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SUMMARY:

Where the waiver of defendant’s Miranda rights was made knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently, and where defendant’s confession was not coerced, the trial court did not err in denying defendant’s motion to suppress.    
Where the amendment to the indictment did not change the name or identity of the offenses, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in granting the state’s motion to amend the indictment.   
Where allegations of ineffectiveness are based on facts outside the record, an appellate court cannot determine whether ineffective assistance of counsel occurred.

Trial counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the admission of a videotaped interview between a child victim and a social worker where the child’s statements in the interview were not testimonial and did not violate the Confrontation Clause and where the child’s statements were admissible under Evid.R. 803(4) because they were made for purposes of medical diagnosis and treatment.  
Defendant’s convictions for rape were supported by the sufficiency and the weight of the evidence.  
JUDGMENT:
            Affirmed
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