
COURT OF APPEALS OF GEORGIA

Duerfeldt v. The State
No. A26A0008 (Ga. Ct. App. Apr. 30, 2026) · No. A26A0008 · Decided April 30, 2026

SUMMARY

The Georgia Court of Appeals affirmed Flint Duerfeldt’s convictions for child molestation, aggravated
sexual battery, and aggravated child molestation, as well as the denial of his motion for new trial. The
court held that the trial court did not plainly err under OCGA § 24-7-702 by admitting a forensic
interviewer’s expert testimony that the victim’s disclosure was consistent with reports by other
children of sexual abuse. The court also rejected Duerfeldt’s ineffective-assistance claim because an
objection to the admissible testimony would have been futile.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Duerfeldt appealed his convictions and the denial of his amended
motion for new trial after a jury convicted him of four counts of child
molestation, one count of aggravated sexual battery, and one count of
aggravated child molestation.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Unpreserved evidentiary error was reviewed for plain error affecting
substantial rights under the four-pronged standard adopted from
Puckett v. United States. Rulings on the qualification of an expert and
admissibility of expert testimony are reviewed for abuse of discretion.
Factual findings on ineffective assistance are upheld unless clearly
erroneous, while legal conclusions are reviewed de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court plainly erred under OCGA § 24-7-702 by admitting a forensic interviewer’s
expert testimony that the alleged victim’s disclosure was consistent with disclosures by other children
reporting sexual abuse and showed no indication of coaching.

2. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to object to the forensic interviewer’s
testimony.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not plainly err by admitting testimony that the alleged victim’s disclosure was
consistent with disclosures by other children reporting sexual abuse and showed no indication of
coaching. The testimony was limited, did not directly opine that the victim was credible or had in fact
been abused, and did not invade the jury’s fact-finding function.

2. Duerfeldt failed to establish ineffective assistance because an objection to Brown’s testimony would not
have succeeded; counsel’s failure to pursue a futile objection was not deficient performance.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It’s not my job to believe [alleged victims]. It’s my job just to gather the information from them.” (at 15)

“It’s not my job to figure out if [the disclosure is] true or not.” (at 15)

“Given our holding in Division 1, this enumeration provides no basis for reversal because Duerfeldt has not
shown that an objection to Brown’s testimony that he now challenges would have succeeded, and his trial
counsel’s “failure to pursue this futile course does not constitute ineffective assistance of counsel.”” (at 18)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Duerfeldt, who had helped raise C. R., sexually abused her on four occasions in 2019 when she was thirteen
years old. C. R. later disclosed the abuse to friends and then to her mother, after which law enforcement arranged
a forensic interview. At trial, the State presented C. R.’s testimony, evidence from the forensic interview, and
testimony from forensic interviewer Jeliegha Brown that C. R.’s disclosure was consistent with disclosures by
other children reporting sexual abuse and showed no indication of coaching.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following a jury trial, Duerfeldt was convicted on all counts charged in the indictment. He filed a motion for
new trial and later amended it, through appellate counsel, to assert ineffective assistance of trial counsel. After an
evidentiary hearing at which trial counsel testified, the trial court denied the motion. The Court of Appeals of
Georgia affirmed the convictions and the denial of the motion for new trial.
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