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Re:  Pawnee Leasing Corporation vs. Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, et al. 



Appellate Case No.: 2026-001115 
 



Dear Counsel: 
 
 Please find enclosed the Record on Appeal for service upon you in the above matter.  
 
 Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact our office. 
Thank you. 
  
       Yours truly, 
       BURKE LAW, LLC 
        
 
       Kaitlyn Bouchillon 
       Paralegal to Luke A. Burke 
 
/kb 
Enc. (As stated) 
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This matter is before the Court on Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment. Based upon
a review of the file, pleadings, submissions of the parties, and oral argument, the motion
is GRANTED. Counsel for both parties made persuasive arguments in support of their
clients. The Court acknowledges the fact that Defendants' counsel just became involved
in the case  and commends him for his defense of the motion on short notice. Counsel
for Plaintiff is to prepare a formal order within 10 days.



It Is So Ordered.
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Greenville Common Pleas



Case Caption: Pawnee Leasing Corporation vs.   Omega Laser & Skin Care Llc ,
defendant, et al



Case Number: 2025CP2301056



Type: Order/Electronic Form 4



So Ordered



G.D. Morgan Jr.



Electronically signed on 2026-03-06 15:49:47     page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE JR No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



ORDER FOR JUDGMENT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita 
Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 
 



This matter came before me at the Greenville County Courthouse on March 5th 2026 on Plaintiff’s 



Motion for Summary Judgment pursuant to Rule 56 S.C.R.C.P. Present before me was John-Paul Baum of 



Campbell Teague LLC, representing the Defendants, Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor, 



Guarantor, and also present before me was Anthony D. Hoefer of Levi, Wittenberg, Harritt, Hoefer & Davis, 



P.A., representing the Plaintiff, Pawnee Leasing Corporation. Both counsel made persuasive and compelling 



arguments in support of their respective positions. 



The Plaintiff instituted this action seeking a money Judgment against the Defendant in the principal 



amount of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars ($66,372.10) together with 



interest, attorney fees, and court costs. The Defendants timely served and filed their Answer generally denying 



the allegations of the Plaintiff’s Complaint. Based upon the pleadings in this case, and particularly the Affidavit 



of Plaintiff’s Employee Kenny Fitzgerald, filed in support of the Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment, I 



find as follows: 



The Plaintiff is the assignee of an Equipment Finance Agreement (“EFA”) initially entered into by and 



between the Defendants and Tandem Finance Inc., under which it financed the purchase of the equipment 



described as a Spectrum Laser System with accessories, a BodyTone, and an UltraLight LED System, for which 



the Defendants were to pay Six (6) payments of Ninety-Nine Dollars ($99.00) and Sixty (60) payments of One 



Thousand, Six Hundred Fifty-Eight, and 88/100 Dollars ($1,658.88), for a total of One Hundred Thousand, One 



Hundred Twenty-Six, and 80/100 Dollars ($100,126.80). The Defendants failed to make payment as required 



under the EFA, and pursuant to its perfected security interest, the Plaintiff recovered possession of a portion of 
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the collateral, for which the Defendants were given credit. Attached to the Plaintiff’s Complaint is a Payoff 



Quotation which itemized the balance remaining due under the EFA after providing all credits due, including 



credit for return of the collateral. 



The Plaintiff served and filed the Affidavit in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment by Kenny 



Fitzgerald, Vice President of Legal and Asset Management for Pawnee Leasing Corporation, averring that the 



allegations of the Plaintiff’s Complaint were true and correct. This Plaintiff’s Affidavit of Mr. Fitzgerald was 



not controverted by Affidavit on behalf of the Defendants, and I find that the averments in Mr. Fitzgerald’s 



Affidavit establish that the equipment described above was accepted by the Defendants in satisfactory condition 



and that the Defendants defaulted in payment. The Defendant Anacorita Ellisor conceded that it was her 



DocuSigned signature on the EFA, but denied the identical DocuSigned signature on the guaranty. I find that 



the admitted signature is, in fact, identical. 



As an additional sustaining ground for granting the Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment, I find 



that the Defendants’ response and supplemental response to the Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission establishes 



Plaintiff’s entitlement to Summary Judgment. 



The purpose of Summary Judgment is expediting the disposition of cases which do not require the 



services of a fact finder (Dawkins v. Fields, 354 S.S. 58, 580 S.E. 2d 433 (2003)). Summary Judgment is 



appropriate where the pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories and admissions on file, together with 



Affidavit, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and the moving party is entitled to 



Judgment as a matter of law. Russell v. Wachovia Bank, N.A., 353 S.C. 208, 578 S.E.2d 329 (2003), wherein 



the party moving for Summary Judgment meets the initial burden of showing an absence of evidentiary support 



in the opponent’s case, the opponent simply cannot rely on mere allegation of denial contained in the pleadings 



(Regions Bank, 354 S.C. at 660, 582 S.E.2d at 438). Rather, the nonmoving party must come forward with 



specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial (SSI Med. Servs., Inc. v. Cox, 301 S.C. 493, 392 



S.E. 2d 789 (1990)).  



Based upon the foregoing, I find that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and that the Plaintiff 
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is entitled to Summary Judgment. 



 



IT IS ORDERED, DEJUDGED AND DECREED, that the Plaintiff be and hereby is granted 



Judgment in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars 



($66,372.10) together with interest of Twenty-Four Percent (24%) per annum, as provided for in the EFA, from 



September 6th 2024 through March 9th 2026 in the sum of Twenty-Three Thousand, Nine Hundred Fifty-Eight, 



and 36/100 Dollars ($23,958.36), together with attorneys fees, as provided for in the EFA and based upon the 



Affidavit of Attorneys Fees filed contemporaneously with this Order, in the sum of Nine Thousand, Nine 



Hundred Fifty-Five, and 00/100 Dollars ($9,955.00), together with court costs in the sum of Two Hundred 



Sixty-Two and 06/100 Dollars ($262.06), for a total Judgment to be entered in the sum of One Hundred 



Thousand, Five Hundred Forty-Seven, and 52/100 Dollars ($100,547.52).  



AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 
 
 



_______________________________________   
        Judge G.D. Morgan, Jr. 
        Presiding Judge, Greenville County 
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(List name(s) below)  



Judgment Against 
(List name(s) below) 



Judgment Amount to be Enrolled 
(List amount(s) below) 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor $100,547.52 



   



   



If applicable, describe the property, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order: 



 
 



The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be addressed 
by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not available at the 
time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers should refer to the 
official court order for judgment details. 
 



               



Circuit Court Judge  Judge Code  Date 
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For Clerk of Court Office Use Only 
  



This judgment was entered on the       day of      , 2026 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the appropriate attorney’s box on 
this       day of      , 2026 to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows: 
 
Levi, Wittenberg, Harritt, Hoefer & 
Davis, P.A.        



Post Office Drawer 730        
Sumter, South Carolina 29151        
ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S)   ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S) 



  
 
 
 



  CLERK OF COURT  
 
Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note: In E-Filing counties, the date of Entry of Judgment is 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 parties who are not E-
Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING DECISION BY THE COURT AS REFERENCED ON PAGE 1.  
 
This action came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered. 
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Greenville Common Pleas



Case Caption: Pawnee Leasing Corporation vs.   Omega Laser & Skin Care Llc ,
defendant, et al



Case Number: 2025CP2301056



Type: Order/Judgment and Form 4



So Ordered



G.D. Morgan Jr.



Electronically signed on 2026-03-13 15:00:07     page 7 of 7
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SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    Page 1 of 2  
  
  
  
  



FORM 4  
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA        JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE  
COUNTY OF       
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS      CASE NO.        
 



 
      



  
      



PLAINTIFF(S)  DEFENDANT(S) 
 
 



DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) 
 JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury.  The issues 



have been tried and a verdict rendered. 
 



 DECISION BY THE COURT.  This action came to trial or hearing before the court. 
The issues have been tried or heard and a decision rendered.  



 



 ACTION DISMISSED (CHECK REASON):  Rule 12(b), SCRCP;  Rule 41(a), 
SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);  Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled); 



 Other       
 



 ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON):  Rule 40(j), SCRCP;  Bankruptcy; 
 Binding arbitration, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify 



      arbitration award;  
   Other       
 



  STAYED DUE TO BANKRUPTCY 
 



  DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURT (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX): 
   Affirmed;   Reversed;   Remanded;   



 Other        
   



  NOTE:  ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR 
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT RULING IN THIS APPEAL.  



IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:  See attached order (formal order to follow)  Statement of Judgment 
by the Court:  



 



ORDER INFORMATION 
This order  ends  does not end the case.                                                   See Page 2 for additional information.  
  



For Clerk of Court Office Use Only  
 



 
This judgment was electronically entered by the Clerk of Court as reflected on the Electronic Time Stamp, and a 



copy mailed first class to any party not proceeding in the Electronic Filing System on                         . 
 



  



  



  



  



  



  



  



NAMES OF TRADITIONAL FILERS SERVED BY MAIL 



04/15/2026



✔



2025CP2301056



See page 2



Omega Laser & Skin Care Llc et al



✔



Pawnee Leasing Corporation



Greenville



✔



✔
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SCRCP Form 4CE (08/31/2017)                                                                                                                    Page 2 of 2  
  
  
  
  



 
 
Court Reporter:       
 
E-Filing Note:  The date of Entry of Judgment is 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 
parties who are not E-Filers or who are appearing pro se. See Rule 77(d), SCRCP.  
 
 



 



 



 



 



 



  



  



This matter is before the Court on Defendant's Motion to Alter or Amend. Based on a
review of the motion and file, the Court finds no legal basis to alter or amend the prior
Order and therefore the motion is respectfully denied. A hearing is not necessary to
render a decision in this matter.



It Is So Ordered.
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Greenville Common Pleas



Case Caption: Pawnee Leasing Corporation vs.   Omega Laser & Skin Care Llc ,
defendant, et al



Case Number: 2025CP2301056



Type: Order/Electronic Form 4



So Ordered



G.D. Morgan Jr.



Electronically signed on 2026-04-15 11:20:09     page 3 of 3
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE  



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



SUMMONS 



Plaintiff(s) 



vs 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 



TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 



ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR 



 YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to answer the Complaint in this action, of which 



a copy is herewith served upon you, and to serve a copy of your Answer to the said Complaint on the 



subscribers at their office at P.O. Drawer 730 (207 N. Washington Street) in the City of Sumter, South 



Carolina, 29151, within thirty (30) days after the service hereof, exclusive of the day of such service; and if 



you fail to Answer the Complaint within the time aforesaid, the Plaintiff in this action will apply to the Court 



for the relief demanded in the Complaint, by way of judgment by default.     



    



     LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS 



 s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
 Anthony D. Hoefer 
 S.C. Bar No. 2547 
 Attorney for the Plaintiff 
 207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
February 19th, 2025 803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE Non-Jury 



Suit on Lease Agreement w/ Guaranty Pawnee Leasing Corporation 
Plaintiff(s) 



COMPLAINT 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 
 
Plaintiff, complaining of the Defendant(s) above named, alleges: 



1. That the Plaintiff, Pawnee Leasing Corporation, is duly organized under the laws of one of the States of 



the United States and duly qualified and authorized to transact business in the State of South Carolina. 



2. That the Defendant(s), Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, on information and belief, is incorporated in 



the State of South Carolina and subject to the venue and jurisdiction of this Court; that Defendant, 



Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, is on information and belief, a resident of the County and State aforesaid 



and are subject to the venue and jurisdiction of this Court. 



3. That on or about September 8th, 2021, at the special instance and request of the Defendant(s), Assignor 



Tandem Finance Inc. entered into a certain Lease Agreement with Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 



Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, for the lease the lease of certain equipment. The Defendant(s) signed an 



Equipment Lease Guaranty, without which Guaranty, Plaintiff would not have extended credit or any 



other consideration, and that in and by the said Agreement, Plaintiff leased certain equipment to the 



Defendant Lessee, all under the terms, conditions, and provisions of the Lease Agreement and 



Equipment Lease Guaranty, copies of which are attached hereto and made a part hereof as if written 



herein. 



4. That, thereafter, Tandem Finance Inc. leased its equipment, goods, wares, and merchandise to Defendant 



at the prices and in the quantities agreed between the parties, 
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5. That for valuable consideration, Tandem Finance Inc. sold assigned and transferred to the Plaintiff, 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, all of its rights in and to the said Lease Agreement, and the Plaintiff is the 



owner and holder thereof as appears by reference to the Schedule Assignment of Lease, a copy of which 



is attached hereto and made a part hereof as if written herein. 



6. That although duly demanded, no part of said account has been paid by cash, discount or otherwise, 



except that for which credit, if any due, has been given and that according to Plaintiff’s books and 



records, the Defendant(s) are now, jointly and severally, indebted to Plaintiff in the amount of Sixty-Six 



Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars ($66,372.10), all as appears by reference 



to the statement of account, a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof as if set forth 



herein in full. 



