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The House assembled at 11:30 a.m. 
Deliberations were opened with prayer by Rev. Charles E. Seastrunk, 

Jr., as follows: 
 

 Our thought for today is from Proverbs 26:28: “A lying tongue hates 
its victims and a flattering mouth works ruin.” 
 Let us pray. We give thanks and praise for the great things You have 
provided for these Representatives and Staff. You have given them the 
tools to make the system work. For all the folk in these Halls of 
Government, we are grateful You have led them to provide such 
wonderful things. Bless these men and women as they defend us and 
keep us safe. Look in favor upon our World, Nation, President, State, 
Governor, Speaker, Staff, and all who give of themselves for the good 
of all. We remember our men and women who serve in our Armed 
Forces and those with hidden wounds.  
  Lord, in Your mercy, hear our prayers. Amen.  
 

Pursuant to Rule 6.3, the House of Representatives was led in the 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America by the 
SPEAKER. 

 
After corrections to the Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, May 

9, the SPEAKER ordered it confirmed. 
 

MOTION ADOPTED 
Rep. CALHOON moved that when the House adjourns, it adjourn in 

memory of George Neal Dorn, Jr., which was agreed to. 
 

SILENT PRAYER 
The House stood in silent prayer family and friends of National Guard 

Staff Sgt. Porsha Griffin.  
 

SILENT PRAYER 
The House stood in silent prayer for Representative White.  
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REPORT RECEIVED 
The following was received: 
 

Judicial Merit Selection Commission 
 

Report of Candidate Qualifications 
2024 

 
Date Draft Report Issued: Monday, May 20, 2024 
Date and Time Final Report Issued: Noon, Wednesday, May 
22, 2024 

 
Judicial candidates are not free to seek or accept 
commitments until Wednesday, May 22, 2024, at 

Noon. 
 

Judicial Merit Selection Commission 
 

Sen. Luke A. Rankin, Chairman   Erin B. Crawford, Chief Counsel 
Rep. Micajah P. “Micah” Caskey IV, Vice Chairman  Kate Crater Counsel 
Sen. Ronnie A. Sabb   
Sen. Scott Talley 
Rep. J. Todd Rutherford 
Rep. Wallace H. “Jay” Jordan, Jr. 
Hope Blackley 
Lucy Grey McIver 
Andrew N. Safran 
J.P. “Pete” Strom Jr. 

 
Post Office Box 142 

Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
(803) 212-6623 
May 20, 2024 

 
Dear Members of the General Assembly: 
 Enclosed is the Judicial Merit Selection Commission’s Report of 
Candidate Qualifications. This Report is designed to assist you in 
determining how to cast your vote. The Commission is charged by law 
with ascertaining whether judicial candidates are qualified for service on 
the bench. In accordance with this mandate, the Commission has 
thoroughly investigated all judicial candidates for their suitability for 
judicial service. 
 The Commission’s finding that a candidate is qualified means that the 
candidate satisfies both the constitutional criteria for judicial office and 
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the Commission’s evaluative criteria. The attached Report details each 
candidate’s qualifications as they relate to the Commission’s evaluative 
criteria. 
 Judicial candidates are prohibited from asking for your commitment 
until 12:00 Noon on Wednesday, May 22, 2024. Further, members of 
the General Assembly are not permitted to issue letters of 
introduction, announcements of candidacy, statements detailing a 
candidate’s qualifications, or commitments to vote for a candidate 
until 12:00 Noon on Wednesday, May 22, 2024. In summary, no 
member of the General Assembly should, orally or in writing, 
communicate about a candidate’s candidacy until this designated 
time after the release of the Judicial Merit Selection Commission’s 
Report of Candidate Qualifications. If you find a candidate violating 
the pledging prohibitions or if you have questions about this report, 
please contact Erin B. Crawford, Chief Counsel to the Commission, at 
(803) 212-6689. 
 Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 Sincerely, 
 Senator Luke A. Rankin 
 

Judicial Merit Selection Commission 
 

Senator Luke A. Rankin, Chairman   Erin B. Crawford, Chief Counsel 
Rep. Micajah P. “Micah” Caskey IV, Vice Chairman  Patrick Dennis, Counsel 
Sen. Ronnie A. Sabb   
Sen. Scott Talley 
Rep. J. Todd Rutherford 
Rep. Wallace H. “Jay” Jordan, Jr. 
Hope Blackley 
Lucy Grey McIver 
Andrew N. Safran 
J.P. “Pete” Strom Jr. 

