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PER CURIAM: Marcus Codell McFadden appeals the circuit court's denial of his
post-trial motion to reconsider his concurrent sentences of twenty years'
imprisonment for burglary and one-year's imprisonment for assault and battery by
mob. On appeal, McFadden argues the circuit court abused its discretion and
based its ruling on an erroneous view of the law. However, this issue is not
preserved for appellate review. Although the circuit court ruled on the post-trial
motion for a new trial as it related to the denial of McFadden's motion to sever his
trial from that of his co-defendant, the court did not rule on the question of
McFadden's sentence—and the attorneys made no argument as to sentencing at the
hearing. Accordingly, we affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the
following authorities: See State v. Dawson, 402 S.C. 160, 163, 740 S.E.2d 501,
502 (2013) ("In criminal cases, the appellate court sits to review errors of law
only."); State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 694 (2003) ("In order
for an issue to be preserved for appellate review, it must have been raised to and
ruled upon by the [circuit court]. Issues not raised and ruled upon in the [circuit]
court will not be considered on appeal.").

AFFIRMED.!

HUFF, WILLIAMS and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.

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



