From: Falin, Stormy

To: "drothstein@burnetteshutt.law"; "bernard.tisdale@vraptlaw.com"

Cc: Singleton, Mary C.; derothstein@mindspring.com; "sara.brady@vrapltaw.com"
Subject: Saket Singh v. Anesthesia Associates of Rock Hill, 2024-002021

Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 11:02:00 AM

Attachments: Singh v. Anesthesia Assoc of Rock Hill - Order.pdf

Dear Counsel:

Attached please find correspondence from the Court of Appeals. Any parties
not included in this email will receive the attached correspondent US Mail.

Do not respond to this email. Send all correspondence to

ctappfilings@sccourts.org.

Respectfully,

Stormy Falin

Office Manager

South Carolina Court of Appeals
1220 Senate Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Filings: ctappfilings@sccourts.org
Phone: (803) 734-1890
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Tlﬂhe_‘%huth Carolina Court of gmjeals

Saket Singh, M.D., Respondent, =~ =~

~ V. _
\ e

Anesthesia Associates of Rock Hill, P.A., Appellant.

Appellate Case No. 2024-002021

ORDER

Following Appellant's appeal to this couirt, Respondent moved to amend his

complaint, which included the addition of claims that allegedly involved federal -

questions. When one of the parties removed the case to federal court, this court

explained it would hold the appeal in abeyance until the case was remanded to

state court and ordered Appellant to provide status updates every sixty days. In

one status update, Appellant informed the court Respondent had filed a voluntary
- dismissal of the action in federal court. In response, on June 24 2025, this court
| dismissed the appeal on the basis Appellant w1shed to withdraw the appeal

On August 4, 2025, Appellant ﬁled a motion to amend the dismissal order,
explaining it had not moved to withdraw the appeal, and thus the order was
factually incorrect, but it agreed the appeal was moot and should be dismissed.
Appellant requests the order be amended to correctly reflect the events that have
transpired. Respondent did not file a return. After careful consideration, we grant
Appellant's motion to amend the dismissal order and clarify the appeal is dismissed
because Respondent has dismissed the underlylng complaint. The remittitur will
be sent as provided by Rule 221(b), SCACR.
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Columbia, South Carolina
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cc: .
Homer Bernard Tisdale, III, Esquire
David Eliot Rothstein, Esquire
Angie Bryant
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