 
Post Office Box 142 

Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
(803) 212-6623 
May 20, 2024 

 
Dear Fellow Members of the General Assembly: 
 This letter is written to call your attention to issues raised during the 
December 2003, Judicial Merit Selection hearings concerning a judicial 
candidate’s contact with members of the General Assembly, as well as 
third parties contacting members on a candidate’s behalf. It is also to 
remind you of these issues for the current screening. 
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 Section 2-19-70(C) of the South Carolina Code contains strict 
prohibitions concerning candidates seeking or legislators giving their 
pledges of support or implied endorsement through an introduction prior 
to 48 hours after the release of the final report of the Judicial Merit 
Selection Commission (“Commission”). The purpose of this section is 
to ensure that members of the General Assembly have full access to the 
report prior to being asked by a candidate to pledge his or her support. 
The final sentence of Section 2-19-70(C) provides that “the prohibitions 
of this section do not extend to an announcement of candidacy by the 
candidate and statements by the candidate detailing the candidate’s 
qualifications” (emphasis added). Candidates may not, however, contact 
members of the Commission regarding their candidacy. Please note that 
six members of the Commission are also legislators. 
 In April 2000, the Commission determined that Section 2-19-70(C) 
means no member of the General Assembly should engage in any form 
of communication, written or verbal, concerning a judicial candidate 
before the 48-hour period expires following the release of the 
Commission’s report. The Commission would like to clarify and 
reiterate that until at least 48 hours have expired after the Commission 
has released its final report of candidate qualifications to the General 
Assembly, only candidates, and not members of the General Assembly, 
are permitted to issue letters of introduction, announcements of 
candidacy, or statements detailing the candidates’ qualifications.  
 The Commission would again like to remind members of the General 
Assembly that a violation of the screening law is likely a disqualifying 
offense and must be considered when determining a candidate’s 
fitness for judicial office. Further, the law requires the Commission to 
report any violations of the pledging rules by members of the General 
Assembly to the House or Senate Ethics Committee, as may be 
applicable. 
 Should you have any questions regarding this letter or any other matter 
pertaining to the judicial screening process, please do not hesitate to call 
Erin B. Crawford, Chief Counsel to the Commission, at (803) 212-6689. 
 
 Sincerely, 
 Senator Luke A. Rankin 
 Chairman 

 
INTRODUCTION 

 The Judicial Merit Selection Commission is charged by law to 
consider the qualifications of candidates for the judiciary.  This report 
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details the reasons for the Commission’s findings, as well as each 
candidate’s qualifications as they relate to the Commission’s evaluative 
criteria.  The Commission operates under the law that went into effect 
on July 1, 1997, and which dramatically changed the powers and duties 
of the Commission.  One component of this law is that the Commission’s 
finding of “qualified” or “not qualified” is binding on the General 
Assembly.  The Commission is also cognizant of the need for members 
of the General Assembly to be able to differentiate between candidates 
and, therefore, has attempted to provide as detailed a report as possible. 
 
 The Judicial Merit Selection Commission is composed of ten 
members, four of whom are non-legislators.  The Commission has 
continued the more in-depth screening format started in 1997.  The 
Commission has asked candidates their views on issues peculiar to 
service on the court to which they seek election.  These questions were 
posed in an effort to provide members of the General Assembly with 
more information about candidates and the candidates’ thought 
processes on issues relevant to their candidacies.  The Commission has 
also engaged in a more probing inquiry into the depth of a candidate’s 
experience in areas of practice that are germane to the office he or she is 
seeking.  The Commission feels that candidates should have familiarity 
with the subject matter of the courts for which they offer, and feels that 
candidates’ responses should indicate their familiarity with most major 
areas of the law with which they will be confronted. 
 The Commission also used the Citizens Committees on Judicial 
Qualifications as an adjunct of the Commission.  Since the decisions of 
our judiciary play such an important role in people’s personal and 
professional lives, the Commission believes that all South Carolinians 
should have a voice in the selection of the state’s judges.  It was this 
desire for broad-based grassroots participation that led the Commission 
to create the Citizens Committees on Judicial Qualifications.  These 
committees are composed of individuals who are both racially and 
gender diverse, and who also have a broad range of professional 
experiences (i.e., lawyers, teachers, businessmen, bankers, and 
advocates for various organizations).  The committees were asked to 
advise the Commission on the judicial candidates in their regions.  Each 
regional committee interviewed the candidates from its assigned area 
and also interviewed other individuals in that region who were familiar 
with the candidate either personally or professionally.  Based on those 
interviews and its own investigation, each committee provided the 
Commission with a report on their assigned candidates based on the 
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Commission’s evaluative criteria.  The Commission then used these 
reports as a tool for further investigation of the candidate if the 
committee’s report so warranted.  Summaries of these reports have also 
been included in the Commission’s report for your review. 
 The Commission conducts a thorough investigation of each 
candidate’s professional, personal, and financial affairs, and holds public 
hearings during which each candidate is questioned on a wide variety of 
issues.  The Commission’s investigation focuses on the following 
evaluative criteria: constitutional qualifications, ethical fitness, 
professional and academic ability, character, reputation, physical health, 
mental health, and judicial temperament.  The Commission’s 
investigation includes the following: 
(1) survey of the bench and bar through BallotBox online; 
(2) SLED investigation; 
(3) credit investigation; 
(4) grievance investigation; 
(5) study of application materials; 
(6) verification of ethics compliance; 
(7) search of newspaper articles; 
(8) conflict of interest investigation; 
(9) court schedule study; 
(10) study of appellate record; 
(11) court observation; and 
(12) investigation of complaints. 
 While the law provides that the Commission must make findings as to 
qualifications, the Commission views its role as also including an 
obligation to consider candidates in the context of the judiciary on which 
they would serve and, to some degree, govern.  To that end, the 
Commission inquires as to the quality of justice delivered in the 
courtrooms of South Carolina and seeks to impart, through its 
questioning, the view of the public as to matters of legal knowledge and 
ability, judicial temperament, and the absoluteness of the Judicial 
Canons of Conduct as to recusal for conflict of interest, prohibition of ex 
parte communication, and the disallowance of the acceptance of gifts.  
However, the Commission is not a forum for reviewing the individual 
decisions of the state’s judicial system absent credible allegations of a 
candidate’s violations of the Judicial Canons of Conduct, the Rules of 
Professional Conduct, or any of the Commission’s nine evaluative 
criteria that would impact a candidate’s fitness for judicial service. 
 The Commission expects each candidate to possess a basic level of 
legal knowledge and ability, to have experience that would be applicable 
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to the office sought, and to exhibit a strong adherence to codes of ethical 
behavior.  These expectations are all important, and excellence in one 
category does not make up for deficiencies in another. 
 Routine questions related to compliance with ethical Canons 
governing ethics and financial interests are now administered through a 
written questionnaire sent to candidates and completed by them in 
advance of each candidate’s staff interview.  These issues are no longer 
automatically made a part of the public hearing process unless a concern 
or question was raised during the investigation of the candidate.  The 
necessary public record of a candidate’s pledge to uphold the Canons is 
his or her completed and sworn questionnaire. 
 This report is the culmination of lengthy, detailed investigatory work 
and public hearings.  The Commission takes its responsibilities 
seriously, believing that the quality of justice delivered in South 
Carolina’s courtrooms is directly affected by the thoroughness of its 
screening process.  Please carefully consider the contents of this report, 
which we believe will help you make a more informed decision.  Please 
note that the candidates’ responses included herein are restated 
verbatim from the documents that the candidates submitted as part 
of their application to the Judicial Merit Selection Commission.  All 
candidates were informed that the Commission does not revise or 
alter the candidates’ submissions, and thus, any errors or omissions 
in the information contained in this draft report existed in the 
original documents that the candidate submitted to the Commission. 
 This report conveys the Commission’s findings as to the qualifications 
of all candidates currently offering for election to the South Carolina 
Supreme Court. 
 

