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PER CURIAM: John Edward Kronenberger appeals his sentence of thirty years'
imprisonment suspended upon the service of twenty-two years' imprisonment and



five years' probation following his guilty plea to voluntary manslaughter. On
appeal, Kronenberger argues the plea court abused its discretion by not considering
the totality of the circumstances in imposing the sentence. We affirm pursuant to
Rule 220(b), SCACR.

We hold the plea court did not abuse its discretion because the sentence was within
the statutory range for manslaughter and there was no evidence the sentence
resulted from "partiality, prejudice, oppression[,] or corrupt motive." See State v.
Palmer, 415 S.C. 502, 511, 783 S.E.2d 823, 827 (Ct. App. 2016) ("In criminal
cases, this court sits to review errors of law only, and is bound by the [plea] court's
factual findings unless those findings are clearly erroneous."); State v. Hicks, 377
S.C. 322, 325, 659 S.E.2d 499, 500 (Ct. App. 2008) ("A [court] is to be accorded
very wide discretion in determining an appropriate sentence, and must be permitted
to consider any and all information that reasonably might bear on the proper
sentence for the particular defendant, given the crime committed."); State v.
Alexander, 230 S.C. 195, 197, 95 S.E.2d 160, 161 (1956) (explaining that the
defendant's appeal failed because his sentence was within the statutory limits, and
he did "not question the constitutionality of the statute under which he was
sentenced, nor [did he charge] partiality, prejudice, oppression[,] or corrupt
motive"); Garrett v. State, 320 S.C. 353, 356, 465 S.E.2d 349, 350 (1995) ("A
sentence is not excessive if it is within [the] statutory limitations and there are no
facts supporting an allegation of prejudice against [the defendant]."); S.C. Code
Ann. § 16-3-50 (2015) (stating a defendant convicted of manslaughter "must be
imprisoned not more than thirty years or less than two years").

AFFIRMED.!

MCDONALD, HEWITT, and TURNER, JJ., concur.

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



