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*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email originated from outside the organization. Please
exercise caution before clicking any links or opening attachments. ***

Dear Clerk of the South Carolina Court of Appeals,

Please accept the attached Monthly Status Report regarding proceedings
that have occurred in the lower court while this appeal has been pending.

Also attached are the referenced lower court orders and supporting
documents identified in the report. I respectfully request that these
documents be included in the appellate file for Appellate Case No. 2025-
002454.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Aaron Quinzy
Appellant, Self-Represented
Appellate Case No. 2025-002454
Lower Court Case No. 2025-CP-43-01193
2804 Kolb Road
Sumter, SC 29154
Phone: (803) 847-9977
Email: topchoicepoolssc@gmail.com

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:quinzy.aaron1983@icloud.com
mailto:ctappfilings@sccourts.org
tel:2025-002454
tel:2025-002454
tel:2025-002454
tel:(803)%20847-9977
mailto:topchoicepoolssc@gmail.com

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS

		Robert Jones and Jessica Jones,
Respondents,

v.

Aaron Quinzy,
Appellant.

		Appellate Case No.
2025-002454

Lower Court Case No.
2025-CP-43-01193





MONTHLY STATUS REPORT AND NOTICE OF CONTINUING NEED FOR EMERGENCY CONSIDERATION

Appellant Aaron Quinzy, appearing self-represented, respectfully submits this Monthly Status Report and Notice of Continuing Need for Emergency Consideration to advise the Court of Appeals of significant developments in the lower court while this appeal has been pending.

1. On July 7, 2026, the Master-in-Equity entered an Order on Appellant's Motion for Stay Pending Appeal. That order required Appellant to post a $12,235.00 bond by July 22, 2026, at 5:00 p.m., or the stay would be denied and delivery of possession could proceed.

2. Appellant then filed an Emergency Motion to Alter or Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or Waive Bond, Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting. That motion requested an immediate stay of enforcement, reduction or waiver of the bond, a prompt hearing, and a complete accounting of the parties' owner-finance transaction, payments, mortgage history, insurance proceeds, and related records.

3. In that motion, Appellant explained that the agreement was an owner-finance or installment purchase arrangement rather than an ordinary rental; that the purchase price was approximately $84,000; that Appellant had paid approximately $81,000; and that the lower court had not made a complete accounting of those payments or determined the proper remaining contractual balance.

4. By order filed July 23, 2026, the Master-in-Equity denied the motion to reconsider and stated that the matter was under appeal and that the lower court did not have jurisdiction to address the other issues raised in Appellant's motion.

5. Appellant remains in actual possession of the property as of August 1, 2026. Because the July 22 deadline has passed and enforcement may still be requested, immediate consideration remains necessary to preserve the status quo and prevent the appeal from being rendered ineffective.

6. Appellant respectfully maintains that the unresolved issues concerning the nature of the owner-finance agreement, the accounting of approximately $81,000 in payments toward an approximately $84,000 purchase price, the mortgage payoff and payment history, the requested accounting, and the disposition of Appellant's defenses and counterclaims remain central to this appeal.

7. Appellant respectfully requests that this report and the attached lower-court materials be included in the appellate file and that the Court consider the continuing request for emergency relief as promptly as practicable.

WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that the Court:

(a) accept and file this Monthly Status Report;

(b) include the attached lower-court materials in the appellate file;

(c) promptly consider Appellant's continuing request for emergency relief and preservation of the status quo; and

(d) grant any other relief the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Aaron Quinzy

Aaron Quinzy, Appellant, Self-Represented

2804 Kolb Road

Sumter, South Carolina 29154

(803) 847-9977

topchoicepoolssc@gmail.com

Date: August 1, 2026

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on August 1, 2026, I served a true and correct copy of this Monthly Status Report and Notice of Continuing Need for Emergency Consideration, together with the listed attachments, upon counsel for Respondents by depositing the documents in the United States Mail, first-class postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Stephanie Weissenstein, Esq.

