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PER CURIAM: Tyrone J. (Father) appeals the family court's order denying the
South Carolina Department of Social Services' (the Department's) motion to
change the permanent plan from terminating Father's parental rights to placing his
minor daughter (Child) in the custody of Child's maternal grandmother. On
appeal, Father argues (1) the family court should have considered whether it was in
Child's best interest to be placed with Child's paternal grandmother, and (2) the
Catawba Indian Nation's (the Tribe's) modification of the Indian Child Welfare
Act's (ICWA's) placement preferences violates his rights to due process and equal
protection under the law. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the
following authorities:

1. As to whether the family court should have considered if it was in Child's best
interest to be placed with Child's paternal grandmother: Spreeuw v. Barker, 385
S.C. 45, 70-71, 682 S.E.2d 843, 856 (Ct. App. 2009) (holding issues not before the
family court are not preserved for appellate review); Payne v. Payne, 382 S.C. 62,
70, 674 S.E.2d 515, 519 (Ct. App. 2009) ("Issues not raised and ruled upon in the
[family] court will not be considered on appeal.”).

2. As to whether the Tribe's modification of the ICWA's placement preferences
violates Father's rights to due process and equal protection under the law: Payne,
382 S.C. at 70, 674 S.E.2d at 519 ("lIssues not raised and ruled upon in the [family]
court will not be considered on appeal.”); Great Games, Inc. v. S.C. Dep't of Rev.,
339 S.C. 79, 85, 529 S.E.2d 6, 9 (2000) (holding a constitutional challenge was not
preserved for appellate review because it was not ruled upon by the trial court and
the appellant failed to raise the issue in a motion for reconsideration).



AFFIRMED.!

SHORT, WILLIAMS, and THOMAS, JJ., concur.

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



