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PER CURIAM: Timothy Quaiel appeals the family court's denial of his motion to
vacate the final divorce decree. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and
the following authorities: Rouvet v. Rouvet, 388 S.C. 301, 308, 696 S.E.2d 204,
207 (Ct. App. 2010) ("The decision to grant or deny a motion made pursuant to



Rule 60(b) is within the sound discretion of the trial [court]."); id. ("The appellate
standard of review is limited to determining whether there was an abuse of
discretion."); id. ("An abuse of discretion occurs when the order of the court is
controlled by an error of law or where the order is based on factual findings that
are without evidentiary support."); King v. King, 384 S.C. 134, 142, 681 S.E.2d
609, 614 (Ct. App. 2009) (holding issues must be raised to and ruled upon by

the family court to be preserved for appellate review); Spreeuw v. Barker, 385 S.C.
45,71, 682 S.E.2d 843, 856 (Ct. App. 2009) (noting a contemporaneous objection
1s required to preserve issues for appellate review).

AFFIRMED.!

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

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



