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PER CURIAM:  Dechpong Tocharoen appeals his conviction of Driving Under 
the Influence (DUI), arguing the trial court erred in admitting his breathalyzer test 
results. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:   



 

 

1. As to admission of breathalyzer test: State v. Curtis, 356 S.C. 622, 632, 591 
S.E.2d 600, 605 (2004) ("A party cannot complain of an error which his own 
conduct created."). 

2. As to refusal of first breathalyzer test: State v. Goodwin, 384 S.C. 588, 603, 683 
S.E.2d 500, 508 (Ct. App. 2009) ("In order for an issue to be preserved for 
appellate review, it must have been raised to and ruled upon by the trial court.").  
  
AFFIRMED. 
 
HUFF, WILLIAMS, and KONDUROS, JJ., concur. 
 
 


