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F.0. 80X 48
BEAUFORT, S0UTH CARGUINA 28507

coENCYr B, SUFPLEMENTARY REPORTY
scEfrgovd Lurder/Criminzl Sexuzl Cond. . GO-01L0

Lisusdnaten

Nome of Complowon: Addtess Phane bo.
Johnny ieed I ientation ur, Beaufort, s.C, s24
Clionse

surder/Cririnal Sexual Assualt

DEIAIRS OF OFFENSE, PROGRESS OF tRVESTIGATION. £1C.:
{tnvesigoting Office s munt sigr}

Poge Ko fne COSFIVELTIAL o 08 January . 80

Compleinant reporied that his daughter had been sexually assaulted and her boy-
friend had been shot on a dirt reoad off Cid Salem loint Road in Burton, §.C, at

approximately 2350 1% 01-05-80, Upon reporting to the crime scene, I found the
vietim's vehicle, & 1976 uodie Van 8.C. 80 tag WRN-#19 Vin B11ABR6EX1 55437, parked

approximately 75 feet off 014 Salem Foint Rd. on z dirt path, thse vehicle was
facing intc the wooded area, I noticed both doors were open and the right side
double doors were open, both left and right doors were opened by officers/E....S.

durine Their tresiment of the vietim, Both door glass was shaitered/broken out
durins the sheoting, The radio was on in van and small light (dome) was 1i%., I

noted a large ampunt of ¢lass inside and ouvside of the van, on the drivers (left

side of the vehicle I noted two bumps in the metal which appeared to be projectils

m&MmMmd to be nushed to the rear ass far as it would
go. Also recovered in the ares was a empty RC0L ciparetie pack, pack of WRICIEY'S

}‘hotom' __nhs were taken by tms orflce’r of the scene and victim at the hosprtal.
1 noted that the victim was shot in the ri-ht shoulder, in the right side of the
neck and in the back/top of the heau. Jetective Johnson is taking photos of the
autopsy, Information received from .sepuby Sheriff Collins is that a black male
of the Qgscrmtion given by this victim was seen in a 1973 Ford 2d Cream bottom/

comnany of two ot?;,gx' blacik males, one beiny covsred with blcod, It is suspected
this blinodied iasle ey have been involved in a vehicle wccident on Boundry S5t.

HVISTGATING OFCERS) Courtney/!{ustcn @ E weorrasorny Go T, Ao iston g 010680
ovER 8 REPORT DATE

casgstarus [ serive [ loimaneoay arnenr EX (LEARED unoER N |
! T unsounoep | macrive - 2
61 L6 o

H REPORTING OF ICL R NUMBER APSROVING OFF ICER 16
T LA [T T TIT DA T LT LT ITTTITT T feee

<o




BOSUFORT COUNTY SHERIFFS DEPART™ T
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BEAUFOKRT, SOUTH CAROLIHA 20902
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scifrdddd ﬁuxde:ifixual Assault cowene _ B0=0110
v e

tcame of Complamaat Addrers Phone No.

WEED, Johnny i :lantation Drive, Burton, $.C. sz4 N

Otferse
nurder/Criminal Sexual Assault

DETANLS OF OFFENSE. FROGRESS OF INVESTIGATION, §1C -
{inveshigoing Ofticer must siga)

l Dot Jan. 17 19‘8_9_

Page No
At approximately 0140 Y was called by dispatcher to go to Beaufort Memorisl

ERoom to interview a juvenile female that had been sexually assaulted, Upon

srrival to BERoom I was informed by the nurse on duty that Dy, Fontana and
subject was in the first room on the left buot Knoek on the door before entering.

