Hinnant & Hearsay:
Getting a Child’s Out of Court
Statements into Evidence
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Supreme Court of North Carolina,

STATE of North Carolina
V.
George Elton HINNANT.

No.22409.  Feb. 4, 2000.

Defendant was convicted in the Superior Court, Wake County, Louis B. Meyer, J., of first-
degree rape, first-degree sex offense, and taking indecent liberties with minor. Defendant
appealed. The Court of Appeals, 131 N.C App. 591, 508 S E 2d 537, with one judge
dissentina. found ne error. On appeal as of riaht based on dissent and constitutional
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