7. That in addition to the aforesaid amount, Plaintiff is informed and believes that it is entitled to recover 



from the Defendant(s) interest at Twenty-Four Percent (24%) per annum on this indebtedness from 



September 6th, 2024, and attorney fees as provided in the said attached application with Terms and 



Conditions. 



 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment, jointly and severally, against the Defendant(s) for the 



sums due as aforesaid, plus interest, attorney’s fees, and the costs and disbursements of this action and for such 



other relief which the Plaintiff may be entitled. 



 



    LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS 



 s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
 S.C. Bar No. 2547 
 Attorney for the Plaintiff 
 207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
February 11th, 2025 803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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Liens or titles will be released upon clearance of payment for all amounts due under the contract. 
For contracts with UCC filings the secured party will promptly file a UCC-3 termination statement and copies will be 
provided.   



3801 Automation Way Suite 207 • Fort Collins, CO  80525 • 1-800-864-4266 • Fax 1-970-224-1105 
customerservice@PawneeLeasing.com • www.PawneeLeasing.com 



 



 



  



 



PAYOFF QUOTATION 
 
 
 
As of:  9/6/2024 
 
Contract No. 



Customer: 



Equipment: 



Payments Started: 



384805 



OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC 



SPECTRUM + BODY TONE + ULTRA L 



10/1/2021 



 



 
 



Remaining Balance $67,175.72 
Purchase Option 
Estimated Personal Property Tax 
Other Miscellaneous Charges Due  
Sales Tax  
Termination Fee 
 
Total Due 
 
Less (-) Security Deposit 
Less (-) Unapplied Cash 
 
Net Payoff Due 



$0.00 
$0.00 



$5,901.38 
$0.00 



$95.00 
-------------------- 



$73,172.10 
 



 $0.00 
($6,800.00) 



-------------------- 
$66,372.10 



 
 



Note:  Payoff is good through 9/6/2024 
 



Miscellaneous Charges  
Past Due Charges AMOUNT 
10/1/2023 - ALI Insurance Charge $156.78 
9/6/2023 - Closed Account Fee $110.00 
11/1/2023 - Finance Charge $80.40 
12/1/2023 - Finance Charge $122.01 
1/1/2024 - Finance Charge $162.60 
2/1/2024 - Finance Charge $208.98 
3/1/2024 - Finance Charge $251.32 
4/1/2024 - Finance Charge $294.50 
8/1/2024 - Repo Fee - EFA $1,250.00 
9/6/2023 - Return Fee $30.00 
 
Late Charges AMOUNT 
Total Late fees due $3,234.79 
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ASSIGNMENT OF EFA 



Contract # 384805    
 



Borrower: Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC 



 
Financed Equipment: See Schedule "A" of the assigned EFA. 
  



TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, Tandem Finance Inc., (Assignor), the receipt and sufficiency of which Assignor acknowledges, 
does hereby sell, assign and transfer to PAWNEE LEASING CORPORATION, (Assignee) its successors and assigns, 
the annexed equipment finance agreement (the “EFA”), any collateral agreement, any additional collateral in the form of 
stocks, bonds, certificates of deposit, any other agreement related to the EFA and the UCC-1 between Assignor, as 
lender, and the borrower identified above, together with all of Assignor’s rights, title and interest, and all ancillary rights in 
and to the equipment described therein, and all of the Assignor’s rights and remedies thereunder, including, but not limited 
to, the right to collect any and all payments due and to become due thereon, the right to perfect any additional collateral or 
collateral agreement, and all monies due or to become due in connection with the exercise by the lessee of any option, if 
any, to purchase the equipment, and further including the right in Assignee’s name to take all proceedings, legal, 
equitable or other, that Assignor might take, save for this assignment. The equipment in the assigned EFA is new unless 
otherwise disclosed and the consideration paid by Assignee does not include any service or other item of value that has 
not been disclosed on the EFA or the invoice provided to Assignor. To the best of Assignor’s knowledge all parties to the 
EFA were competent at the time of execution, there is no undisclosed agreement, concession or litigation of any nature 
affecting the EFA, and there are no valid defenses in law or equity to the EFA as it exists in the hands of the Assignee 
after this assignment. Assignor has full and perfect title to convey the EFA and equipment free of any encumbrance, lien, 
or any other interest of third parties, the equipment which is the subject of the EFA has been shipped and installed in 
accordance with the EFA and on the dates specified, no condition exists that would permit the lessee to not pay the EFA 
payments in full and the Assignor is authorized to do business in the state of lessee’s location. Assignor has provided 
Assignee all information about the lessee, the equipment, the credit investigation, and the vendor that is known to 
Assignor. The terms and conditions of the EFA agreement shall survive this Assignment. The terms of this Assignment 
shall be binding upon the heirs and successors of the parties. 



I hereby assign to Pawnee Leasing Corporation, my purchase money security interest and any other rights in the 
equipment described in the EFA.  If we have made any payments to the vendor for the equipment (and not to the 
Borrower named above), I represent that I have made this payment, on behalf of Pawnee and as its agent for this purpose 
only, and I request reimbursement for such payment. 



If this Assignment is executed by Assignor and thereafter sent to Assignee by facsimile transmission, then until such time 
as Assignee  receives this Assignment with Assignor’s manual signature thereon, such facsimile transmission shall 
constitute, upon signature by Assignee and designation as “Original” the original Assignment and chattel paper and shall 
be admissible for all purposes as the original Assignment.  Assignor agrees to promptly forward to Assignee the manually-
signed Assignment and upon receipt by us the manually-signed Assignment shall constitute the chattel paper in lieu of 
such facsimile transmission. 



This Assignment has been made in and shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Colorado. Any suits 
or actions for breach or enforcement of this Assignment shall be instituted and maintained in the state or federal courts 
sitting in Larimer County, State of Colorado and Assignor submits to the jurisdiction of such courts and waives any object 
to such jurisdiction and venue. 



AUTHORIZATION 
ASSIGNOR: 



 
 



Authorized Signer 



Wayne Woolley, COO 09/09/21 
Print Name,Title Date 



Tandem Finance Inc. 
Company 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 
 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
13th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff,  
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 
 



Defendant(s).  
 



Civil Action No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 
ANSWER OF DEFENDANTS OMEGA 
LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC AND 
ANACORITA ELLISOR 



 
 



Defendants Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC and Anacorita Ellisor (hereinafter collectively 



referred to as “Defendants”) answer the Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows:  



FOR A FIRST DEFENSE 



 Defendants respond to the numbered paragraphs of the Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows:  



1. Defendants lack sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the 



truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, therefore, must deny the 



same at this time. 



2. Defendants admit the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of the Complaint. 



3. In responding to paragraph 3 of the Complaint, Defendants crave reference to the 



applicable contracts and/or agreements between the parties and to the expected testimony of 



Defendants and, to the extent the allegations in paragraph 3 are inconsistent with the applicable 



contracts and/or agreements and the recollection of the Defendants, said allegations are denied. 



4. In responding to paragraph 4 of the Complaint, Defendants crave reference to the 



applicable contracts and/or agreements between the parties and to the expected testimony of 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2025 Jun 06 4:20 P



M
 - G



R
E



E
N



V
ILLE



 - C
O



M
M



O
N



 P
LE



A
S



 - C
A



S
E



#2025C
P



2301056



26











2 
 



Defendants and, to the extent the allegations in paragraph 4 are inconsistent with the applicable 



contracts and/or agreements and the recollection of the Defendants, said allegations are denied. 



5. In responding to paragraph 5 of the Complaint, Defendants crave reference to the 



applicable contracts and/or agreements between the parties and to the expected testimony of 



Defendants and, to the extent the allegations in paragraph 5 are inconsistent with the applicable 



contracts and/or agreements and the recollection of the Defendants, said allegations are denied. 



6. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph 6 of the Complaint. 



7. Defendants deny the allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the Complaint.  



8. Defendants deny the prayer for judgment contained in the “WHEREFORE” 



paragraph following paragraph 7 of the Complaint and assert that judgment should be awarded to 



the Defendants, and this action should be dismissed.  



9. Defendants deny each and every allegation contained in the Plaintiff’s Complaint 



that has not been expressly admitted herein.  



FOR A SECOND DEFENSE 



10. Plaintiff’s Complaint and cause(s) of action should be dismissed pursuant to Rule 



12(b)(6) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure for being defective and failing to state facts 



sufficient to constitute a cause(s) of action against these Defendants. 



FOR A THIRD DEFENSE 



11. To the extent applicable, Defendants are entitled to a credit or offset, should any 



damages be awarded against them, in the amount of damages or settlement recovered by Plaintiff 



against another person, entity, or defendant, with respect to the same alleged costs or damages.  



RESERVATION AND NON-WAIVER 



12. Defendants reserve the right to amend their Answer and to assert additional 



affirmative defenses as facts are developed in the course of additional investigation and discovery.  
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WHEREFORE, Defendants Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC and Anacorita Ellisor 



collectively pray that the Complaint be dismissed with costs and for such other and further relief as the 



Court may deem just and proper.  



s/ David L. Williford      



David L. Williford, Esq. (S.C. Bar # 73129) 
Huff, Powell & Bailey, LLC 
15 S. Main St., Suite 602 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 400-5949 
dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendants Omega Laser & Skin Care, 



LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor 



June 6, 2025 
Greenville, South Carolina 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2025 Jun 06 4:20 P



M
 - G



R
E



E
N



V
ILLE



 - C
O



M
M



O
N



 P
LE



A
S



 - C
A



S
E



#2025C
P



2301056



28





mailto:dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com


mailto:dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com








 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 
NOTICE OF MOTION 



AND MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 



TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 



ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR; AND TO ITS COUNSEL, DAVID L. WILLIFORD 



 YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, by its undersigned attorneys, will move 



before the Honorable Resident or Presiding Judge of the Thirteenth Judicial Circuit at the Greenville County 



Courthouse no sooner than ten (10) days from the date of service hereof, for an Order for Summary Judgment 



under Rule 56 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.), in favor of the Plaintiff and against 



the said Defendant(s), Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, for the relief prayed 



for in Plaintiff’s Complaint.  



Said Motion to be made from the Pleadings in this cause, Request for Admissions and admissions made 



under Rule 55 S.C.R.C.P., and Plaintiff’s Affidavit in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment. 



The ground and basis of said Motion being that, in light of the aforesaid, there is no remaining genuine issue as 



to any material fact raised by the Pleadings, and that the Plaintiff is entitled to Summary Judgment as a matter 



of law for the relief requested in Plaintiff’s Complaint.     



 



 LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



  s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
  S.C. Bar No. 2547 
  Attorney for the Plaintiff 
  207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina  Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
January 13th, 2026  803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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ASSIGNMENT OF EFA 



Contract # 384805 



Borrower: Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC 



Financed Equipment: See Schedule "A" of the assigned EFA. 



TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, Tandem Finance Inc., (Assignor), the receipt and sufficiency of which Assignor acknowledges, 
does hereby sell, assign and transfer to PAWNEE LEASING CORPORATION, (Assignee) its successors and assigns, 
the annexed equipment finance agreement (the “EFA”), any collateral agreement, any additional collateral in the form of 
stocks, bonds, certificates of deposit, any other agreement related to the EFA and the UCC-1 between Assignor, as 
lender, and the borrower identified above, together with all of Assignor’s rights, title and interest, and all ancillary rights in 
and to the equipment described therein, and all of the Assignor’s rights and remedies thereunder, including, but not limited 
to, the right to collect any and all payments due and to become due thereon, the right to perfect any additional collateral or 
collateral agreement, and all monies due or to become due in connection with the exercise by the lessee of any option, if 
any, to purchase the equipment, and further including the right in Assignee’s name to take all proceedings, legal, 
equitable or other, that Assignor might take, save for this assignment. The equipment in the assigned EFA is new unless 
otherwise disclosed and the consideration paid by Assignee does not include any service or other item of value that has 
not been disclosed on the EFA or the invoice provided to Assignor. To the best of Assignor’s knowledge all parties to the 
EFA were competent at the time of execution, there is no undisclosed agreement, concession or litigation of any nature 
affecting the EFA, and there are no valid defenses in law or equity to the EFA as it exists in the hands of the Assignee 
after this assignment. Assignor has full and perfect title to convey the EFA and equipment free of any encumbrance, lien, 
or any other interest of third parties, the equipment which is the subject of the EFA has been shipped and installed in 
accordance with the EFA and on the dates specified, no condition exists that would permit the lessee to not pay the EFA 
payments in full and the Assignor is authorized to do business in the state of lessee’s location. Assignor has provided 
Assignee all information about the lessee, the equipment, the credit investigation, and the vendor that is known to 
Assignor. The terms and conditions of the EFA agreement shall survive this Assignment. The terms of this Assignment 
shall be binding upon the heirs and successors of the parties. 



