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PER CURIAM:  Stanley Wise appeals the post-conviction relief court's denial of 
his claim for ineffective assistance of counsel.  On appeal, Wise claims his counsel 
was ineffective for not objecting to the submission to the jury room of the 
transcript from part of his original trial that included testimony of the State's 
witness. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: 

Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687 (1984) (stating to prove trial counsel 
was ineffective, the defendant must show (1) trial counsel's performance was 
deficient and (2) the deficiency prejudiced the defendant); State v. Plyler, 275 S.C. 
291, 298, 270 S.E.2d 126, 129 (1980) (stating the trial court, in its discretion, may 
permit the jurors to review testimony during their deliberations); Bennett v. State, 
383 S.C. 303, 308, 680 S.E.2d 273, 275 (2009) (finding trial counsel was not 
ineffective for failing to renew his objection to testimony as inadmissible hearsay 
where the trial court overruled trial counsel's previous objection to similar 
testimony).   

AFFIRMED. 

HUFF, THOMAS, and PIEPER, JJ., concur. 


