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PER CURIAM: Trilicia White appeals the family court's finding that she
physically neglected her two-year-old child, arguing the family court erred in
finding (1) she physically neglected the child, (2) she placed the child at a
substantial risk of injury, and (3) the South Carolina Department of Social Services
(DSS) made reasonable efforts to eliminate the need to remove the child. We
affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:

1. As to whether the family court erred in finding White physically neglected the
child and placed the child at a substantial risk of injury: Simmons v. Simmons, 392
S.C. 412, 414, 709 S.E.2d 666, 667 (2011) ("In appeals from the family court, [an
appellate court] reviews factual and legal issues de novo."); Lewis v. Lewis, 392
S.C. 381, 384, 709 S.E.2d 650, 651 (2011) ("[An] appellate court has jurisdiction
to find facts in accordance with its view of the preponderance of the evidence.
However, this broad scope of review does not require [the appellate court] to
disregard the findings of the family court.” (internal quotation marks omitted));
S.C. Code Ann. 8 63-7-20(4)(a) (2010) (providing child abuse or neglect occurs
when a child's parent "engages in acts or omissions which present a substantial risk
of physical or mental injury to the child").

2. As to whether DSS made reasonable efforts to eliminate the need to remove the
child: Seabrook v. Knox, 369 S.C. 191, 197, 631 S.E.2d 907, 910 (2006) (holding
an appellate court will not decide a moot question and explaining "[a] moot case
exists where a judgment rendered by the court will have no practical legal effect
upon an existing controversy because an intervening event renders any grant of
effectual relief impossible for the reviewing court").

AFFIRMED.!

FEW, C.J., and HUFF and WILLIAMS, JJ., concur.

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