Dial, Grimm & Rupert, LLC

250 Berryhill Road, Suite 210

Columbia, South Carolina 29210

s/ Aaron Quinzy

Aaron Quinzy

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - July 23, 2026 lower-court order denying reconsideration and related filed materials.

Attachment B - Appellant's Emergency Motion to Alter or Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or Waive Bond, Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting.










THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
IN THE COURT OF APPEALS


Robert Jones and Jessica Jones,
Respondents,


v.


Aaron Quinzy,
Appellant.


Appellate Case No.
2025-002454


Lower Court Case No.
2025-CP-43-01193


MONTHLY STATUS REPORT AND NOTICE OF CONTINUING NEED FOR 
EMERGENCY CONSIDERATION


Appellant Aaron Quinzy, appearing self-represented, respectfully submits this Monthly Status 
Report and Notice of Continuing Need for Emergency Consideration to advise the Court of Appeals of 
significant developments in the lower court while this appeal has been pending.


1. On July 7, 2026, the Master-in-Equity entered an Order on Appellant's Motion for Stay Pending 
Appeal. That order required Appellant to post a $12,235.00 bond by July 22, 2026, at 5:00 p.m., or the 
stay would be denied and delivery of possession could proceed.


2. Appellant then filed an Emergency Motion to Alter or Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or Waive Bond, 
Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting. That motion requested an immediate stay of 
enforcement, reduction or waiver of the bond, a prompt hearing, and a complete accounting of the 
parties' owner-finance transaction, payments, mortgage history, insurance proceeds, and related 
records.


3. In that motion, Appellant explained that the agreement was an owner-finance or installment 
purchase arrangement rather than an ordinary rental; that the purchase price was approximately 
$84,000; that Appellant had paid approximately $81,000; and that the lower court had not made a 
complete accounting of those payments or determined the proper remaining contractual balance.


4. By order filed July 23, 2026, the Master-in-Equity denied the motion to reconsider and stated that 
the matter was under appeal and that the lower court did not have jurisdiction to address the other 
issues raised in Appellant's motion.


5. Appellant remains in actual possession of the property as of August 1, 2026. Because the July 22 
deadline has passed and enforcement may still be requested, immediate consideration remains 
necessary to preserve the status quo and prevent the appeal from being rendered ineffective.


6. Appellant respectfully maintains that the unresolved issues concerning the nature of the owner-
finance agreement, the accounting of approximately $81,000 in payments toward an approximately 
$84,000 purchase price, the mortgage payoff and payment history, the requested accounting, and the 
disposition of Appellant's defenses and counterclaims remain central to this appeal.


7. Appellant respectfully requests that this report and the attached lower-court materials be included in 
the appellate file and that the Court consider the continuing request for emergency relief as promptly as 
practicable.


WHEREFORE, Appellant respectfully requests that the Court:
(a) accept and file this Monthly Status Report;
(b) include the attached lower-court materials in the appellate file;
(c) promptly consider Appellant's continuing request for emergency relief and preservation of the 
status quo; and
(d) grant any other relief the Court deems just and proper.







Respectfully submitted,
s/ Aaron Quinzy
Aaron Quinzy, Appellant, Self-Represented
2804 Kolb Road
Sumter, South Carolina 29154
(803) 847-9977
topchoicepoolssc@gmail.com
Date: August 1, 2026







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on August 1, 2026, I served a true and correct copy of this Monthly Status Report and 


Notice of Continuing Need for Emergency Consideration, together with the listed attachments, upon 
counsel for Respondents by depositing the documents in the United States Mail, first-class postage 
prepaid, addressed as follows:


Stephanie Weissenstein, Esq.
Dial, Grimm & Rupert, LLC


250 Berryhill Road, Suite 210
Columbia, South Carolina 29210


s/ Aaron Quinzy
Aaron Quinzy


LIST OF ATTACHMENTS
Attachment A - July 23, 2026 lower-court order denying reconsideration and related filed materials.