SUPREME COURT 
QUALIFIED AND NOMINATED 

 
The Honorable Blake A. Hewitt 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED AND NOMINATED 
 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 
Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Hewitt meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
justice. 
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Judge Hewitt was born in 1978. He is 45 years old and a resident of 
Conway, South Carolina. Judge Hewitt provided in his application that 
he has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate past 
five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 2005.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Hewitt. 
 
Judge Hewitt demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of Judicial 
Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he has not made any campaign expenditures. 
Judge Hewitt testified he has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
 
Judge Hewitt testified that he is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour rule 
regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Hewitt to be intelligent and 
knowledgeable.   
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he has taught the following law-related 
courses: 
(a) From January of 2018 to May of 2018 I was employed by the 
University of South Carolina Law School as an Adjunct Professor 
teaching Appellate Advocacy; 
(b) I lectured on techniques of oral advocacy at the 2016 “Prosecution 
Bootcamp” for new prosecutors, hosted by the Prosecution Coordination 
Commission.  I delivered the same presentation at the Solicitor’s 
Association’s Annual Convention later that same year; 
(c) I presented on the topic of appellate practice at the Bridge the Gap 
programs in 2015 and 2016; 
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(d) I lectured on oral advocacy at the 2016 SC Bar “SC Lawyer’s Guide 
to Appellate Practice” Program; 
(e) I gave “case law update” presentations to all attendees at the Injured 
Workers’ Advocates organization’s Annual Conventions in 2010, 2011, 
2013, 2014, 2015, 2016, and 2017.  During the same 2016 and 2017 
Annual Conventions I moderated a discussion about appellate practice 
with the appellate judges attending the conference; 
(f) In 2015 I gave a presentation that dealt with issues surrounding the 
admission of forensic interviews in criminal sexual conduct cases as part 
of the SC Bar’s annual “It’s All A Game” seminar.  I updated this 
presentation for the same seminar in 2021; 
(g) I shared presentations on special filing procedures in professional 
negligence cases as a part of the annual Tort Law Update hosted by the 
SC Bar in 2014 and 2015; 
(h) I lectured on error preservation and techniques of developing a 
record for an eventual appeal at the 2013 SC Bar Program “Introduction 
to Birth Injury Litigation;” 
(i)  I was a member of a panel discussion on indigent defense funding 
at the Charleston School  of Law’s symposium celebrating the 50th 
anniversary of the U.S. Supreme Court’s decision in Gideon v. 
Wainwright; 
(j) I gave speeches on effective legal writing at a local CLE Program, 
“What Every Lawyer should know to Enjoy (or Survive) the Practice of 
Law” in 2012 and 2013; 
(k) I lectured on handling appeals effectively at the South Carolina 
Association for Justice’s 2012 Annual Convention; 
(l) I gave a “case law update” at the South Carolina Association for 
Justice’s 2016 Annual Convention; 
(m) I spoke about the strategy and method of working an appellate case 
as part of the “2018-2019 Appellate Practice Project” in November of 
2018; 
(n) I gave a family court “case law update” as part of the Horry County 
Family Court Bar’s “Family Law Seminar” in February of 2020; 
(o) I participated in a panel discussion explaining the process of 
running for judicial office as part of the 2021 SC Bar Convention; 
(p) I participated in a Q & A about the appellate process for the SC 
Workers’ Compensation Educational Association’s Annual Conference 
in 2021; 
(q) I participated in a panel discussion about the appellate process as 
part of the Injured Workers’ Advocates Annual Convention in 2021; 
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(r) I participated in a panel discussion about the appellate process for 
the Coastal American Inn of Court in February of 2021; 
(s) I participated in a panel discussion about written and oral advocacy 
for the SC School Board Association’s Council of School Attorneys in 
May of 2022; 
(t) I gave a presentation titled “Update from the Court of Appeals” at the 
Horry County Bar Association’s annual CLE in October of 2022; 
(u) I participated in an oral argument demonstration as part of the SC 
Bar Association’s “Appellate Advocacy Workshop” in November of 
2022; 
(v) I presented a program about how to challenge an expert’s 
qualifications as part of the Horry County Family Court Bar’s “Family 
Law Seminar” in February of 2023; 
(w) I moderated a panel discussion on criminal appeals as part of the 
SC Appellate Judges Conference in March of 2023. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he has published the following: 

