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PER CURIAM:  Travell Hill appeals his conviction for trafficking cocaine, 
arguing the trial judge erred in (1) denying his motion to suppress the drug 
evidence because his Fourth Amendment rights were violated when the officer did 
not have a reasonable suspicion that he was engaged in a serious criminal activity 
so as to warrant a continued detention after the issuance of a warning for a traffic 
stop, and (2) finding he lacked standing to challenge the lawfulness of the search 
and seizure of the rental car he was driving.  Counsel for Hill filed a brief pursuant 
to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), asserting there were no meritorious 
grounds for appeal and requesting permission to withdraw from further 
representation. The Court denied the request to withdraw and directed the parties 
to file additional briefs.  After careful consideration of the record and briefs, the 
judgment of the lower court is affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the 
following authorities: State v. Atieh, 397 S.C. 641, 646, 725 S.E.2d 730, 733 (Ct. 
App. 2012) ("A ruling in limine is not final; unless an objection is made at the time 
the evidence is offered and a final ruling procured, the issue is not preserved for 
review."); Futch v. McAllister Towing of Georgetown, Inc., 335 S.C. 598, 613, 518 
S.E.2d 591, 598 (1999) (holding an appellate court need not review remaining 
issues when its determination of another issue is dispositive of the appeal). 

AFFIRMED. 

SHORT, THOMAS, and PIEPER, JJ., concur. 


