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PER CURIAM:  William Tiay Chandler appeals his convictions for two counts of 
first-degree burglary and two counts of possession of a weapon during the 
commission of a violent crime and aggregate sentence of twenty-one years' 



 

 
 

 

  

                                        

imprisonment.  On appeal, Chandler argues the trial court erred in allowing the 
State to cross-examine him about a specific conviction for which Chandler was on 
probation. Because there is overwhelming evidence of Chandler's guilt, including 
Chandler's admission he participated in the robberies by driving the getaway 
vehicle and firing a weapon at one of the robbery locations, we affirm pursuant to 
Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities: State v. Haselden, 353 S.C. 
190, 196, 577 S.E.2d 445, 448 (2003) (providing the admission of improper 
evidence is subject to a harmless error analysis); State v. McLeod, 362 S.C. 73, 
84-85, 606 S.E.2d 215, 221 (Ct. App. 2004) (finding that even if the trial court 
erred in admitting testimony, the error would be harmless given the overwhelming 
evidence against the defendant); State v. Byers, 392 S.C. 438, 447, 710 S.E.2d 55, 
60 (2011) ("Where 'guilt has been conclusively proven by competent evidence 
such that no other rational conclusion can be reached,' an insubstantial error that 
does not affect the result of the trial is considered harmless."); State v. Price, 368 
S.C. 494, 499, 629 S.E.2d 363, 366 (2006) ("Where a review of the entire record 
establishes the error is harmless beyond a reasonable doubt, the conviction should 
not be reversed."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

HUFF, WILLIAMS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 

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


