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favorable to their positions, but it is not evidence.
You've already heard all of the evidence. The testimony
and the exhibits are where you will make your decision.
However, I implore you to pay very close attention to
their arguments and once they have completed it, I will
instruct you on the law and then it will be in your hands
for deliberation.

The State.

MR. DRYLIE: Thank you, Your Honor. May it please
the Court.

The defendant, that man over there, killed his
cousin, shot him in the back of the head. He did it in
secret and he hoped no one who find out about it. We
have this picture here which we've been showing you
throughout the trial. At this point Dakota Calhoun is a
missing person. The only person in the world who knows
he's dead is Gabriel Curry and he knows he's dead because
he did it. He's looking off right where they found the
body. He's staring in that direction. He killed his
cousin. He took the car. He drove around and then the
next morning he ditched the car in the woods right by
where the body was. He did this in secret and he hoped
no one would know.

We've gone through a lot of evidence in this case.

I know some of it has been technical. I know some of it

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.O. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 298071
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has been boring, but all of it has been important. All
the circumstances that we've seen point to the
defendant's guilt. He shot him in the head and he left
him lying face down in the woods in the same clothes that
we see Dakota wearing throughout these videos. He hoped
no one who find out and he hoped he would get away with
it. However, what gave him away more than anything else
was his guilty conscious and his actions.

You know, we started this case around exit 5. We've
got the Dollar General and we've got Dakota walking in at
1:15. We know he's walking in to get his mother's cell
phone and to get her car. We know he leaves there at
1:19. Think about the testimony. What did his mother
say? His mother said he was gonna drop some stuff off at
Sabrina Curry's house and he wanted to go check on little
Gabe. That's how Dakota knew him. He knew him as little
Gabe., They were cousins. He thought he was with somecne
safe. He didn't think there was any danger coming from
that man over there, but there was.

He picks up Gabe and they drive down to Augusta.
Now, I want you to think about it. Every video we
watched with Dakota, Dakota is driving the car. He's
getting in the driver side of that car right there and I
don't know exactly what happened in that room. I don't

know if Dakota gave Danarius $20.00, I don't know if

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.C. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071
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Danarius gave Dakota something, but I do know that when
he gets in that car, Gabriel Curry is in the passenger
seat and Dakota is driving. The next stop on our day is
at the Greg's Gas Plus on Martintown Road. Here we see
around 3:15 Dakota and Gabe driving in. In a minute
we're gonna see them both get out of the car. Gabe's
over by the pump. Dakota walks into the store.

Law enforcement had to meticulously reconstruct this
day and we have reconstructed as much as humanly
possible. There's Dakota and there's Gabe. We know he's
trying to get gas and we know that his card declined.
Here, and I want to point your attention to this, we see
Gabe in that car right there. He's taking off the gray
over shirt we've been seeing him wearing. Look at the
white. He is wearing a white shirt underneath. We know
they leave the Greg's Gas Plus around 3:30.

Jordan Thomas testified that she passed them on
Country Club Hills Drive right by the residence. They
stopped by the residence and then they leave. We know
that the next time they're caught on camera is at the
Dollar General back by exit 5 in North Augusta. And we
see Dakota walk in. And then we see his mother. She
didn't know at that point that this was going to be the
last time that she would ever see her son alive, and she

testified that she gave him a $20.00 bill. He told her

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.O0. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071
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1 he was going to take little Gabe home. He was supposed

2 to be back by five. He was gonna help her clean up the

3 store and he was gonna do some work for her. 5:00 is

4 when he was planning to be back. He never made it back

5 and she would never see her son alive again.

6 He goes to the Circle K and this is the absolute

7 last place where we ever have Dakota on video alive. He

8 walks in and he gets $3.00 worth of gas. But I need to

9 point this out to you and you have it in evidence, you

10 can see it on the picture, he paid for that gas with a

11 $5.00 bill, not a $%20.00 bill. He still had the $20.00
12 bill that his mother gave him from Dollar General. They
13 leave there at 4:02.
14 Now, we heard testimeony this morning about what we
15 have just watched and I want to point out that the

16 defendant's cell phone and Angela's cell phone, they're
17 traveling together all day. From 1:50 onward they go
18 down to Augusta, they come back and they stop at the
19 places where we have video of them stopping. That's Gabe
20 in the car. There's no other explanation for it. That's
21 the defendant in the car with his cousin. Here they're
22 down by the Country Hearth Inn, then they go up to the
23 video we just saw at Greg's Gas Plus, and go back up by
24 the Dollar General and the Circle K.
25 From there, and you heard testimony to this, it's

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.0. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 22071
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about a 13 minute drive to the crime scene at Sandy
Springs Road and that's driving slow. That was law
enforcement, not speeding, driving in normal conditions
and if you're familiar with that area, it is built up a
lot more now than it was in 2018, but it only took them
13 minutes to get there. I don't know what Gabe said to
convince Dakota to go there with him. I don't know if he
had said he had something to show him. I don't know if
they were going to smoke. I don't know what they were
going to do, but I do know when Dakota left that Circle
K, the next stop he made would be his final resting place
where his body was found on Sandy Springs Road in Trenton
off in a wooded area.

I want you to think about the crime scene photos
that we saw. Dakota is in the woods. He's shot in the
back of the head. He's not in the woods with someone he
doesn't know. He's not in the woods with someone he
doesn't trust. He's in the woods with that man over
there and that man pulled a gun and shot him in the back
of the head and left him there. His sunglasses were on
top of his head and as his body is falling, they fell
down his face. You have pictures in evidence. You can
look at them when you get back to the jury room, but that
is where Gabe leaves him.

From there the next time we see the car is at that

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.O. Box 184, Lexington, South Carclina 29071
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Burger King -- assuming technology cooperates -- I want
you to remember what he said. You have the car at that
Burger King. We've all seen the video during the trial
when Investigator Smith is questioning him around 4:30.

{Playing video.}

He didn't eat no Burger King yesterday. There is no
doubt that that is Gabe in that car. There is no doubt
that Dakota never would have let him drive that car.

He's there wearing the white shirt paying with cash, the
white shirt that we just saw on the video at Greg's Gas
Plus. There's no one else in that car. He leans over
the seat. You see the receipt that he's getting from the
Burger King that he didn't go to? And you're gonna see
the cup. That's the defendant right there in that car
after he killed his cousin.

And from there he goes over to the Circle K. We
know he walks inside for a total of 43 seconds, or 47
seconds and he goes in the restroom for 23 seconds. We
believe he's in there washing his hands. 23 seconds is
really quick to go to the bathroom and wash your hands.
He's in there washing his hands trying to wash off the
stain of his guilty conscious, but he's unable to do it.
We see him when he's there in the parking lot and he gets
out of that car and he's holding that Burger King cup

that he just got and he walks around the front of the car

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.0. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071
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and he looks to see if there's any damage.

Now, I don't think the car right there was as
damaged as they would find it the next day, but I think
when he was pulling out of Sandy Springs Road, he bumped
something or he hit something and he was trying to see
how the car was working. He gets out and looks at that
front end twice, that car he was never driving and he
said he was never driving, and the cell phone maps
confirm that it's Gabe in that area. And if you have any
questions about any of these videos, they will be back in
the jury room for you to watch.

These are the maps that we saw this morning. 3:52,
they're down around by the Dollar General and the Circle
K, goes up by the crime scene and Mount Zion and then
we've got Gabe. Gabe's driving along by himself up the
road up to Bettis Academy to the Burger King that he
didn't eat. Then look at this. Look at the amount of
area he's covering. He's in a car. He's driving around.
You can't walk from where that Circle K is on Bettis
Academy Road and be down here in North Augusta from 4:41
to 4:45, and I realize that these cell phone towers are a
range, but there's no way you can cover anywhere near
that amount ¢f ground in four minutes. It defies common
sense.

And then we see him driving all around North Augusta

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.O. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071
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that night. You know, Dakota dropped him off at 5:00,
that's what he said, as he's moving all around and we
know from his uncle who is also Dakota's uncle, that he
came by his house that night. WNow, I want you to use
common sense. If Dakota had brought him by the house,
Dakota would have seen his uncle too. He's in that car.
He's using it for his own personal use. He's killed his
cousin and he's trying to cover it up. He gets the boots
and then he keeps driving. 6:31, he's down at this tower
in North Augusta the same tower where Angela Bargeron's
phone was that was never recovered. You know why he's
driving all around? He's trying to get rid of the
evidence. He's hoping that we never find out. He drives
on back.

Now, some of these calls are really, really
important and I hope you caught it this morning. A
majority of them he's talking to his girlfriend so he's
not at her house. They wouldn't be on the phone if they
were in the same house. Later his mom calls him so he's
not at her house. What is he doing? He's trying to
think of a way to cover up the evidence of what he just
did. Then the next morning at 5:18 a.m. he's on the
phone with his girlfriend. That doesn't make any sense
if he was dropped off and stayed there all night. And

then he's on the phone with her at 5:21, 6:01, and he's

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Cilrcuit Court Reporter
P.O. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071
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where Sabrina Curry and his dad lived. Went by both
those places looking for him. This is about Dakota is
missing, his first cousin that he was with the whole day
before, missing. He was with him and he wouldn't talk to
the police. He had his girlfriend lie saying he wasn't
there. She went running inside the house and closed both
the doors and at this peoint no one knows Dakota is dead
other than Gabe. He's the only one that knows and he's
trying to hide, but he can't hide forever.