(a) Appellate Practice in South Carolina Jean Hoefer 
Toal et al. (SC Bar CLE 2016), Editorial Board. 

 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Hewitt did not reveal evidence 
of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against him. 
 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Hewitt did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status.  Judge Hewitt has handled his 
financial affairs responsibly. 
 
The Commission also noted that Judge Hewitt was punctual and 
attentive in his dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with his diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Hewitt reported that his last available rating by a legal rating 
organization was Best Lawyer in the areas of Appellate Practice and 
Personal Injury Litigation - Plaintiffs. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported the following military service: 
From June of 2001 to August of 2001, I was an officer candidate in the 
United States Marine Corps.  A week before the end of Officer Candidate 
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School, I declined a commission as a Second Lieutenant and was 
released from my orders.  To my knowledge, I did not have a rank or a 
serial number.  The character of my discharge was “dropping on 
request.” 
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he has never held public office other than 
judicial office. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Hewitt appears to be physically capable of performing the duties 
of the office he seeks. 
 
(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Hewitt appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties of 
the office he seeks. 
 
(8) Experience: 
Judge Hewitt was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 2005. 
 
He gave the following account of his legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 

(a) From August of 2005 to July of 2008, I served as a 
judicial law clerk and legislative liaison to the Honorable 
Jean H. Toal, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of South 
Carolina. 
(b) From July of 2008 to August of 2009, I served as a 
judicial law clerk to the Honorable Joseph F. Anderson, Jr., 
United States District Judge for the District of South 
Carolina. 
(c) From August of 2009 until November of 2019, I was 
in private practice with the same law firm.  When I joined 
the firm it was Bluestein Nichols Thompson & Delgado.  
When I left, it was Bluestein Thompson Sullivan.  My 
primary area of practice was appellate litigation but I was 
routinely involved in work at the Circuit Court and District 
Court level as either lead counsel or consulting counsel. 
(d) From January of 2018 to May of 2018 I was 
employed by the University of South Carolina Law School 
as an Adjunct Professor teaching Appellate Advocacy. 
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(e) From January of 2020 to the present time I have been 
honored to serve the people of South Carolina as a judge 
on the Court of Appeals. 

 
Judge Hewitt reported the frequency of his court appearances prior to his 
service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal: Fairly infrequent. Five to ten percent of cases. 
(b) State:  Regularly. Multiple oral arguments each year with various 
other in-court appearances. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported the percentage of his practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters prior to his service on the bench as 
follows: 
(a) Civil:  80%; 
(b) Criminal: 10%; 
(c) Domestic: 10%; 
(d) Other:  0%. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported his practice in trial court prior to his service on 
the bench as follows: 
(a) 30% settled prior to trial; 
(b) 2 cases went to trial and resulted in a verdict; 
(c) 8 cases went to trial and resolved after the plaintiff’s or State’s case; 
(d) 0 cases settled after a jury was selected, but prior to opening 
statements. 
 
Judge Hewitt provided the following regarding the past five years prior 
to his service on the bench and counsel roles: 
Most of my work in Circuit Court, District Court, and Administrative 
Agencies (specifically, the Workers’ Compensation Commission) 
involved merits-based motions and hearings for which I had chief 
responsibility.  Prior to being elected as a judge in 2019, my most recent 
criminal trial was as co-counsel in a murder case that was tried to a jury 
in January of 2014.  My most recent civil trial was as co-counsel in a 
bench trial in June of 2017. 
 