I hereby assign to Pawnee Leasing Corporation, my purchase money security interest and any other rights in the 
equipment described in the EFA.  If we have made any payments to the vendor for the equipment (and not to the 
Borrower named above), I represent that I have made this payment, on behalf of Pawnee and as its agent for this purpose 
only, and I request reimbursement for such payment. 



If this Assignment is executed by Assignor and thereafter sent to Assignee by facsimile transmission, then until such time 
as Assignee  receives this Assignment with Assignor’s manual signature thereon, such facsimile transmission shall 
constitute, upon signature by Assignee and designation as “Original” the original Assignment and chattel paper and shall 
be admissible for all purposes as the original Assignment.  Assignor agrees to promptly forward to Assignee the manually-
signed Assignment and upon receipt by us the manually-signed Assignment shall constitute the chattel paper in lieu of 
such facsimile transmission. 



This Assignment has been made in and shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Colorado. Any suits 
or actions for breach or enforcement of this Assignment shall be instituted and maintained in the state or federal courts 
sitting in Larimer County, State of Colorado and Assignor submits to the jurisdiction of such courts and waives any object 
to such jurisdiction and venue. 



AUTHORIZATION 
ASSIGNOR: 



Authorized Signer 



Wayne Woolley, COO 09/09/21 
Print Name,Title Date 



Tandem Finance Inc. 
Company 
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UCC FINANCING STATEMENT



THE ABOVE SPACE IS FOR FILING OFFICE USE ONLY



Lien Solutions



This filing is Completed



FILING OFFICE COPY
EXHIBIT II
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION FOR  



SUMMARY JUDGMENT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 



This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment, pursuant to Rule 56 



of the South Carolina Rules for Civil Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.). The corporate Defendant identified as Omega 



Laser & Skin Care, LLC, shall hereinafter be referred to as “Omega Laser.” The individual Defendant 



identified as Anacorita Ellisor shall hereinafter be referred to as “Ellisor.” 



FACTS 



The Plaintiff, Pawnee Leasing Corporation, is the assignee of the Equipment Finance Agreement 



(hereinafter “EFA”) entered into between Tandem Finance Inc. and the Defendant Ellisor individually as 



Guarantor and as agent on behalf of the Defendant Omega Laser. The EFA was entered into between the 



parties, whereby Tandem Finance Inc. provided the financing for the purchase of certain skin care and body 



toning equipment, and. The Plaintiff instituted this action seeking a money judgment against the Defendants 



in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars ($66,372.10), 



plus interest, court costs, and attorney’s fees, for the breach of the EFA. 



The Defendants timely served and served and filed their Answer to the Complaint generally denying 



the allegations to the Complaint. Thereafter, Plaintiff served upon the Defendants the Plaintiff’s First Request 



for Admissions, to which the Defendants responded through its initial responses and then through its 



supplemental responses, making the following admissions: 



1. Admitted that the true signature of Anacorita Ellisor is contained on the Equipment Finance 



Agreement document (“EFA,” a copy of which is attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint) on behalf of 
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Omega Laser and as a personal guarantor, but denied that Ellisor guaranteed payment and 



performance on behalf of Omega Laser; 



2. Admitted that Ellisor, as authorized agent of Omega Laser, had authority to sign the EFA; 



3. Asserted that the Defendants lack sufficient information to admit or deny the accuracy of the Payoff 



Quotation document, a copy of which is attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint. 



4. Asserted that the Defendants lack sufficient information to admit or deny the accuracy of the 



Payment History document. 



Contemporaneously with the filing of the Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment, Plaintiff filed an 



Affidavit of its employee, Kenny Fitzgerald, averring that the Plaintiff, Pawnee Leasing Corporation, is the 



assignee of the EFA entered into by and between Tandem Finance Inc. and the Defendants. Mr. Fitzgerald also 



averred that, under the terms of the EFA, funds were advanced to the vendor for the Defendants to purchase 



the equipment described as a Spectrum Laser System with accessories, a BodyTone, and an UltraLight LED 



System. 



In his affidavit, Mr. Fitzgerald asserts that, under the terms of the EFA, Tandem Finance Inc. disclaimed 



any warranties for the equipment, and that the Defendants were given notice not to accept the equipment from 



the vendor unless Defendants inspected the equipment and deemed it to be in good condition and satisfactory 



to Defendants. The Defendants acknowledged to Tandem Finance Inc. that they accepted the equipment as 



satisfactory. Mr. Fitzgerald further asserted that the invoice attached to his affidavit was sent to the Defendants 



in the month indicated thereon and that the Defendants did not assert any defense or objection to the invoice. 



In conclusion, Mr. Fitzgerald averred that he has reviewed the records, and after providing all credits due, the 



Defendants are indebted to the Plaintiff in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-



Two, and 10/100 Dollars ($66,372.10), plus interest, court costs, and attorney’s fees. 



ARGUMENT 



The EFA attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and to Mr. Fitzgerald’s affidavit is admittedly DocuSigned 



by Ellisor on behalf of Omega Laser and, while not admitted, the paragraph providing for the guarantee of 
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Ellisor is obviously DocuSigned by Ellisor. The EFA, in Paragraph ¶2 in bold print, specifically disclaims all 



warranties, expressed or implied, as to the condition of the equipment or its merchantability, fitness, or 



suitability for any particular purpose, or its design, capacity, quality, or any other characteristics of the 



equipment. The EFA further provides that the equipment should not be accepted unless it has been inspected 



and found to be in good condition and satisfactory to the Defendants as-is and where-is. In the matter of Tri-



Continental Leasing Corp. v. Stevens, Stevens & Thomas, P.A., 338 S.E.2d 343, 287 S.C. 338, the South 



Carolina Court of Appeals ruled that a disclaimer of warranties in a lease agreement factually identical to the 



instant case, that the Defendant’s claim is against the Vendor and not the Lessor. 



The purpose of Summary Judgment is expediting the disposition of cases which do not require the 



services of a fact finder (Dawkins v. Fields, 354 S.S. 58, 580 S.E. 2d 433 (2003)). Summary Judgment is 



appropriate where the pleadings, depositions, answers to interrogatories and admissions on file, together with 



Affidavit, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and the moving party is entitled to 



Judgment as a matter of law. Russell v. Wachovia Bank, N.A., 353 S.C. 208, 578 S.E.2d 329 (2003), wherein 



the party moving for Summary Judgment meets the initial burden of showing an absence of evidentiary support 



in the opponent’s case, the opponent simply cannot rely on mere allegation of denial contained in the pleadings 



(Regions Bank, 354 S.C. at 660, 582 S.E.2d at 438). Rather, the nonmoving party must come forward with 



specific facts showing that there is a genuine issue for trial (SSI Med. Servs., Inc. v. Cox, 301 S.C. 493, 392 



S.E. 2d 789 (1990)).  



Based upon the admissions made in both the Defendants’ Answer to the Plaintiff’s Complaint and in 



the admissions made to Plaintiff’s Request for Admissions, it is uncontroverted that the Defendants entered 



into an EFA with Tandem Finance Inc., which was duly assigned to the Plaintiff, and the Plaintiff is the lawful 



owner and holder of the EFA, and that Tandem Finance Inc. provided funds to the Defendants for the purchase 



of the described collateral, for which the Defendant Ellisor personally guaranteed payment. 



Based upon the foregoing, there remains no genuine issue as to any material fact, and the Plaintiff is 



entitled to Summary Judgment against the Defendant corporation and the individual guarantor, jointly and 
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severally, in the principal amount of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars 



($66,372.10), plus interest at the rate of Twenty-Four Percent (24%), as provided for in Paragraph ¶6 of the 



EFA, calculated in the amount of Twenty-Three Thousand, Seven Hundred Eighty-Three, and 80/100 Dollars 



($23,783.80) from September 6th 2024 through March 5th 2026, attorney’s fees, as provided for in Paragraph 



¶6 of the EFA, at the rate of Fifteen Percent (15%), calculated in the amount of Nine Thousand, Nine Hundred 



Fifty-Five, and 00/100 Dollars ($9,955.00), and court costs of Two Hundred Sixty-Two and 06/100 Dollars 



($262.06), for a Judgment to be entered in the total sum of One Hundred Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-



Two, and 96/100 Dollars ($100,372.96).  



 



 LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



  s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
  S.C. Bar No. 2547 
  Attorney for the Plaintiff 
  207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina  Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
February 20th, 2026  803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 
PLAINTIFF’S 



FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 
TO DEFENDANT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 
TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 
ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR; AND TO ITS COUNSEL, DAVID L. WILLIFORD 



YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil 



Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.), the Plaintiff, by its undersigned attorneys, request the Defendant to make the 



following admissions of fact within the time prescribed by law after the service hereof, such admission being 



for the purpose of this action between the above-captioned Plaintiff and Defendant only. 



YOU ARE REQUESTED TO ADMIT: 



1. That, with reference to the Tandem Finance In. Equipment Finance Agreement (hereinafter, 



“Agreement”) dated September 8th, 2021, consisting of Four (4) pages, attached to Plaintiff’s 



Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit I, the true signature of Anacorita Ellisor is contained 



thereon both on behalf of Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and individually as Personal Guarantor. If 



you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect. 



2. That, at the time Anacorita Ellisor signed the Credit Application referred to as Exhibit I, she/he was 



an agent authorized to act on behalf of the Defendant Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC. If you deny 



any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect. 



3. That, with reference to page one (1) of the Agreement, the Defendant Anacorita Ellisor personally 



guaranteed the payment and performance of all obligations of the Defendant Omega Laser & Skin 



Care, LLC, as it pertains to the Plaintiff. 



4. That, with reference to the Assignment of Equipment Finance Agreement (hereinafter, “Assignment”), 



attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit II, Tandem Finance Inc. 



transferred to the Plaintiff all of its rights in and to the Agreement. If you deny any or all of this 



paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect. 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 04 5:25 P
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



46











5. That, with reference to the account statement entitled “Payoff Quotation,” consisting of one (1) page, 



attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit III, this document accurately 



reflects each of the charges due for the lease of the equipment delivered to the Plaintiff. If you deny 



any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



6. That, with reference to the Payment History, consisting of Three (3) pages, a copy of which is attached 



hereto as Exhibit IV, this document accurately reflects all payments made on the Defendant’s account 



by the Defendant to the Plaintiff. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and 



in what respect. 



7. That, after providing all credits due to the Defendant, the Defendant remains indebted to the Plaintiff 



in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars 



($66,372.10). If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect. 



8. That, in and by the terms of sale as set forth in Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, the Defendant 



agreed to pay a late charge of Twenty-Four Percent (24%) per annum on the unpaid balance. If you 



deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect. 



9. That, with reference to the terms of sale under the Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, the Defendant 



agreed that in the event of a default in payment, the Defendant will pay all costs of collection including 



legal fees, collection fees, commissions, and travel.  If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please 



specify in detail and in what respect. 



This request is made in good faith; the subject hereof is genuinely relevant to this case, and evidence 



of the subject hereof is necessary to the establishment of Plaintiff’s cause of action or defense. 



 



 LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



  s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
  S.C. Bar No. 2547 
  Attorney for the Plaintiff 
  207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina  Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
September 24th, 2025  803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 
PLAINTIFF’S 



FIRST INTERROGATORIES 
TO DEFENDANT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 
TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 
ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR; AND TO ITS COUNSEL, DAVID L. WILLIFORD 



 The following constitute Interrogatories propounded by the Plaintiff to the Defendant pursuant to Rule 



33(b) of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.). These Interrogatories shall be deemed to 



continue from the time of service until the time of the trial of the case, and should additional or amended 



answers to these Interrogatories be necessary during this time, they should be promptly transmitted to the 



undersigned. 



1. Give the names and addresses of persons known to the parties or counsel to be witnesses concerning 



the facts of the case and indicate whether or not written or recorded statements have been taken from 



the witnesses and indicate who has possession of such statements. 



2. Set forth a list of photographs, plats, sketches, or other prepared documents in possession of the party 



that relate to the claim or defense in this case. 



3. List the names and addresses of any expert witnesses whom the party proposes to use as a witness at 



the trial of the case. 



4. For each person known to the parties or counsel to be a witness concerning the facts of case, set forth 



either a summary sufficient to inform the other party of the important facts known to or observed by 



such witness, or provide a copy of any written or recorded statements taken from such witnesses. 



      



 LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



  s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
  S.C. Bar No. 2547 
  Attorney for the Plaintiff 
  207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina  Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
September 24th, 2025  803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net  
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation  
PLAINTIFF’S 



FIRST REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 



TO DEFENDANT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 
TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 
ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR; AND TO ITS COUNSEL, DAVID L. WILLIFORD 



 YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to and subject to Rule 34 and 37 of the South 



Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.), you are requested to produce and permit Plaintiff herein, or 



persons acting on its behalf, to inspect and copy any tangible things hereinafter designated, including writings, 



drawings, graphs, charts, photographs and any and all data compilations. This request shall be supplemented as 



information and documents become available to the Defendant through and including the time of trial. 