During this point from 12:08 until about 1:42
there's five missed calls from Kahlo. Kahlo is trying to
get in touch with Gabe. Where is my brother? Where is
my brother? He's trying to find out where he's at. And
he's lying to his family. He's not helping look. We're
gonna go over some of the guilty knowledge that Gabe had
during this case. He would not help find his cousin, the
man he was with the entire day before. You know, he
never called - and this is in evidence, yocu can look at
the phone record - Angela's phone while Dakota was
missing. If you're with somecne and then you find out
their missing, what's the first thing you're gonna do?
You're gonna pick up the phone and try to call that
person and see if they maybe pick up for you. Maybe
there was someocne else they didn't want to talk to, but

you've just been with them. He didn't call. He didn't

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
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511





512

10
11
12
13
14
15
l6
17
118
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

630

blame by saying, well, Dakota really shouldn't have been
driving. What the officer says back to him, he says,
we're not worried about that. He's missing. But he
keeps going, well, Dakota shouldn't have been driving.
Dakota shouldn't have been driving. You know, he's
trying to make it seem like Dakota was doing something
wrong. Maybe Dakota shouldn't have been driving, but one
thing we know for sure is that Gabe wasn't allowed to
drive that car. Even if Dakota didn't have a license,
that's not a reason to be shot in the back of the head.

And then he leaves. He doesn't help find his
cousin. Everyone else who's out there, they're looking,
they're looking. And you heard the testimony. The car's
on one side of the road, the body's on the other, there's
cars parked in front of the body which is how they didn't
see him. And it just so happened that Vanessa Boulware,
she's sitting right out there, the mother of Dakota's
child, and loqked over in the direction and saw the pink,
saw the pink shirt, the same direction Gabe is looking in
all those times. Watch him here. You know, technology
is not helping me out right now. And it didn't help Gabe
out either, because that's how we found cut where he was.
We're gonna watch this video here in a minute.

{(Playing video.)

See on the video, you will see the officer ask him,

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.0O. Box 184, Lexington, Socuth Carolina 28071
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do you have any idea where your cousin could be? And he
locks and he thinks and he knows, but he doesn't want to
say. He looks right off where the body was found.

Again, I remind you, you will have all of these
videos back in the Jjury room if you need to re-watch them
again. You can watch them when you get back in the jury
room. He asks him, do you have any idea where your
cousin could be. He looks off and he says, uhm, uhm, he
mentioned something about Edgefield. He's trying to
deflect anywhere so that the blame is not on him.

And here, I want to walk you through that afternoon
one more time. Here we have Gabe. He's in the car with
the white shirt when we see him at Burger King. A little
while later he's at Sandy Springs Road. And I'm not a
hundred percent certain what was in that pocket, but
whatever it was, that pocket was left lying out, that man
over there took it from him when he shot him in the back
of the head and then he goes.

Now, we all saw Dakota trying to buy $3.00 worth of
gas. If he had that much money on him at the beginning,
don't you think you would have offered to pay the $3.00
worth of gas as Dakota is driving Gabe arcund all
afternoon? And we know that Angela gave him a 20 and we
have a 20 right there. We know that he paid with $5.00,

with a five dollar bill and here, here we see that man
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getting the receipt that was found in the car the next
day to the Burger King he didn't go to. And here's the
cup that we see on the next video right there. He's out
of the car. He's looking at the front-end for damage and
he's holding that cup in his hand. All the circumstances
point to him.

I'm gonna talk to you about the law for just a
minute. I want to tell you that in every case in
criminal courts the State has the burden of proof and
what that means i1s that we have to prove beyond a
reasonable doubt that Gabe killed his cousin and what
that means is that we have to prove beyond a doubt that
leaves you firmly convinced that he killed his cousin.

In this case we have circumstantial evidence, and it's
substantial circumstantial evidence. In fact, you will
be instructed that the circumstances have to work
together. Everything we've pointed out points towards
Gabe shooting his cousin in the back of the head.

South Carclina Code of laws 16-3-10 defines murder.
Murder is the killing of another person with malice
aforethought either express or implied. I submit to you
that he killed his cousin and he had malice when he
pulled out that gun and shot him in the back of the head.
He may not have started the day planning to kill him. I

do believe that. However, when he was in the woods with
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him, he pulled ocut that gun and he shot him in the back
of the head.

Let's talk about the guilty actions. He shot him in
the back of the head and he left him in the woods lying
face down. That's where the malice comes from. He
transferred gunshot primer residue to the steering wheel
of the car. Think back on that testimony. 2and I know
they're gonna get up here and they're gonna say, well,
his DNA wasn't in that car. We know Gabe was in the car.
We know. He admitted it at the crime scene. He said I
was in the car. Dakota dropped me off at 5:00. ©Now, all
of that was a lie about Dakota dropping him off at 5:00.
His DNA may not have been in there, but after he shot
that man and left the gunshot primer residue in the car,
that was in there. That could only have come from one of
two ways, either you fired a gun and it's on your hands
where it goes from your hands to your clothes after you
fire a gun onto something else. He fired that gun and he
left that gunshot primer residue on the steering wheel
cover of Angela Bargeron's car. He denied driving the
car and going to Burger King.

You will hear a call he made to his uncle. You'll
hear all four of those clips real guick. I just want you
to listen to what he says, the lies that he tells.

{Playing video.)
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He tells his uncle that he has to go to trial to
prove that he wasn't driving Ms. Angie's car. That's
what he says. He says, I don't know nothing about no
Burger King and I never drove that car, then he makes
this call in 20189,

(Playing audio.)

That I was not driving that car. I'm not on camera.
I don't know nothing about that damn machine. I don't
know nothing about driving that car. I don't know
nothing about no Burger King. I wasn't driving no damn
car, bro. All he does is lie. That's all he's done from
the beginning. He's lied because he's trying to cover up
his actions. And you will have this back there with a
computer back there and it will work better then.

What's going on out there? Like we've talked about
before, Dakota wouldn't have been in the woods, he
wouldn't have been in there, he wouldn't have turned his
back on some unknown person. He wasn't snuck up on from
behind. He was walking out of the woods with his head
facing towards the road when he was shot in the back of
the head.

He wouldn't have let him drive the car. Everyone
testified to that. That he was responsible because he
wanted to use the car again. And he knew his brother

wasn't allowed to use the car anymore. He wanted to make
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1 through the woods and he went back to Kirtrina's house

2 sometime after 8:23 that night and then he went back and

3 used the car and then dumped it the next day.

4 When Angie was giving Dakota money in this scene,

5 she had no idea that it was gonna be the last time that

6 she would ever see her son alive. The only person who

7 knew that is Gabe. He walked out of that store. He was

8 supposed to be back by five. Look at the pictures up

9 here. 1It's brighter. You can see. There's no doubt
10 that that's Gabe driving that car. We heard about the
11 drive time, that it toock from Circle X to Sandy Springs
12 Road to Burger King where they stopped in the woods for
13 just a couple minutes, and for whatever reason he shot
14 his cousin in the back of the head, toock whatever he had
15 on him and figured he was gocnna get away with it.
16 Now, in a little bit you will go back to your jury
17 room and you're going tc deliberate and all we're asking
18 yvou to do 1s to return a verdict that speaks the truth.
19 We're asking you to return a verdict of guilty for
20 murder. He killed his cousin in secret. He thought he
21 would get away with it. We don't have cameras everywhere
22 in the weorld. There's no camera in the woods, but what
23 they were able to do was reconstruct what happened that
24 day, catch him in his lies and catch him for killing his
25 cousin, for shcoting him in the back cof the head. Return
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a verdict of guilty in this case. Thank vyou.

MR. CHEHOSKI: May it please the Court.

THE COURT: Yes,

MR. CHEHOSKI: Give me one moment to rearrange the
courtroom.

Good afternoon. With slight of hand, distraction
and diversion, this is how the State is trying to prove
their case. They're using the slight of hand, the
distraction and diversion to try and compensate the lack
of motive for their careless investigation and for the
complete absence of evidence.

Dakota Calhoun's death is a tragedy. No one here is
guestioning that. Don't compeound it and find, you need
to find Gabe Curry not guilty. The State has told you
this is a timeline case. They Jjust spent the better part
of the last half hour going through the timeline. They
have to rely on that because that's all they have. They
have not provided you with any testimony or evidence of
any conflict between Gabe and Dakota. Neither Angela nor
anyone else that took that witness stand gave you one
reason why anyone, why Gabe would want to hurt Dakota or
Dakota would want to hurt Gabe.

In a timeline case much like a knitted sweater
requires everything to be perfectly in place. Pull on

one thread and it falls apart. In this case there are
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many threads and a close inspection of any one of them, a
tug on any one of them unravels the case completely. My
biggest problem, biggest problem is that, with the
State's case, 1s that they have no evidence to show that
Dakota Calhoun is anything but alive and well when they
say that Gabe is driving. They rely on his love of
driving and they rely on saying that Gabe did not have
permission to use the car, but that does not make a
murder. It's a diversion. Just because they cannot
account for where he is, doesn't mean he's dead.

The State cannot determine a time of death., The
forensic pathologist told you they don't know, and that
means you cannot dismiss the possibility that Dakota is
walking and breathing during that part of the timeline.
The State's careless investigation goes beyond a failure
to look for a motive. To loock to see who might have
wanted to hurt Dakota, but that's a great place to start.
To be human is to have conflict in your life. Some
conflicts run deeper than others, but when a person dies,
the State is tasked with finding out who did this. They
told you on the stand that learning who would have a
conflict and who would want to hurt, it's always the best
place to start developing a investigation and while it
appears the State did ask that initial guestion, there

was no follow up and there was no fellow through.
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struggle, but just kind of, you know, a wrestling move or
just kind of a jostling. I am bothered because we don't
know whose DNA that is. BAnd I'm even further bothered
because the State tries to explain it away as some
harmless factoid when it's not only evidence of
innocence, it's possibly evidence that there is somebody
else out there who's the killer.