I talked to Bgt. Huston by phone from the Emecgency Room snd he informed me

as to what had occured. Upon entering the room I introduced myself to Or,
Fontana and the young lady setting on the table, Dr. Pontans stated he had
finished his exsminstion but dida't have all the articles marked that he would
be in the office acrors the hall, I sgain introduced myself to the young lady
she was setting on the examining table with her back against the wall, her
legs pulled up towsrds her body with 2 sheet over her. I ssked her L{f she
could write me 3 statenent or would she rather me write it for her, MNiss Weed
stated she would tell me anything but she didn't think sbhe could write. Miss
Weed had blood on side (right)} of face, blood on forehead and blood both

arms. Susan Lynn Weed DOB: ] related tne following information:
Approximately 6:45 PM she left home with ber boyfriend David Krulewics

in his grey van {silver]) that they went to the Bowlin ¥ on Ribaut Road
stayed there until about 9:30 or s0, that they didn't really do anything
becauxe nothing was happening. David knew of 8 little party on Lady's Island,
he knew the peopls but I @idn't really know them. The party was located on

a dirt road behind the gift ehop in & trailer., We didn't stay at the party
oo long, didn't smoke any pot or anything. David amight had one beer and

1 took several sips from his. We left the party at approximately 11:00 or
11:15 PM snd drove to Burxger Ring. We didn't go into Burger King just the
drive~in window, we ordered a whopper, fries and coke then we left. «hen we
left the Burger Ring parking lot we turned right onto 21 headed towards Bsaufort

i
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j2 RO
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Cliense

LEIAIG OF OFFENSE FROGRESS QOF INVESTIGATION, B¢
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z Date, | Z—

Poge Ne
Plaza, then we turned left st the light onto 170, éxove to the blinking light

at the intersection of 170 and 280 turned onto 280 Srove to Sky City turnped

artound and drcve back the same vay we cage. We was going to stop at Pack-A~-

Sack but it was closed s0 we turned onto the street bemide Bce Hardware, then

turned onto 014 Salem Point Road which is a 8irt road that leads down to
Salem Point. David drove on down tp thie little dirt yoad off the main dirt
road snd parked the van. We waes just setting in the van with the music and
light on when all of a sudden,....I think David wss drinkiasg 3 coke or a beer

Can't remember which. I was suppose to be home at 12 midnight and T looked

at ny watch and I believe it said 11:45. 211 of a sudden 2 gun shots was fired
breaking the glass. The Bhots wvas fired through the window on my side and I

jumped towards the back, hid behind the seat, Then the man started velling
for me to get out, David wag bent over with his head towasds the floor, he

wagn't saying anything and I knew something was wrong with him, that he had

been hit or something. 1 started begging bhim not to shoot me that I would

give him money or anything if he wouldn't kill me. I think he was standing

at the passenger door right next to the door or somehting but I'm not sure.

He then opened the door and told nme to get out as I came towards the door

he held the gup at my hesd, The gun was & small gun pistol type, black in

color I think. Ag Y got vut of the van I reached into my purse and took out

all my money and gave it to him which was about $60.00. BHe told me to take

of f my pants, he unzipped his pants and took out his penis and told me to
give him & blow job. I got down on my knees and he stood, and I started
sucking on his penis, Then he sald lets walk this way, we vent in front of
the van down the dirt road about 100 feet or so. He told me to take off my

pante and I pulled my pants and panties down to my ankles and he told me to

e
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BS-LUFORT COUNTY SHERIFFS DEPART™ 'NT
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{invextigonng Oflicer mnd sipn)

Pago No Three {(3) Do, 19
lay down which I did. He started having oral sex with me, then he pulled his
pants down and got on top of me snd raped me. I just layed as guite as I could
because I 4idn’'t want him to kill me. RBe layed the gun down on the ground about
5 feet from us but I didn't try to reach for it because I was afraid he was
geint to kill me. He just got on top of me then he cane, he was getting vp

and said "that was too quick" then we pulled up our pants and walked back towards

the van. AS I was walking down the dirt road I asked him for a cigarette and

he got 8 pack of cools out ¢f his coat pocket and gave me one, he then threw
the matches which wae in a box and I lite my cigarette. We were talking and

he told me his name but I c¢an't remember anything except BROWN., We walked back
to the van and he told me to stay in the van until he was gone. I stayed in
the van trying to see if David was alright. Afterx about 5 minutes I got cut
and ran bome, After finishing the interview I collected the evidence from

Dr. Fontana.
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$SRUFORT COUNTY SHERIFFS DEPARTISNY
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BEAUFDRT, SOUTH CAROLING 20907
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sCAErdpge Hurder/Criminal Sexusl hesaulieg BG-0310 |

