i

POST OFFICE BOX 11330
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA
29211

1231 GERVAIS STREET
COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29201

TELEPHONE: (803) 734-1080
- FAX: (803) 734-1499
www.sccourts.org

=

Since this Court has already ruled on the motion to relieve counsel (see 'enclos?d‘\:\ék
order dated November 10, 2016), I do not understand why you have recently sent\§

this Court documents relating to that motion.

If you desire to proceed pro se in this matter, then you will need to take the action
specified in the order of November 10, 2016, by November 30, 2016. If you fail to

Very truly yours,

~ do so, Mr. Sheldon will remain as your counsel of record in this matter.

=

CLERK
Enclosure

cc:  Nathan James Sheldon, Esquire
Justin James Hunter, Esquire



The Brooks Law Office, LLC

CHARLES T. BROOKS, HOI, ATTORNEY AT LAW
IRMA R. BROOKS, ATTORNEY AT LAW
309 BROAD STREET ~ SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29150
POST OFFICE BOX 3512 ~SUMTER, SOUTH CAROLINA 29151
(803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792
Email: cbrooks@ctbrooks.com

October 23, 2014 FOf MAH (oo v‘sm—_m _

Trey Williams, 341036

Lee Correctional Institution To /Y]ﬂil ot (4’“ uven 45

990 Wisacky Highway 159 ;oA

Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010 with pleof )l r}{f (/H '
oF sender to ReceivAnt

RE: Trey Williams v State of South Carolina otc y (

Dear Mr. Williams:

Enclosed please find a properly completed Medical Release for your records from
Catawba Mental Health: Please sign and date this form and return it to my attention in the
envelope provided.

I represent you for a Post Conviction Relief matter and the issues to be determined in a
PCR hearing are limited to the assistance of your counsel during your General Sessions
trial. There is not an offer from the Attorney General to “plea out” in this matter. Again,
this is a civil trial dealing with the legal representation you received at the criminal level.

I have requested the Continuance you asked me to request. You were present in the
courtroom with me when the Judge informed us that he would not grant another
Continuance in this PCR matter. The Judge has denied this request and I have sent you a
copy of that decision.

I understand that you wish to speak with me and I have instructed my staff to schedule a
telephone conference in the coming days so that we can discuss your PCR case and how I
can assist you in this PCR matter. I look forward to the opportumty to dxscuss your case
with you soon.

IfYOU should requlre anythmg additional pleasé do not hesitate to contact my offices.

Smcerely,
D /4

Charles T. Blté,lll '

LrB III/JIm N S S D




_The Brooks Law Offices, LLC

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, 309 Broad Street

Attorney Sumter, South Carolina 29 150

" Post Officé Box 3512, Sumter, SC 29151
Post Office Box 29 1226, Columbia, SC 29229
OFFICE: (803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792
Email: cbrooka@ctbrooks.com

IRMA R. BROOKS

Attorney

November 4, 2014
Trey Williams, 341036
Lee Correctional Institution
990 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010
RE: PCR

Dear Mr. Williams:

We are in receipt of the signed Medical Release Fdrm for Catawba Co

Men;al Health Center and we will get this out to them immediately.

In your note, you also gave us the names of some additional facilities that you

mmunity

needed medical records from. Since the release you signed was strictly for
Catawba, we have enclosed releases for your signature for the additional .

facilities. Please retirn them to us as soon as possible.

With kind regards, I am,

~ Sincerely,

Charles T. Brooks, I1I
CTB, IlI/jlb

Enclosure




_The Brooks Law Offices, LLC

CHARLES T. BROOKS, III, 309 Broad Street IRMA R. BROOKS
Attorney ;

. Post Office Box 3512, Sumter, SC 29151
Post Office Box 291226, Columbia, SC 29229
OFFICE: (803) 418-5708
FAX: (803) 934-9618 TOLL FREE: (877) 770-8792

. Email: cbrooks@ctbrooks.com

September 16, 2014
Trey Williams, 341036
Lee Correctional Institution
990 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, South Carolina, 29010 .
RE: Trey Williams v State of South Carolina
Dear Mr. Williams: |

Please be advised that I have either sent you everything or you already had your
trial transcripts from your previous PCR attorneys.

I will contact the Solicitor for any other discovery and we will schedule another
phone conference to discuss.

With kind regards, I am,

Sincerely,

Charles’T. Brooks, III
CTB, 11I/jlb

_ Sumter, South Carolina 29150 _ Attorney
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA )
: )
COUNTY OF YORK - ) Docket No.: 2013-CP-46-1797
)
Trey A. Williams, #341036 )
)
Applicant, )
, ) |
—vs- ) MOTION AND ORDER FOR ~
) CONTINUANCE = m
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, ) : Sox = ;
) 05 & O
Respondent. ) SFE 8 2 )
R LT e e ’ <: ré\
X ) |
-3 = 0
_ <o =
DATE OF HEARING: August 7, 2014 wm% T m
TRIAL JUDGE: J.ERNEST KINARD,JR.© &£ ©
APPLICANT’S ATTORNEY: CHARLES T. BROOKS, III
RESPONDENT’S ATTORNEY: RUTLEDGE JOHNSON
- COURT REPORTER: AMINAH HARDY

This matter comes before the Court based upon a Motion for Continuancé |
submitted on behalf of the Applicant by his counsel, Charles T. Brooks, ITII. Mr. Brooks
seeks an Order of Continuanc;e in this matter in order to familiarize himself wi"th:the
Applicant’s case m this matter. Mr. Brooks was recently. substituted as appointed counsel
in this matter and feels that additional time is required in order to review the numerous
documents in this matter including the Discovery and Transcripts for the Applicant’s

General Sessions matter. Based on these reasons the Court finds that Mr. Brooks is

entitled to the Coﬁtiﬁuance requested on behalf of the Applicant.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

1. The above matter be continued and placed on the November docket for PCR

matters in York County ; and
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