The same 1s true with the fingerprints. They found
eight fingerprints in the car. We don't know whose they
are and in this courtroocm we cannot make assumptions. We
cannot. Especially when it comes to the State's burden
of proof and the evidence that they had. We cannot
assume that those fingerprints belonged to anyone. We
cannot assume they just belong to one person. All we
know is that they did not belong to Gabe. They did not
belong to Dakota. That's what we know. That's what's
been proven. And my last complaint about their
investigation, not so much with what they didn't look for
or what they had and didn't search, what they did - what
they - with what they did with what they had. I'm
astounded that they lost the clothes that Dakota had on
him at the scene. They could have checked those clothing
for more foreign DNA. Maybe find more clues of who the
real killer is. And they had it. They had it from the

autopsy. They logged it in and then poof, it disappears.
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Much like my co-counsel's magic trick at the beginning.

The fact that they cannot account for it is simply
inexcusable. This is a murder case. Someone died and
they're losing evidence. Completely inexcusable. The
bottom line is they really don't have any evidence. They
have no gun. They go ocut of their way to show that the
one gun they actually had that was logged into this
case 1s actually not related to this case, is not the
gun. No other gun was ever found and we still don't
know where the gun they had, where that gun was on
October 9th. There's no testimony. They found it in
December two months later.

And then the State tried to use Xirtrina to tell you
that Gabe threw a gun in the woods, but nothing was ever
found. &and it would be difficult not to question her
testimony, A, given her disability but, B, the way the
police treated her. She is a vulnerable adult being
threatened with being charged with a crime, with having
her kid taken away. I wonder, it's not too much of a
stretch to say she just teold them what she thought she
wanted them to hear. She was telling the very people who
were threatening, who had the very power to do what
they were threatening to deo, what they wanted to hear.

Is that too much of a stretch?

And as for Mr. Nipper, how much weight can you
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really give someone who tells you that some months, not
exactly how many, just sometime, that Gabe may have had a
gun, Even if you discount his checkered history which
you are under no obligation to do, does that, does that
really add anything?

And lastly we cannot rule out that the person who
actually shot Dakota was shorter than he was. The
forensic pathologist told you that Dakota Calhoun who is
60 inches long, five feet tall, was shot from the back to
front and slightly upwards. Can we really rule out the
possibility that the person who shot him was roughly the
same size, maybe even a little shorter? 1It's going
slightly upwards, loocking straight ahead. That is
consistent with Gabe Curry's innocence.

Now, they never found &Angela's cell phone. TIt's not
in evidence. The cell phone evidence that we have spent
all this morning on really doesn't show you anything.
Just because you are connecting to the tower that's
closest to the suspected location does not really put you
in a particular place. &s you heard, there are many
factors that go into how that happens and location is
just one of them. It's the cell phone that chooses and
it chooses whatever is the strongest signal. We don't
have GPS coordinates which would give longitude and

latitude to within probably a couple of feet. We don't

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.0. Box 184, Lexington, South Carolina 29071





10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

525

652

have range to tower which can put the cell phone within a
certain amount of feet to the signal. The only thing
they can say is that's what the cell phone is not able to
connect to.

Now,'in a moment you're gonna hear about the law and
everything that the Judge says is important so pay
attention. Pay particular attention to what reasonable
doubt is. Pay close attention to how you are to resolve
any uncertainties, who gets the benefit of the doubt.

The presumption of innocence requires you by the ocath you
have taken to resolve each and every one of those doubts
in favor of Gabe Curry.

Dakota Calhoun's death is tragic and the State's
story about how they think it happened is just that,

It's a story. It's slight of hand., 1It's distraction and
diversion, a diversion from what they don't have and
they're not able to pull a rabbit out of their hat. They
don't have a motive. They don't have a thorough
investigation and they don't have evidence. There is
evidence that shows that Gabe Curry is not guilty. I'm
asking you don't compound this tragedy. Find Gabe Curry
not guilty.

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I want
you to stand up and take a stretch break. Move around if

you need to to get the blood flowing. All right. Once
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you've done that, please take your seat for me.

Foreman and members of the jury, you have heard the
testimony and evidence and arguments of the State and the
defendant. I will now explain to you the law that
applies to this case.

Under the Constitution and laws of South Carclina,
you are the finders of the facts in this case. I do not
have any right - excuse me - I do not have the right to
pass upon the facts or even to express any opinion I
might have as to them. This is a matter solely for you,
the jury, to determine. As jurors, then, it is your duty
to determine the effect, the value, the weight, and the
truth of the evidence presented during this trial.

As the trial Judge, it is my responsibility to
preside over the trial of this case, and I also have the
duty to rule upon the admissibility of the evidence
offered during this trial. You are to consider only the
evidence which has been presented from this witness stand
together with any exhibits which may have been made
a part of the record in this case and any stipulations of
counsel made into the recocrd.

I have the additional duty to charge you the law
applicable to this case, and as the presiding Judge, I am
the sole Judge of the law in this case. It is your duty

as jurors to accept and apply the law as I state it to
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you and then reach your verdict. And finally, I charge
you in this regard that you should not be concerned with
what you think the law ought to be, but what I charge you
the law to be.

You are also the judges, the sole judges of the
credibility, that is the believability, of the witnesses
who have testified in this case. And in passing upon
their credibility you may take into consideration many
things, such as: Their demeanor or manner of testifying,
whether the witness had reason to be biased or
prejudiced, whether a witness' testimony was
contradicted, on the one hand, or supported and
corroborated, on the other hand: Or whether you believe
the witness has made prior inconsistent statements.

You may believe a small portion of a witness'
testimony and disregard the larger, or vice versa. You
may believe one witness against many, or many against
one. All of these things you will consider, bearing in
mind that you should give the defendant the benefit of
any reasonable doubt. It becomes your duty as jurors to
analyze and to evaluate the evidence and determine that
evidence which convinces you of its truth.

The rules of evidence ordinarily do not permit
witnesses to testify to cpinions or conclusions, An

exception to this rule exists for witnesses that we call
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"expert witnesses". A witness who, by education and
experience, has became an expert in some art, science,
profession, or calling may state an opinion as to
relevant and material matter in which the witness claims
to be an expert, and may also state the reasons for the
cpinion.

You should consider any expert opinion received in
evidence in this case and, like any other evidence, give
it the weight you think it deserves. If you decide that
the opinion of an expert witness i1s not based on
sufficient education and experience, or if you conclude
that the reasons given in support of the opinion are not
sound, or that the opinion is ocutweighed by other
evidence, you may disregard the opinion entirely.

An expert witness' testimony is to be given no
greater weight than that of other witnesses simply
because the witness is an expert. Further, you are not
required to accept an expert's opinion, even though it is
not contradicted.

A stipulation is an agreement, admission or
concession made in judicial proceedings by the parties
thereto or their attorneys. Stipulations are binding
upon those who make them. A stipulation is an agreement,
an understanding. The Court and jury must accept

stipulations as binding upon the parties. If counsel for
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the parties have stipulated to any fact, or any fact has
been admitted by counsel, you will regard that fact as
being conclusively proved as to the party or parties
making the stipulation or admission.

There are two types of evidence which are generally
presented during a trial, direct evidence and
circumstantial evidence.

Direction evidence is the testimony of a person who
claims to have actual knowledge of a fact, such as an
eyewitness,

Circumstantial evidence is proof of a chain of facts
and circumstances indicating the existence of a fact.

The law makes absolutely no distinction between the
weight or value to be given to either direct or
circumstantial evidence. Nor is a greater degree of
certainty required of circumstantial evidence than of
direct evidence. You should weigh all of the evidence in
the case. After weighing all the evidence, if you are
not convinced of the guilt of the defendant beyond a
reasonable doubt, you must find the defendant not guilty.

The fact that the defendant was arrested, charged,
and indicted in this case is not evidence and cannot be
considered by you as evidence of guilt in this case, nor
does it create any presumption or inference of guilt.

This document is simply the formal written instrument
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which contains the charge made against the defendant. It
is the formal document by which this case is brought into
this courtroom.

The defendant has pled not guilty to this
indictment, and that places the burden on the State to
prove the defendant guilty. A person charged with
committing a criminal offense in South Carolina is never
required to prove himself innocent.

I charge you that it is an important rule of the law
that the defendant in a criminal trial, no matter what
the seriousness of the charge may be, will always be
presumed to be innocent for the crime for which the
indictment was issued unless guilt has been proven by
evidence satisfying you, the Jjury, of that guilt beyond a
reasonable doubt. This presumption of innocence does not
end when you begin your deliberations, but it accompanies
the defendant throughout the trial until you reach a
verdict of guilt based on evidence satisfying you of that
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

The presumption of innocence is like a robe of
rightecusness placed about the shoulders of the defendant
which remains with the defendant until it has been
stripped from the defendant by evidence satisfying you of
the defendant's guilt beyond a reascnable doubt. The

presumption of innocence is not a mere legal theory. It
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is not just a legal phrase. It is a substantial right to
which every defendant is entitled unless you, the jury,
are satisfied from the evidence of the defendant's guilt
beyond a reasonable doubt.

The State has the burden of proving the defendant
guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. Some of you may have
served as jurors in civil cases, where you were told that
it is only necessary to prove that a fact is more likely
true than not true such as by the greater weight or
preponderance of the evidence. 1In criminal cases the
State's proof must be more powerful than that. It must
be beyond a reasonable doubt.

Proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof that leaves
you firmly convinced of the defendant's guilt. There are
very few things in this world that we know with absolute
certainty, and in criminal cases the law does not require
proof that overcomes every possible doubt. If, based on
your consideration of the evidence, you are firmly
convinced that the defendant is guilty of the crime
charged, you must find the defendant guilty. If on the
other hand, you think there is a possibility that the
defendant is not guilty, you must give the defendant the
benefit of the doubt and find him not guilty.

The indictment in this case alleges one offense

against the defendant. The charge is: Murder.
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The defendant is charged with murder. The State
must prove beyond a reascnable doubt that the defendant
killed another perscn with malice aforethought.

Malice is hatred, il1ll will, or hostility toward
ancther person. It is the intentional doing of a
wrongful act without just cause or excuse and with an
intent to inflict an injury or under circumstances that
the law will infer as evil intent.

Malice aforethought deoes not require that malice
exists for any particular time before the act is
committed, but malice must exist in the mind of the
defendant just before and at the time of when the act is
committed. Therefore, there must be a combination of the
previous evil intent and the act.

Malice aforethought may be express or inferred.
These terms, "express" and "inferred" do not mean a
different kind of malice, but merely the manner in which
malice may be shown to exist. That is either by direct
evidence or by inference from the facts and circumstances
which are proved. Express malice is shown when a person
speaks words which express hatred or ill will for another
or when a person prepared beforehand te do the act which
was later accomplished; for example, lying in wait for a
person or any other acts of preparation going to show

that the deed was within the defendant's mind would be
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express malice.

Malice may be inferred from conduct showing a total
disregard for human life.

I instruct you and emphasize that the fact the
defendant did not testify is not a factor to be
considered by you in any way in your deliberation and in
your consideration on the question of the guilt or
innocence of the defendant. It must not be considered by
you in any manner whatsoever. A defendant has the
Constitutional right to remain silent, and the assertion
of this right must not be considered by you in your
deliberations. I repeat, under your oath, you are to
draw no conclusicn whatscever from the fact that the
defendant in this case did not testify. The fact that
this defendant did not testify should not even be
discussed in the jury rcoom. The burden of proof, as I
have stated to you, is on the State. The defendant is
not required to prove his innocence. The burden of proof
remains on the State tc prove guilt beyond a reasonable
doubt.

Now, you have been chosen and sworn to give the
parties a fair and impartial trial. When you have done
so, you will have complied with your cath and no one will
have the right to criticize your verdict. You must not

be influenced by opinions or expressions of opinions you
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may have heard ocutside of the courtroom, but rather
should base your verdict solely on the testimony of the
sworn witnesses who took the stand, the exhibits received
into evidence, and the law which I have stated. Caprice,
passion, prejudice, or improper sympathy for or against
anyone should not sway you. Remember, you have no
friends to reward or enemies to punish and all parties
are entitled to a fair and impartial trial.

It is your duty as jurors to consult with one
another and to deliberate in an effort to reach an
agreement. Each of you must decide this case for
yourself but only after the impartial consideration of
all the evidence with your fellow jurors.

In the course of your deliberations, do not hesitate
to re-examine your own views and change your opinion if
you become convinced it is erroneous. However, do not
surrender your honest conviction as to the weight or
effect of the evidence solely because of the opinion of
your fellow jurors or for the mere purpose of returning a
verdict.

All right. I want y'all to stand up real quick.

Get another stretch. We're almost done. All right.
Please have a seat for me.
As I stated earlier, you are the judges, the judges

of the facts. Your verdict must represent the ceonsidered
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judgment of each juror. In other words, your verdict
must be unanimous.

Now you may have noticed that I have read these
instructions. I do so to give you the law as accurately
as possible. I will give you a copy of these
instructions as a whole. Excuse me. I will give you a
copy cf these instructions to have in the jury room. You
may refer to these instructions as a whole and may not
fecllow some and ignore others.

Mr. Foreman, it will be your duty to preside over
the deliberations of the jury. If, during your
deliberations, you should desire to communicate with the
Court, please reduce your message or guestion to writing
signed by you and you only, and pass the note to the
bailiff who will bring it to my attention. I will then
respond as promptly as possible, either in writing or by
having you return to the courtroom. I caution you,
however, with regard to any message or gquestion that you
might send, that you should never state or specify your
numeral division at that time.

Now, you have heard the evidence and you have heard
the law. Whatever your verdict, Mr. Foreman, you will
indicate the verdict on the verdict form and you will
sign and you will date the verdict form.

Remember that although the foreman is the only juror
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1 who writes the verdict, it is not his alone. The verdict
2 has to be unanimous. Mr. Foreman, you are not authorized
3 to write the verdict until all of you have agreed on the
4 verdict.
5 Now, ladies and gentlemen, I will send you to your
6 jury room, but do not begin discussing this case until
7 you receive a copy of this jury charge as well as the
8 exhibits. Once you receive these things, that will be
g your signal to begin your deliberations.
10 Once you begin deliberations, you will deliberate
11 until you have reached a verdict, at which time you will
12 knock on the door, advise the bailiff, and we will bring
13 you out to receive your verdict.
14 Mr. Foreman, here is a copy of the verdict form
i5 which I will also send back with the jury instructions.
16 You will see the verdict form reads, we, the jury, by
17 unanimous consent find the defendant, Gabriel Curry, on
18 the charge of murder, and your choices are down below,
19 not guilty or guilty. There is no preference as to
20 putting not guilty first or guilty first. 1It's simply a
21 form where we have to put two choices.
22 All right. At this time I'll make my way back up
23 and we will excuse the jury. If you will bring them out
24 when I get back. All right. . Please excuse the jury. Do
25 hot begin deliberations until I instruct you to do so.
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(Whereupon, the jury entered the jury room at 2:27

THE COURT: Before I remove the alternates, I will
give you all a chance to object to anything I have said
in the charge and the instructions. Does the State
cbject to anything at this time?

MR. DRYLIE: No, Your Honor.

TBE COURT: Does the defense object to anything?

MR. CHEBOSKI: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Bailiff, at this time
can you pull the three alternates.

{(Whereupon, deliberations by the jury started at
2:40 p.m.)

(Deliberations break.)

THE COURT: We'll go back on the record briefly.

MR. MADSEN: We probably need him. I think they're
getting him, right? I'm sorry.

THE COURT: Okay. All right. Briefly back on the

- record, we have received a request from the jury and I'll

mark it as a Court's Exhibit once I'm done. Can we get a
list of witnesses for the full three days. The second
request, can we be given a computer for viewing the
videos. 1It's my understanding that a laptop will be
provided to them and we are compiling a list of the

witnesses that actually gave testimony and we will send
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that back with the computer to the jury.

Mr. Chehoski, Ms. Fuller, Mr, Drylie, or Mr. Madsen,
we will just confirm with you that those are, in fact,
the witnesses that did testify and that this is an
exhaustive list. We will stand down until we get another
guestion.

(Whereupon, Court's Exhibit #12 marked for
identification.)

(Deliberations break.)

THE COURT: We have a gquestion from the jury. We
have a question from the jury about the jury charges.

How does a fact play into circumstantial evidence,
existence of a fact? Page 6, sentence 3. I believe that
the jury wants to know, wants a simpler definition of
what circumstantial evidence is. The jury instructions
-—- Do you have a copy?

THE CLERK: Yes. I do. Let me pull it up.

THE CQURT: I believe the sentence is,
circumstantial evidence is proof of a chain of facts and
circumstances that lead indicating the existence of a
fact and I think that is -- Well, I believe that is where
the jury is having some questions so I can offer another,
a simpler definition of circumstantial evidence.
Circumstantial evidence is, circumstantial evidence can

be a number of facts and circumstances that point to the
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presence of a fact. It's just indicating, it's a very
direct sentence. I'm not quite -- Circumstantial
evidence is proof of a chain of facts and circumstances
indicating the exitence of a fact.

MS. FULLER: Your Heonor, you're saying you have to
have something simpler than that?

THE COURT: No. I was attempting to come up with
something simpler than this.

MR. DRYLIE: Circumstantial is a chain of
circumstances that tend to indicate the existence of a
fact.

MR. MADSEN: Seems pretty simple.

THE COURT: I don't know an alternative definition
that is simpler than this one.

MS. FULLER: There's one other, it gives rise to a
logical inference that a fact exists.

MR. CHEHCSKI: It's indirect evidence that dees not
on its face prove a factual issue but gives rise to a
logical inference the fact exists. Same website.

MS. FULLER: The Court has one, right?

THE COURT: Gives rise to a logical -- One more
time?

MR. CHEHOSKI: Does not on its face prove a fact in
issue but gives rise to a logical inference that the fact

exists.
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MS. FULLER: You want me to email it to you?

THE COURT: I'm just going to give it back to them
in writing. Circumstantial evidence is a set of facts or
circumstances that give rise to a logical inference that
the fact exists.

MS. FULLER: Again, that's a modified version of
what we both just read, but I think we're okay with that.
Can you say it one more time, Judge?

THE COURT: Circumstantial evidence is a set of
facts or circumstances that gives rise to a logical
inference that a fact exists.

MS. FULLER: Okay. Yeah. I'm fine with that.

MR. CHEHOSKI: Yeah. I'm okay with it, Judge.

THE COURT: If you have something that you think
would be possibly easier.

MR. CHEHOSKI: I guess my concern is that in what
you're saying it gives rise to a logical inference a fact
exists. I feel like it's incomplete. I mean, the whole
sentence says circumstantial evidence is indirect
evidence that does not on its face prove a fact at issue,
but gives rise to a logical inference that the fact
exists.

THE COURT: Correct.

MS. FULLER: Judge, I was going to email it to you

SC you can see it,

Steven E. LeBlanc, R.P.R., Circuit Court Reporter
P.0O. Box 184, Lexington, Scuth Carolina 29071





10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

THE COURT:

MS. FULLER:

THE COURT:
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That will work for me.