Leamrnaduation

Home of Complanest Adddsess
WEBD, Johnny Flantation 8r,, Burtan, 5.C.
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Murder/Criminsl Sexual Assault
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1 Date Jan. 7 ID‘__§°

Pege No
1 made an oppointment to nmeet with S50s8n Lynn Weed and her mother at their

residence located at Jj risntation Drive, Buxton, 5.C. Received authorization .
from Mrs, Weed to obtain medical examination fronm Beaufort Memorial Hospital
#nd Dr. John Fontana. Susan will write a full statement as to what occured

from the time she left home until bherx arrival back home. Susan mtated they

drove into Burger Xing drive thru window and David psid for the food, that he

had to count out to the penny enought money to pay for it, That they pulled
over into a parking place to eat because David got sick and thoovght he was going
to thiow up. They drove towards Sky City that she became angry with David :
because he had been complaining about dizzy spells but wouldn't go to the
doctor. That on the way to 8ky City they didn't talk too much but on the way
back they started talking, that they didn’t have a fight but 438 disagree but
there was no hard feelings. That they didn't have intercourse Saturday night
but have had intercourse with David approxisately four (4) timms., BShe didn‘t
have any other boyfriends and had never had intercourse with anyone else. The
trailer they went tooc on Lady's Ifsland wvas behind Mitchell Brothers down the
dairt road to 3 steep curve turning right to the last trailet on the lefi. They
followed Mark Jaggi to the trailer. At the trailer was & adults and 2 children
Beinade:te Jaggl who was baby setting the two children a boy by the name of
Mike last name unknown but belisves he lives there and e boy by the name of

David last neme unknown aleo., That David had lost his vwallet he had gotten for
it,

had

christses that had all his personal paspers, pilcotures and driving license it
that he was using his old wallet to keep his money in, She didn't think he
much money becauss he had a van payment., After they pulled into the dirt road
a car passed but didn*t hear it stop or start, that the car came from Salen
Point going up the dirt road tovards Ace Hardware. There ig 8 black boy who

/
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Ditense

DEIANS OF OFFENSE, PROGRESS OF INVESUGATION. £1C:
{investigating CHieter must sign}

Foge No, Two (2) Bate 38

is a friend of Davide that works the Shell Station on Lady's Island by the name
of Murphy, that the man look's something like the man that did the shooting and
raping. When mhe first saw the man that was who she thought it wag but she is
sure it vwesn't bim. She was sure she didn't see anybody before they parked the
van, and she is sure nobody followed them to the dirt roed, she believes the
person vas already there., Susan elsco rmlated that when they walked up the dirt

road they were talking but can't remember what was paid except he told her his
name was ____ BROWN and she told bim her name. That vwhen he told her to pull
her pants 5;%, she stated “"and lay on the ground® and that he pulled his coat
off and she layed on his coat, that he had a belt thing on for the gun and was
wearing a white shirt. I clocked the millage from the incident loocation to
residence which was .7 of a mile. Susan also stated a¢ she wag running honme

a car passed and she jumped into the woods, but don't remember what kiné of car

or anything. I torned over the form for medical records at 4:35 P.M.

72N
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

14TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT
INDICT. NOS.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 2016-GS-07-1548 CSC 1%
2016-GS-07-1549 MURDER
2016-GS-07-1550 KIDNAPPING

Vvs. 2016-GS-07-1551 ARMED ROBBERY

st =2
1o s [

STATE’S MOTION AND MEMORANDYM
IN SUPPORT OF THE INTRGBUCTION

Isaiah Gadson, Jr. OF 404(b) EVIDENEE : - =
Defendant. =

-z

N N v v S N e et e’ e S N et S N

i

COMES NOW, the State of South Carolina, by the Fourteenth Circuit Solicitor and

through the undersigned Assistant, hereby asks this Court to allow the evidence of a subsequent
bad act committed by the Defendant, Isaiah Gadson. In May of 1983, the Beaufort County Grand
Jury indicted the Defendant for Criminal Sexual Conduct in the First Degree. On July 12" 1983,
in a negotiated plea, the Defendant pled Nolo Contendere to a Count 2 on that indictment before
the Circuit Court which states:
“That Isiah Gadson, Jr. did in Beaufort County on or about the 24 day of February,
1983, commit an assault and battery upon one Lori Ann Krug constituting an unlawful
act of violent injury to the person of the said Lori Ann Krug accompanied by
circumstances of aggravation, to-wit: a difference in the sexes, indecent liberties or

familiarities with a female.”

