
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 
 

THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE.  IT SHOULD NOT BE 
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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Edwards, 384 S.C. 504, 508, 682 S.E.2d 820, 822 (2009) ("In 



  

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

                                        

 

criminal cases, this [c]ourt will review errors of law only."); id. ("On review, this 
[c]ourt is limited to determining whether the trial court abused its discretion."); 
Rule 5(a)(1)(A), SCRCrimP ("Upon request by a defendant, the prosecution shall 
permit the defendant to inspect . . . the substance of any oral statement [that] the 
prosecution intends to offer in evidence at the trial made by the defendant whether 
before or after arrest in response to interrogation by any person then known to the 
defendant to be a prosecution agent."); Clark v. State, 311 S.C. 314, 315, 428 
S.E.2d 870, 871 (1993) ("However, whe[n] a defendant does not make an oral 
statement in response to interrogation, the State is not required to disclose the 
statement, and no error is committed by allowing testimony regarding it.").1 

AFFIRMED.2 

WILLIAMS, THOMAS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 

1 James's arguments regarding the State's alleged improper assertions and the trial 

court's alleged improper comments at the suppression hearing are unpreserved 

because James failed to raise them to the trial court.  See 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]."); 

id. at 142, 587 S.E.2d at 694 ("A party may not argue one ground at trial and an 

alternate ground on appeal.").

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