Does your email work?

Yes. I just cannot send email.

I would say, Judge, what you charged is

actually the identical instruction in the Anderson

charge.
THE COURT:
MR. MADSEN:

Say that one more time.

It's the identical instruction.

Circumstantial evidence is a proof of facts and

circumstances indicating the existence of a fact, and

that is from Judge Anderscn's charge book.

THE COURT:

The intent is not to confuse the jury

further. Thank you. Ms. Fuller, I'll go with the

complete definition and if there is another question --

MS. FULLER:

I copied and pasted the whole thing,

the one that Jason wanted on circumstantial evidence

reguires drawing intenticonal or reascnable -- I don't

think that's what we're talking about. I just copied the

whole thing, but it's just that first sentence.

THE CLERK:

That was the one off Cornel. I've

copied and pasted them ontc a word document so I can

print it up.

THE COURT:

Thank you.

We will make this a Court's

Exhibit. This will be Court's Exhibit 13.

Circumstantial evidence is indirect evidence that does
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not on its face prove a fact in issue, but gives rise to
a logical inference that the fact exists. 1I'm gonna take
out the last sentence. We don't need that.

THE CLERK: Okay. You can trash that one then.

THE COURT: All right. We will send this back to
the jury.

MR. MADSEN: Judge, can you just read it so that we
can hear it, Jjust the final version.

THE COURT: &absolutely. Circumstantial evidence is
indirect evidence that does not on its face prove a fact
at issue, but gives rise to a logical inference that the
fact exists.

MR, MADSEN: Thank you.

(Whereupon, Court's Exhibit #13 marked for
identification.)

THE COURT: All right. We will stand down unless
there's another question.

(Verdict at 5:20 p.m.)

THE COURT: It has been brought to my attention we
have a verdict so I will bring the jury out and we will
hear the verdict.

(Whereupon, the jury entered the courtroom at 5:25
p.m.)

THE COURT: Mr. Foreman, it is my understanding that

you have reached a verdict?
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FOREPERSON: Yes, ma'am. We have,

THE COURT: Is that verdict unanimous?

FOREPERSON: Yes, ma'am.

THE CQURT: Have you signed the verdict form?

FOREPERSCN: Yes, ma'am. I have.

THE COURT: Have you dated the verdict form?

FOREPERSON: Yes, ma'am. I have.

THE COURT: Please hand the verdict to the bailiff
please.

FOREPERSON: (Complies.)

THE COURT: You may publish.

THE CLERK: Will the defendant please stand.

DEFENDANT : (Complies.)

THE CLERK: The State of South Carolina, County of
Edgefield, State of South Carolina versus Gabriel Curry
in the Court of General Sessions, indictment number
2019-GS-19-00034, verdict form, we, the jury, by
unanimous consent find the defendant, Gabriel Curry, on
the charge of murder guilty.

THE COURT: Does anyone wish to poll the jury?

MR. CHEHCSKI: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Please poll the jury.

THE CLERK: Yes, ma'am. The verdict of the jury

reported to this court was guilty. Was this your verdict

in the jury room and is this still your verdict, Lesley
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gentlemen of the jury, I want to thank you for your jury
service this week and we appreciate everything you have
done for us in taking the time with the trial. At this
time I will have the bailiff to escort you out. If you
need a work excuse or school excuse, that will be
provided to you. Thank you again. Bailiff, please
escort the jury out.

THE CLERK: I'm just going to get the foreperson to
sign the indictment real quick too.

THE COURT: Yes, sir. All right. Please be seated.
Mr., Drylie, is the State ready to enter the sentencing
portion?

MR. DRYLIE: 1In just one minute, Your Honor. We're
gonna go generate a sentencing sheet.

MR. MADSEN: And, Judge, I think I need to put some
motions on the recoxrd.

THE COURT: Absolutely.

MR. MADSEN: Judge, we would move for a new trial at
this point in time. We would renew all objections, our
directed verdict motion, request for suppression of the
search warrant and items in violation of due process,
Rule 5. We do not believe that there was substantial
circumstantial evidence in this case sufficient for a
jury to find Gabe guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, so we

renew all those motions, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Any response?

MS. FULLER: Your Honor, the same arguments that I
made at the directed verdict stage, Your Honor, there was
substantial circumstantial evidence and I think the
jury's verdict is appropriate.

THE COURT: All right. Your motion for a new trial
at this time is denied. Thank you. 2All right. Are
there any other motions from the defense?

MR. MADSEN: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. Is defense ready to enter
into the sentencing phase?

MR. CHEHOSKI: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Does the State have any
recommendations or any other presentation?

MR. DRYLIE: Judge, I believe the brother of the
victim Dallas Calhoun would like to address the Court.

THE COURT: Mr. Calhoun.

MR. DRYLIE: I'll just say for the record Dakota's
mom, Angela, has been here the entire week supporting
this.

THE COURT: Mr. Calhoun.

DALLAS CALHOUN: Yeah. I mean, well, I just wanted
to let you know how what you did affected ocur family,
man, a lot and your family too and we love yocur whole

family still, but you deserve to be punished for it
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THE COURT: Mr. Madsen, let me say to you that any
additional investigation of Mr. Curry is not a
consideration for the Court at this time.

MR. MADSEN: Thank you, Your Honor,

MS. FULLER: And, Your Honor, I just wanted to¢ be
clear, I wasn't asking you to consider it, just usually
when a case 1s wrapped up, I always state on the record
if there is something still pending.

THE COURT: All right. And so that is noted for the
record, but I do want to make sure that it is reflected
that I am ncot taking into consideration the informaticn
that you gave me regarding any pending charges. I am
here tc sentence Mr. Curry on this charge zlone.

MR. MADSEN: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Curry has credit for 1343 days; is
that correct, sir?

MR. CHEHOSKI: That's correct.

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Curry. Let me first say
that I'm sorry to the family as a whole for the loss of
Dakota and I have had an opportunity to listen to all of
the evidence that was presented and taking that into
consideration along with the jury's verdict of guilty, I
am sentencing Mr. Curry to the State Department of
Corrections for a term of 38 years. He will receive

credit for the time that he served in the amount of 1343
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MS. FULLER:
MR. DRYLIE:
MR. MADSEN:

MR. CHEHOSKI:

(Whereupon,

Thank you,
Thank you,

Thank you,

Curry. Thank you.
Your Honor.
Your Honor.

Your Honor.

Thank yocu, Your Honor.

the trial was concluded.}
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1.  Background

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) Cellular Analysis Survey Team (CAST) was requested by the 11"
Circuit Solicitor’s Office to analyze cell phone records for (803) 624-8898 and (803) 221-5170 (“target
cell phones”). The target cell phones are believed to be associated with a homicide which occurred on

October 9, 2018.

2. Methodology

An analysis was performed on the call detail records obtained for the target cell phones. The call detail
records documented the network interaction to and from the target cell phones. Additionally, the
records documented the cell tower and cell sector (“cell site”) which served the cell phone during this
activity. Used in conjunction, the call detail records and a list of cell site locations illustrate an
approximate location of the target cell phones when they initiated contact with the network.

2.1 Cell Site Locations

Celi sites in existence during the time of the incident were input into mapping software using
latitude/longitude coordinates of the cell sites provided by the service provider. The cell sites associated
with the target cell phones were located utilizing the mapping software and the plotted cell site data.

3. Conclusions
A historical cell site analysis was performed on the call detail records for the target cell phones. The
methods detailed in Sections 2 and 2.1 were used to produce the attached historical cell site analysis

maps.

Intellectual property of the FBI Cellular Analysis Survey Team, reproduction in whole or in part is prohibited
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ATTACHMENT 1

REASON FOR AFFIANT'S BELIEF THAT THE
PROPERTY SOUGHT IS ON THE SUBIJECT PREMISES

ON OCTOBER 107 2018 DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN WAS REPORTED MISSING BY HIS FAMILY.
WITH THE USE OF GPS TRACKING PROVIDED BY DISCOUNT AUTOMOTIVE USED CARS SALES IN
AUGUSTA GA THE 2012 GRAY FORD FORCUS GA TAGH# RLR1480 WAS SHOWING BEING LOCATED
ON SANDY SPRINGS RD, IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY. IT WAS REPORTED BY THE FAMILY THAT
DAKOTA WAS WEARING A PINK SHIRT LAST TIME HE WAS SEEN. THE CAR WAS LOCATED AND
WAS NOT OCCUPIED. THE SOUTH CAROLINA LAW ENFORCEMENT DHVISION {SLED) WAS CALLED
TO ASSIST IN A AIR SEARCH OF THE WOODED AREA AROUND THE CAR. PRIOR TO THE ARRIVAL
OF SLED HELICOPTER A PINK OBJECT WAS LOCATED IN A WOODED AREA ON SANDY SPRINGS
RD. ABOUT 100 FEET OFF THE ROADWAY. THE PINK OBIECT FOUND WAS THE DECEASED BODY
OF DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN. A HOLE WAS OBSERVED ON THE REAR OF THE HEAD OF
DAKOTA THAT APPEARED TO BE A BULLET HOLE. A AUTOPSY THAT WAS PERFORMED ON
11/12/18 IN NEWBERRY CONFIRMED THAT DAKOTA WAS MURDERED.

woinfie

THROUGH WITNESS STATEMENTS AND VIDEO SURVELIANCE IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT GABRIEL
DANTRAY CURRY WAS WITH DAKOTA JUST PRIOR TO HIS MURDER. WHEN DEPUTIES WENT 707
MT. ZION RD. TO LOCATE GABRIEL CURRY TO ASK HIM ABOUT DAKOTA MISSING ,HIS GIRLFRIEND
STATED HE WAS NOT THERE. A SHORT TIME LATER THE FAMILY DAKOTA ARRIVED WITH
GABRIEL WHO TOLD AFFIANT THAT HE AND DAKOTA HAD WENT TO OBTAIN AND USE
MARIJUANA AND HEROIN. KHALO CALHOUN BROTHER OF DAKOTA TOLD /O THAT HE LOCATED
GABRIEL AT HIS GIRLFRIENDS RESIDENCE ON MT. ZION RD.

