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

1. As to Berry's argument concerning the ineffectiveness of the court provided 
interpreter during trial: Kleckley v. Nw. Nat'l Cas. Co., 338 S.C. 131, 138, 526 
S.E.2d 218, 221 (2000) (noting an issue must be raised to and ruled upon by both 
the trial court and an intermediate appellate court to be properly preserved for 
review). 

2. As to Berry's argument concerning the circuit court's failure to provide her an 
interpreter during her appeal: Herron v. Century BMW, 395 S.C. 461, 465, 719 
S.E.2d 640, 642 (2011) (noting an issue that is raised for the first time on appeal is 
not preserved for appellate review).   

AFFIRMED.1 

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

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


