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PER CURIAM:  We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: 



 

1. As to whether the trial court erred by failing to award all attorney's fees and 
expenses pursuant to Rule 37(c), SCRCP, due to Wald's denial of the Bettencourts'  
first request to admit: Sessions v. Withers, 327 S.C. 409, 416, 488 S.E.2d 888, 892 
(Ct. App. 1997) ("The award of expenses under Rule 37(c)[, SCRCP,] is a matter 
left to the sound discretion of the trial court, and the court's decision will not be 
reversed on appeal absent an abuse of that discretion."); id. (noting an appellate 
court may find an abuse of discretion if "the appellant shows that the conclusion 
reached by the trial court was without reasonable factual support").    

2. As to whether the trial court erred by failing to award attorney's fees and 
expenses pursuant to Rule 37(c), SCRCP, due to Wald's denial of the Bettencourts'  
remaining requests to admit: Wilder Corp. v. Wilke, 330 S.C. 71, 76, 497 S.E.2d 
731, 733 (1998) ("It is axiomatic that an issue cannot be raised for the first time on 
appeal, but must have been raised to and ruled upon by the trial [court] to be 
preserved for appellate review.").   

AFFIRMED.1  
 
FEW, C.J., and SHORT and GEATHERS, JJ., concur.   

 

                                        

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


