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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: Simmons v. Simmons, 392 S.C. 412, 414-15, 709 S.E.2d 666, 667 
(2011) ("In appeals from the family court, this [c]ourt reviews factual and legal 
issues de novo."); Callen v. Callen, 365 S.C. 618, 624, 620 S.E.2d 59, 62 (2005) 



 

 
 

 
 

                                        

(stating that after the removal of an impediment to marriage, "[f]or the relationship 
to become marital, 'there must be a new mutual agreement either by way of civil 
ceremony or by way of recognition of the illicit relation and a new agreement to 
enter into a common law marriage.'" (quoting Kirby v. Kirby, 270 S.C. 137, 141, 
241 S.E.2d 415, 416 (1978))); Barker v. Barker, 330 S.C. 361, 368, 499 S.E.2d 
503, 507 (Ct. App. 1998) (stating while direct evidence of the parties' intent is not 
often available, "the existence of a common-law marriage frequently is proved by 
circumstantial evidence"); id. at 368, 499 S.E.2d at 507 ("The circumstantial 
evidence typically relied upon to establish a common-law marriage includes 
evidence establishing that the parties have lived together for an extended period of 
time and have publicly held themselves out as husband and wife."); Davis v. 
Whitlock, 90 S.C. 233, 246, 73 S.E. 171, 175 (1911) ("[I]f a man and woman enter 
into a contract of marriage believing in good faith that they are capable of entering 
into the relation notwithstanding a former marriage, when, in fact, the marriage is 
still of force, and after the removal of the obstacle of the former marriage the 
parties continue the relation and hold themselves out as man and wife, such action 
constitutes them man and wife from the date of the removal of the obstacle.").  

AFFIRMED.1 

WILLIAMS, THOMAS, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur. 

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