509
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The State seeks to introduce evidence of this crime under a 404(b) analysis pursuant to
the South Carolina Rules of Evidence in the Defendant’s trial for charges arising from his

conduct occurring in January of 1980. '

FACTS

January 1980 Murder and Sexual Assault

January 5" 1980 was a Saturday night and around 7:30 PM, Susan Weed was picked up
by her boyfriend, David Krulewicz. She was fifteen at the time and David was eighteen. The two
went to a few places that evening—the bowling alley and a party on Lady’s Island before ending
up on what was a ‘Lover’s Lane’ of sorts shortly before Susan’s twelve o’clock curfew.

With a few minutes to pass, Susan and David were listening to music at about 11:45 PM
when gunshots came through the passenger side of his van. David was first shot in the head and
also had gunshot wounds to the right shoulder and the right side of his neck. He later died on
scene. Susan tried to hide in the van but was ordered out by a black male in his mid-twenties who
was armed with a small pistol.

Susan got out of the van, begging for her life, and offering him anything to spare her. He
took the fifty dollars that she had on her and told her to get on her knees and perform oral sex on
him. Afterward, the Defendant led Susan about one hundred feet down the dark dirt road, forcing

her to lie down, so that he could perform oral sex on her prior to raping her. She was eventually

! SCRE 410(2) states that a plea of nolo contendere is inadmissible in a civil or criminal proceeding against the
defendant who made the plea. Case law indicates that such a plea is not to be offered as substantive evidence of
guilt. Stare v. Wills, 409 S.C. 183; 762 S.E.2d 3 (2014) explores the legislative intent behind SCRE 410 which also
prohibits the use of a withdrawn guilty plea and any discussions involving plea negotiations in an effort to foster free
communication and encourage ‘carly disposition’ of criminal cases. In the instant case, the State only wishes to offer
evidence of the plea during a pre-trial hearing for admissibility purposes in meeting the ‘clear and convincing’
standard under 404(b). In other words, State will only offer evidence of the Defendant’s conduct during its case-in-
chief and not evidence of the plea itself.




led back to van and told to get inside and stay there until he left with the keys. As soon as she
could, Susan ran the quarter of a mile home for help.

Susan went to the Beaufort Memorial Emergency Room that night where she was
examined by Dr. John Fontana who found semen present, performed a rape kit and collected her
clothing. That clothing and the rape kit was sent to SLED for analysis, though in 1980, forensic
testing was in its infancy. At some point, prior to the evidence preservation act, the rape kit was
destroyed in SLED’s effort to consolidate evidence onto microfilm.

A number of leads were followed up on throughout the early years of the investigation
and Susan was shown many photo line-ups but could never identify anyone in them as being her
rapist and David’s killer. Eventually, the case grew cold as technology in the field of forensics
revolutionized. By 2003, advancements made in the field DNA testing revealed a profile from
the semen that was present on Susan’s underwear and pants from 1980.

In 2016, the Defendant was arrested and booked into the Beaufort County Detention

Center on Attempted Murder. A buccal swab was taken from him for entry into CODIS. The

Beaufort County Sherriff’s Office received a ‘hit’ from the SLED DNA Database Unit. On
August 25™ of 2016, the Defendant consented to the taking of another buccal swab for
comparison purposes. A SLED Analyst concluded that the Defendant’s DNA profile established
by the buccal swabs, MATCHED the profile developed from semen found on cuttings of the

Victim’s underwear and pants.

February 1983 Sexual Assault

On February 24™, 1983, Lori Ann Krug was walking on Highway 21 at 5:45 AM to meet

up with her ride to work on Parris Island when the Defendant pulled over and asked if she
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needed a ride. She got into the car and though the Defendant initially headed toward the meet-up
spot, he made his way to an isolated dirt road and locked the doors of the car. He began to grab
at her and she tried to fight him off but the Defendant told her that he would ‘blow her brains
out’ if she; continued to struggle.