The following is Judge Hewitt’s account of his five most significant 
litigated matters: 

(a) Marshall v. Dodds, 426 S.C. 453, 827 S.E.2d 570 
(2019).  This case analyzes how the statute of repose for 
medical malpractice actions applies in the situation where 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 13 

there are multiple breaches of the standard of care over an 
extensive period of time. 
(b) Rhame v. Charleston County Sch. Dist., 412 S.C. 273, 
772 S.E.2d 159 (2015). This case holds that the Workers’ 
Compensation Commission may entertain petitions for 
rehearing.  It overrules three previous decisions that had 
incorrectly suggested otherwise and brings the comp 
commission’s practice in line with that of other 
administrative agencies. 
(c) Ranucci v. Crain, 409 S.C. 493, 763 S.E.2d 189 
(2014).  This case correctly holds that the pre-suit notice of 
intent statute for medical malpractice cases (section 15-79-
125) completely incorporates the affidavit statute from the 
Frivolous Civil Proceedings Sanctions Act (section 15-36-
100), reversing a decision to the contrary by the Court of 
Appeals. 
(d) Bone v. U.S. Food Service, 404 S.C. 67, 744 S.E.2d 
552 (2013).  This case resolves a long-standing conflict 
between the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals 
about immediate appealability in administrative cases.  
This conflict historically resulted in a substantial amount 
of waste for litigants and for the court system.  The rule is 
not perfect, but Bone correctly forces everyone to examine 
appealability in administrative cases through the lens of the 
Administrative Procedures Act. 
(e) Ex Parte Brown, 393 S.C. 214, 711 S.E.2d 899 
(2011).  This case holds that when an attorney is appointed 
to represent an indigent defendant, the takings clause of the 
Constitution requires that the attorney receive reasonable 
compensation for his services.  This was a break from prior 
precedent.  I was deeply honored to represent the South 
Carolina Bar which filed a brief as a friend of the Court. 

 
The following is Judge Hewitt’s account of five civil appeals he has 
personally handled: 
(a) Traynum v. Scavens, 416 S.C. 197, 786 S.E.2d 115 (2016); 
(b) Roddey v. Wal-Mart, 415 S.C. 580, 784 S.E.2d 670 (2016); 
(c) McAlhaney v. McElveen, 413 S.C. 299, 775 S.E.2d 411 (Ct. App. 
2015); 
(d) Skipper v. ACE Property & Casualty Ins. Co., 413 S.C. 33, 775 
S.E.2d 37 (2015); 
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(e) Lewis v. LB Dynasty, 411 S.C. 637, 770 S.E.2d 393 (2015). 
 
The following is Judge Hewitt’s account of five criminal appeals he has 
personally handled: 
(a) State v. Sims, 426 S.C. 115, 825 S.E.2d 731 (Ct. App. 2019); 
(b)  State v. Torrence, Op. No. 2013-UP-152 (S.C. Ct. App. filed Apr. 
10, 2013); 
(c) State v. Whitesides, 397 S.C. 313, 725 S.E.2d 487 (2012); 
(d) State v. Jennings, 394 S.C. 473, 716 S.E.2d 91 (2011); 
(e) Ex Parte Brown, 393 S.C. 214, 711 S.E.2d 899 (2011) (represented 
amicus curiae). 
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he has held the following judicial office(s): 
I was elected by the General Assembly to the Court of Appeals in 
February of 2019. I did not begin serving until after the Honorable Paul 
Short retired the following December.  My service began in January of 
2020.  I have served continuously since that time and am grateful beyond 
words to the General Assembly for my reelection last year. 
 
The Court of Appeals predominantly has appellate jurisdiction and 
performs the first stage of appellate review for the vast majority of 
appeals that are filed in the unified judicial system.  The only exceptions 
are the seven categories of cases (the six listed in Rule 203, (d)(1)(A), 
SCACR, plus “certificate of need” cases pursuant to the recent 
amendments to that law) that skip the Court of Appeals and proceed 
directly to the Supreme Court.  In addition to its appellate jurisdiction, 
the Court of Appeals hears pretrial motions to suppress wire, oral, or 
electronic communications under the “South Carolina Homeland 
Security Act” if there is a claim the communications were illegally 
intercepted. 
 
Judge Hewitt provided the following list of his most significant orders 
or opinions: 
(a) Fairfield Waverly, LLC v. Dorchester Cnty. Assessor, 432 S.C. 
287, 852 S.E.2d 739 (Ct. App. 2020); 
(b) Arcadia Lakes v. S.C. Dep’t of Health & Env’t Control, 433 S.C. 
47, 855 S.E.2d 325 (Ct. App. 2021); 
(c) Est. of Jane Doe 202 v. City of N. Charleston, 433 S.C. 444, 858 
S.E.2d 814 (Ct. App. 2021) affirmed in result 441 S.C. 131, 893 S.E.2d 
319 (2023); 
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(d) Encore Tech. Grp., LLC v. Trask, 436 S.C. 289, 871 S.E.2d 608 
(Ct. App. 2021);  
(e) State v. Williams, 437 S.C. 100, 876 S.E.2d 324 (2022). 
 
Judge Hewitt reported no other employment while serving as a judge. 
 
Judge Hewitt further reported the following regarding unsuccessful 
candidacies: 
In 2012 I ran unsuccessfully for the South Carolina House of 
Representatives, District #105.  For a brief period in May, I was the 
Republican nominee for this office, however I was disqualified as a 
candidate as a result of the Supreme Court of South Carolina’s decision 
in Florence County Democratic Party v. Florence County Republican 
Party, which invalidated the filing directions that the South Carolina 
Election Commission issued to all candidates.  I pursued a petition 
candidacy following this decision and was certified by the Election 
Commission as a petition candidate for the November 2012 general 
election.  I did not win the general election.  I filed my final financial 
report in April of 2013. 
 
