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PER CURIAM:  This case concerns the enforceability of an arbitration 
agreement.  The trial court denied Appellant's motion to compel arbitration. We 
affirm.  

In 2005, Respondent entered into a contract with Appellant for the purchase of a 
car.1  The transaction included the execution of an arbitration agreement.  In  
December 2006, Appellant filed a motion to compel arbitration pursuant to the 
terms of the arbitration agreement.  At the time of its motion to compel arbitration, 
Appellant agreed the matter would be decided pursuant to state law.  After this 
Court decided Herron v. Century BMW (Herron I), 387 S.C. 525, 693 S.E.2d 394 
(2010), the United States Supreme Court decided Stolt-Nielsen S.A. v. 
AnimalFeeds International Corp., 130 S. Ct. 1758 (2010), and AT & T Mobility 
LLC v. Concepcion, 131 S. Ct. 1740 (2011). For the reasons set forth in Herron v. 
Century BMW (Herron II), 395 S.C. 461, 719 S.E.2d 640 (2012), cert denied, 132 
S. Ct. 2436 (2012), this Court declined to review its Herron I decision. We are 
constrained by Herron II, which similarly forecloses Appellant's efforts in this 
appeal. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b)(1), SCACR, and the above-referenced 
decisions of this Court. 
 
AFFIRMED. 
 

TOAL, C.J., KITTREDGE, HEARN, JJ., Acting Justices James E. Moore and 
Eugene C. Griffith, Jr., concur. 

 

1  Respondent's father was also involved in the purchase of the vehicle. 


