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PER CURIAM:  Petitioner was convicted of murder at trial.  After a hearing, the 
post-conviction relief (PCR) court found Petitioner was not entitled to a belated 
direct appeal of his conviction. Petitioner filed a petition for a writ of certiorari 
arguing the PCR court erred. We agreed, granted certiorari, and ordered the parties 
to brief the direct appeal issue pursuant to White v. State, 263 S.C. 110, 208 S.E.2d 
35 (1974). 

On appeal, Petitioner argues the trial court erred in failing to grant a directed 
verdict on the charge of murder.  We affirm1 pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and 
the following authorities: Graves v. Horry-Georgetown Technical Coll., 391 S.C. 
1, 10, 704 S.E.2d 350, 355 (Ct. App. 2010) ("It is axiomatic that an issue cannot be 
raised for the first time on appeal, but must have been raised to and ruled upon by 
the trial [court] to be preserved for appellate review." (citation and internal 
quotation marks omitted)); State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 
694 (2003) ("A party may not argue one ground at trial and an alternate ground on 
appeal."); State v. Tyndall, 336 S.C. 8, 16, 518 S.E.2d 278, 282 (Ct. App. 1999) 
("Conclusory arguments constitute an abandonment of the issue on appeal."). 

AFFIRMED. 

SHORT, KONDUROS, and LOCKEMY, JJ., concur. 

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