Attachment B - Appellant's Emergency Motion to Alter or Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or Waive 
Bond, Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting.



































STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF SUMTER


Robert Jones and Jessica Jones,


Plaintiffs,


vs.


Aaron Quinzy,


Defendant.


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT


Case No.: 2025-CP-43-01193


DEFENDANT’S EMERGENCY MOTION TO 
ALTER OR AMEND, RECONSIDER, REDUCE 


OR WAIVE BOND, STAY DELIVERY OF 
POSSESSION, AND REQUEST FOR 


ACCOUNTING


EMERGENCY MOTION


Defendant Aaron Quinzy, appearing self-represented, respectfully moves this Court for emergency relief from 
the Order filed July 7, 2026 on Defendant’s Motion for Stay Pending Appeal. Defendant asks the Court to alter 
or amend, reconsider, reduce or waive the $12,235.00 bond, stay delivery of possession before the July 22, 2026 
deadline, and require Plaintiffs to provide a full accounting. In support, Defendant states as follows:


I. EMERGENCY RELIEF REQUESTED


1. Defendant requests an immediate temporary stay of any delivery of possession, writ, eviction, lockout, 
transfer, or enforcement action while this motion is pending and while Defendant seeks review from the 
South Carolina Court of Appeals if necessary.


2. Defendant requests that the Court alter or amend/reconsider the July 7, 2026 order, reduce the bond to a 
nominal amount, waive the bond, or allow Defendant a realistic alternative security after hearing all facts 
and evidence.


3. Defendant requests that the Court hold a prompt hearing with proper written notice and allow Defendant to 
present evidence concerning the true nature of the agreement, payment history, mortgage history, insurance 
proceeds, property condition, and lack of current rental value.


4. Defendant requests that Plaintiffs be ordered to produce a complete accounting of all payments received from 
Defendant, all payments made to the mortgage lender, principal reduction, interest, late fees, foreclosure-
related fees, insurance proceeds, payoff information, and any purchase or payoff of the 
mortgage/loan/property.


II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND


1. This case concerns a lease-to-own / owner-finance agreement involving real property, not a simple landlord-
tenant rental arrangement.


2. On November 24, 2025, this Court entered an order requiring Defendant to pay and satisfy Plaintiffs’ 
mortgage loan and pay alleged back amounts or risk forfeiting the property. Defendant appealed.


3. On April 6, 2026, the Court of Appeals remanded for consideration of Defendant’s Motion to Stay.


4. On July 7, 2026, this Court entered an Order on Defendant’s Motion for Stay Pending Appeal. The order 
states that Defendant must post a $12,235.00 bond no later than July 22, 2026 at 5:00 p.m., or the stay is 
denied and delivery of possession may proceed.


5. The July 7, 2026 order states that the hearing date and time were provided by email and that no written notice 
of hearing, other than email notice, was served by either party. Defendant respectfully maintains that the 
notice issue and Defendant’s inability to appear and be heard were not properly addressed.







III. GROUNDS FOR RECONSIDERATION / ALTERATION OR AMENDMENT


A. The Order Mischaracterizes the Agreement as Rent Instead of Purchase Payments.


Defendant respectfully objects to the repeated characterization of Defendant’s monthly payments as “rent” or 
“rental payments.” Defendant’s position is that this was a lease-to-own / owner-finance agreement, and the 
monthly payments were purchase payments made in reliance on eventual ownership. Treating the payments as 
ordinary rent unfairly changes the nature of the agreement and prejudices Defendant.


The prior order’s reference to Defendant’s “equity of redemption” and to satisfying the mortgage is inconsistent 
with a simple rental case. A regular tenant does not have an equity of redemption. Defendant paid for 
approximately ten years, made substantial improvements, and treated the property as his future ownership 
interest because that was the nature of the agreement.