Gadson then ordered her to take her clothes off and began to perform oral sex on her.
After a few minutes, he proceeded to vaginally rape her. Before dropping her off, the Defendant
asked Lori if she was going to tell anyone and then said that he was sorry and was not sure why
he had done it. She called police immediately, was able to recall the license tag, describe the
Defendant and had a rape kit done at the Beaufort Naval Hospital.

SLED analysis of the rape kit revealed semen and pubic hair that was consistent with that
of the Defendant. There was also a head hair consistent with the Victim’s found in the clothing
that he had been wearing. When the Defendant was interviewed, he admitted to picking Lori up

after having been out all night but denied ever having intercourse with her.

LAW

Rule 404(a) of the South Carolina Rules of Evidence prohibits the introduction of
evidence of a person’s character for proving action in conformity therewith on a particular
occasion. However, under 404(b), evidence of other crimes is admissible when that evidence
tends to establish (1) motive; (2) intent; (3) absence of mistake or accident; (4) a common
scheme or plan; or (5) identity.

The 2009 South Carolina Supreme Court case, State v. Wallace, 384 S.C. 428; 683
S.E.2d 275 (2009), sums up the trial court’s considerations in anglyzing a prior bad act in a

sexual assault case. The trial court begins with an analysis under SCRE, Rule 401, and thus, the




record must support a logical relevance between the prior bad act and the crime for which the
defendant is accused. State v. King, 334 S.C. 504, 511; S.E.2d 578, 582 (1999).

Once the relevance of the evidence is established, the trial court must determine whether
the evidence fits within at least one of the 404(b) exceptions. When determining whether to
allow evidence under the ‘common scheme or plan’ exception, there must be a close degree of
similarity between the offenses: ‘when the similarities outweigh the dissimilarities, the bad act
evidence is admissible under Rule 404(b).” State v. Wallace, 384 S.C. at 433 (2009). In
considering the similarity in sexual assault cases, the trial court is instructed to use the following
factors: (1) the age of the victims at the time of the assault; (2) the relationship between victim
and perpetrator; (3) the location where the assault occurred; (4) the use of coercion or threats;
and (5) the type of sexual assault. /d. at 433.

Finally, once the evidence is established as relevant under SCRE 401 and admissible
under SCRE 404(b), the trial court must turn to SCRE 403 to determine whether the probative
value outweighs the danger of unfair prejudice. Id. at 435. Additionally, any evidence of bad
acts, which can be either prior or subsequent, is held to a ‘clear and convincing’ standard with

the burden upon the State. State v. Atkins, 309 S.C. 542, 544-545; 424 S.E.2d 554 (1992).

Argument

There are striking similarities in the sexual assaults committed by the Defendant in 1980
and 1983. In looking at the admissibility of the 1983 assault in the present 1980 case, it is

appropriate to consider the factors outlined in the Wallace case cited above.
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1. Age of the Victims When the Abuse Occurred

While Victim Susan Weed was just fifteen years old and Lori Ann Krug was twenty-one,
both women bore similarities to each other. Weed and Krug are 5’9” and 5°7” respectively. Each
had light brown hair at the time of the assaults and were young, slender, white females.

2. Relationship between the Victims and the Assailant

Both victims were strangers to the Defendant. He chose to prey upon females that did
not know him. The strategy employed by the Defendant in his rapes makes identity an issue in
the present case. The descriptions given to law enforcement by the victims were very similar.
Susan reported a black male, 5’5 or 5’6 in his mid-twenties with a small afro and maybe a
mustache as her perpetrator. Lori described a thin black male, about 5’9, mid-twenties with a
short afro and mustache. She was also able to provide a license plate number which led police to
Gadson.

3. Location where the abuse occurred

In each instance, the sexual assaults occurred in the hours of darkness. Both took place on
a dark dirt road in Beaufort County and either in or close to Burton. Gadson isolated both
victims- driving Lori to a rural and remote location while finding Susan already in a remote
location and killing the one person that was around to witness the assault.

4. Any Use of Coercion or threats

The use and/or threat of a gun was present in both sexual assaults. Susan was held at
gunpoint after her boyfriend was murdered and made to comply with the Defendant’s orders to
engage in sexual acts. In the 1983 sexual battery, the Defendant threatened to ‘blow her brains

out’ if Lori did not succumb to him. Both women, fearing for their lives, submitted to Gadson in

an effort to survive.