Production of the requested items shall be at the law office of Plaintiff’s attorney, Anthony D. Hoefer, 



Esq., at 207 N. Washington Street (P.O. Drawer 730), Sumter, South Carolina 29151, at 10:00 A.M., no later than 



30 days from the date of the service hereof. 



 DOCUMENTS TO BE PRODUCED ARE AS FOLLOWS: 



1. Any and all documents which the Defendant has in its possession and which it intends to use at the trial 



of the case which pertain to the account with Plaintiff. 



2. Any and all correspondence, written or electronic, passing between the Plaintiff and the Defendant. 



3. Any and all notices of any description wherein the Defendant advised the Plaintiff of any alleged defect 



in any of the goods and materials sold and delivered. 



 



 LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



  s / Anthony D. Hoefer     
  S.C. Bar No. 2547 
  Attorney for the Plaintiff 
  207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina  Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
September 24th, 2025  803-773-8431  |  lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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EXHIBIT I



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 04 5:25 P
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



50











EXHIBIT I
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ASSIGNMENT OF EFA 



Contract # 384805 



Borrower: Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC 



Financed Equipment: See Schedule "A" of the assigned EFA. 



TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, Tandem Finance Inc., (Assignor), the receipt and sufficiency of which Assignor acknowledges, 
does hereby sell, assign and transfer to PAWNEE LEASING CORPORATION, (Assignee) its successors and assigns, 
the annexed equipment finance agreement (the “EFA”), any collateral agreement, any additional collateral in the form of 
stocks, bonds, certificates of deposit, any other agreement related to the EFA and the UCC-1 between Assignor, as 
lender, and the borrower identified above, together with all of Assignor’s rights, title and interest, and all ancillary rights in 
and to the equipment described therein, and all of the Assignor’s rights and remedies thereunder, including, but not limited 
to, the right to collect any and all payments due and to become due thereon, the right to perfect any additional collateral or 
collateral agreement, and all monies due or to become due in connection with the exercise by the lessee of any option, if 
any, to purchase the equipment, and further including the right in Assignee’s name to take all proceedings, legal, 
equitable or other, that Assignor might take, save for this assignment. The equipment in the assigned EFA is new unless 
otherwise disclosed and the consideration paid by Assignee does not include any service or other item of value that has 
not been disclosed on the EFA or the invoice provided to Assignor. To the best of Assignor’s knowledge all parties to the 
EFA were competent at the time of execution, there is no undisclosed agreement, concession or litigation of any nature 
affecting the EFA, and there are no valid defenses in law or equity to the EFA as it exists in the hands of the Assignee 
after this assignment. Assignor has full and perfect title to convey the EFA and equipment free of any encumbrance, lien, 
or any other interest of third parties, the equipment which is the subject of the EFA has been shipped and installed in 
accordance with the EFA and on the dates specified, no condition exists that would permit the lessee to not pay the EFA 
payments in full and the Assignor is authorized to do business in the state of lessee’s location. Assignor has provided 
Assignee all information about the lessee, the equipment, the credit investigation, and the vendor that is known to 
Assignor. The terms and conditions of the EFA agreement shall survive this Assignment. The terms of this Assignment 
shall be binding upon the heirs and successors of the parties. 



I hereby assign to Pawnee Leasing Corporation, my purchase money security interest and any other rights in the 
equipment described in the EFA.  If we have made any payments to the vendor for the equipment (and not to the 
Borrower named above), I represent that I have made this payment, on behalf of Pawnee and as its agent for this purpose 
only, and I request reimbursement for such payment. 



If this Assignment is executed by Assignor and thereafter sent to Assignee by facsimile transmission, then until such time 
as Assignee  receives this Assignment with Assignor’s manual signature thereon, such facsimile transmission shall 
constitute, upon signature by Assignee and designation as “Original” the original Assignment and chattel paper and shall 
be admissible for all purposes as the original Assignment.  Assignor agrees to promptly forward to Assignee the manually-
signed Assignment and upon receipt by us the manually-signed Assignment shall constitute the chattel paper in lieu of 
such facsimile transmission. 



This Assignment has been made in and shall be construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Colorado. Any suits 
or actions for breach or enforcement of this Assignment shall be instituted and maintained in the state or federal courts 
sitting in Larimer County, State of Colorado and Assignor submits to the jurisdiction of such courts and waives any object 
to such jurisdiction and venue. 



AUTHORIZATION 
ASSIGNOR: 



Authorized Signer 



Wayne Woolley, COO 09/09/21 
Print Name,Title Date 



Tandem Finance Inc. 
Company 
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS  
CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056  



DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSES TO  
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUESTS FOR 
ADMISSIONS 



  
 



 



TO: PLAINTIFF AND ITS COUNSEL:   



YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 36 of the South Carolina Rules of Civil 



Procedure (S.C.R.C.P.), the Defendants hereby respond, by their undersigned attorney(s), to Plaintiff’s First 



Requests for Admissions as follows:  



DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 



1. That, with reference to the Tandem Finance In. Equipment Finance Agreement (hereinafter,  



“Agreement”) dated September 8th, 2021, consisting of Four (4) pages, attached to Plaintiff’s 



Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit I, the true signature of Anacorita Ellisor is contained 



thereon both on behalf of Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and individually as Personal Guarantor. If 



you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



2. That, at the time Anacorita Ellisor signed the Credit Application referred to as Exhibit I, she/he was an 



agent authorized to act on behalf of the Defendant Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC. If you deny any 



or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



3. That, with reference to page one (1) of the Agreement, the Defendant Anacorita Ellisor personally 



guaranteed the payment and performance of all obligations of the Defendant Omega Laser & Skin 



Care, LLC, as it pertains to the Plaintiff.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE  



Pawnee Leasing Corporation  
Plaintiff(s)  



vs  
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor  



Defendant(s)  
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4. That, with reference to the Assignment of Equipment Finance Agreement (hereinafter, “Assignment”), 



attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit II, Tandem Finance Inc. 



transferred to the Plaintiff all of its rights in and to the Agreement. If you deny any or all of this 



paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



5. That, with reference to the account statement entitled “Payoff Quotation,” consisting of one (1) page,  



attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit III, this document accurately 



reflects each of the charges due for the lease of the equipment delivered to the Plaintiff. If you deny 



any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.    



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



6. That, with reference to the Payment History, consisting of Three (3) pages, a copy of which is attached  



hereto as Exhibit IV, this document accurately reflects all payments made on the Defendant’s account 



by the Defendant to the Plaintiff. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and 



in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



7. That, after providing all credits due to the Defendant, the Defendant remains indebted to the Plaintiff 



in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, and 10/100 Dollars 



($66,372.10). If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



8. That, in and by the terms of sale as set forth in Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, the Defendant agreed 



to pay a late charge of Twenty-Four Percent (24%) per annum on the unpaid balance. If you deny any 



or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



9. That, with reference to the terms of sale under the Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, the Defendant  



agreed that in the event of a default in payment, the Defendant will pay all costs of collection including 



legal fees, collection fees, commissions, and travel.  If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please 



specify in detail and in what respect.  
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RESPONSE: Denied as stated.  



  



                                                                         Respectfully submitted, 



  



   s / David L. Williford         
    S.C. Bar No. 73129  
      Attorney for the Defendants  
                                                         Huff, Powell & Bailey, LLC  
                                                        15 S. Main Street, Suite 602 
                                             Greenville, SC 29601 
                                             (864) 414-6448 (cell) 
                                                                dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com  
 
October 27, 2025 
Greenville, South Carolina 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



 
 I certify that on October 27, 2025, I served the foregoing DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSES TO  



PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS by emailing a copy to all counsel of record as follows: 



 
Anthony D. Hoefer. 
Levi, Wittenberg, Harritt, Hoefer & Davis, P.A. 
1whhd@ftc-i.net  
ahoefersec@ftc-i.net  



 



 
 
 



 
 
s/David L. Williford 
David L. Williford, Esq. 
Counsel for Defendants 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 
 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
13th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff,  
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, 
 



Defendants. 
 



Civil Action No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 
DEFENDANTS’ SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS 
 



 
 To:  Plaintiff and its attorney(s): 
 
 These Defendants hereby supplement their responses to Plaintiff’s First Requests for 



Admissions as follows: 



Defendants’ Supplemental Responses to Plaintiff’s Requests for Admissions 
 



1. That, with reference to the Tandem Finance In. Equipment Finance Agreement 
(hereinafter, “Agreement”) dated September 8th, 2021, consisting of Four (4) pages, 
attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit I, the true signature 
of Anacorita Ellisor is contained thereon both on behalf of Omega Laser & Skin Care, 
LLC, and individually as Personal Guarantor. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, 
please specify in detail and in what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Admitted, upon information and belief. 
 



2. That, at the time Anacorita Ellisor signed the Credit Application referred to as Exhibit I, 
she/he was an agent authorized to act on behalf of the Defendant Omega Laser & Skin 
Care, LLC. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what 
respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Admitted, upon information and belief. 
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3. That, with reference to page one (1) of the Agreement, the Defendant Anacorita Ellisor 
personally guaranteed the payment and performance of all obligations of the Defendant 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, as it pertains to the Plaintiff.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 



4. That, with reference to the Assignment of Equipment Finance Agreement (hereinafter, 
“Assignment”), attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit II, 
Tandem Finance Inc. transferred to the Plaintiff all of its rights in and to the Agreement. 
If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: Denied as stated only because these Defendants 
cannot admit or deny what Tandem Finance, Inc. did or did not do with respect to 
what might be indicated on Exhibit II, and these Defendants cannot make legal 
conclusions as to what rights might or might not have been transferred, if any. 
 



5. That, with reference to the account statement entitled “Payoff Quotation,” consisting of 
one (1) page, attached to Plaintiff’s Complaint and also attached hereto as Exhibit III, 
this document accurately reflects each of the charges due for the lease of the equipment 
delivered to the Plaintiff. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail 
and in what respect.    
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: These Defendants, upon sufficient inquiry and 
investigation, lack information at this time to admit or deny this Request; therefore, 
Defendants must deny this Request at this time. 
 



6. That, with reference to the Payment History, consisting of Three (3) pages, a copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit IV, this document accurately reflects all payments 
made on the Defendant’s account by the Defendant to the Plaintiff. If you deny any or 
all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE: These Defendants, upon sufficient inquiry and 
investigation, lack information at this time to admit or deny this Request; therefore, 
Defendants must deny this Request at this time. 
 



7. That, after providing all credits due to the Defendant, the Defendant remains indebted to 
the Plaintiff in the principal sum of Sixty-Six Thousand, Three Hundred Seventy-Two, 
and 10/100 Dollars ($66,372.10). If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify 
in detail and in what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 04 5:25 P
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



65











8. That, in and by the terms of sale as set forth in Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, the 
Defendant agreed to pay a late charge of Twenty-Four Percent (24%) per annum on the 
unpaid balance. If you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in 
what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated. 
 



9. That, with reference to the terms of sale under the Agreement referred to as Exhibit I, 
the Defendant agreed that in the event of a default in payment, the Defendant will pay 
all costs of collection including legal fees, collection fees, commissions, and travel. If 
you deny any or all of this paragraph, please specify in detail and in what respect.  
 



RESPONSE: Denied as stated.  
 



 



 



s/ David L. Williford    
David L. Williford (S.C. Bar # 73129) 
Huff, Powell & Bailey, LLC 
15 S. Main St., Suite 602 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 400-5949 
dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com   



 



November 7, 2025 
Greenville, South Carolina 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 04 5:25 P
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



66





mailto:dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com


mailto:dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com








CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 



The undersigned hereby certifies that, on the      7  day of November 2025, he served a 
copy of the attached Defendants’ Supplemental Responses to Plaintiff’s First Requests for 
Admissions via email addressed to the person(s) hereinafter named, as follows: 



 
 



 Anthony D. Hoefer, Esq. 
LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



lwhhd@ftc-i.net  
ahoefersec@ftc-i.net  



 
 
 
       s/David L. Williford     
       David L. Williford, Esq. 
       Counsel for the Defendants 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 
 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
13th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff,  
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, 
 



Defendants.   
 



Civil Action No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWERS TO 
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST 
INTERROGATORIES 
 



 
 To:  Plaintiff and its attorney(s): 
 
 These Defendants hereby answer Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories as follows: 
 



Interrogatories 
 



1. Give the names and addresses of persons known to the parties or counsel to be witnesses concerning 
the facts of the case and indicate whether or not written or recorded statements have been taken 
from the witnesses and indicate who has possession of such statements. 
 
