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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Bantan, 387 S.C. 412, 417, 692 S.E.2d 201, 203 (Ct. App. 
2010) ("The decision to grant or deny a mistrial is within the sound discretion of 
the trial court and will not be overturned on appeal absent an abuse of discretion 
amounting to an error of law."); State v. Craig, 267 S.C. 262, 268, 227 S.E.2d 306, 
309 (1976) ("An instruction to disregard incompetent evidence or the withdrawal 
of such evidence usually is deemed to have cured the error in its admission unless 
on the facts of the particular case it is probable that notwithstanding such 
instruction or withdrawal the accused was prejudiced."); State v. Council, 335 S.C. 
1, 11-13, 515 S.E.2d 508, 513-14 (1999) (affirming the denial of a mistrial where a 
witness for the State referenced prior SLED records); State v. Thompson, 352 S.C. 
552, 561, 575 S.E.2d 77, 82 (Ct. App. 2003) (holding a witness's vague reference 
to the defendant's prior criminal activity did not warrant a mistrial when the State 
did not attempt to introduce evidence of other crimes). 

AFFIRMED.1 

FEW, C.J., and WILLIAMS and PIEPER, J.J., concur. 

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


