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ORDER

Appellants appeal orders from the circuit court denying Appellants' motion to
compel discovery and motion to set an appeal bond without an accompanying
motion to stay. Respondent filed a motion to dismiss, arguing the orders are not
immediately appealable. Appellants filed a return, and Respondent filed a reply.
After careful consideration of the parties' filings, Respondents' motion to dismiss is
granted because the orders are not immediately appealable. See S.C. Code Ann. §
14-3-330 (1976 & Supp. 2012) (providing this court has appellate jurisdiction to
review final judgments and interlocutory orders (1) involving the merits or (2)
affecting a substantial right when the order "in effect determines the action and
prevents a judgment from which an appeal might be taken or discontinues the
action."); Ex parte Wilson, 367 S.C. 7, 12, 625 S.E.2d 205, 208 (2005) ("Any
judgment or decree, leaving some further act to be done by the court before the rights
of the parties are determined, is interlocutory and not final."); Grosshuesch v.
Cramer, 377 S.C. 12,30, 659 S.E.2d 112, 122 (2008) (explaining "discovery orders,

in general, are interlocutory and are not i diately appealable"). Accordingly,
Appellants' appeal is dismissed. : ﬂ ;/ M ,
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