In 2014 I ran unsuccessfully for the Court of Appeals, seat 7.  This 
vacancy was created when Judge Danny Pieper retired.  I was deeply 
honored to be found qualified and nominated by the JMSC.  I withdrew 
from the race a week before the election, which Judge Stephanie 
McDonald won. 
 
In 2017 I ran unsuccessfully for the Court of Appeals, seat 9.  This 
vacancy was created by Judge James Lockemy’s elevation to Chief 
Judge.  I was deeply honored to again be found qualified and nominated 
by the JMSC.  I withdrew from the race the morning of the election, 
which then-Judge (now-Justice) Gary Hill won. 
 
(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Hewitt’s temperament has been, 
and would continue to be, excellent. 
 
(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Pee Dee Citizens Committee on Judicial Qualification found Judge 
Hewitt to be “Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional 
qualifications, physical health, and mental stability; and “Well-
Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and 
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academic ability, character, reputation, experience, and judicial 
temperament. The Committee had no related or summary comments. 
 
Judge Hewitt is married to Emma Catherine Hewitt.  He has one child. 
 
Judge Hewitt reported that he was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 
(a) South Carolina Bar: Trial & Appellate Advocacy Section, Council 
Member (July 2010 - July 2013); Judicial Qualifications Committee, 
Committee Member (March 2011 - August 2012); Young Lawyers 
Division, Long-Range Planning Committee, Committee Member (July 
2010 - July 2012); Young Lawyers Division, 15th Circuit Representative 
(July 2013 - July 2015); Young Lawyers Foundation Board, Board 
Member (November 2013 - July 2015). 
(b) Horry County Bar Association. 
(c) South Carolina Supreme Court Historical Society. 
(d) Injured Workers Advocates: Judicial Affairs Committee, 
Committee Member (March 2010 - Feb. 2019). 
(e) South Carolina Association for Justice: Legislative Steering 
Committee, Committee Member (November 2010 - Feb. 2019). 
(f) Coastal American Inn of Court: Community Service Chair (Jan. 
2014 - Sept. 2019), Judicial Officer (Sept. 2019 - present). 
 
Judge Hewitt provided that he was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 
(a) Waccamaw Sertoma Club.  Board Member (July 2013 - Aug. 
2019), President (August 2016 - July 2017); 
(b) City of Conway Board of Zoning Appeals (April 2013 - Feb. 2019); 
(c) City of Conway Downtown Alive; 
(d) Compleat Lawyer Award (Silver), USC Law School.\ 
 
Judge Hewitt further reported: 
I have written this before, but it remains true that any good qualities I 
possess are the result of the many strong and positive influences in my 
life.  I was blessed to have parents who loved me and invested in me 
heavily.  I was also fortunate to have several people outside of my 
immediate family show interest in me and help shape my development 
by serving as mentors.  My greatest professional goal has always been 
to honor these wonderful individuals.  I know that any success I 
experience will be the result of them lifting me on their shoulders.   
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We all draw from wells that we did not dig; we are all stewards of the 
investments that others made in us.  I hope that I have gone about my 
service as a judge in a way that reflects the lessons of hard work and 
humility that so many people gave and modeled for me.   
 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
The Commission continues to be impressed with Judge Hewitt’s 
demeanor.  In addition, his prior experience and outstanding reputation 
as an appellate lawyer, as well as his service on the Court of Appeals, 
would be beneficial should he ascend to the Supreme Court.  
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Hewitt qualified, and nominated him for 
election to Supreme Court, Seat 3. 
 

The Honorable Jocelyn Newman 
Supreme Court, Seat 3 

 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED AND NOMINATED 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 
Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Newman meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
justice. 
 
Judge Newman was born in 1977.  She is 46 years old and a resident of 
Columbia, South Carolina.  Judge Newman provided in her application 
that she has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate 
past five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 
2004.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Newman. 
 
Judge Newman demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of Judicial 
Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she has not made any campaign 
expenditures. 
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Judge Newman testified she has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
 
Judge Newman testified that she is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour 
rule regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Newman to be intelligent and 
knowledgeable.   
 
