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PER CURIAM: Israel Romero, proce~ding pro se, appeals the master-in-equity's 
order granting NAFH National Bank's (the Bank's) motion to dismiss Romero's 
counterclaim for failure to state a cause of action. I We affirm2 pursuant to Rule 
220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities: Rice-Marko v. Wachovia Corp., 
398 S.C. 301,307,728 S.E.2d 61, 64 (Ct. App. 2012) ("In reviewing the dismissal 
of an action pursuant to Rule 12(b)( 6), SCRCP, the appellate court applies the 
same standard of review as the trial court." (citation and internal quotation marks 
omitted)); Charleston Cnty. Sch. Dist. v. Laidlaw Transit, Inc., 348 S.C. 420, 424, 
559 S.E.2d 362, 364 (Ct. App. 2001) ("A motion to dismiss a counterclaim must be 
based solely on the allegations set forth in the counterclaim. "); id. ("The question is 
whether in the light most favorable to the complainant, and with every doubt 
resolved on his behalf, the counterclaim states any valid claim for relief. "). 

AFFIRMED. 

SHORT, GEATHERS, and LOCKEMY, JJ., concur. 

I Romero also argues the master-in-equity erred in gr<:tnting the Bank's motion to 
strike Romero's affidavit of default; however, because Romero did not file a Notice 
of Appeal from the order granting the motion to strike, we need not address this 
issue. See Rule 203, SCACR (requiring a party to serve and file a notice of appeal 
indicating the date of the order from which the appeal is taken). 
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR. 