AFFIANT HAS BEEN A INVESTIGATOR WITH THE EDGEFIELD COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR
APPROXIMATELY 12 YEARS AND A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER FOR APPROXIMATELY 20 YEARS
AND BELIEVES THAT ITEMS CONTAINED IN THE RESIDENCE AT 707 MT. ZION WILL ASSIST IN THE
INVESTIGATION OF THE MURDER OF DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN,
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. : Celloos waan o gees
\, N ses BaM e e Curcy s Dolo'os
. Lo W e ’ . Lot
[ 3 Celhpoads et e .
(RS U i .
-l" '!TL"" %"M k(h‘é\k\b Ue * e ' L L {"’O‘ LaRha / e ‘1\;“—\‘\' t\.‘“
A A ced FNTRTRVES, B FNTTESR L \:\‘:'v \\ N SRR o A et
1Y 5 -
= Cuvt wiks & N Lt c.,;\ﬂlﬂ-s.\ b <
\ S L LeNeoo~ D Curiys A o Nve
e menvarRe QA Sw T A o - \ o~
. L E.Vl‘é"ll\d_ e C(J-\\'\DJ"-— Nl ™
NN e -~ \.-'.ut‘* (_U.—;\‘ PIAN

5 —
PR [ R
\ £ o

. o-u-'*bq*'\ olv-‘h O b

- certify this to be a true €O y of the
o e A\

iginal _ = .
> orig Edgefield County, South Carolina

(724.22 B nided

Date Magistrate/gferk

569





570





571





572 RETURN

I received the attached Search Warrant S 35-% , and have executed it as follows:

On ohzfig, at 145 oclock A . [ searched {(the person) described in the warrant and (the

premises})

I left a copy of the warrant with L£s oenck-

Name of person searched or “at the place of search™ with.

Together with a receipt for the items seized.

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant to the warrant:
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( &
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This inventory was made in the presence of [ NV. S irth AND g&cﬁ- Curiane

I swear that the inventory is a true and detailed account of all the property taken by me on the

%@% 7

( Slonature of Ofﬁ er Fxecuting Warrant)

warrant.
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this | day of T . 2018
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ATTACHMENT 1

REASON FOR AFFIANT'S BELIEF THAT THE
PROPERTY SOUGHT IS ON THE SUBJECT PREMISES

ON OCTOBER 10" 2018 DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN WAS REPORTED MISSING BY HIS FAMILY.
WITH THF USE OF GPS TRACKING PROVIDED BY DISCOUNT AUTOMITIVE USED CARS IN
AUGUSTA, GA THE 2012 GRAY FORD FOCUS GA TAGH RLR1480 WAS SHOWING BEING LOCATED
ON SANDY SPRINGS RD. IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY. IT WAS REPORTED BY THE FAMILY THAT
DAKOTA WAS LAST SEEN WEARING A PINK SHIRT. THE CAR WAS LOCATED UNOCCUPIED ON
SANDY SPRINGS RD. AFTER AN EXTENSWE SCARCH THE DECEASE BODY OF DAKOTA WAS
DISCOVERED IN A WOODED AREA ABOUT 100 FEET OFF THE ROADWAY AND ACROSS SANDY
SPRINGS RD. FROM WHERE THE CAR WAS LOCATED. AFFIANT DID OBSERVE A WOUND TO THE
REAR OF THE HEAD OF DAKOTA THAT APPEARED TO AFFIANT TO BE A GUNSHOT WOUND. A
AUTOPSY PERFORMED ON 10/11/18 IN NEWBERRY CONFIRMED THAT DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN
WAS MURDERED. THE KEYS TQ THE 2012 FCRD FOCUS AND THE CELLPHONE DAKOTA WAS
USING WERE NOT LOCATED AT CRIME SCENES.

THROUGH MULTIPLE WITNESS STATEMENTS IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT GABRIEL DANTRAY CURRY
WAS WITH DAKCTA PRIOR TO HIS MURDER. DEPUTES RESPONDED TO 707 MT. ZION RD. TO
LOCATE GABRIEL CURRY TO QUESTION HIM ABCUT DAKOTA MISSING HIS GIRLFRIEND KIRTRINA
DIXON STATED HE WAS NOT THERE. A SHORT TIME LATER THE FAMILY OF DAKOTA ARRIVED
WITH GABRIEL WHO TOLD AFFIANT THAT HE AND DAKOTA HAD WENT TC OBTAIN DRUGS AND

HAD USED SOME OF THR DRUGS INCLUDING MARIJUANA AND HEROIN AND XANAX. KHALO

CALHOUN WHO IS THE BROTHER OF DAKQOTA TOLD AFFIANT THAT HE LOCATED GABRIEL AT HIS

GIRLFRIENDS RESIDENCE AT 707 MT. ZION RD.

AFFIANT HAS BEEN A INVESTIGATOR WITH THE EDGEFIELD COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR
APPROXIMATELY 12 YEARS AND A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER FOR APPROX!MATELY 20 YEARS
AND THAT iNFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE PERSONAL CELLPHONE OF GABRIEL DANTRAY
CURRY WILL ASSIST IN THE INVESTIGATION OF THE MURDER OF DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN.
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ATTACHMENT 2

REASON FOR AFFIANT'S BELIEF THAT THE
PROPERTY SOUGHT IS ON THE SUBJECT PREMISES

ON OCTOBER 107" 2018 DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN WAS REPORTED MISSING BY HIS FAMILY.
WITH THE USE OF GPS TRACKING PROVIDED BY DISCOUNT AUTOMITIVE USED CARS IN
AUGUSTA, GA THE 2012 GRAY FORD FOCUS GA TAGH RLR1480 WAS SHOWING BEING LOCATED
ON SANDY SPRINGS RD. IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY. IT WAS REPORTED BY THE FAMILY THAT
DAKOTA WAS LAST SEEN WEARING A PINK SHIRT. THE CAR wAS LOCATED UNOCCUPIED ON
SANDY SPRINGS RD. AFTER AN EXTENSIVE SEARCH THE DECEASE BODY OF DAKOTA WAS
DISCOVERED IN A WOODED AREA ABOUT 100 FEET OFF THE ROADWAY AND ACROSS SANDY
SPRINGS RD. FRCM WHERE THE CAR WAS LOCATED. AFFIANT DID OBSERVE A WQUND TO THE
REAR OF THE HEAD OFf DAKOTA THAT APPEARED TO AFFIANT TO BE A GUNSHOT WOUND. A
AUTOPSY PERFORMED ON 10/11/18 IN NEWBERRY CONFIRMED THAT DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN
WAS MURDERED THE KEYS TO THE 2012 FORD FOCUS AND THE CELLPHONE DAKOTA WAS
USING WERE NOT LOCATED AT CRIME SCENES.

THROUGH MULTIPLE WITNESS STATEMENTS IT WAS DISCOVERED THAT GABRIEL DANTRAY CURRY
WAS WITH DAKOTA PRIOR TO His MURDER, DEPUTES RESPONDED TO [ MT. zion RD. TO
LOCATE GABRIEL CURRY TO QUESTION HIM ABOUT DAKOTA MISSING HIS GIRLFRIEND KIRTRINA
DIXON STATED HE WAS NOT THERE. A SHORT TIME LATER THE FAMILY OF DAKOTA ARRIVED
WITH GABRIEL WHO TOLD AFFIANT THAT HE AND DAKOTA HAD WENT TO OBTAIN DRUGS AND

HAD USED SOME OF THR DRUGS INCLUDING MARNUANA AND HEROIN AND XANAX. KHALO

CALHOUN WHO iS THE BROTHER OF DAKOTA TOLD AFFIANT THAT HE LOCATED GABRIEL AT HIS

GIRLFRIENDS RESIDENCE AT-MT. ZION RD.

AFFIANT HAS BEEMN A INVESTIGATOR WITH THE EDGEFIELD COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR
APPROXIMATELY 12 YEARS AND A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER FOR APPROXIMATELY 20 YEARS
AND THAT INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE PERSONAL CELLPHONE OF GABRIEL DANTRAY
CURRY WILL ASSIST N THE INVESTIGATION OF THE MURDER OF DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN.

{ certify this to be a true CoRy of tre
original <

Edaciield County, South Carcling
o L

o 2t 2L
Magistrat 1’6/[5

" Date
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ATTACHMENT 1

REASON FOR AFFIANT'S BELIEF THAT THE
PROPERTY SOUGHT IS ON THE SUBJECT PREMISES

ON OCTOBER 10" 2018 DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN WAS REPORTED MiSSING BY HIS FAMILY.
WITH THE USE OF GPS TRACKING PROVIDED BY DISCOUNT AUTOMOTIVE USED CARS N
AUGUSTA, GA THE 2012 GRAY FORD FOCUS GA TAGH RLR1480 WAS SHOWING BEING LOCATED
ON SANDY SPRINGS RD. IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY. IT WAS REPORTED BY THE FAMILY THAT
DAKOTA WAS LAST SEEN WEARING A PINK SHIRT. THE CAR WAS LOCATED UNOCCUPIED ON
SANDY SPRINGS RD. AFTER AN EXTENSIVE SEARCH THE DECEASE BODY OF DAKOTA WAS
DISCOVERED iIN A WOQDED AREA ABOUT 100 FEET OFF THE ROCADWAY AND ACROSS SANDY
SPRINGS RD. FROM WHERE THE CAR WAS LOCATED. AFFIANT DID OBSERVE A WOUND TO THE
REAR OF THE HEAD OF DAKOQTA THAT APPEARED TO AFFIANT TO BE A GUNSHOT WOUND. A
AUTOPSY PERFORMED ON 10/11/18 IN NEWBERRY CONFIRMED THAT DAKOTA MICHAEL CALHOUN
WAS MURDERED. THE KEYS TO THE 2012 FORD FOCUS AND THE CELLPHONE DAKOTA WAS
USING WHICH BELONGED TO HIS MOTHER ANGELA BARGERON WERE NOT LOCATED AT CRIME
SCENES.