Defendant paid approximately $81,000 under an agreement where the purchase price was approximately 
$84,000. Defendant is therefore not merely a tenant who failed to pay rent. Defendant is a buyer who paid nearly 
the full purchase price and now risks losing the property and all equity without a full accounting.


B. The Bond Calculation Is Unsupported Because the Property Is Uninhabitable and There Was No 
Evidence of Current Rental Value.


The July 7, 2026 order acknowledges that the property is no longer habitable after the fire, that the 
improvements were mostly destroyed by fire, and that there was no evidence in the record of reasonable rental 
value in the property’s current condition. Despite that, the bond includes two years of rental payments calculated 
at $250.00 per month, totaling $6,000.00.


Defendant respectfully submits that this is inconsistent and unfair. If the property is uninhabitable and there is 
no evidence of current reasonable rental value, then use-and-occupation/rental value should not be used to 
impose a $6,000 portion of the bond without a hearing and evidence. Defendant also disputes the order’s 
reference to $850.00 with grass cutting and does not know where that figure came from.


C. The Court Did Not Address the Mortgage History, Foreclosure History, or Whether Defendant’s 
Payments Were Properly Credited.


Defendant paid approximately $750.00 per month for years. Defendant understands that Plaintiffs’ mortgage 
payment was approximately $500-something per month. If Defendant’s payments had been properly applied 
toward the mortgage and principal balance, the property should have been much closer to payoff, if not paid off. 
Instead, the bank repeatedly came to the property or took foreclosure-related action, and Plaintiffs allegedly 
waited until foreclosure pressure or foreclosure notices before making minimum payments. Defendant believes 
this caused payments to go mostly toward interest, fees, or minimum amounts instead of reducing principal.


This matters directly to equity and fairness. Defendant should not be ordered to pay off Plaintiffs’ mortgage or 
post a large bond when Plaintiffs already received nearly the full purchase price from Defendant and did not 
apply the money in a way that protected Defendant’s ownership interest. Defendant requests that the Court 
require a complete accounting before requiring additional payment or bond.


D. Plaintiffs’ Payoff or Purchase of the Mortgage/Loan/Property Must Be Addressed.


Defendant believes Plaintiffs have paid off or purchased the home/loan/property after the prior ruling. If that 
occurred, it changes the facts supporting the prior order and the bond requirement. The July 7, 2026 order relies 
on the earlier requirement that Defendant pay Plaintiffs’ mortgage, but does not address whether Plaintiffs have 
already satisfied, purchased, or otherwise changed the status of that mortgage. Defendant respectfully requests 
production of all payoff records, loan purchase documents, mortgage satisfaction documents, and related 
accounting records.


E. Insurance Proceeds Are Directly Relevant and Have Not Been Addressed.


The property was damaged by fire, and Defendant disputes the handling of insurance proceeds. Defendant has 
requested records of the insurance proceeds and believes those proceeds are relevant to equity, unjust 
enrichment, condition of the property, claimed damages, and any amount allegedly owed. The Court should not 







require Defendant to post a substantial bond or lose his claimed interest without addressing the insurance 
proceeds and ordering production of those records.


F. Lack of Proper Notice and Lack of a Meaningful Hearing Prejudiced Defendant.


The July 7, 2026 order states that the scheduled hearing date and time were provided by email and that no 
written notice of hearing, other than email notice, was served by either party. Defendant respectfully maintains 
that lack of proper notice and lack of a meaningful opportunity to be heard prejudiced him. Defendant was not 
present to challenge Plaintiffs’ claims, explain the payment history, object to the rent characterization, dispute 
the $850 figure, address mortgage payoff issues, insurance proceeds, or inability to pay the requested bond.


G. The Residential Landlord Tenant Act Should Not Control This Case.


Defendant respectfully states that this was not a standard landlord-tenant case. It was an owner-finance / lease-
to-own agreement. Plaintiffs and the Court should not treat Defendant as an ordinary tenant while also requiring 
Defendant to pay or satisfy a mortgage and while recognizing an equity of redemption. Defendant therefore 
objects to any use of ordinary landlord-tenant/rent concepts to defeat Defendant’s equity and purchase interest.


