
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

THIS OPINION HAS NO PRECEDENTIAL VALUE.  IT SHOULD NOT BE 

CITED OR RELIED ON AS PRECEDENT IN ANY PROCEEDING 


EXCEPT AS PROVIDED BY RULE 268(d)(2), SCACR. 
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AFFIRMED 
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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: S.C. Code Ann. § 17-23-175(A) (2014) ("In a . . . delinquency 
proceeding in family court, an out-of-court statement of a child is admissible if . . . 



 

 

 
 

 

                                        

the child testifies at the proceeding and is subject to cross-[]examination . . . ."); 
Crawford v. Washington, 541 U.S. 36, 59 n.9 (2004) ("[W]hen the declarant 
appears for cross-examination at trial, the Confrontation Clause places no 
constraints at all on the use of his prior testimonial statements."); Pennsylvania v. 
Ritchie, 480 U.S. 39, 52 (1987) ("[T]he right to confrontation is a trial right, 
designed to prevent improper restrictions on the types of questions that defense 
counsel may ask during cross-examination."). 

AFFIRMED.1 

HUFF, SHORT, and KONDUROS, JJ., concur. 

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


