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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: State v. Wise, 359 S.C. 14, 22-23, 596 S.E.2d 475, 479 (2004) ("The
authority and responsibility of the trial court is to focus the scope of the voir dire



examination as set forth in [section 14-7-1020 of the South Carolina Code (Supp.

2015)]."); S.C. Code Ann. § 14-7-1020 ("The court shall, on motion of either party
in the suit, examine on oath any person who is called as a juror to know whether he
is related to either party, has any interest in the cause, has expressed or formed any

opinion, or is sensible of any bias or prejudice therein . . . ."); State v. Patterson,
324 S.C. 5, 16, 482 S.E.2d 760, 765 (1997) ("The manner in which these questions
are pursued and the scope of any additional voir dire are matters of trial court
discretion."); Wise, 359 S.C. at 23, 596 S.E.2d at 479 ("[1]t is not enough that a
question may be helpful. Rather, the trial court's failure to ask or allow a question
must render the defendant's trial fundamentally unfair.").

AFFIRMED.!

HUFF, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.

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



