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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Weston, 367 S.C. 279, 292, 625 S.E.2d 641, 648 (2006) 



 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 

                                        

("When ruling on a motion for a directed verdict, the trial court is concerned with 
the existence or nonexistence of evidence, not its weight."); id. at 292-93, 625 
S.E.2d at 648 ("If there is any direct evidence or any substantial circumstantial 
evidence reasonably tending to prove the guilt of the accused, [this c]ourt must 
find the case was properly submitted to the jury."); State v. Butler, 407 S.C. 376, 
381, 755 S.E.2d 457, 460 (2014) ("On appeal from the denial of a directed verdict, 
this [c]ourt views the evidence and all reasonable inferences in the light most 
favorable to the State."); S.C. Code Ann. § 16-9-320(B) (2015) ("It is unlawful for 
a person to knowingly and wilfully assault, beat, or wound a law enforcement 
officer engaged in serving, executing, or attempting to serve or execute a legal writ 
or process or . . . when the person is resisting an arrest being made by one whom 
the person knows or reasonably should know is a law enforcement officer, whether 
under process or not."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

HUFF, SHORT, and WILLIAMS, JJ., concur. 

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


