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PER CURIAM:  Samuel Lee Jackson appeals his convictions for first-degree 
domestic violence, first-degree harassment, and tampering with or destroying an
electronic monitor and sentence of four years' imprisonment.  On appeal, Jackson 



argues the plea court erred by denying his sentence reconsideration motion, which 
in effect denied him the opportunity to have the victim—his wife, Carol 
Littleton—appear and testify directly to the plea court on his behalf.  Because the 
motion did not include a request that the plea court hold a hearing to allow 
Littleton to testify on Jackson's behalf, we find this issue not preserved for 
appellate review.  Accordingly, 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, 
693-94 (2003) (providing that if an issue was not raised and ruled upon below, it 
will not be considered for the first time on appeal); id. at 142, 587 S.E.2d at 694 
("[I]it must be clear that the argument has been presented [to the sentencing court] 
on that ground.").

AFFIRMED.1

WILLIAMS, C.J., and KONDUROS and VINSON, JJ., concur.  

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


