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PER CURIAM:  Albert Brown appeals the family court's order (1) finding he 
physically abused his minor child, (2) authorizing the South Carolina Department 
of Social Services to forgo reasonable efforts at reunification with Child, and (3) 
entering his name into the Central Registry of Child Abuse and Neglect.  See S.C. 
Code Ann. § 63-7-20(6) (Supp. 2022) (defining child abuse); S.C. Code Ann. 
§ 63-7-1660(A) (2010 & Supp. 2022) ("[T]he department may petition the family 
court to remove the child from custody of the parent . . . if the department 
determines by a preponderance of evidence that the child is an abused or neglected 
child and that the child cannot be safely maintained in the home in that he cannot 
be protected from unreasonable risk of harm affecting the child's life, physical 
health, safety, or mental well-being without removal."); S.C. Code Ann. 
§ 63-7-1940 (Supp. 2022) (stating that when the family court finds a child has been 
physically abused at a hearing pursuant to section 63-7-1660, the court "shall 
order" the perpetrator's "name be entered in the Central Registry").  Upon a 
thorough review of the record and the family court's findings of fact and 
conclusions of law pursuant to Ex parte Cauthen, 291 S.C. 465, 354 S.E.2d 381 
(1987), we find no meritorious issues warrant briefing.  Accordingly, we affirm the 
family court's ruling and relieve Brown's counsel. 
 
AFFIRMED.1 
 
KONDUROS, HEWITT, and VINSON, JJ., concur. 
 

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


