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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: Carson v. CSX Transp., Inc., 400 S.C. 221, 241, 734 S.E.2d 148, 158
(2012) ("This [c]ourt recognizes an abuse of discretion standard for reviewing a
circuit court's decision to deny a new trial nisi additur."); id. ("It is within a trial
[court's] province to grant a new trial nisi if [it] finds the amount of the verdict to



be merely inadequate or excessive."); id. at 241, 734 S.E.2d at 159 ("In reviewing
the trial court's decision regarding a new trial nisi, '[t]his [c]ourt has the duty to
review the record and determine whether there has been an abuse of discretion
amounting to an error of law." (quoting Bailey v. Peacock, 318 S.C. 13, 14, 455
S.E.2d 690, 691 (1995))); O'Neal v. Bowles, 314 S.C. 525, 527,431 S.E.2d 555,
556 (1993) ("Therefore, on appeal of the denial of a motion for a new trial nisi, this
[c]ourt will reverse when the verdict is grossly inadequate or excessive requiring
the granting of a new trial absolute.").

AFFIRMED.!

LOCKEMY, C.J., and KONDUROS and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.

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