Answer: 



 
• Mark (sp?) 



 
• Megan (sp?) 



 
• Pick-up technician – This is the man pictured in the attached photo (photo of Pick-



Up Technician). This man picked up the equipment. His name and address are 
unknown. 



 
2. Set forth a list of photographs, plats, sketches, or other prepared documents in possession of the 



party that relate to the claim or defense in this case. 
 
Answer:  
 



• Please see the photos attached to these Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiff’s First 
Requests for Production. 



 
3. List the names and addresses of any expert witnesses whom the party proposes to use as a 



witness at the trial of the case. 
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Answer: 
 



• None at this time but these Defendants reserve the right to supplement this 
answer in due time and as appropriate. 



 
4. For each person known to the parties or counsel to be a witness concerning the facts of 



case, set forth either a summary sufficient to inform the other party of the important facts 
known to or observed by such witness, or provide a copy of any written or recorded 
statements taken from such witnesses. 



 
• Mark: Ms. Ellisor believes that Mark is the owner of the company that sold the laser 



equipment to Ms. Ellisor. Mark assured Ms. Ellisor that she could return the 
equipment and repeatedly instructed Ms. Ellisor to reach out to the sales team. 
Mark’s last name and the definitive spelling of his name are unknown. 
 



• Megan: Ms. Ellisor spoke to Megan on the phone and believes that Megan is a 
salesperson in Mark’s company. 



 
• John Doe: Ms. Ellisor met the man pictured in the attached photo (see photo 



of Pick-Up Technician at her office). The man conveyed that he was there to 
effectuate the return of the laser equipment per Ms. Ellisor’s request. 



 



  



 



s/ David L. Williford    
David L. Williford (S.C. Bar # 73129) 
Huff, Powell & Bailey, LLC 
15 S. Main St., Suite 602 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 400-5949 
dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com   



 



November 7, 2025 
Greenville, South Carolina 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 



The undersigned hereby certifies that, on the      7  day of November 2025, he served a 
copy of the attached Defendants’ Answers to Plaintiff’s First Interrogatories via email addressed 
to the person(s) hereinafter named, as follows: 



 
 



 Anthony D. Hoefer, Esq. 
LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



lwhhd@ftc-i.net  
ahoefersec@ftc-i.net  



 
 
 
       s/David L. Williford     
       David L. Williford, Esq. 
       Counsel for the Defendants 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 
 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
13th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff,  
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, 
 



Defendants.   
 



Civil Action No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 
DEFENDANTS’ RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUESTS 
FOR PRODUCTION 
 



 
 To:  Plaintiff and its attorney(s): 
 
 These Defendants hereby respond to Plaintiff’s First Requests for Production as follows: 
 



Requests for Production 



1. Any and all documents which the Defendant has in its possession and which it intends to 
use at the trial of the case which pertain to the account with Plaintiff. 
 
Response: Please the items listed below, all of which are attached via photographs. 
 



• Service Request Form 02.28.2024 
• Picture of Pick-Up Technician 
• Equipment Finance Agreement (iPad) 
• Equipment Finance Agreement  
• Equipment Finance Agreement – Schedule A 
• Assignment of Equipment Finance Agreement 
• Payoff Quotation 



 
2. Any and all correspondence, written or electronic, passing between the Plaintiff and the 



Defendant. 
 
Answer:  None, other than what might be contained in or provided by the 
documents and things listed in Response # 1 above. 
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3. Any and all notices of any description wherein the Defendant advised the Plaintiff of any 
alleged defect in any of the goods and materials sold and delivered. 



Answer: Ms. Ellisor called the Plaintiff multiple times informing them that the laser 
equipment was dangerous to her clients and requesting that the equipment be 
returned.  



  



 



s/ David L. Williford    
David L. Williford (S.C. Bar # 73129) 
Huff, Powell & Bailey, LLC 
15 S. Main St., Suite 602 
Greenville, SC 29601 
(864) 400-5949 
dwilliford@huffpowellbailey.com   



 



November 7, 2025 
Greenville, South Carolina 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 



The undersigned hereby certifies that, on the      7  day of November 2025, he served a 
copy of the attached Defendants’ Responses to Plaintiff’s First Requests for Production via email 
addressed to the person(s) hereinafter named, as follows: 



 
 



 Anthony D. Hoefer, Esq. 
LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



lwhhd@ftc-i.net  
ahoefersec@ftc-i.net  



 
 
 
       s/David L. Williford     
       David L. Williford, Esq. 
       Counsel for the Defendants 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE  
 
Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 
 



Defendants. 



 IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
Case No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 



DEFENDANTS MEMORADNUM IN 
OPPOSSITION TO SUMMARY 



JUDGMENT 
 
 



 



COME NOW, Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor (referred herein as 



“Defendants”), by and through their undersigned counsel and for their Memorandum in Opposition 



to Pawnee Leasing Corporation (“Plaintiff”) Motion for Summary Judgment. 



INTRODUCTION 



Plaintiff seeks summary judgment on an incomplete record and a legally defective damages 



theory. Discovery is not complete. Plaintiff has not responded to Defendants’ written discovery, 



and Defendants have not taken a single deposition. Summary judgment is improper where the 



nonmoving party has not had a full and fair opportunity to conduct discovery, and Plaintiff’s 



motion is therefore premature. 



The motion also fails on the merits. Plaintiff’s damages claim is internally inconsistent and 



unsupported by its own evidence. Plaintiff claims Defendants owe $66,372.10, yet admits 



Defendants paid $45,129.56 on a contract totaling $71,595.00. Those figures cannot produce the 



balance Plaintiff seeks and, at a minimum, create a genuine dispute of material fact as to damages. 



Plaintiff’s claim fails for a third, independent reason. Plaintiff admits it repossessed the equipment 



securing the contract but seeks to recover the full contract balance without accounting for the value 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 05 11:04 A
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



80











 2 



of that collateral. A secured creditor cannot retain collateral and recover a deficiency without first 



establishing that one exists. Plaintiff offers no valuation, no accounting, and no evidence to support 



its damages figure. Plaintiff has not met its burden. Summary judgment should be denied. 



ARGUMENT 



A. Discovery has not been completed and summary judgment is premature. 



The Supreme Court has made clear that summary judgment is improper until the parties 



have had a full and fair opportunity to conduct discovery. Baird v. Charleston Cnty., 333 S.C. 519, 



529, 511 S.E.2d 69, 74 (1999) (“Moreover, summary judgment must not be granted until the 



opposing party has had a full and fair opportunity to complete discovery.) (emphasis added).  



Defendants have not had a fair opportunity to conduct discovery. The undersigned 



appeared on or about February 27, 2026. Prior counsel conducted no discovery during the year this 



case has been pending. They served no written discovery and noticed no depositions. Within a 



week of appearing, new counsel served written discovery, but Plaintiff has not produced responses 



to those requests. (Ex. A, Def. Discovery Req.) Allowing Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary 



Judgment to proceed under these circumstances would be prejudicial. Defendants have had no 



opportunity to obtain critical facts through written discovery or to depose the Plaintiff. As outlined 



below, there are genuine factual disputes that require investigation before Defendants can 



meaningfully oppose Summary Judgment. 



Because Defendants have not had a full and fair opportunity to obtain written discovery or 



take depositions, Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment is premature. The Court should deny 



it and allow discovery to be completed. 



B. Plaintiff’s own records create a material dispute of material fact. 



“The elements for breach of contract are the existence of the contract, its breach, and the 



damages caused by such breach.” Branche Builders, Inc. v. Coggins, 386 S.C. 43, 48, 686 S.E.2d 
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 3 



200, 202 (Ct. App. 2009). Here, the burden is on the Plaintiff to prove the contract, its breach, and 



the damages caused by such breach. Gecy v. S.C. Bank & Tr., 422 S.C. 509, 521, 812 S.E.2d 750, 



757 (Ct. App. 2018). It is well settled that if a genuine issue of material fact exists as to damages, 



the Court cannot grant summary judgment.  Chambers v. Pingree, 334 S.C. 349, 355, 513 S.E.2d 



369, 373 (Ct. App. 1999) (“Because a genuine issue of material fact exists whether any amount is 



due under the note, the judge erred in granting Pingree's motion for summary judgment.”)  



Plaintiff’s damages claim fails under its own evidence. Plaintiff asserts that Defendant 



owes $66,372.10. (Aff. Fitzgerald) Yet Plaintiff’s own records show that it received $45,129.56 



from Defendants, as reflected in the document it produced: 



 



(Ex. B, Payment by Defendants.) 



However, Plaintiff’s own documents show that the total contract amount was $71,595.00, as 



reflected here: 
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 4 



 



Those figures cannot produce a $66,372.10 balance. If Defendant paid $45,129.56 toward a 



$71,595.00 obligation, the most that could remain is $26,465.44 in principal. This is not a minor 



discrepancy; it is a direct conflict within Plaintiff’s own sworn admissions and documents. 



C. Plaintiff cannot recover the full contract balance after taking the collateral 
without credits its value. 



The debtor is entitled to a rebuttable presumption that the collateral was worth the 



indebtedness. Mathias v. Hicks, 294 S.C. 305, 308, 363 S.E.2d 914, 916 (Ct. App. 1987). “It is the 



burden of the secured party to overcome the presumption by evidence that the value of the 



collateral was less than the debt.” Id. Only if the creditor rebuts the presumption may he maintain 



the action for the deficiency” Id. A case directly on point is Andrews v. von Elten & Walker, Inc., 



315 S.C. 199, 204, 432 S.E.2d 500, 503 (Ct. App. 1993). There, there court stated that questions 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 05 11:04 A
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



83











 5 



of the reasonableness of the secured parties actions in retaining the collateral without having yet 



accounted to the debtor for its value and of the value of the collateral at time of repossession are 



jury questions that must be resolved before the secured party is entitled to what in this case 



amounts to a deficiency judgment. Id.  The court stated that the burden is on secured party to show 



that the value of the collateral was less than the amount due at the time of repossession. Id. 



Plaintiff’s affidavit admits that it repossessed the equipment securing the contract. (Aff. 



Fitzgerald.) That admission triggers a presumption that the collateral satisfied the debt unless 



Plaintiff proves otherwise. Plaintiff has not done so. Instead, it seeks to recover the full contract 



balance while offering no evidence of the equipment’s value and no accounting for the collateral 



it now holds. That failure is dispositive. Once the collateral was repossessed, Plaintiff bore the 



burden of showing that its value was less than the amount owed at the time of repossession. 



Plaintiff offers nothing, no valuation, no appraisal, no calculation—only a damages figure that 



ignores the collateral entirely. Summary judgment cannot rest on an unexplained assumption that 



repossessed equipment has no value. 



The undisputed payments further expose the flaw in Plaintiff’s claim. Defendants paid 



$45,129.56 toward the contract. After those payments are applied, the remaining principal is 



substantially reduced. The repossessed equipment may equal or exceed that remaining balance. At 



a minimum, the value of the collateral and the reasonableness of Plaintiff’s decision to retain it 



without crediting its value are factual issues that must be resolved before any deficiency can be 



determined. Plaintiff effectively asks the Court to award a deficiency without first establishing that 



one exists. Because Plaintiff has failed to account for the collateral or meet its burden regarding 



its value, genuine issues of material fact remain as to damages. Summary judgment must be denied. 
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CONCLUSION 



Plaintiff’s motion fails at every level. Discovery is incomplete, and Defendants have not 



had the full and fair opportunity required before summary judgment may be considered. That alone 



requires denial of the motion. Even on the record Plaintiff relies upon, summary judgment is 



improper. Plaintiff cannot reconcile its claimed balance of $66,372.10 with its own admissions 



that Defendants paid $45,129.56 on a contract totaling $71,595.00. Those figures create a clear 



and material dispute as to damages. 



Plaintiff’s damages claim fails for an additional, independent reason. Plaintiff admits it 



repossessed the equipment securing the contract but seeks to recover the full contract balance 



without accounting for the value of that collateral. Plaintiff has offered no valuation, no 



accounting, and no evidence to establish that a deficiency exists. The law does not permit a secured 



creditor to retain collateral and recover a deficiency by assumption. Plaintiff has not carried its 



burden. Genuine issues of material fact remain, and summary judgment must be denied 



 
 



Respectfully submitted this 4th day of March 2026, 
 
 



s/ John-Paul Baum  
John-Paul Baum (SC Bar #104938)  
CAMPBELL TEAGUE LLC  
110 Edgeworth St.   
Greenville, SC 29607  
 (864) 326-4186  
johnpaul@campbellteague.com  
Attorney for Defendants Omega Laser & 
Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that a copy of the foregoing document was served upon the 



following by email: 



Anthony D. Hoefer  
LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



207 North Washington Street  
Sumter, South Carolina 29150  



803-773-8431
lwhhd@ftc-i.net 



Attorney for the Plaintiff 



Date:   March 5, 2026 ___________________________ 
Kimberly Lykes 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 



COUNTY OF GREENVILLE  



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



Plaintiff, 



v. 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendants. 



