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PER CURIAM: Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: Coker v Cummings, 381 S.C. 45, 53, 671 S.E.2d 383, 387 (Ct. App. 
2008) ("A boundary dispute is an action at law, and the location of a disputed 



boundary line is a question of fact. II (citation and internal quotation marks 
omitted)); Townes Assocs., Ltd v City a/Greenville, 266 S.C. 81, 86, 221 S.E.2d 
773,775 (1976) ("In an action at law, on appeal ofa case tried without a jury, the 
findings of fact of the judge will not be disturbed upon appeal unless found to be 
without evidence which reasonably supports the judge's findings. "). 

AFFIRMED. I 

FEW, C.J., WILLIAMS and PIEPER, JJ., concur. 

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


