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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: Rule 16, SCRCrimP (stating a person indicted for misdemeanors or



felonies other than when capital punishment is permissible may voluntarily waive
his right to be present and be tried in his absence if the court finds he received
notice of his right to be present and a warning the trial would proceed in his
absence); State v. Ravenell, 387 S.C. 449, 455, 692 S.E.2d 554, 557 (Ct. App.
2010) (stating the Sixth Amendment right of an accused to be present at every
stage of his trial may be waived, and the accused may be tried in his absence); id.
at 456, 692 S.E.2d at 558 ("The [trial court] must make findings of fact on the
record that the defendant (1) received noticed of his right to be present and (2) was
warned he would be tried in his absence should he fail to attend."); id. ("[N]otice of
the term of court in which a defendant will be tried is sufficient notice to enable the
defendant to make an effective waiver of his right to be present at his trial."); id.
("[A] bond form that provides notice that a defendant can be tried in absentia may
serve as the requisite warning that he may be tried in his absence should he fail to
appear."); State v. Williams, 292 S.C. 231, 232, 355 S.E.2d 861, 862 (1987) (noting
any "error is also subject to a harmless error analysis™); State v. Shuler, 344 S.C.
604, 626, 545 S.E.2d 805, 816 (2001) (finding the defendant's absence during a
pretrial hearing was harmless when the defendant failed to allege either at trial or
on appeal any facts not known to his counsel that would have been relevant during
the hearing and the overwhelming evidence of guilt).

AFFIRMED.!

FEW, C.J., and SHORT and THOMAS, JJ., concur.

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





