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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 

authorities: State v. Miller, 375 S.C. 370, 381, 652 S.E.2d 444, 450 (Ct. App. 2007) 

("Under Jackson v. Denno, [378 U.S. 368 (1964),] a defendant is entitled to a 

'reliable determination as to the voluntariness of his [statement] by a tribunal other 

than the jury charged with deciding his guilt or innocence.'" (second alteration in 

original) (quoting State v. Fortner, 266 S.C. 223, 226, 222 S.E.2d 508, 510 

(1976))); id. at 382, 652 S.E.2d at 450 ("The State bears the burden of showing the 

statement was voluntary."); id. at 378, 652 S.E.2d at 448 ("On appeal, the 

conclusion of the trial [court] as to the voluntariness of a statement will not be 

reversed unless so erroneous as to show an abuse of discretion."); id. at 378-79, 

652 S.E.2d at 448 ("[T]he appellate court does not re-evaluate the facts based on its 

own view of the preponderance of the evidence, but simply determines whether the 

trial [court's] ruling is supported by any evidence.").  

 

AFFIRMED.1 

 

LOCKEMY, C.J., and THOMAS and KONDUROS, JJ., concur.  

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




