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PER CURIAM:  Donnie Roland Thigpen appeals his convictions for felony 
driving under the influence and leaving the scene of an accident, arguing the trial 
court erred in (1) admitting a video recording and officer testimony about the 



 

 

 

                                        

administration of a DataMaster breath test and (2) denying his motion to suppress 
his statement. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: 

(1) As to whether the trial court erred in admitting a video recording and officer 
testimony describing the administration of the DataMaster test: State v. Dunbar, 
356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 693 (2003) ("In order for an issue to be 
preserved for appellate review, it must have been raised to and ruled upon by the 
trial [court]."); State v. Benton, 338 S.C. 151, 156-57, 526 S.E.2d 228, 231 (2000) 
(stating an issue conceded at trial cannot be argued on appeal).   

(2) As to whether the trial court erred in denying the motion to suppress his 
statement: State v. Russell, 345 S.C. 128, 133, 546 S.E.2d 202, 205 (Ct. App. 2001) 
("Issues not raised to and ruled upon in the trial court will not be considered on 
appeal."); id. ("A party cannot argue one ground for an objection at trial and an 
alternative ground on appeal.").  
 
AFFIRMED.1  
 
FEW, C.J., and THOMAS and LOCKEMY, JJ., concur.   
 

1 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