Judge Newman reported that she has taught the following law-related 
courses: 
(a) I “teach” an online, self-paced undergraduate course at Benedict 
College.  Over a six-week period (March – April 2023 and March-April 
2024), “Court Systems” outlines the differences between federal and 
state courts and their hierarchy, the roles and titles of those involved in 
the court system, and the basic differences between the types of cases 
heard by each of the courts. 
(b) In January 2024, my father and I were speakers for a “fireside chat” 
at the national meeting of the American Board of Trial Advocates in 
Biloxi, Mississippi.  Our focus was our experiences serving on the bench 
together. 
(c) In September 2023, I spoke to a group of high school students at the 
South Carolina Statehouse as part of the James Otis Lecture Series 
hosted by the South Carolina Chapter of the American Board of Trial 
Advocates.  This presentation celebrated Constitution Day. 
(d) In June 2023, I was the featured speaker for Project Serv, a lecture 
series hosted by North Carolina Central University.  The program was 
entitled “Justice and Resilience: An Eagle Strong Listening Session with 
the Honorable Jocelyn Newman, South Carolina Circuit Court Judge” 
and concerned my experiences on the bench and advice for students 
considering entering the legal field. 
(e) In July 2022, I spoke at the Orientation School for Magistrates and 
Municipal Judges and gave advice to summary court judges on how to 
handle common occurrences in court for which there is no specific 
guidance via rule or statute. 
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(f) In March 2022, I was one of several female judges who spoke on 
various topics for Women’s History Month.  “Virtual Fireside Chats: 
Beyond the Robe” was presented by the South Carolina Bar Diversity 
Committee. 
(g) I made a presentation at the General Sessions Breakfast held by the 
South Carolina Bar’s Young Lawyers Division in October 2019. 
(h) In October 2019, I made a short presentation and acted as a mock 
trial judge for at a workshop held for young lawyers by the South 
Carolina Bar’s Trial and Appellate Advocacy Section. 
(i) In November 2018, I, along with several other Circuit Court judges, 
participated in a panel discussion about recent appellate decisions in 
criminal cases at the Solicitors’ Conference. 
(j) I gave brief introductory remarks to attorneys attending the Richland 
County Bar Association’s Annual Free Ethics Seminar in October 2017. 
(k) In July 2017, I spoke to a group of practicing attorneys as part of 
the Richland County Bar Association’s “Big Dogs” program. 
(l) At the Auntie Karen Foundation’s Young Entrepreneurs Conference 
in October 2016, I led a discussion panel regarding the practice of law. 
(m) In July 2016, I was a lecturer on evidence during the Orientation 
School for Magistrates and Municipal Judges, presented by South 
Carolina Court Administration. 
(n) I participated as a panelist at the South Carolina Bar’s Colors of 
Justice program for middle and high school students in February 2016. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she has published the following: 
(a) “Standing Your Ground” in Civil Actions, The Defense Line (South 
Carolina Defense Trial Attorneys’ Association, Columbia, SC), Fall 
2013, Author 
(b) C. Tyson Nettles, Unsung Hero, S.C. Young Lawyer, Aug. 2011, 
Author 
(c) Judicial Profile of The Honorable Clifton Newman, The Defense 
Line (South Carolina Defense Trial Attorneys’ Association, Columbia, 
SC), Spring 2009, Author 
 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Newman did not reveal 
evidence of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against 
her. 
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The Commission’s investigation of Judge Newman did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status.  Judge Newman has handled her 
financial affairs responsibly. 
 
The Commission also noted that Judge Newman was punctual and 
attentive in her dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with her diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Newman reported that she is not rated by any legal rating 
organization. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she has not served in the military. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she has never held public office other than 
judicial office. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Newman appears to be physically capable of performing the duties 
of the office she seeks. 
 
(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Newman appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties 
of the office she seeks. 
 
(8) Experience: 
Judge Newman was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 2004. 
 
She gave the following account of her legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 

(a) Judicial Law Clerk for the Honorable G. Thomas 
Cooper, Jr., 2004-05 – For approximately the first half of 
my clerkship year, Judge Cooper served as Chief 
Administrative Judge for the Court of General Sessions in 
the Fifth Judicial Circuit.  Therefore, my job duties 
included conducting research on criminal and 
constitutional questions as well as observing a variety of 
criminal procedures.  I also assisted with the evaluation, 
trial (which ultimately became a guilty plea), and 
sentencing in a death penalty matter.  During the remainder 
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of my time with Judge Cooper, he began to hear civil cases 
as well.  I assisted him by preparing jury charges and 
verdict forms, researching important issues, preparing 
Orders, and communicating with counsel.  While I handled 
certain administrative matters (such as scheduling), no 
financial management was involved. 
(b) Assistant Solicitor in Richland County, 2005-07 – I 
served under then-Solicitor W. “Barney” Giese, acting as 
lead (and often sole) prosecutor for a variety of 
misdemeanor and low-level felony crimes.  I tried cases 
and presented guilty pleas in both Summary and Circuit 
Courts.  I also participated as co-counsel in several serious 
and most serious felony cases, including murder, arson, 
and armed robbery.  No financial management of any kind 
was involved. 
(c) Associate Attorney at Richardson Plowden & 
Robinson, P.A., 2007-2015 – From 2007 until mid-2008, I 
worked in the “Lobbying and Governmental Affairs” 
practice group as a registered lobbyist.  I also represented 
both plaintiffs and defendants in litigation and 
administrative matters related to governmental regulation.  
Beginning in 2008, I moved to the firm’s litigation practice 
group and began doing insurance defense work.  At that 
time, I represented defendants in matters concerning 
personal injury, construction defects, civil rights violations, 
and real property.  I also did a limited amount of criminal 
defense work and served as appointed counsel in Family 
Court and Post-Conviction Relief actions.  In this position, 
I did not handle administrative matters; and although I 
reviewed billing statements to be sent to clients, I did not 
participate in collection of monies or have any role with 
the firm’s finances. 
(d) Attorney at The DeQuincey Newman Law Firm / JT 
Newman, LLC), 2015-16 – During this time, I represented 
plaintiffs in personal injury actions as well as defendants in 
criminal matters, both in Summary and Circuit Courts 
across the State of South Carolina.  This career move 
began as a joint venture but soon became a solo practice.  
During this time, I maintained a trust account and an 
operating account.  Both accounts were open for 
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approximately four months only and were closed soon after 
my election to the bench. 
(e) Circuit Court Judge, 2016-present – Since that time, I 
have served as Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes 
for General Sessions (2017) and for Common Pleas (2019, 
2022, and July 2023-present).  No financial duties are 
involved. 

