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PER CURIAM:  Terrance Calloway appeals his kidnapping conviction, arguing 
the trial court erred in admitting hearsay-within-hearsay testimony.  We affirm.



We find the victim's statement to the 911 operator was admissible as an excited 
utterance.1  See Rule 802, SCRE ("Hearsay is not admissible except as provided by 
these rules or by other rules prescribed by the Supreme Court of this State or by 
statute."); Rule 803(2), SCRE (providing the excited utterance exception to the rule 
against hearsay: "A statement relating to a startling event or condition made while 
the declarant was under the stress of excitement caused by the event or 
condition."); State v. Hendricks, 408 S.C. 525, 532, 759 S.E.2d 434, 438 (Ct. App.
2014) (finding the excited utterance exception applied to a victim's statement
reporting the crime soon after the crime was committed).

We further find Sandy Purdy's testimony about the victim's statement to the 911 
operator was admissible under the business records exception to the hearsay rule.  
See Rule 803(6), SCRE (providing the business records exception to the rule 
against hearsay: "A memorandum, report, record, or data compilation, in any form, 
of acts, events, conditions, or diagnoses, made at or near the time by, or from 
information transmitted by, a person with knowledge, if kept in the course of a 
regularly conducted business activity, and if it was the regular practice of that 
business activity to make the memorandum, report, record, or data compilation, all 
as shown by the testimony of the custodian or other qualified witness, unless the 
source of information or the method or circumstances of preparation indicate lack 
of trustworthiness; provided, however, that subjective opinions and judgments 
found in business records are not admissible.  The term 'business' as used in this 
subsection includes business, institution, association, profession, occupation, and 
calling of every kind, whether or not conducted for profit.").

AFFIRMED.2

HUFF, GEATHERS, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur. 

                                      
1 We note Calloway acknowledges in his brief "that statement may have met an 
exception to the hearsay rule."
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.


