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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 693-94 (2003) 
("In order for an issue to be preserved for appellate review, it must have been 
raised to and ruled upon by the trial [court].  Issues not raised and ruled upon in the 
trial court will not be considered on appeal."); State v. Douglas, 380 S.C. 499, 502, 
671 S.E.2d 606, 608 (2009) ("Lay witnesses are permitted to offer testimony in the 
form of opinions or inferences if the opinions or inferences are rationally based on 
the witness' perception, and will aid the jury in understanding testimony, and do 
not require special knowledge." (citing Rule 701, SCRE)); State v. Pagan, 369 S.C. 
201, 212, 631 S.E.2d 262, 267 (2006) ("Generally, appellate courts will not set 
aside convictions due to insubstantial errors not affecting the result."); id. ("[A]n 
insubstantial error not affecting the result of the trial is harmless where 'guilt has 
been conclusively proven by competent evidence such that no other rational 
conclusion can be reached.'" (quoting State v. Bailey, 298 S.C. 1, 5, 377 S.E.2d 
581, 584 (1989))). 

AFFIRMED.1 

FEW, C.J., and GEATHERS and LOCKEMY, JJ., concur.  

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