AFFIANT HAS BEEN A INVESTIGATOR WITH THE EDGEFELD COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE FOR
APPROXIMATELY 12 YEARS AND A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER FOR APPROXIMATELY 20 YEARS
AND BELIEVED THAT INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THE PERSOMNAL CELLPHONL OF ANGELA
BARGERON WILL ASSIST IN THE INVESTIGATION OF THE MURDER OF DAKOTA MICHAEL
CALHOUN.

| certify this to be a true copy of the
nitginal 1V M i

Edgefield County, South Carolina
b-2U-2Z 1 Pinmeld

Date Magistra@
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S.R. HuBBARD III

SoICITOR, FLrvENTH Jumcat CIRCu

June 24, 2022

Jason Chehoski, Esquire

202 East Main St.

Lexington, SC 29072

Re:  State v. Gabriel Dantray Curry

Dear Defense Counsel:

Please find an attached PDF file containing additional discovery date stamped June 24, 2022 and
censecutively numbered from 1-24 on the above referenced case.

Personal identifying information may be redacted to include: social security numbers,
victim/witness addresses, and/or phone numbers.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me. | look
forward to working with you towards a conclusion o this matter.

Sincerely,
/s
Erik J Drylie
Enclosures
/blw

-

Edgefield ¢ Lexington = McCormick = Szluda
Marc H. Westbrook Judicial Center o 205 East Main Street + Suite 309  Lexington, Socuth Carolina 29072
Phene: [BC3) 785-8352 « Fax: {803) 785-8255
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Incident Supplemental - [ncident # 1810158 htps: edgelieldeounty sc agisent.com incidemtPrinthtm s pe ~eppl

Edgefield County Sheriff's Office

Supplemental for Incident # 1810138

DATE CREATED CREATED BY STATUS DATE APPRCVED APPROVED BY

06-23-2022 08:30 an 562 Harley, Chase  ocpen -

SUPPLEMENTAL TEXT
ON JUNE 22, 2022 [, LT. CHASE RARLEY WENT TO THE CIRCLE K GAS STATION ON
EDGEFIELD RD AND TRACKED THE TIME IT TOOK TO TRAVEL VIA VEHICLE FROM THIS
LOCATION TO THE ROADWAY OF SANDY SPRINGS RD, TRENTON SC 29847 WHERE THE
BODY OF DAKOTA CALHOUN WAS LOCATED IN THE WOODS:

*+ CIRCLE K GAS STATION - EDGEFIELD RD (LAST KNOWN LOCATION VICTIM WAS SEEN
ALIVE)

* TRAVEL TIME - 13 MINS 10 SECONDS (START TIME 4:10 PM, NORMAL DRIVING
CONDITIONS) -

» ROUTE - TOOK A LEFT ONTO EDGEFIELD RD, TRAVELED ON EDGEFIELD RD TO MT. ZION
RD, TURNED RIGHT ONTO MT. ZION RD, TRAVELED ON MT. ZiON RD TO SANDY SPRINGS
RD. TURNED RIGHT ONTO SANDY SPRINGS RD. | THEN PROCEEDED TO THE ROADWAY OF
THE LOCATION WHERE THE INCIDENT OCCURRED ON SANDY SPRINGS RD.

ON JUNE 22, 2022 |, LT. CHASE HARLEY THEN TRACKED THE TIME IT TOOK TO TRAVEL VIA
VEHICLE FROM THE INCIDENT LOCATION ON SANDY SPRINGS RD TO THE BURGER KING
THAT IS LOCATED ON BETTIS ACADEMY RD.

“ INCIDENT LOCATION - SANDY SPRINGS RD {(LOCATION VICTIM WAS FOUND DECEASED)

* TRAVEL TIME - 8 MINS 20 SECONDS (START TIME 4:27 PM, NORMAL DRIVING CONDITIONS)
* ROUTE - TRAVELED ON SANDY SPRINGS RD TO MT. ZION RD, TURNED RIGHT ON MT. ZION
RD, TRAVELED ON MT. ZION RD AND TURNED LEFT ON FIELDS CEMETERY RD, TRAVELED
ON FIELDS CEMETERY RD, TURNED RIGHT ONTQ BETTIS ACADEMY RD AND TRAVELED ON
BETTIS ACADEMY RD UNTIL TURNING INTO THE PARKING LOT OF BURGER KING LOCATED
ON BETTIS ACADEMY RD AND 1-20.

Suppiemental Printed. 08-23-2022 08:31 am GMT -5 00

lol2 623 20220822 AM
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INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

Chief Investigator James P. Sullivan
11" Circuit Solicitor's Office

As background: On June 24, 2022 at 9:00, Angelia Bargeron was

interviewed at the Edgefield county Court House, Present during the interview
were Assistant Solicitor Erik Drylie, Victim Advocate Perrin Bryan and I/O. During
the interview, Angelia stated the following

State v. Gabriel Curry

On QOctober 9, 2018, Dakota called her and asked if he could use her car
and phone to go check on Gabe.

Angelia told Dakota to drop some items off at Sabrina Curry’s residence
for a birthday party.

Angelia stated her car was not damaged when Dakota took her car.
Around 3:55 Dakota came by to get gas money before taking Gabe home.
Angelia remembers giving Dakota a $20 bill.

Dakota said he would come back and help her clean up the store after he
dropped off Gabe. He planned to be back by 5 pm.

Dakota never showed back up.

She called Sabrina Curry who stated she did not know Dakota was with
Gabe but that she would cali Gabe and find out where Dakota was.

Gabe called her that night.

During the call with Gabe, he told her that Dakota had dropped him off on
the road in front of his house before 5:00.

Gabe said he does not know where Dakota is.

Gabe said he thought Dakota might have gone to Edgefield to meet a girl.
Angelia asked Vanessa, Dakota's girlfriend, to go make a report.

After speaking to the police, Angelia decided t¢ go to the auto dealership,
Prestige Auto lot, off Gordon highway, where she purchased the car.

The employee explained that her car was in a wooded area, and she is
unsure how long it had been there.

Angelia stated she cailed the Edgefield County Sheriffs Department.
While they were searching for Dakota, Gabe came up and talked to the
police and he kept apologizing to Angelia about her phone. He repeatedly
said, "I'm sorry about your phone.”

Gabe said you cannot drive the car because it had a flat tire,

After they found Dakota, | took the kids to Sabrina's house and Gabe kept
saying, ‘they found Dakota?"

603
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1. Background

The Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) Cellular Analysis Survey Team {CAST) was requested by the 11t
Circuit Solicitor’s Office to analyze cell phone records for (803} 624-8898 and {803) 221-5170 (“target
cell phones”). The target cell phones are believed to be associated with a homicide which occurred on
October 9, 2018.

2. Methodology

An analysis was performed on the call detail records obtained for the target cell phones. The call detail
records documented the network interaction to and from the target cell phones. Additionally, the
records documented the cell tower and celf sector (“cell site”) which served the cell phone during this
activity. Used in conjunction, the call detail records and a list of cell site locations illustrate an
approximate location of the target cell phones when they initiated contact with the network.

2.1 Cell Site Locations

Cell sites in existence during the time of the incident were input into mapping software using
latitude/longitude coordinates of the cell sites provided by the service provider. The cell sites associated
with the target cell phones were located utilizing the mapping software and the plotted cell site data.

3. Conclusions

A historical cell site analysis was performed on the call detail records for the target cell phones. The
methods detailed in Sections 2 and 2.1 were used to produce the attached historical cell site analysis
maps.

