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PER CURIAM: Charles and Deborah Kelley appeal the master-in-equity's denial
of their motion to set aside the entry of default and vacate the judgment of
foreclosure sale and master's deed, arguing the master erred by finding (1) it was
undisputed they were properly served with the complaint and (2) the omission of
the complaint from two affidavits of the process server was not a scrivener's error.
Because the amended service affidavits include the complaint in the list of
documents served on the Kelleys, we affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and
the following authorities: BB&T v. Taylor, 369 S.C. 548, 551, 633 S.E.2d 501, 502
(2006) ("Whether to grant or deny a motion under Rule 60(b)[, SCRCP] lies within
the sound discretion of the [Master]."); id. at 551, 633 S.E.2d at 502-03 ("[An
appellate court's] standard of review, therefore, is limited to determining whether
there was an abuse of discretion."); id. ("An abuse of discretion arises where the
[Master] issuing the order was controlled by an error of law or where the order is
based on factual conclusions that are without evidentiary support.").



AFFIRMED.!

HUFF, WILLIAMS, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur.

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