The gun used in the 1980 case was a .32 caliber and when a Search Warrant was
conducted on Defendant’s car during the 1983 case, a .32 caliber pistol was found. Though they
are not the same weapon, the Defendant had the same type of weapon in both assaults.

5. Manner of Occurrence/Type of Sexual Battery

In each instance, the Defendant performed oral sex on the women prior to penetrating
them. He also apologized after each rape. To Susan, he said ‘I’m sorry about your friend in there,
but I knew that was the only way to get to you.” To Lori, he stated that he was sorry afterward
and did not know why he had done it.

Another interesting characteristic of each sexual battery is that the Defendant asked the
victims if they liked it. About four months after her brutal rape, in May of 1980, Susan had a
phone call from a man whose voice she recognized as her rapist. While he began the
conversation asking for her father, he ended up asking her if she was the ‘one that was raped’
and ‘did you like it?’ and ‘did you enjoy it?’ In the 1983 case, Lori reported that during the rape,
the Defendant asked ‘did she enjoy it’ and ‘didn’t it feel good.’

Motive, Intent and Identity

The common scheme, shown by the similarities in the two sexual assaults, also helps to
establish the Defendant’s motive and intent. There are unique characteristics shared by these
assaults that point to the fact that the Defendant is a predator who derives sexual satisfaction
from violent rapes. And while not offered as propensity evidence, this is an identity case and
proof of one is strong proof of the other. Neither victim identified her perpetrator by name or

sight as he was a stranger to both and these were non-consensual sexual batteries.
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Conclusion

For all of the foregoing reasons, the State asserts that the 1983 sexual assault is relevant
and admissible evidence against the Defendant in his 1980 Criminal Sexual Conduct trial under
SCRE 401 and 404(b). In addition to establishing a common scheme or plan, it helps prove
motive and intent as well as identity. The primary evidence in the instant case is a DNA ‘hit’
from CODIS. There is no victim identification of the perpetrator. Therefore, the 404(b)
exceptions substantially outweigh the danger of unfair prejudice to the defendant under the
SCRE 403 analysis. State v. Wallace, citing State v. Gillian, 373 S.C. 601, 646 S.E.2d 872

(2007).

Hunter P. Bwanson
Assistant Solicitor
14" Judicial Circuit
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DOCKET NO. 2016GS0701548

After being fully advised as t’é 1nz
legal rights, | hereby waive
presentment to the Grand Jury.

Defendant

WITNESSES
Bromage / BCSO The State of South Carolina
County of Beaufort
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
Ocxpher Term 2017
THE STATE
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER
VS,
2016A0710300262

isaiah Gadson

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to

True Bill

ys e

oreperson of Grand Jury. .
Date: Jur L2 ld”

VERDICT

Luithy

pedson of Petit J
Date: € ~2%-1%
INDICT

Indictment For

Criminal Sexual Conduct

SC Code: 16-3-652(1)(a)
CDR Code: 0160

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C.PLS. and G.S.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT
2016GS0701548

Nt N’

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on Q)co\pu \"2i, 2017, the Grand Jurors of Beaufort
County present upon their oath:

Criminal Sexual Conduct

That in Beaufort County, South Carolina, on or about January 5, 1980, the Defendant, saiah Gadson, did engage in
sexual battery with the use of aggravated force upon 15 year old female, to wit: the Defendant did force her to engage in

sexual intercourse with the use of a deadly weapon, all in violation of Section 16-3-652(1)(a), et al. of the Codes of Law
of South Carolina.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and provided.
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DOCKET NO. 2016GS0701549

After being fully advised as 9 W
legal rights, | hereby waive
presentment to the Grand Jury.,

Defendant

True Bill

Forepersoh of Grand Jury

o o7 2 2wl
VERDICT

ﬂﬂmuu

: !

