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LeFlore has filed a Petition for Rehearing asserting that this Court erroneously
remanded the case to the trial court to hold a hearing because the charges against him have
been dismissed." LeFlore is correct. After the trial court denied the State’s request to use out-
of-court statements of the excluded witnesses and the State’s subsequent Motion to Correct
Error, the trial court dismissed the charges against LeFlore on the State’s motion. Because the
charges against LeFlore had been dismissed, it was error for this Court to remand to the trial
court for ahearing. At thistime, there is nothing pending before the trial court. Subject to this
clarification, we affirm our opinion in all other aspects.

MAY, J., and MATHIAS, J., concur.

! LeFlore does not challenge the decision of this Court in reversing the trial court’s ruling.
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