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PER CURIAM:  Affirmed pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and the following 
authorities: Savannah Bank, N.A. v. Stalliard, 400 S.C. 246, 250, 734 S.E.2d 161, 
163 (2012) ("When reviewing the grant of summary judgment, the appellate court 
applies the same standard applied by the [master-in-equity] pursuant to Rule 56(c), 
SCRCP. Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine issue of 
material fact such that the moving party must prevail as a matter of law." (internal 
quotation marks and citation omitted)); Rule 36(a), SCRCP (allowing a party to 
serve another party a written request for admission of any matter discoverable 
under Rule 26(b), SCRCP); id. ("The matter is admitted unless, within 30 days 
after service of the request, . . . the party to whom the request is directed serves 
upon the party requesting the admission a written answer or objection addressed to 
the matter . . . ."); Scott v. Greenville Hous. Auth., 353 S.C. 639, 645, 579 S.E.2d 
151, 154 (Ct. App. 2003) ("[A]s currently verbalized in Rule 36, SCRCP, South 
Carolina has long had the discovery rule that failure to respond to requests for 
admissions renders any matter listed in the request conclusively admitted for 
trial."); S.C. Code Ann. § 12-51-40 (2014) (detailing the procedure for notifying a 
defaulting taxpayer that property will be sold to collect delinquent taxes); S.C. 
Code Ann. § 12-51-120 (2014) (detailing the procedure for notifying a defaulting 
taxpayer that the end of the redemption period is approaching). 

AFFIRMED.1 

SHORT, LOCKEMY, and MCDONALD, JJ., concur. 

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


