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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: Marquez v. Caudill, 376 S.C. 229, 246, 656 S.E.2d 737, 745 (2008) 
("The decision to award attorney's fees is a matter within the sound discretion of 
the [family court] and the award will not be reversed on appeal absent an abuse of 



 

 

 
 

 

                                        

discretion."); E.D.M. v. T.A.M., 307 S.C. 471, 476-77, 415 S.E.2d 812, 816 (1992) 
("In determining whether an attorney's fee should be awarded, the following 
factors should be considered: (1) the party's ability to pay his/her own attorney's 
fee; (2) beneficial results obtained by the attorney; (3) the parties' respective 
financial conditions; (4) effect of the attorney's fee on each party's standard of 
living."); Reiss v. Reiss, 392 S.C. 198, 210-11, 708 S.E.2d 799, 805 (Ct. App. 
2011) (concluding the family court did not abuse its discretion in awarding 
attorney's fees when it properly considered the E.D.M. and Glasscock1 factors); 
Bodkin v. Bodkin, 388 S.C. 203, 223, 694 S.E.2d 230, 241 (Ct. App. 2010) ("This 
court has previously held when parties fail to cooperate and their behavior 
prolongs proceedings, this is a basis for holding them responsible for attorney's 
fees."). 

AFFIRMED.2 

THOMAS, KONDUROS, and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 

1 304 S.C. 158, 403 S.E.2d 313 (1991).

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





