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PER CURIAM: Machelle Smith appeals the circuit court's grant of Hilton Head
Marriot Resort and Spa's (the Resort's) motion for summary judgment, arguing the
circuit court erred by finding (1) the Resort was entitled to immunity from liability



under the Innkeeper's Statute! and (2) the Resort could not be held liable for the
acts of its employee. We affirm.

Because Smith raised her argument opposing the Resort's claim of immunity under
the Innkeeper's Statute for the first time in her motion to alter or amend the circuit
court's order, we find this argument is not preserved for appellate review. See
Stevens & Wilkinson of S.C., Inc. v. City of Columbia, 409 S.C. 563, 567, 762
S.E.2d 693, 695 (2014) ("[A] party cannot use a Rule 59(e) motion to advance an
issue the party could have raised to the circuit court prior to judgment, but did
not."); id. (declining to decide an issue raised for the first time in a Rule 59(e)
motion).

Because this finding is dispositive, we decline to decide Smith's remaining issue.
See Earthscapes Unlimited, Inc. v. Ulbrich, 390 S.C. 609, 617, 703 S.E.2d 221,
225 (2010) ("[W]hen disposition of a prior issue is dispositive, an analysis of the
remaining issues i[s] unnecessary.").

AFFIRMED.?

THOMAS, MCDONALD, and HEWITT, JJ., concur.

I'S.C. Code Ann. § 45-1-40 (2017).
2 We decide this case without oral argument pursuant to Rule 215, SCACR.



