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PER CURIAM:  We granted a writ of certiorari to review the court of appeals' 
decision in State v. Pray, Op. No. 2023-UP-067 (S.C. Ct. App. filed Feb. 22, 2023).  
We now dismiss the writ as improvidently granted.1  

DISMISSED AS IMPROVIDENTLY GRANTED.  

KITTREDGE, C.J., FEW, JAMES, HILL and VERDIN, JJ., concur.  

                                        
1 At the time Respondent's DUI charge was dismissed by the magistrate, this Court 
had not decided State v. Taylor, 436 S.C. 28, 870 S.E.2d 168 (2022), or State v. 
Lowery, 443 S.C. 473, 905 S.E.2d 361 (2024).  In those two cases, we held per se 
dismissal of a DUI charge was not required when Miranda warnings were not 
administered in the manner required by subsection 56-5-2953(A) of the South 
Carolina Code (2018).  Therefore, as acknowledged by the State during oral 
argument, the State was precluded from raising the per se dismissal issue on appeal.  


