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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: State v. Cope, 405 S.C. 317, 343, 748 S.E.2d 194, 208 (2013)
("Generally, the admission of expert testimony is a matter within the sound



discretion of the trial court." (internal quotation marks omitted)); id. at 343-44, 748
S.E.2d at 208 ("Thus, we will not reverse the trial court's decision to admit or
exclude expert testimony absent a prejudicial abuse of discretion."); State v.
Burton, 302 S.C. 494, 499, 397 S.E.2d 90, 92 (1990) (recognizing an expert may
give an opinion based on a hypothetical question, but the hypothetical question
"should be based upon facts supported by the record"); State v. Vaughn, 268 S.C.
119, 125, 232 S.E.2d 328, 330 (1977) ("[ V]oluntary intoxication, where it has not
produced permanent insanity, is never an excuse for or a defense to crime,
regardless of whether the intent involved be general or specific."); State v.
Santiago, 370 S.C. 153, 162, 634 S.E.2d 23, 28 (Ct. App. 2006) ("[T]he
diminished capacity defense is not recognized in South Carolina.").

AFFIRMED.!

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

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