Intellectual property of the FBI Cellular Analysis Survey Team, reproduction in whole or in part is prohibited
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Jon VanHouten
NIFA / Computer Forensic Examiner

United States Secret Service

107 Westpark Bivd. Suile 301
Columbia, SC 29210

Telephone: 803-772-4015/jonathan.vanhouten@usss.dhs.gov
EDUCATION

08/1996 - 05/1998

CERTIFICATIONS
08/1999

03/2001

0472001

09/2001

03/2002

0372005

12/2005

04/2008

05/2008

02/2008

02/2009

State v. Gabriel Curry

Florence-Darlingten Tecknical College Florence. SC
Criminal Justice

South Carofina Criminal Justice Academy
Basic Law Enforcement Training

Soutn Carolina Criminal Justice Academy
16 Hour Criminal Justice Information Computer Operator

South Carolina Criminal Justice Academy
DataMaster Breath Test Operator

South Carolina Law Enforcement Officers Association
Grade Crossing Collision Management

South Caralina Criminal Justice Academy
Radar Speed Measuring Device

Columbia Police Department
Law Enforcement Response to Active Shooter

South Carolina Criminal Just:ce Academy
Advanced DUI Detection

South Caralina Criminal Justice Academy
At Scene Traffic Collision Investigation

South Carolina Criminat Just'ce Academy
Technical Traffic Collision Investigation

International Association of Chiefs of Police
Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DRE Pre-Training)

International Assoc.ation of Chiefs of Police
Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DRE Certification)

Additicnal Discovery
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0572010 National Computer Forensics Institute
Basic Investigation of Computers and Electronic Crimes

01/2011 National White Collar Crime Certer
Basic Computer Skills for Law Enforcement

02:2011 National White Collar Crime Center
Cyber-investigation / Secure Techniques for Onsite Preview

042611 US Depaniment of Justice / Drug Enforcement Agency
Basic Telecommunications Exploitation Program

04/2011 South Carolina Law Enforcement Division
Basic Cell Phone Data Extraction

0512011 Mississippi State University Center for Corputer Security Research
introduction to Cyber Crime and Computer Forensics

05/2011 Mississippi State University Center for Computer Security Research
Advanced Digita! Forensics Workshop

0572010 National Computer Forensics Institute
Basic Computer Evidence Recovery Training

0372012 Department of Homeiand Securty ' Federal Law En‘crcement Training
Macintosh Forensics Training

Q7/2013 National Computer Farensics institute
Advanced Computer Forensics Training

0772013 National Computer Forensics Institute
ACE Certification (Access-Data Computer Forensic Software
Certification)

082013 National Computer Forensics Institule
Advanced Mobile Device Examiner Program

0372015 National Ccmputer Forensics Institute
Python Scripting Training

052016 Cellebrite Training Center
Cellebrite Mobile Forensic Fundamentals

052016 Cellebrite Training Center
Cellebrite Certified Logical Operator

05/2016 Cellebrite Tramirg Center
Cellebrite Certified Physical Analyst

05/20186 National Comiputer Forensic Inst tute
XRY Cell Phone Certification

. 08,2016 iNational Computer Faorensic institute
NITRO Certification (Network Intrusion Response)

State v. Gabriel Curry Additional Discovery
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10/2020

04:2021

04:2021

+0/202%

10/2021

1072021

June 24,

GetData Forensic Explorer
Forensic Explorer Certification

Cellebriie Advanced Smartphene Aralysis (CASA)
Celebrite Certified CASA

Fieid Based Trainers Course
Rowley Training Center

Paint of Sale Trainirg Course
US Secret Service Headquarters {Virtual)

Ransomware Incident Response Traming
National Computer Forensic Institute, Hoover, AL

NCFI Virtua! Incident Response Competition
Hoover, AL

Oxygen Forensic Extraction {Oxygen Forensics)
Virtual

PROFESSIONAL APPOINTMENTS

04/1999 — 08/2009

08/2009 - 10/2010

10/2010 - 04/2020

04/2022 — present

Columhia Police Department. Columboia SC
Patrol Officer / Police Officer

Columbia Police Department. Columbpia SC
Investigator / White Collar Crimes

United States Secret Service, Columbia SC
Task Force Agent/ Computer Forensic Examiner

{Retired)

United States Secret Service, Columhia SC

2022 Page 27 of i+d

Network Intrusion Forensic Examiner / Digital Forensics

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS

03/2006 - 03/2009

CONFERENCES
06/2011

06/2012
06/2013

06/2015

State v. Gabriel Curry

Southern States Police Benevelent Associatien, McDonough, GA

Vice President, South Carclina Chapter

Techno Securty & Forensics Investigations, Myrtie Beach SC

Techno Secunty & Forensics Investigations, Myrtle Beach SC

Techno Securty & Forensics Investigations, Myrtle Beach SC

Techno Securty & Forensics Irvestgations. Myrtle Beach SC

Additional Discavery
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08/2016 Techns Security & Fcrensics Investigations, Myrtle Beach SC
06/2017 Techno Secunty & Ferersics Investigatons, Myrile Beach SC
06/2021 Techno Securnity & Forensics Invesagations, Myrtle Beacn SC
05/2022 Techno Security & Forensics (nvestgations. Myrtle Beach SC

PROFESSIONAL PRESENTATIONS

0712013 South Carolina Solicitors Conferance. Myrtie Beach SC
Presenter, Media Evidence

08/2014 Kershaw County School District Annual Train'ng. Lugeff SC
Presenter, Cyber-Security, Keeping Yourself Safe

12/2014 City of Columbia Teen Retreat Program, Columpia SC
Presenter, Internet Safety for Kids

06/2015 McBee County School District Annual Training, McBee SC
Presenter, Cyher-Security, Keeping Yourself Safe

112075 National Computer Forensic Institute. Hoover AL
Assistant Instructor, Ceil Phone Forensics for Prosecutors

04/2016 NUCOCR Steel Company. Florence SC
Presenter, Cyber-Security for Industries

05/2016 National Computer Forensic Institute. Hoover Al
Assistant Instructor, Mobile Device Examiner for Law Enforcement

1230117 National Computer Forensic Institute, Hoover AL
Assistant Instructor, Online Social Networking for Law Enforcement

02/23117 University o South Carclina School of Law
Presenter, Cyber-Security, Keeping Yourself Safe

07111417 Orangeburg Department of Social Services (D33}
Presenter, Cyberbullying, Internet Safety for Kids

Q772417 National Computer Fcrensics Institute, Hoover AL
Assistant Instructor, Computer Forensics for Prosecutors

081217 Richtand County Department of Social Services (DS3)
Presenter, Cyberbullying, Internet Safety for Kids
04/18/18 University of Scuth Carolina School of Law
Presenter, Cyber-Security
Q7101748 National Computer Forersics institute Hoover AL
Assistant Instructor, BCERT {Basic Computer Evidence Recovery
Training}
02/26/19 SYNNEX Corporation - Annua' Company Retreat Charleston 8C

Presenter, Cyber-Security

10/0520 Network Intrusion Responder Course
Proctor / Assistant Instructor

State v. Gabriel Curry Additional Discovery
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C4'18/2022 Universily of Scutr Carclira Darla Moore Schoci of Business
Presenter, Cyber Security Incident Response

State v. Gabriel Curry Additionai Discovery
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certifies that this Record on Appeal contains all material proposed
to be included by any of the parties and not any other material and that this Record on Appeal
complies to the best of my ability with the April 15, 2014 order from the South Carolina
Supreme Court entitled “Revised Order Concerning Personal Identifying Information and Other
Sensitive Information in Appellate Court Filings.”

Renﬂnr-fi-‘n]]w Cribhanittnd

Rouvcit v, Lruvek

Chief Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 15th day of December, 2023.





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Edgefield County

Honorable Courtney Clyburn-Pope, Circuit Court Judge

THE STATE,
RESPONDENT,
V.
GABRIEL DANTRAY CURRY,

APPELLANT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2022-000966

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to Rule 262(a)(3) and Rule 262(c)(3), SCACR, the undersigned hereby certifies
a true copy of the Record on Appeal in the above-referenced case has been served upon Melody
J. Brown, Esquire, at the primary e-mail address listed in the Attorney Information System
(AIS), this 15th day of December, 2023.

Robert M. Dudek
Chief Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Defense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT
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SOUTH CAROLINA COMMISSION ON IN DIGENT DEFENSE

Division of Appellate Defense ' Robert M. Dudek, Chief Appellate Defender
1330 Lady Street, Suite 401 Wanda H. Carter, Deputy Chief Appellate Defender
Columbia, South Carolina 29201-3332

Post Office Box 11589

Columbia, South Carolina 29211-1589
Telephone: (803) 734-1330
Facsimile: (803) 734-1345

December 15, 2023

The Honorable Jenny A. Kitchings
Clerk, S.C. Court of Appeals

Post Office Box 11629

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Re: The State v. Gabriel Dantray Curry
Appellate Case No. 2022-000966

Dear Ms. Kitchings:

Enclosed is a proposed order in the above case. By copy of this letter, we are also
forwarding a copy of this proposed order to Melody J. Brown, Esquire. Thank you for your

assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

%7)7/

Robert M. Dudek
Chief Appellate Defender

RMD/kpw

cc: Melody J. Brown, Esquire





STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

Appeal from Edgefield County

Honorable Courtney Clyburn-Pope, Circuit Court Judge

THE STATE,
RESPONDENT,
V.
GABRIEL DANTRAY CURRY,

APPELLANT

APPELLATE CASE NO. 2022-000966

ORDER

On motion of Robert M. Dudek, attorney for appellant, it is hereby ORDERED that
State’s Exhibit #122 (List of Addresses Poster) be released to the Office of the Attorney
General, or its designee, for transporting to the Court of Appeals of South Carolina for purposes
of review by the Court for the above-captioned case.

By

CLERK
Columbia, South Carolina
December 15, 2023
Copies to: The Honorable Charles L. Reel

Robert M. Dudek, Esquire
Melody J. Brown, Esquire
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V.

For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.

Get Adobe Reader Now!




http://www.adobe.com/go/reader





From: Pollard, Shelby

To: SC - BROWN MELODY; Angela Brown

Cc: Dudek, Robert

Subject: 2022-000996 The State v. Gabriel Dantray Curry - Record on Appeal Volume II and Transportation Order
Date: Friday, December 15, 2023 2:07:00 PM

Attachments: 2022-000966 The State v. Gabriel D. Curry - Record on Appeal - Volume II.pdf

Proposed Transportation Order - G. Curry.pdf

Good afternoon,

Please find attached for service in the above-referenced case the Record on Appeal Volume Il and
the Proposed Transportation Order. These will be filed today, December 15, 2023, with the Court of
Appeals via email filing.

Thank you,
Shelby

Shelby Pollard

Administrative Assistant

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Appellate Division

1330 Lady Street, Suite 401

PO Box 11589

Columbia, SC 29201-1589

(803) 734-1330 — Telephone

(803) 734-1397 - Fax
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