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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities:  State v. Hernandez, 382 S.C. 620, 624, 677 S.E.2d 603, 605 (2009)
("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. (stating if the State 
fails to produce evidence of the charged offense, then the defendant is entitled to a 
directed verdict); State v. Cope, 405 S.C. 317, 348, 748 S.E.2d 194, 210 (2013)
("In an appeal from the denial of a directed verdict motion, the appellate court must 
view the evidence in the light most favorable to the State."); id. (stating this court 
must affirm the trial court's decision to deny a directed verdict motion and submit 
the case to the jury if there is any direct or substantial circumstantial evidence 
reasonably tending to prove the defendant's guilt); S.C. Code Ann. § 44-53-375(C) 
(Supp. 2015) ("A person . . . who is knowingly in actual or constructive possession 
or who knowingly attempts to become in actual or constructive possession of ten 
grams or more of . . . cocaine base . . . is guilty of a felony which is known as 
'trafficking in . . . cocaine base . . . .'").

AFFIRMED.1

WILLIAMS, LOCKEMY, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.

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


