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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Gaster, 349 S.C. 545, 555, 564 S.E.2d 87, 92 (2002) ("In 



 

 

 
 

 
 

                                        

ruling on a directed verdict motion, the trial court is concerned with the existence 
of evidence, not its weight."); State v. Weston, 367 S.C. 279, 292, 625 S.E.2d 641, 
648 (2006) (stating when reviewing a denial of a directed verdict, an appellate 
court views the evidence and all reasonable inferences in the light most favorable 
to the State); State v. Tuckness, 257 S.C. 295, 299, 185 S.E.2d 607, 608 (1971) 
("The question of the intent with which an act is done is one of fact and is 
ordinarily for jury determination except in extreme cases where there is no 
evidence thereon."); id. ("Intent is seldom susceptible to proof by direct evidence 
and must ordinarily be proven by circumstantial evidence, that is, by facts and 
circumstances from which intent may be inferred.").1 

AFFIRMED.2 

THOMAS, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 

1 Butler's argument that the trial court "applied the wrong standard for a directed 
verdict when [it] stated . . . only a 'scintilla' of evidence was needed" is 
unpreserved. See State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 693-94 
(2003) ("In order for an issue to be preserved for appellate review, it must have 
been raised to and ruled upon by the trial [court].  Issues not raised and ruled upon 
in the trial court will not be considered on appeal.").
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


