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PER CURIAM: This case arises from Ralph Wayne Parsons, Jr. and Louise C.
Parsons's purchase of real property located in Fort Mill (the Property) from John
Wieland Homes and Neighborhoods of the Carolinas, Inc. (Wieland). Wieland

argues the trial court erred in declining to enforce an arbitration agreement found

in the contract governing the purchase of the property. We affirm pursuant to Rule
220(b), SCACR, and the following authorities:

1. As to whether the trial court erred in finding the arbitration agreement did not
apply to the Parsonses' claims: Bradley v. Brentwood Homes, Inc., 398 S.C. 447,
453,730 S.E.2d 312, 315 (2012) (noting although arbitrability determinations are
subject to de novo review, the trial court's factual findings will not be reversed if
reasonably supported by any evidence); Faltaous v. Anderson Ocean Club Dev.,
LLC, 388 S.C. 45, 48, 693 S.E.2d 434, 435 (Ct. App. 2010) ("Arbitration is a
matter of contract, and a party cannot be required to submit to arbitration any
dispute that he or she has not agreed to submit. Because arbitration rests on the
agreement of the parties, the range of issues that can be arbitrated is restricted by
the terms of the agreement.” (internal citation omitted)).

2. As to whether the trial court erred in finding Wieland's failure to disclose
hazardous substances buried on the Property amounted to conduct that was
unanticipated and unforeseeable by a reasonable consumer: Aiken v. World Fin.
Corp. of S.C., 373 S.C. 144, 151, 644 S.E.2d 705, 709 (2007) ("Because even the
most broadly-worded arbitration agreements still have limits founded in general
principles of contract law, this [c]ourt will refuse to interpret any arbitration
agreement as applying to outrageous torts that are unforeseeable to a reasonable
consumer in the context of normal business dealings."); Partain v. Upstate Auto.
Grp., 386 S.C. 488, 494, 689 S.E.2d 602, 605 (2010) (finding plaintiff could not
have been held to "have contemplated that, in signing the arbitration clause, he was
agreeing to arbitrate claims arising from allegedly fraudulent conduct"); S.C. Code
Ann. § 27-50-40(A)(6) (2007) (stating an owner of real property shall furnish a
purchaser with a written statement disclosing the "presence of . . . [an]
underground storage tank, hazardous material or toxic material, buried or covered,
and other environmental contamination").



‘AFFIRMED. .

* SHORT, THOMAS, and PIEPER, JJ., concur.




