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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Rosemond, 356 S.C. 426, 429, 589 S.E.2d 757, 758 (2003) ("A 
defendant is entitled to a directed verdict when the State fails to produce evidence 
of the offense charged."); State v. Gibson, 390 S.C. 347, 353, 701 S.E.2d 766, 769 
(Ct. App. 2010) ("When reviewing the denial of a motion for a directed verdict, an 
appellate court must review the evidence, and all inferences therefrom, in the light 



 

 

 

 
 

 

                                        

most favorable to the State."); In re Walter M., 386 S.C. 387, 391, 688 S.E.2d 133, 
135 (Ct. App. 2009) ("We will affirm the family court's denial of a directed verdict 
in a juvenile delinquency matter if it is supported by any evidence."); Rosemond, 
356 S.C. at 430, 589 S.E.2d at 758 ("Strong armed robbery is defined as the 
felonious or unlawful taking of money, goods, or other personal property of any 
value from the person of another or in his presence by violence or by putting such 
person in fear."); State v. Mattison, 388 S.C. 469, 479, 697 S.E.2d 578, 584 (2010) 
("Under accomplice liability theory, a person must personally commit the crime or 
be present at the scene of the crime and intentionally, or through a common design, 
aid, abet, or assist in the commission of that crime through some overt act." 
(internal quotation marks omitted)); id. at 480, 697 S.E.2d at 584 ("In order to be 
guilty as an aider or abettor, the participant must be chargeable with knowledge of 
the principal's criminal conduct."); State v. Thompson, 374 S.C. 257, 262, 647 
S.E.2d 702, 705 (Ct. App. 2007) ("Mere presence and prior knowledge that a crime 
was going to be committed, without more, is insufficient to constitute guilt."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

SHORT, WILLIAMS, and THOMAS, JJ., concur. 

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


