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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Harry, 321 S.C. 273, 280, 468 S.E.2d 76, 80-81 (Ct. App. 



 

 
 

                                        

1996) ("If the judge [provides a curative instruction], and the initial objecting party 
is not satisfied with the instruction, a further objection and a request for further 
instruction should be made at that time."); State v. George, 323 S.C. 496, 510, 476 
S.E.2d 903, 912 (1996) ("No issue is preserved for appellate review if the objecting 
party accepts the judge's ruling and does not contemporaneously make an 
additional objection to the sufficiency of the curative charge or move for a 
mistrial."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

HUFF, WILLIAMS, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.  

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