IV. REQUEST FOR ACCOUNTING AND PRODUCTION


Defendant requests that Plaintiffs be ordered to provide a full written accounting and supporting documents, 
including:


1. all payments received from Defendant from the beginning of the agreement to present;


2. how each payment was credited, including any claimed rent, purchase payment, principal, interest, fees, taxes, 
insurance, grass cutting, or other charges;


3. all mortgage statements, payment histories, foreclosure notices, default notices, reinstatement notices, and 
payoff statements;


4. all documents showing whether Plaintiffs paid off, purchased, satisfied, refinanced, assigned, or otherwise 
changed the mortgage/loan/property interest after the prior order;


5. all insurance claims, checks, settlement records, adjuster reports, proceeds, and disbursement records 
connected to all fire damage; and


6. all records supporting Plaintiffs’ claimed back amounts, the alleged $850 figure with grass cutting, and any 
claimed rental value after the property became uninhabitable.


V. LEGAL BASIS


Defendant files this motion under Rule 59(e), SCRCP, and/or the Court’s authority to reconsider, alter, or amend 
its order and to stay enforcement. Defendant also relies on the principles governing stays pending appeal and 
bonds for real property delivery. Defendant respectfully submits that any bond must be based on evidence and 
equity, not on a mischaracterization of owner-finance purchase payments as rent, and not on rental value where 
the Court found the property uninhabitable and no evidence of current reasonable rental value.


VI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF


WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully requests that this Court:


1. immediately stay delivery of possession and any enforcement action while this motion is pending;


2. alter or amend/reconsider the July 7, 2026 order;


3. vacate, waive, reduce, or modify the $12,235.00 bond requirement;


4. set a prompt emergency hearing with proper written notice;


5. require Plaintiffs to provide the accounting and documents listed above;


6. find that Defendant’s payments were purchase/owner-finance payments rather than ordinary rent, or at 
minimum reserve that issue for full hearing and appellate review;







7. permit Defendant time to seek emergency relief from the South Carolina Court of Appeals if this Court denies 
relief; and


8. grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.


Respectfully submitted,


__________________________________
Aaron Quinzy, Defendant, Self-Represented
Address: ______________________________
Phone: ________________________________
Email: ________________________________
Date: _________________________________


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE


I certify that on this _____ day of July, 2026, I served a copy of this Defendant’s Emergency Motion to Alter or 
Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or Waive Bond, Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting upon 
Plaintiffs’ counsel by the following method(s):


[  ] Email   [  ] U.S. Mail   [  ] Hand Delivery   [  ] E-filing/Other


Served on: Stephanie Weissenstein, Esq. / Plaintiffs’ Counsel
Address/Email: ________________________________________________


__________________________________
Aaron Quinzy







STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF SUMTER


IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT


Robert Jones and Jessica Jones, Plaintiffs, vs. Aaron Quinzy, Defendant.
Case No.: 2025-CP-43-01193


PROPOSED ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY STAY


This matter is before the Court on Defendant’s Emergency Motion to Alter or Amend, Reconsider, Reduce or 
Waive Bond, Stay Delivery of Possession, and Request for Accounting.


After review, the Court finds that temporary emergency relief is appropriate to preserve the status quo pending 
further order of the Court.


IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that delivery of possession, writ, eviction, lockout, transfer, or enforcement of 
possession of the subject property is temporarily STAYED pending further order of this Court.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiffs shall not take action to remove Defendant, transfer possession, 
dispose of property, or otherwise enforce delivery of possession until further order of this Court.


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a hearing on Defendant’s motion shall be scheduled as soon as practicable, 
with proper written notice to all parties.


AND IT IS SO ORDERED.


______________________________
Michael M. Jordan
Master-in-Equity for Sumter County
Date: ________________________






