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PER CURIAM:  James Trippe, Jr., (Appellant) appeals from a circuit court order 
affirming a finding of contempt from the probate court's order on the ground the 
issue of contempt was moot. The circuit court also found, as an additional 
sustaining ground, evidence supported the probate court's finding of contempt.  On 
appeal, Appellant argues the probate court erred by finding (1) him in contempt 
and (2) he was personally liable for the debt.  Because Appellant did not challenge 
the circuit court's finding of mootness, we affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, 
and the following authorities: Jones v. Lott, 387 S.C. 339, 346, 692 S.E.2d 900, 
903 (2010) ("Under the two issue rule, where a decision is based on more than one 
ground, the appellate court will affirm unless the appellant appeals all grounds 
because the unappealed ground will become the law of the case."); Wofford v. City 
of Spartanburg ex rel. S.C. Mun. Ins. Trust, 415 S.C. 152, 158, 781 S.E.2d 146, 
149 (Ct. App. 2015) ("It should be noted that although cases generally have 
discussed the 'two issue' rule in the context of the appellate treatment of general 
jury verdicts, the rule is applicable under other circumstances on appeal, including 
affirmance of orders of trial courts."  (quoting Anderson v. S.C. Dep't of Highways 
& Pub. Transp., 322 S.C. 417, 420 n.1, 472 S.E.2d 253, 255 n.1 (1996))); 
Anderson, 322 S.C. at 420 n.1, 472 S.E.2d at 255 n.1 ("For example, if a court 
directs a verdict for a defendant on the basis of the defenses of statute of 
limitations and contributory negligence, the order would be affirmed under the 'two 
issue' rule if the plaintiff failed to appeal both grounds or if one of the grounds 
required affirmance."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

HUFF and SHORT, JJ., and MOORE, A.J., concur. 

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


