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PER CURIAM: The issue in this case is whether the circuit court's order is
immediately appealable. The court of appeals dismissed the appeal finding the
order was one "compelling arbitration," and the petitioners are "not an aggrieved
party" because they received what they asked for in their motion to compel
arbitration. We agree with the court of appeals and affirm the dismissal of the
appeal.

Petitioners filed a motion to compel arbitration in Texas and the circuit court
initially denied the motion. Petitioners then filed a motion to reconsider under
Rule 59(e) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure. In the motion to
reconsider, petitioners requested the alternative relief that the circuit court "dismiss
this action and compel arbitration in South Carolina." We interpret petitioners'
request in the motion to reconsider as a motion to compel arbitration generally—as
opposed to a request for arbitration in the specific location set forth in the
agreement. After the circuit court's initial order, petitioners were faced with
litigating the claims against them before a jury or appealing the court's order
denying arbitration. Rather than taking one of those options, they chose to request
arbitration either in Texas—as set forth in the agreement—or in South Carolina.
The circuit court granted the motion to compel arbitration in South Carolina—one
of the alternative locations requested.

Rule 201(b) of the South Carolina Appellate Court Rules provides, "Only a party
aggrieved by an order, judgment, sentence or decision may appeal." The



petitioners are not an aggrieved party because they were granted the relief they
requested. In addition, because the order compels arbitration as petitioners
requested, it is not immediately appealable. See Heffner v. Destiny, Inc., 321 S.C.
536, 537-38, 471 S.E.2d 135, 136 (1995) (holding an order compelling arbitration
is not immediately appealable because it is not included in the list of appealable
orders in subsection 15-48-200(a) of the South Carolina Code (2005)).

AFFIRMED.

BEATTY, C.J., KITTREDGE, HEARN, FEW, and JAMES, JJ., concur.



