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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Sheppard, 391 S.C. 415, 420-21, 706 S.E.2d 16, 19 (2011) 
("Our law is clear that a party must make a contemporaneous objection that is ruled 
upon by the trial judge to preserve an issue for appellate review."); id. at 421, 706 
S.E.2d at 19 (noting constitutional claims are not preserved for review without a 
contemporaneous objection at trial (citing State v. Owens, 378 S.C. 636, 638, 664 
S.E.2d 80, 81 (2008))); State v. Vang, 353 S.C. 78, 85, 577 S.E.2d 225, 228 (Ct. 
App. 2003) (finding the defendant failed to preserve the issue of whether the jury 
prematurely deliberated because the defendant neither asked the trial court to 
individually question the jurors, nor failed to object to the trial court's ruling, after 
receiving a note from the jury and questioning the jury foreman, that further 
inquiry was unnecessary). 

AFFIRMED.1 

SHORT, THOMAS, and PIEPER, JJ., concur. 

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


