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MEMORANDUM OPINION

William Benjamin Watson was convicted of two counts of sexual assault of a
child. Tex. PENAL CODE ANN. § 22.011 (Vernon Supp. 2008). He was sentenced to 5
years in prison on each count. The sentences were suspended and Watson was placed
on community supervision. Because Watson waived any error in the admission of
evidence, the trial court’s judgment is affirmed.

In three issues, Watson complains that the trial court erred in admitting three

recorded statements made by Watson. These statements were the subject of a hearing



on a motion to suppress conducted immediately prior to trial. The motion was
overruled. However, when the State offered each statement into evidence during the
trial, Watson affirmatively stated that he had “no objection” to the admission of each
statement.

When a pretrial motion to suppress evidence is overruled, a defendant need not
object subsequently at trial in order to preserve error. Moraguez v. State, 701 S.W.2d 902,
904 (Tex. Crim. App. 1986); Klapesky v. State, 256 S.W.3d 442, 449 (Tex. App.—Austin
2008, pet. ref’d). However, when the defendant affirmatively asserts during trial that he
has “no objection” to the admission of the complained-of evidence, he waives any error
in the admission of the evidence. Moody v. State, 827 S.W.2d 875, 889 (Tex. Crim. App.
1992); Moraguez, 701 S.W.2d at 904; Klapesky, 256 S.W.3d at 449.

Because Watson stated affirmatively that he had no objection to the complained-
of statements, he waived any error in the admission of those statements. Accordingly,
issues one, two, and three are overruled.

The trial court’s judgments are affirmed.
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