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PER CURIAM:  Gene Donald Cook, Jr. appeals the imposition of $9,999 in 
restitution following his guilty plea for receiving stolen goods valued between 
$2,000 and $10,000,1 arguing: (1) the restitution court abused its discretion by 
ordering restitution in excess of the value of the stolen goods  Cook admitted to 
receiving; and (2) the restitution court erred by ordering restitution of $9,999 
because it overruled the earlier sentence of the plea court.  We affirm2 pursuant to 
Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:  
 
1. As to whether the restitution court abused its discretion by ordering restitution in 
excess of the value of the stolen goods Cook admitted to receiving: State v. 
Morgan, 417 S.C. 338, 341, 790 S.E.2d 27, 29 (Ct. App. 2016) ("A sentence will 
not be overturned absent an abuse of discretion when the ruling is based on an 
error of law."); State v. Cox, 326 S.C. 440, 442, 484 S.E.2d 108, 109 (Ct. App. 
1997) ("The [restitution court] has broad discretion in determining the manner, 
method, and amount of restitution."); id. at 443, 484 S.E.2d at 110 (holding joint 
and several liability of codefendants for restitution is proper to assure victims are 
fully compensated). 
 
2. As to whether the restitution court erred by ordering restitution of $9,999 
because it overruled the earlier sentence of the guilty plea: 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 
[restitution court].  Issues not raised and ruled upon in the [restitution] court will 
not be considered on appeal."). 
 
AFFIRMED.  
 
LOCKEMY, C.J., and HUFF and THOMAS, JJ., concur.  

1 The sentencing sheet cited the proper statute but incorrectly noted the subsection 
and value of the stolen goods to be between $1,000 and $5,000.  However, the 
record reflects he pled guilty to receiving stolen goods valued between $2,000 and 
$10,000. 
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