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 



Case No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



DEFENDANT'S FIRST SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES AND 



REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION TO PLAINTIFF 



COME NOW, Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor (referred herein as 



“Defendants”), by and through their undersigned counsel, and for their First Set of 



Interrogatories and Requests for Production to Plaintiff Pawnee Leasing Corporation (referred to 



herein as “Plaintiff”), state as follows: 



DEFINITIONS 



• “EFA” shall mean Equipment Finance Agreement entered into between the Parties.



INTERROGATORIES 



1. For the past 5 years, identify all lawsuits that you have ever been a party to by



including the style of the case, case number, and court. 



2. Have you ever filed for bankruptcy under the federal bankruptcy laws?  If so,



identify the date, the particular bankruptcy court in which you filed, the case number, and all 



documents you filed with the court in the bankruptcy. 



3. Give the names and addresses of persons known to the parties or counsel to be



witnesses concerning the facts of the case and, for each such witness, set forth a brief description 



of the facts believed to be known by such witness. 
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 2 



4. For every insurance policy covering the events at issue in this lawsuit, set forth the 



name of the insurer, the policy number, and the amount of liability coverage provided. 



5. List the names and addresses of any expert witnesses whom the party proposes to 



use as a witness at the trial of the case. 



6. Identify every person from whom you or anyone acting on your behalf (including, 



without limitation, your attorneys, any investigator working for your attorneys, or you, or any other 



person) have obtained a statement or affidavit of at any time (e.g. written, recorded, or otherwise) 



concerning any fact, matter or event having any connection or relevance whatsoever to the claims 



and defenses asserted in this lawsuit. 



7. Identify and itemize each damage that you are seeking in this lawsuit, including in 



your answer the following: the amount of loss or damage; the date it occurred; the reason it 



occurred; the way the amount was calculated, and any and all persons who aided and participated 



in making the calculation; and all documents which support this itemization and calculation of 



damages. 



8. Identify all communications, oral or written, between you and any party to this 



lawsuit during the preceding three years, identifying the date and time of such communications, 



the person with whom you spoke and/or corresponded, the method of communication, the contents 



of such communications, any witnesses thereto, all persons with knowledge or information 



regarding such communications, and all documents which relate to or contain information about 



such communications. (“Communication” means any transmission of information by one or more 



persons and/or between two or more persons by any means, including, without limitation: face-to-



face conversations; telephone conversations; letters; email; text message; social media exchanges, 



including but not limited to Facebook and Instagram; messages on freelance hiring websites, 
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 3 



including but not limited to Fiverr.com; and exchanges on instant messaging platforms including 



but not limited to WhatsApp.) 



9. Identify all communications, oral or written, between you and any third party 



pertaining to the matters at issue in this lawsuit during the preceding three years, identifying the 



date and time of such communications, the person with whom you spoke and/or corresponded, the 



method of communication, the contents of such communications, any witnesses thereto, all persons 



with knowledge or information regarding such communications, and all documents which relate 



to or contain information about such communications. (“Communication” means any transmission 



of information by one or more persons and/or between two or more persons by any means, 



including, without limitation: face-to-face conversations; telephone conversations; letters; email; 



text message; social media exchanges, including but not limited to Facebook and Instagram; 



messages on freelance hiring websites, including but not limited to Fiverr.com; and exchanges on 



instant messaging platforms including but not limited to WhatsApp.) 



10. If you are making a claim for attorneys’ fees, itemize all amounts you have paid 



your attorney in connection with this lawsuit. 



11. Identify all persons involved in the negotiation, review, approval, and execution of 



the Equipment Finance Agreement (“EFA”) at issue in this case, including their names, job titles, 



and roles. 



12. State the complete factual basis for your contention that the EFA was validly 



executed by all parties. 



13. Identify all documents you contend demonstrate the Defendant’s assent to the terms 



of the EFA. 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 05 11:04 A
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



90











 4 



14. Describe all communications between you and the vendor, broker, Assignor 



(Tandem Finance Inc.), or any third party relating to the EFA, including dates and participants. 



15. Describe in detail the circumstances surrounding the assignment of the EFA to 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation, including any negotiations and due‑diligence activities performed. 



16. Identify all persons with knowledge of the Assignment of the EFA and all 



communications related to that Assignment. 



17. State all facts supporting your assertion that the Assignor had full and perfect title 



to the EFA and the financed equipment. 



18. Identify any undisclosed agreements, concessions, warranties, or side arrangements 



related to the EFA, the equipment, the vendor, or the Assignment. 



19. Describe all steps taken by you to verify the accuracy of the UCC‑1 financing 



statement relating to the EFA. 



20. Identify all persons responsible for preparing, reviewing, filing, or maintaining the 



UCC‑1 financing statement. 



21. State all facts supporting your contention that no valid defenses exist to 



enforcement of the EFA. 



22. Describe all efforts undertaken to determine whether any defenses existed, 



including fraud, misrepresentation, non‑delivery, defects, or failure of consideration. 



23. Describe in detail all steps taken to verify that the equipment was delivered, 



installed, operational, and accepted by the Defendant. 



24. Identify all documents relating to delivery, installation, condition, or acceptance of 



the equipment. 
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25. State the complete payment history you claim exists under the EFA, including all 



payments received, missed payments, dates, and amounts. 



26. Identify any reimbursements you claim were owed or paid to the vendor or 



Assignor relating to the equipment. 



27. State all facts supporting your contention that you hold all rights and remedies 



under the EFA. 



REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION 



All documents responsive to these requests should be delivered in electronic form to 



johnpaul@campbellteague.com and kim@campbellteague.com. 



1. All non-privileged documents you reviewed or relied upon in responding to the 



Interrogatories served contemporaneously herewith. 



2. All documents regarding any and all investigations you performed prior to the filing 



of your Complaint to ensure that the allegations contained therein were accurate, including the 



results of any investigations. 



3. All documents that you contend evidence any damages you are seeking in this 



action. 



4. Every document you intend to use or introduce, in any manner, at a deposition or a 



trial of this matter. 



5. Any and all documents evidencing communications, written or oral, between any 



of the parties to this lawsuit concerning the matters at issue in this lawsuit. 



6. Any and all documents evidencing communications, written or oral, between you 



and any third party concerning the matters at issue in this lawsuit. 
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7. Every document in your possession, custody, control, or dominion, whose subject 



matter is in any way related to or concerning any claim or defense in this lawsuit. 



8. Every writing, document, compilation, correspondence, letter, and record of any 



sort which was provided to any expert for the purpose of formulating an opinion as to any issue in 



this case and any writing, document, correspondence, letter of opinion, or writing of any sort 



produced by any person retained to be an expert witness at the trial of this case. 



9. All photographs, diagrams, drawings, recordings, videotapes, digitally stored 



information, computer access information, metadata or other similar material concerning any claim 



or defense in this lawsuit. 



10. All statements of any parties, possible witnesses, whether written, oral, summarized 



or otherwise reproduced in any manner, concerning any claim or defense in this lawsuit. 



11. A copy of any insurance policy providing coverage for any of the events that are 



the subject of this lawsuit. 



12. All documents relating to any lawsuits that you have been a party to during the past 



ten years. 



13. Produce the complete, executed Equipment Finance Agreement (“EFA”) 



referenced in your motion for summary judgment, including all schedules, attachments, 



amendments, and related documents. 



14. Produce all documents relating to the negotiation, review, approval, or execution 



of the EFA, including emails, letters, text messages, and internal communications. 



15. Produce the complete Assignment of the EFA to Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 



including all drafts, correspondence, and supporting documentation. 
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16. Produce all communications between you and Tandem Finance Inc., the vendor, 



any broker, or any third party regarding the EFA, the equipment, or the Assignment. 



17. Produce all documents relating to your verification of Assignor’s title, authority, or 



rights to transfer the EFA or the equipment. 



18. Produce all documents relating to any due‑diligence review you performed before 



or after the Assignment of the EFA. 



19. Produce the UCC‑1 financing statements relating to the EFA, including any 



amendments, filings, searches, or internal notes regarding the filing. 



20. Produce all documents relating to your verification of the accuracy or validity of 



any UCC‑1 filing associated with the EFA. 



21. Produce all documents supporting your assertion that no defenses exist to the 



enforcement of the EFA. 



22. Produce all documents relating to any investigation you conducted regarding 



allegations of fraud, misrepresentation, equipment defects, non‑delivery, installation issues, or 



failure of consideration. 



23. Produce all documents relating to delivery, shipment, installation, acceptance, 



inspection, testing, or operation of the equipment referenced in the EFA. 



24. Produce all invoices, purchase orders, delivery receipts, installation records, 



acceptance certificates, or service reports relating to the equipment. 



25. Produce the full payment history relating to the EFA, including payment records, 



ledgers, account statements, notices of default, and correspondence regarding payments. 



26. Produce all documents relating to any payments made by the Assignor on your 



behalf or reimbursements requested or received relating to the equipment. 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 05 11:04 A
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



94











 8 



27. Produce all documents you rely upon in support of your motion for summary 



judgment. 



28. Produce any agreements, warranties, guarantees, concessions, or side arrangements 



related to the EFA, equipment, vendor, Assignor, or related entities. 



29. Produce all communications concerning disputes, complaints, or issues raised by 



any party regarding the EFA, the equipment, the vendor, or the transaction. 



30. Produce all policies, procedures, manuals, or internal guidelines governing your 



review, acceptance, or assignment of equipment finance agreements. 



31. Produce a complete, detailed, and itemized statement of all payments made, 



received, applied, credited, billed, charged, assessed, or otherwise recorded under the Equipment 



Finance Agreement, including but not limited to: 



a. the date of each payment; 



b. the amount of each payment; 



c. the manner or method of payment; 



d. the account or line item to which each payment was applied; 



e. any late fees, penalties, interest, or additional charges assessed; and 



f. any internal accounting records, ledgers, or transaction histories reflecting 



the application or allocation of each payment. 



 
 
Respectfully submitted this 4th day of March 2026, 



 
 



s/ John-Paul Baum  
John-Paul Baum (SC Bar #104938)  
CAMPBELL TEAGUE LLC  
110 Edgeworth St.   
Greenville, SC 29607  
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 (864) 326-4186  
johnpaul@campbellteague.com  
Attorney for Defendants Omega Laser & 
Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 



IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that a copy of the foregoing document was served upon the 



following by email: 



Anthony D. Hoefer  
LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS, P.A. 



207 North Washington Street  
Sumter, South Carolina 29150  



803-773-8431 
lwhhd@ftc-i.net 



Attorney for the Plaintiff 
 
 
 



 
 
Date:   March 4, 2026                                                 ___________________________  
       Kimberly Lykes 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE  
 
Pawnee Leasing Corporation, 
 



Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and 
Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 
 



Defendants. 



 IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
 
Case No. 2025-CP-23-01056 
 
 
 



MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND 
 
 



 
TO THE PLAINTIFF ABOVE NAMED: 
 



COMES NOW, Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor (“Defendants”), 



by and through their undersigned counsel, respectfully moves this Court pursuant to South 



Carolina Rule of Civil Procedure 59 for an Order alter or amending the judgment issued by this 



Court on March 13, 2026. This Motion is based upon the following grounds and any other grounds 



that may be asserted during the hearing: 



• The Court awarded a deficiency judgment after Plaintiff repossessed the collateral 



without requiring any proof of the collateral’s value or that a deficiency existed. It is 



undisputed that Plaintiff recovered the equipment, yet Plaintiff presented no valuation 



evidence, as required to overcome the presumption that the collateral satisfied the debt. 



(Order 3/15/2026.) Defendants are entitled to a rebuttable presumption that the 



collateral was worth the indebtedness. Mathias v. Hicks, 294 S.C. 305, 308, 363 S.E.2d 



914, 916 (Ct. App. 1987). “It is the burden of the secured party to overcome the 



presumption by evidence that the value of the collateral was less than the debt.” Id. No 



evidence was submitted by Plaintiff to rebut this presumption.  
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• Upon repossession, Plaintiff bore the burden to account for the collateral and rebut the 



presumption against a deficiency; the Order grants judgment without that required 



showing. See Mathias v. Hicks, 294 S.C. 305, 308, 363 S.E.2d 914, 916 (Ct. App. 



1987). 



• The damages amount adopted by the Court is inconsistent with Plaintiff’s own payment 



and contract records and cannot be mathematically reconciled with the evidence in the 



record. 



• Conflicting evidence exists regarding the correct principal balance, credits, and 



calculation of amounts allegedly due, precluding summary judgment. 



• The value of the repossessed equipment, the credits to be applied, and whether any 



deficiency remains are unresolved factual issues that cannot be decided as a matter of 



law. 