WP A SE
Forépersdd of Petit J

Date: 5"2‘(*)? .
INDICT

WITNESSES
Bromage / BCSO The State of South Carolina
County of Beaufort
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
) O()fbb(/ r Term 2017
|
THE STATE
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER
vS§.
2016A0710300263

Isaiah Gadson

i

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to

Indictment For

Murder

SC Code: 16-3-10
CDR Code: 0116

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C.PLS. and G.S.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT

)

v gt

INDICTMENT
2016GS0701549

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on Ochober 12 {» 2017, the Grand Jurors of Beaufort

County present upon their oath:

Murder

That in Beaufart County, South Carolina, on or about January 5, 1980, the Defendant, Isaiah Gadson, did, with malice
aforethought, kili David Krulewicz and David Krulewicz did die as a proximate result of Isaiah Gadson's actions, to wit:
shoot him with a firearm, all in violation of Section 16-3-10, et al. of the Codes of Law of South Carolina.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and provided.
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Solicitor
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DOCKET NO. 2016GS0701550

After being fully advised as é?nl
legal rights, | hereby waive
presentment to the Grand Jury.

Defendant

Isaiah Gadson

*  WITNESSES
Bromage / BCSO The State of South Carolina
County of Beaufort
COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS
O(,*bbe( “Term 2017
' THE STATE
ARREST WARRANT NUMBER
vs.
’ 2016A0710300264
L

I

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to '

Indictment For
Kidnapping

SC Code: 16-3-910
am o i CDR Code: 0948

wj ff ﬁ @44/4:227\
oreperson of Grand Jury

pate: oo 12wl

VERDICT

éw’f-{-\{

Al

e
ForepersdR of Petit Ji

Date: G -2¢4-19

INDICT

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C.PLS and G.S.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT

)
COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) 2016GS0701550

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on »O()ro‘oc/ \"2, 2017, the Grand Jurors of Beaufort
County present upon their oath:

Kidnapping

That in Beaufort County, South Carolina, on or about January 5, 1980, the Defendant, Isaiah Gadson, did seize, confine,
inveigle, decoy, kidnap, abduct or carry away 15 year old female victim without authority of law and Isaiah Gadson was
sentenced for murder as provided in Section 16-3-20, to wit: the Defendant forced the victim out of a vehicle at gun point
and took her into the woods to sexually assaulit her, all in violation of Section 16-3-210, et al. of the Codes of Law of
South Carolina.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and provided.
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WITNESSES
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DOCKET NO. 2016GS0701551

The State of South Carolina

County of Beaufort

After being fully advised as é%
legal rights, | hereby waive
presentment to the Grand Jury.

COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

Ocxor - Term 2017

Defendant

ARREST WARRANT NUMBER

2016A0710300265

Forepersontf Grand Jwy

Date: 9 3, 1'

J,y -~

VERDICT

Luity

Ll ol

F(fre):eﬁéon of Petf(‘dﬁry
Date: &=24.18

INDICT

THE STATE
vs.

Isaiah Gadson

hereby appear in my own proper
person and plead guilty to the within
indictment or to

Indictment For

Robbery - Armed or Alleging Armed

With Deadly Weapon

SC Code: 16-11-330(A)
CDR Code: 0139

Defendant

Witness:

C.C.C.PLS.and GS.
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) INDICTMENT

COUNTY OF BEAUFORT ) 2016GS0701551

At a Court of General Sessions, convened on OcAther 12 y 2017, the Grand Jurors of Beaufort
County present upon their oath:

Robbery - Armed or Alleging Armed With Deadly Weapon

That in Beaufort County, South Carolina, on or about January 5, 1980, the Defendant, Isaiah Gadson, did commit
robbery while armed with a pistol, dirk, slingshot, metal knuckles, razor, or other deadly weapon, or while alleging, either
by action or words, Defendant was armed while using a representation of a deadly weapon or any object which a person
present during the commission of the robbery reasonably believed to be a deadly weapon, to wit: a gun, to wit: did take
fifty dollars from the victim after murdering her boyfriend and during a sexual assault on the 15 year old female victim., all
in violation of Section 16-11-330(A), et al. of the Codes of Law of South Carolina.

Against the peace and dignity of the State, and contrary to the statute in such case made and provided.
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT

Counsel for appellant certities 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.™

Respectfully Submitted,

, /
P
Robert M.Dudek
Chief Appellate Defender

South Carolina Commission on Indigent Defense
Division of Appellate Detense

PO Box 11589

Columbia, S.C.29211-1589

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT

This 3rd day of February, 2020.



