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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: 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, 385, 709 S.E.2d 650, 651-52 
(2011) (providing an appellate court is not required to ignore the fact that the 
family court, who saw and heard the witnesses, was in a better position to evaluate 
their credibility and assign comparative weight to their testimony); S.C. Code Ann. 
§ 63-7-1940(A)(1)(b) (Supp. 2014) (requiring the family court to order an 
accused's name be entered into the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect 
when the court finds by a preponderance of evidence the accused sexually abused 
the victim); S.C. Code Ann. § 63-7-20(19) (2010) (defining "preponderance of 
evidence" as evidence that is "more convincing as to its truth than the evidence in 
opposition"); Satcher v. Satcher, 351 S.C. 477, 483, 570 S.E.2d 535, 538 (Ct. App. 
2002) (holding clear and convincing evidence is more than a mere preponderance 
of evidence). 

AFFIRMED.1 

THOMAS, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 

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


