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PER CURIAM:  Darrin Anthony Houser appeals his convictions for first-degree 
burglary, attempted armed robbery, and possession of a firearm by a person 
convicted of a violent crime.  On appeal, Houser argues the trial court erred in 



finding his September 3, 2015 statements to police were voluntary.  Houser's issue 
is not preserved.  Accordingly, we affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and 
the following authorities: State v. Mitchell, 330 S.C. 189, 193 n.3, 498 S.E.2d 642, 
644 n.3 (1998) ("We have consistently held a ruling in limine is not final, and 
unless an objection is made at the time the evidence is offered and a final ruling 
procured, the issue is not preserved for review."); Burke v. AnMed Health, 393 S.C. 
48, 55, 710 S.E.2d 84, 88 (Ct. App. 2011) ("When a party states to the trial court 
that it has no objection to the introduction of evidence, even though the party 
previously made a motion to exclude the evidence, the issue raised in the previous 
motion is not preserved for appellate review.").  
 
AFFIRMED.1 
 
LOCKEMY, C.J., and WILLIAMS and MCDONALD, JJ., concur. 

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