• Summary judgment was granted before Defendants had a full and fair opportunity to 



complete discovery on damages, accounting, repossession, and valuation issues. 



• The Order permits Plaintiff to retain repossessed collateral while also recovering a full 



monetary judgment without a legally sufficient accounting, resulting in an improper 



windfall and double recovery.  



• Because the principal damages award is legally and factually defective, the awards of 



interest, attorneys’ fees, and total judgment amount each dependent on that damages 



figure must likewise be amended. 



• The Court determined that Ms. Ellisor signed the guaranty without any handwriting 



expert. A court cannot resolve disputed handwriting questions by its own visual 



E
LE



C
T



R
O



N
IC



A
LLY



 F
ILE



D
 - 2026 M



ar 20 4:04 P
M



 - G
R



E
E



N
V



ILLE
 - C



O
M



M
O



N
 P



LE
A



S
 - C



A
S



E
#2025C



P
2301056



103











 3 



comparison. A disputed signature is a fact question for the jury, not a basis for summary 



judgment. 



• The Court awarded attorney’s fees even though Plaintiff did not submit any fee 



affidavit before or at the hearing. Defendants had no notice of the claimed fees and no 



opportunity to contest reasonableness. An award of attorney’s fees requires competent 



evidence under under Jackson v. Speed, 326 S.C. 289, 486 S.E.2d 750 (1997). 



Plaintiff’s post-hearing, conclusory affidavit deprived Defendants of the required 



opportunity to contest entitlement and amount, resulting in clear prejudice. 



WHEREFORE, Defendants respectfully requests this Court to alter or amend its judgment 



denying Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment. Defendants reserve the right to submit a 



supporting memorandum and any supporting exhibits.  



 
 
Respectfully submitted this 20th day of March 2026, 



 
 



s/ John-Paul Baum  
John-Paul Baum (SC Bar #104938)  
CAMPBELL TEAGUE LLC  
110 Edgeworth St.   
Greenville, SC 29607  
 (864) 326-4186  
johnpaul@campbellteague.com  
Attorney for Defendants Omega Laser & 
Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE JR No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



PLAINTIFF’S RETURN 
TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO 
ALTER OR AMEND JUDGMENT 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, 
and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 



 



TO THE DEFENDANT(S) ABOVE NAMED: OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE, LLC, AND 
ANACORITA ELLISOR, GUARANTOR; AND TO ITS COUNSEL, JOHN-PAUL BAUM 



The Plaintiff responds to the Defendants’ Motion to Alter or Amend as follows: 



The Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment in the above-captioned action was based upon the 
Affidavit of Plaintiff’s Employee specifically detailing that the Defendants entered into an Equipment Finance 
Agreement (hereinafter, “EFA”) with Tandem Finance, Inc.; that the said EFA was assigned to the Plaintiff; 
and that the Payoff Quotation attached to the Affidavit accurately reflected the charges due under the EFA 
after all credits have been provided. No counter-affidavit was filed by the Defendants. 



The Defendants’ Motion erroneously asserts that Order for Judgment was for a deficiency Judgment 
when the cause of action was for the balance remaining due under a financing agreement. The only evidence 
before the Court to consider in the Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment is the Plaintiff’s Affidavit in 
Support which established the liability of the Defendants and the amount due as set forth in the Payoff 
Quotation. 



It is well settled that where the moving party meets the initial burden of showing an absence of 
evidentiary support to the opponent’s case, the opponent simply cannot rely on mere allegation of denial 
contained in the pleadings. Rather, the non-moving party must come forward with specific facts showing that 
there is a genuine issue for trial. The Defendants did not submit an affidavit contravening the facts established 
by the Plaintiff, and the Defendants may not introduce new matter not previously established by affidavit, for 
the court’s consideration in a motion to alter or amend. 



 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court deny the Defendants’ Motion to Alter or 
Amend the Order for Judgment entered March 13th 2026. 



 



    LEVI, WITTENBERG, HARRITT, HOEFER & DAVIS 
 s / Anthony D. Hoefer      
 S.C. Bar No. 2547 
 Attorney for Plaintiff 
 207 North Washington Street 
Sumter, South Carolina Sumter, South Carolina 29150 
March 23rd, 2026 803-773-8431 | lwhhd@ftc-i.net 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 



COUNTY OF GREENVILLE 



)



)



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 13 



DOCKET NO. 2025-CP-23-01056 



________________________________________



PAWNEE LEASING CORPORATION,



Plaintiff,



versus



OMEGA LASER & SKIN CARE LLC, 



Defendant.



)



)



)



)



)



)



________________________________________



H E A R I N G



DATE: March 5, 2026 
LOCATION: South Carolina Circuit Court 13th 
JUDGE: G.D. Morgan Jr. 
TRANSCRIBED BY: Jeanne Meldrim



LEGAL EAGLE
Post Office Box 5682



Greenville, South Carolina 29606
864-467-1373



depos@legaleagleinc.com
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APPEARANCES:



Anthony D. Hoefer, Esquire 



Levi Wittenberg Harritt Hoefer & Davis



PO Drawer 730



Sumter, SC 291510730 



Attorney for the Plaintiff



 



John-Paul Baum, Esquire 



Campbell Teague LLC



110 Edgeworth St



Greenville, SC 29607 



Attorney for the Defendant
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                     EXHIBITS



               (No exhibits marked)



               



(THIS TRANSCRIPT MAY CONTAIN QUOTED MATERIAL.  SUCH MATERIAL 



IS REPRODUCED AS READ OR QUOTED BY THE SPEAKER.) 
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THE COURT:  All right.  Next matter Pawnee Leasing, 



versus Omega, et al, 2025-CP-23-1056.  



All right.  If y'all identify yourself for the 



record, who you represent, starting with plaintiff.  



MR. HOEFER:  Good afternoon, Your Honor, I'm Anthony 



Hoefer.  I represent plaintiff, Pawnee Leasing 



Corporation.  



MR. BAUM:  May it please the Court, Your Honor.  My 



name is John Paul Baum, and I represent the defendants, 



Omega Laser and Ms. Ellisor.  



THE COURT:  All right.  Plaintiff's motion for 



summary judgment.  I'll hear from you.  



MR. HOEFER:  Thank you, Your Honor.  Please the 



Court.  Pawnee Leasing Corporation is the assignee of a 



an equipment financing agreement.  And a leasing 



agreement was entered into between Tandem Equipment 



Company and the defendants, Omega Laser & Skin Care and 



Anna Ellisor as guarantor.  



And Judge, the equipment is some sort of spa 



equipment.  This was a financing arrangement for the 



equipment, and the financing agreement specifically 



provides that the Pawnee Leasing or Tandem would purchase 



the equipment and then deliver.  And then they were 



really the only --- the financing agent for it.  That's 



all they did.  
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Under the terms, there were supposed to be payments 



made over a period of time, six payments at $99; 60 



payments at 1900-something dollars.  Judge, the equipment 



was purchased at an initial purchase price of $71,595, 



and was delivered to the defendant.  



The pleadings in this case set forth a general 



denial basically as to the complaint.  Certain discovery 



was entered into including request for admissions.  The 



defendant responded with replies to the request and then 



supplemental responses.  



Judge, the matter is before you today on an 



uncontroverted affidavit in support of the motion filed 



by an employee of Pawnee Leasing Corporation setting 



forth that --- setting forth that the equipment was 



purchased, the defendant failed to make payment, that the 



lease specifically provided a waiver of any warranties 



expressed or implied.  



And that the defendant made a certain number of 



payments and then didn't make any payments any further.  



Presumably, Judge, that was based on an allegation that 



the equipment failed to operate.  Plaintiff's position is 



that was that the agreement specifically provided that 



the vendor was the responsible party, and that the 



defendants had to deal with the vendor in the claim.  



We received a late filed memorandum --- I was just 
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given it by defense counsel.  I understand he was 



instituted or just involved in the case in the last 



several days.  Judge, today the Court really can consider 



the allegations contained in the affidavit since they're 



uncontroverted.  The matters alleged therein are deemed 



to be facts of the case for this Court to consider under 



the motion for summary judgment.  



It's very clear under Rule 56(e) that once the 



allegations are made and the primary prima facie cause of 



action is made, defendants can't rely on responsive 



pleadings, they have to rely on a counter affidavit.  In 



this case we --- the affidavit clearly sets forth the 



entitlement of the plaintiff to judgment for the amount 



claimed due in the complaint.  



I understand from reading the memorandum that I've 



been given just today that there's --- there's some 



allegation that the purchase amount, the invoice that was 



attached for 71,595 comprises the amount of the contract.  



That's not the case.  That was the amount that it took to 



purchase the equipment.  The financing agent of course is 



entitled to the profit and accrual of interest.  And 



everything else is set forth by virtue of the installment 



payments that defendant makes.  It was certainly going to 



be more than 71,595.  



In any event, Judge, while that may somewhat muddy 
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the waters today, it shouldn't, because the affidavit is 



the only thing that the Court should consider in 



determining whether there's any issue raised by the 



defendant.  And it has to be a genuine issue.  In the 



responses to request for admission, the defendant 



corporation an --- Anacorita Ellisor admits the Docusign 



signature on the contract.  Directly below it is a 



Docusign signature for a personal guarantee.  



In the request for admissions, the contract is 



admitted but the guarantee is not admitted.  Judge, the 



signatures are the exact same Docusign signatures so it 



is our position that that issue being raised is not a 



genuine issue.  



Based on the foregoing, we --- we'd ask the Court to 



grant the plaintiff the relief requested in its 



complaint. 



THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.  Yes, sir.  



MR. BAUM:  Thank you, Your Honor.  May it please the 



Court.  John Paul Baum on behalf the defendants.  



So, Your Honor, it's important for this Court to 



know I was just retained last week.  I was substituted 



counsel.  The lawyers who were previously doing this, 



they were transactional lawyers, colleagues, so they 



called me up, so I subbed in.  Isn't what they do.  



But with that being said, let's get into this.  So, 
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you know, my colleague over here brings up a good point 



that all we have to do is rely on the affidavit and 



that's all we have.  Well, there's been no discovery 



that's been done on our end from previous counsel.  They 



haven't served discovery, we haven't taken depositions.  



We haven't done any of that.  



And Your Honor, under the South Carolina Supreme 



Court, Baird verse Charleston County, which is in my 



brief.  It states that summary judgment must not be 



granted until the opposing party has had a full and fair 



opportunity to complete discovery.  In this case, Your 



Honor, we have not had that opportunity to complete 



discovery and we would be prejudice if it would be 



granted at this time.  



Now, Your Honor, the invoice which we're relying on, 



plaintiff's forms here, the invoice states that it's 



$71,595.  What they have failed to put into evidence was 



this payment history that was submitted as an exhibit to 



the request to admit that states that my client pay 



$45,129.56.  So I'm public school educated, but $71,000, 



minus $45,000 does not equal $66,000 in the payoff 



statement that's been submitted to the Court.  



And additionally, that is not captured in that 



amount.  So we do have a dispute based upon these facts 



as to what amount is there.  
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Another issue in this case is that this was financed 



equipment.  And it is undisputed that the plaintiff held 



a perfected security interest in the equipment that my 



client had for her laser hair removal.  



Now, Your Honor, in their affidavit the plaintiff 



states that they took back the collateral after default, 



and they're still seeking the full amount under the 



contract.  So Your Honor, this isn't a collection action, 



this is a deficiency judgment action.  And I've submitted 



for this Court and we're going to hear, unfortunately, 



rebuttable presumption again.  But in the case of Andrews 



v Von Elten & Walker, 315 S.C.  It states the question of 



whether or not a secured predator has acted in a 



commercial --- commercially reasonable manner as to 



collateral in his possession is ordinarily a question of 



fact for the jury.  Not today.  And then it goes over.  



It says that we held that there was a rebuttable 



presumption that repossessed collateral is equal to the 



securer's indebtedness.  The burden of proof is on the 



creditor to show otherwise and only if he rebuts the 



presumption may maintain an action for the deficiency.  



He has put --- this is his motion.  It is his 



burden.  He has put nothing forward in any of the 



affidavits in anything that he has submitted that the 



value of this was not enough.  They took it back and 
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their affidavit admits that they took it back.  And what 



we call that in this world is double recovery.  And 



that's what they're trying to do.  



So Your Honor, and the last point, this is more of a 



procedural technicality, they're also asking for 



attorney's fees in case this goes wrong.  I could name 



off the top of my head three cases, South Carolina 



Supreme Court, Jackson v Speed, Glasscock and EDM.  There 



are six factors that you need to put forward in order for 



you to recover attorney's fees.  That has not been 



submitted by plaintiff's counsel.  And those requests for 



attorney's fees should be denied.  



I'll be happy to field any questions this Court may 



have.  



