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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: State v. Smith, 337 S.C. 27, 32, 522 S.E.2d 598, 600 (1999) ("A 
pretrial ruling on the admissibility of evidence is preliminary and is subject to 



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

                                        

change based on developments at trial. 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." (citation omitted)); State v. Dicapua, 373 
S.C. 452, 455-56, 646 S.E.2d 150, 152 (Ct. App. 2007) (holding the defendant's 
failure to object to a videotape coming into evidence "amounted to a waiver of any 
issue" the defendant had with the videotape and reasoning the defendant's "express 
waiver of objection to the admission of the evidence . . . was tantamount to a 
withdrawal of his previous motion to suppress" (internal quotation marks and 
citation omitted)). 

AFFIRMED.1 

FEW, C.J., and SHORT and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.   

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


