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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities: State v. Govan, 372 S.C. 552, 557, 643 S.E.2d 92, 94 (Ct. App. 2007)
("[A] motion in limine to exclude evidence made at the beginning of trial does not



preserve the issue for appellate review because a motion in limine 1s not a final
determination."); State v. Atieh, 397 S.C. 641, 646, 725 S.E.2d 730, 733 (Ct. App.
2012) ("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."); State v. Dicapua, 373 S.C. 452, 455, 646 S.E.2d 150, 152 (Ct. App.
2007) (holding counsel's statement to the trial court that he had "no objection" to
the introduction of evidence, even though he previously made a motion to exclude
the evidence, waived any issue with admission of that evidence).

AFFIRMED.!

LOCKEMY, C.J., and THOMAS and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.

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