THE COURT:  Yes.  A party move for summary judgment 



has the initial burden of showing a lack of evidentiary 



support, but then the burden shifts --- 



MR. BAUM:  Correct. 



THE COURT:  --- over to in this case, your 



client --- 



MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  --- and so some of things I read in the 



memorandum and --- and your arguments require some kind 



of evidentiary proof to --- to rebut any of that.  I 



don't see any there.  I mean, the arguments you're making 
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are good arguments, but is there any evidentiary support?  



MR. BAUM:  So Your Honor, two answers to that 



question.  First answer is, we haven't had the 



opportunity to conduct discovery.  And that is the exact 



reason why we're asking this Court to deny summary 



judgment, because my client would be prejudiced by not 



being allowed to put evidence in front of this Court that 



they would be entitled to.  It's unfortunate counsel 



before me hadn't asked for that, and that burden 



shouldn't fall on my client.  



And the second thing which is an evidentiary 



standard as well, is they admit that they took the 



collateral.  Okay.  They admit that in their affidavit.  



There is a rebuttable presumption, unfortunately hearing 



that too much today that that satisfied the debt.  He 



can't just come in here asking for two things.  He can't 



ask for the money and get the collateral back.  That's 



not how this works.  You know.  



So that --- and then we also have an offset for my 



client's damages.  So he has to prove contract breach and 



damages.  He hasn't proved his damages.  Why was this 



omitted that my client paid $45,000?  Why wasn't this in 



any of the evidence?  This has been submitted. 



THE COURT:  Why --- shouldn't that be put forth by 



your client?  
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MR. BAUM:  Yes, Your Honor.  This is in the record.  



THE COURT:  I mean, is there any --- what --- where 



in the record is that?  



MR. BAUM:  It's submitted with my memorandum, Your 



Honor.  



THE COURT:  Okay.  But what --- what exactly --- 



it's a statement, but whose --- who kind of --- who 



authenticates it?  



MR. BAUM:  Exactly.  So, Your Honor, technically, 



this might have been authenticated through the RTAs.  But 



I agree with you, Your Honor, the --- the --- the 



requirements for laying a foundation are --- are low.  



I --- I don't disagree with that statement, Your Honor. 



THE COURT:  They got to be made.  



MR. BAUM:  I --- 



THE COURT:  Got to be authentication.  But I mean 



if --- I mean, you're arguing that a --- that document 



helps you out, but who authenticates it to argue that?  



MR. BAUM:  Well, this is actually a party opponent 



admission.  This is --- this is their own document that 



they submitted to us.  And this is why we need to get 



into discovery.  We need to understand what this is and 



how much my client paid.  



THE COURT:  Let me have that.  It leads to my second 



question.  
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MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  And I know this is not your issue, 



because you just got involved in it --- 



MR. BAUM:  Yes. 



THE COURT:  --- so you're not to be held responsible 



for it, but the case is exactly a year old --- 



MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  --- why didn't your prior --- and you 



may or may not know this answer, but it's been a year, 



why wasn't any discovery taken?  



MR. BAUM:  So answer that question directly, I can't 



answer that question.  But what I can tell you is that 



the rules of discovery do not put a time limit on when we 



can or cannot request --- 



THE COURT:  And the --- the law though too on the 



issue of summary judgment is not proper unless all 



discovery has been made.  As you know the reason and the 



basis and the language in a lot of those cases, it is 



case specific as to time of the so it's not an --- you 



know, okay, the case is a year old, or the case is two 



years.  Well, we hadn't completed discovery, Judge.  



Therefore the cases that they're three, four, five, cases 



out there.  



MR. BAUM:  Yes, Your Honor. 



THE COURT:  Probably more than that actually.  
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MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  That automatically hadn't completed 



discovery, therefore we get to keep going and summary 



judgment should be denied.  If you look at those cases, 



you know, some cases do hold --- 



MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  --- that yeah, it's, the discovery has 



not been taken, but --- 



MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh



THE COURT:  --- you didn't move to do any discovery 



and so you don't get the benefit of having summary 



judgment denied because depositions weren't taken.  So it 



does --- it's not a black and white rule there. 



MR. BAUM:  I understand.  And --- 



THE COURT:  Again, I'm not holding you, because 



you're --- I --- I know you're not responsible --- 



MR. BAUM:  I get it.  



THE COURT:  --- at all. 



MR. BAUM:  And --- and honestly, I could just tell 



you this from --- and then I'll get back into my argument 



from a personal perspective.  I actually appreciate you 



saying that just for my other cases.  But with --- with 



that being said, but the exact reason why we need to get 



into discovery, Your Honor, and the reason why we need 



more time, is we need to figure out the these numbers.  
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These numbers don't make any sense.  And that's the whole 



reason why we need discovery.  And then beyond that, they 



can't double recover.  They can't get the equipment which 



they admit in their affidavit and then suffer the damages 



for it.  You can't --- that's double recovery.  You're 



not allowed that.  So what --- what --- Your Honor, I'm 



just going to be honest with you.  I feel like your 



concern --- what --- how can I convince you otherwise?  



THE COURT:  Well, you know, I ask a lot of questions 



and a lot of times when I ask questions, the lawyers 



think I'm asking them against them --- 



MR. BAUM:  Uh-huh. 



THE COURT:  --- or for them.  They --- they don't 



ever know.  So I try --- try to keep lawyers off --- I 



mean, on their toes.  And so I --- my questions may --- 



they may not be in your favor --- 



MR. BAUM:  Okay. 



THE COURT:  --- you don't know.  So all right.  Mr. 



Hoefer, you got anything in response?  



MR. HOEFER:  Yeah.  Thank you, Judge.  Just a few 



things.  I appreciate Mr. Baum's position coming in 



later.  I do want the Court, though, to understand that 



when he talks about a statement or a statement of 



account, what he's referring to is a compilation of 



credits that have been applied against the outstanding 
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balance.  It doesn't designate it such that it's 



withdrawn against all of the amounts due.  It's simply 



saying in other request for admissions, we put this 



document in and said, you have made these payments admit 



or deny it.  So that if there was any other payments that 



had been made, it would need to be raised at that point.  



But it is not a statement of account, it is a statement 



of payments coming in.  



The statement of account that's relevant in the case 



is the payoff quotation that is in the request for 



admissions that is attached to the complaint.  That is 



also referred to and attached to the affidavit in support 



filed by an employee of Pawnee Leasing.  And, you know, 



you can get confused by these numbers, but we weren't 



prepared today to go into the numbers, because we don't 



need to.  The statement of account sets it forth, the 



payoff quotation, and --- and the affidavit that's 



uncontroverted and the law is clear that the 



uncontroverted affidavit, they can't rely on anything 



other than an affidavit --- their own affidavit.  As Your 



Honor pointed out, there has been ample time to go into 



this prior to this motion being heard.  Of course the 



motion filed, I'm guessing 60 to 90 days ago, the lawsuit 



having been filed a year ago.  At this stage, I 



understand he's coming in at the last minute, but that 
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does --- doesn't have any bearing on the hearing or on 



the motion today.  There was no motion made to continue 



the case.  



Mr. Baum refers to the discovery that is filed and 



it's somewhat misleading that we hadn't responded to it 



yet, because he just served it day before yesterday.  So 



he had time to do that, he didn't have --- didn't file a 



motion to continue this.  And Judge, I think plaintiff's 



entitled to the relief requested.  



THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you, sir.  All right.  



Mr. Baum, any response?  



MR. BAUM:  Nothing further, Your Honor.  



THE COURT:  All right.  I'll take a look at it and 



let you know my decision.  It will be today or tomorrow.    



          (PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED)
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counsel, nor interest to any party hereto.



June 3, 2026 
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
COUNTY OF GREENVILLE CA No. 2025-CP-23-01056 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation 



AFFIDAVIT OF ATTORNEYS FEES 



Plaintiff(s) 
vs 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita 
Ellisor, Guarantor 



Defendant(s) 
 



Personally appeared before me, Anthony D. Hoefer, Esquire, of Levi, Wittenberg, Harritt, Hoefer & 



Davis, P.A., who on oath states that he is attorney for Plaintiff above named. Pursuant to the requirements of 



Blumberg v Nealco, Inc., 427 S.E. 2nd 659 (S.C. 1993), in support of Plaintiff's request for attorneys' fees, as 



alleged in its Complaint and to which was attached proper documentation of Plaintiffs entitlement to same 



including attorney fees, further states: 



1. THE NATURE, EXTENT AND DIFFICULTY OF THE LEGAL SERVICES RENDERED. 



That Plaintiff’s attorney provided legal services that include, but are not limited to, the following: 



receiving and reviewing the file; reviewing documentation sent by client; preparing a Summons and 



Complaint with itemized statement; obtaining signed Verification from Plaintiff; filing the Complaint 



with the Clerk of Court; forwarding pleadings to the Sheriff for service; filing the Affidavit of Service; 



preparing and serving Plaintiff’s Requests for Admission, Interrogatories, and Requests for Production; 



receiving and reviewing Defendant’s responses to Plaintiff’s Discovery requests; preparing and filing 



Plaintiff’s Motion for Summary Judgment with Memorandum and Affidavit in Support; and thereafter 



traveling to Greenville County, South Carolina, to attend and argue the Motion. 



2. THE TIME AND LABOR NECESSARILY DEVOTED TO THE CASE. 



That up to the current time, the undersigned has expended in excess of twenty (20) hours in representing 



the Plaintiff in this matter; 



3. THE PROFESSIONAL STANDING OF COUNSEL. 



That the undersigned has been practicing law in both Federal and State Courts in excess of 47 years in 



civil matters, with special emphasis in the commercial law field; that the undersigned has been a member 



of the Commercial Law League of America since 1979, has attended seminars related to commercial 



law matters and annually fulfilled his continuing education requirements; 



4. THE CONTINGENCY OF THE COMPENSATION. 



That the undersigned represents the Plaintiff at a contingency rate of approximately 25% of the sums 



recovered on its behalf if paid in full; 
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Certificate of Electronic Notification



Recipients
Anthony Hoefer  - Notification transmitted on 02-27-2026 09:40:59 AM.



David Williford  - Notification transmitted on 02-27-2026 09:40:59 AM.
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****



NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING [NEF]



A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  2025CP2301056



Official File Stamp: 02-27-2026 09:40:40 AM



Court: CIRCUIT COURT



Common Pleas



Greenville



Case Caption:
Pawnee Leasing Corporation vs. Omega Laser &
Skin Care Llc , defendant, et al



Event(s):



Notice/Notice of Appearance Filed by or on behalf of:



John-Paul Baum



This notice was automatically generated by the Court's auto-notification system.



The following people were served electronically:



David Lee Williford, II for Omega Laser & Skin
Care Llc et al



Anthony D. Hoefer for Pawnee Leasing
Corporation



The following people have not been served electronically by the Court. Therefore, they must
be served by traditional means:
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THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
In The Court of Appeals 



________ 



APPEAL FROM GREENVILLE COUNTY 
Court of Common Pleas 



The Honorable G.D. Morgan, Jr. 
_________  



C.A. No.:  2025-CP-23-01056
_________ 



Pawnee Leasing Corporation,  Plaintiff/Respondent, 



v. 



Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, Defendants/Appellants. 
__________ 



NOTICE OF APPEAL 
__________ 



Appellants, Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC, and Anacorita Ellisor, Guarantor, appeal the 



following orders entered into the above-captioned case: 



1. Form 4 Order entered by the Honorable G.D. Morgan, Jr. on April 15, 2026 (April Order);



and



2. Order of Judgment entered by the Honorable G.D. Morgan, Jr. on March 13, 2026 (March



Order).



Appellants received written notice of the April Order on April 15, 2026, through their prior 



counsel and are timely filing this Notice of Appeal. A copy of the April Order is attached hereto 



as Exhibit A.  A copy of the March Order is attached hereto as Exhibit B.   



Respectfully submitted, 
BURKE LAW, LLC 



s/Luke A. Burke  
Luke A. Burke (SC Bar # 100033) 
819 E. North St.  (29601) 
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      P.O. Box 4885 (29608) 
      Greenville, South Carolina 
      Phone:  (864) 735-8289 



        lburke@gvlattorney.com  
Attorney for Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC and  
Anacorita Ellisor 



May 11, 2026  
Greenville, South Carolina 
 
 



Other Counsel of Record: 



Anthony D. Hoefer, Esquire 
Levi Wittenberg Harritt Hoefer & Davis 
PO Drawer 730 
Sumter, SC 291510730 
E-mail: ahoefer@ftc-i.net 
Attorney for Pawnee Leasing Corporation 
 
John-Paul Baum, Esquire 
Campbell Teague LLC 
110 Edgeworth St 
Greenville, SC 29607 
E-mail: johnpaul@campbellteague.com 
Trial attorney for Anacorita Ellisor and  
Omega Laser & Skin Care, LLC 
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