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PER CURIAM: Appellants appeal a special referee's order and judgment of
foreclosure and sale. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the
following authorities: Jones v. Daley, 363 S.C. 310, 315, 609 S.E.2d 597, 599 (Ct.
App. 2005) ("It is well-settled that an issue cannot be raised for the first time on
appeal, but must have been raised to and ruled upon by the trial court to be
preserved for appellate review." (internal quotation marks omitted)); Wilder Corp.
v. Wilke, 330 S.C. 71, 76,497 S.E.2d 731, 733 (1998) ("[A]n objection must be
sufficiently specific to inform the trial court of the point being urged by the
objector.").

AFFIRMED.!

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

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



