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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of South Carolina affirmed Charles Irick's conviction for murder, with a finding
that he was guilty but mentally ill. The court held that the trial court properly excluded a defense
expert's opinion concerning how the victim's intoxication might have exacerbated Irick's schizophrenia
because the opinion was speculative and lacked a factual predicate showing that the victim had

threatened or provoked Irick.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by excluding the defense expert's testimony that the victim's
alcohol and crack-cocaine intoxication could have affected Irick's perception and exacerbated his

chronic paranoid schizophrenia.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by excluding the expert testimony because the opinion that the
victim's intoxication could have provoked Irick and triggered his psychiatric symptoms was speculative

and lacked a factual predicate in the record.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“An expert's opinion is admissible if it is relevant and based on some factual predicate in the record.” (465)

“Without any eyewitness testimony concerning any actions by the victim that may have impacted upon Irick's
perception, and thereby triggering his mental illness, the proffered testimony of Dr. Holmstrom concerning
how the victim's interaction with Irick may have caused Irick to react in a psychotic manner is merely

conjectural and speculative.” (465)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Two eyewitnesses testified that Irick confronted Melvin Jacques beside a road, threatened to kill him, and then
shot him. Irick was arrested after telling police he had not shot anyone and then leading an officer to a pond
where he claimed he had thrown the gun. Irick's clinical-psychology expert sought to testify that the victim's
alcohol and crack-cocaine intoxication could have caused provocative or threatening behavior that exacerbated
Irick's chronic paranoid schizophrenia, but no evidence showed that the victim made threatening movements or

statements beyond the eyewitnesses' testimony that Irick threatened the victim.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Irick was indicted for murder in Orangeburg County and tried before a jury. The jury found him guilty but
mentally ill and sentenced him to life imprisonment. Before trial, the court conducted an in camera hearing and
excluded the proffered expert testimony, while allowing evidence concerning the victim's blood alcohol and
cocaine levels to be introduced in other ways. Irick appealed to the Supreme Court of South Carolina, which

affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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