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PER CURIAM:  Chad Stephen Hayes appeals his convictions for first-degree 
criminal sexual conduct (CSC) with a minor, second-degree CSC with a minor, 



contributing to the delinquency of a minor, and three counts of lewd act on a 
minor.  On appeal, Hayes argues the trial court erred by (1) qualifying an 
individual as an expert in child abuse assessment because the individual lacked 
sufficient knowledge, skill, experience, training, and education in the field of child 
abuse assessment and (2) permitting the individual to testify as both a forensic 
interviewer and an expert in child abuse assessment.  We affirm pursuant to Rule 
220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:

1.  As to issue 1: State v. Dunbar, 356 S.C. 138, 142, 587 S.E.2d 691, 693–94 
(2003) ("In order for an issue to be preserved for appellate review, it must have 
been raised to and ruled upon by the trial [court].  Issues not raised and ruled upon 
in the trial court will not be considered on appeal.").

2. As to issue 2: State v. Byers, 392 S.C. 438, 444, 710 S.E.2d 55, 58 (2011) ("For 
an objection to be preserved for appellate review, the objection must be made at 
the time the evidence is presented . . . and with sufficient specificity to inform the 
[trial] court . . . of the point being urged by the objector . . . ." (citation omitted)).

AFFIRMED.1

GEATHERS and MCDONALD, JJ., and MOORE, A.J., concur.

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


