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STATE OFSOUTH CAROLINA JUDGMENTIN A CIVIL CASE

COUNTYOFRichland
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] JURYVERDICT . Thisaction came before the courtforatrial byjury. Theissues
have beentried and averdictrendered.
m DECISION BY THECOURT . Thisaction cametotrial or hearing before the court.
Theissues have beentried or heard and a decisionrendered.
] ACTION DISMISSED (CHECKREASON): QRule vw(b). SCRCPeD Rule ¢va).
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit)D Rule ¢rk). SCRCPSettled):
Other
] ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): Rule ¢+(j). SCRCP <[] Bankruptcy:
Binding arbitration. subject to right torestore to confirm . vacate or modify
arbitration award:
Other
] STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY
] DISPOSITION OFAPPEALTOTHECIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
Affirmed eD ReversedD Remanded:
HOther
NOTE: ATTORNEYSARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT. TRIBUNAL. OR

ADMINISTRATIVEAGENCY OFTHECIRCUIT COURT RULINGINTHISAPPEAL .
ITISORDERED AND ADJUDGED:: I’j See attached order (formal orderto fo@@tatement ofJudgment
by the Court:

Defendant Lexington Rheumatology's Motion to Dismiss was heard in-person on September
3, 2025. After careful consideration of all arguments presented by counsel, Defendant's
motion is DENIED. The court finds Plaintiff has alleged facts sufficient to constitute a cause
of action, and Defendant is not entitled to judgment as a matter of law.

see page 2
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E-Filing Note: The date of Entry of Judgmentis the same date as reflected on the Electronic File Stamp and the clerk's
entering of the date of judgment above is not required in those counties. The clerk will mail a copy of the judgment to
partieswho are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule vv(d). SCRCP.

Defendant Castro's Motion to Dismiss was heard in-person on September 3, 2025. After
careful consideration of all arguments presen ted by counsel, Defendant's motion is
DENIED. The court finds Plaintiff has alleged facts sufficient to constitute a cause of
action, and Defendant is not entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Specifically, a
motion for summary judgment is likely more proper for the statute of limitations

a rgument after further discovery. See Moriarty v. Garden Sanctuary Church of God, 341
S.C. 320, (2000).
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Case Caption:

Case Number:

Richland Common Pleas

vs Fernando X Castro . defendant. et al

Type: Order /Electronic Form ¢

Electronically signed on 2025-09-08 14:22:31

So Ordered

s/Daniel Coble. yvvs
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