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PER CURIAM:  Cedrict Hopkins appeals the circuit court's order revoking his 

probation, arguing the circuit court erred because the Department of Probation, 

Parole and Pardon Services issued a probation violation citation after his term of 

probation had expired.  We affirm. 



 

We find Hopkins failed to raise this issue to the circuit court during the probation 

revocation hearing; rather, he raised it for the first time in his motion to reconsider. 

Thus, this issue was not preserved for appellate review.  See State v. Hamilton, 333 

S.C. 642, 648, 511 S.E.2d 94, 96-97 (Ct. App. 1999) (stating that to be preserved 

for review, an issue must be raised during the probation revocation hearing and 

may not be raised for the first time in a motion for reconsideration).  
 

AFFIRMED. 

 

LOCKEMY, C.J., and HUFF and HEWITT, JJ., concur. 

 


