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PER CURIAM: Travis Lamont Gathers appeals his conviction of possession of
cocaine, arguing the trial court erred in denying his Batson' motion because the
State offered a gender-discriminatory rationale for striking a juror. At trial,
Gathers argued the State's strike was motivated by racial, not gender,
discrimination. Therefore, we affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the
following authorities: State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 693
(2008) ("In order for an issue to be preserved for appellate review, it must have
been raised to and ruled upon by the trial [court]."); State v. Prioleau, 345 S.C.
404, 411-12, 548 S.E.2d 213, 216-17 (2001) (holding that a party may not argue
one ground at trial and an alternate ground on appeal); I'On, L.L.C. v. Town of Mt.
Pleasant, 338 S.C. 406, 422, 526 S.E.2d 716, 724 (2000) ("The losing party must
first try to convince the lower court it has ruled wrongly and then, if that effort
fails, convince the appellate court that the lower court erred. This principle
underlies the long-established preservation requirement that the losing party
generally must both present his issues and arguments to the lower court and obtain
a ruling before an appellate court will review those issues and arguments.").

AFFIRMED.’

THOMAS, HILL, and HEWITT, JJ., concur.

! Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 (1986).
? We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.



