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PER CURIAM: Mell Woods appeals the circuit court's order affirming the
probate court's denial of Woods's motion to remove the personal representative,
Robert H. Breakfield, for cause. Woods argues the circuit court erred in (1)
proceeding with the appeal without the entire record from the probate court as



required by section 62-1-308(b) of the South Carolina Code, (2) failing to remove
Breakfield because he lied under oath, and (3) failing to issue to Woods subpoenas
upon his request. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following
authorities:

1. As to whether the circuit court erred in proceeding without the entire probate
court record: McCall v. Finley, 294 S.C. 1, 4, 362 S.E.2d 26, 28 (Ct. App. 1987)
(stating a complainant must show error and prejudice to be entitled to relief for a
procedural violation); Cox v. Cox, 290 S.C. 245, 248, 349 S.E.2d 92, 93-94 (Ct.
App. 1986) ("The burden is on [the appellant] to demonstrate the trial court
committed reversible error."); id. at 248, 349 S.E.2d at 94 (finding appellant was
not entitled to relief when he produced no evidence showing the trial court's
findings were incorrect or the alleged error prejudiced him); id. ("This [c]ourt will
not reward a party's recalcitrant and obstructionist conduct at trial by overturning
the decree for technical noncompliance with [a rule of civil procedure].").

2. As to the remaining issues: Cowburn v. Leventis, 366 S.C. 20, 41, 619 S.E.2d
437, 449 (Ct. App. 2005) ("In order for an issue to be preserved for appellate
review, with few exceptions, it must be raised [to] and ruled upon by the trial
[court]."); id. ("When a trial court makes a general ruling on an issue, but does not
address the specific argument raised by a party, that party must make a Rule 59(e)
motion asking the trial court to rule on the issue in order to preserve it for
appeal."); I'On, L.L.C. v. Town of Mt. Pleasant, 338 S.C. 406, 422, 526 S.E.2d 716,
724 (2000) ("If the losing party has raised an issue in the lower court, but the court
fails to rule upon it, the party must file a motion to alter or amend the judgment in
order to preserve the issue for appellate review.").

AFFIRMED.'

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

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