 
Judge Newman reported the frequency of her court appearances prior to 
her service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal: several times a year; 
(b) State:  weekly. 
 
Judge Newman reported the percentage of her practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters prior to her service on the bench as 
follows: 
(a) Civil:  90%; 
(b) Criminal: 5%; 
(c) Domestic: 5%; 
(d) Other:  0%. 
 
Judge Newman reported the percentage of her practice in trial court prior 
to her service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Jury:  50%; 
(b) Non-jury: 50%. 
 
Judge Newman provided that during the past five years prior to her 
service on the bench she most often served as sole counsel. 
 
The following is Judge Newman’s account of her five most significant 
litigated matters: 

(a) King v. American General Finance, Inc., 386 S.C. 82 
(2009) – In this case, I represented the plaintiffs, each of 
whom had obtained loans from Defendant American 
General Finance, Inc.  Plaintiffs alleged that Defendant 
violated the “attorney preference statute” (S.C. Code § 37-
10-102) by lending money but failing to determine the 
borrower’s preference for legal counsel to be involved in 
the transaction at the time of the loan application.  This 
case was significant in that it lent judicial interpretation to 
the “attorney preference statute” and established that the 
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law requires that such preference be determined 
contemporaneously with the credit application.  The 
appellate court also reversed the trial court’s decertification 
of the case as a class action. 
(b) Kelly v. White, 2011 WL 939015 (not reported in 
F.Supp.2d) – In this action, I represented the defendants, 
all of whom are employees of the South Carolina 
Department of Corrections (“SCDC”).  Plaintiff, an inmate, 
filed this action pursuant to 14 U.S.C. §1983, alleging that 
his civil rights were violated by the use of excessive force 
against him.  This case is significant in that the court’s 
decision turned on its determination of whether equitable 
tolling should apply to the statute of limitations.  The court 
determined that where prisoners attempt to exhaust all 
available administrative remedies within SCDC, yet SCDC 
fails to respond to their written requests, the statute of 
limitations will be equitably tolled for only one hundred 
fourteen days – the total length of SCDC’s internal 
grievance procedure when properly used.  Thus, “the 114-
day rule” was established in prisoners’ civil rights actions 
involving SCDC. 
(c) State of South Carolina v. Alphonso Simmons (not 
reported) – I represented the State of South Carolina as an 
Assistant Solicitor in this action.  The defendant was 
charged with approximately 60 offenses at the time, both in 
Richland and Kershaw Counties.  We elected to try him on 
14 of those offenses – 5 counts of armed robbery, 8 counts 
of kidnapping and 1 count of grand larceny.  This case was 
significant in that there were significant disputes about the 
relevance, introduction, and suppression of certain 
evidence, all of which arose because the defendant was on 
a “crime spree” throughout Richland and Kershaw 
Counties.  Therefore, much of the evidence related to the 
case being tried was discovered at other crime scenes, and 
the introduction of that evidence could potentially infringe 
on the defendant’s presumption of innocence and his right 
to remain silent.  Ultimately, the case was tried to jury, and 
a guilty verdict was rendered on all 14 charges. 
(d) Crusader v. Thomas Robinson, 2009-CP-18-2300 (not 
reported) – In this trial I represented the plaintiff, a rent-to-
own company who filed a claim and delivery action 
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against the defendant in Magistrate’s Court.  The defendant 
filed several counterclaims, which moved the case to 
Circuit Court.  The case was tried over a seven-day period 
in the Dorchester County Court of Common Pleas.  This 
action was significant to my legal career because I was 
able to win a directed verdict on my case-in-chief.  In 
addition, the remainder of the trial involved a wide range 
of legal issues, including the authentication of evidence, 
impeachment of several witnesses, a witness’s misconduct 
during trial, opposing counsel’s absence from trial, 
opposing counsel’s improper statements during opening 
statements and closing arguments, and many, many other 
issues.  The jury’s verdict (in favor of the plaintiff on the 
defendant’s counterclaims) rested on the distinction 
between liability and damages.  Post-trial motions were 
filed and argued regarding the potential impropriety of the 
jury’s findings and whether the court should grant an 
additur – all of which were denied. 
(e) Barnhill v. Barnold, 2007-CP-40-2358 (not reported) 
– In this case, I represented the defendant, a corporation 
owned by the ex-wife of the plaintiff.  The plaintiff had 
done work for the company without pay since its inception 
in the 1980’s.  After the parties’ divorce, the plaintiff sued 
for 25 years’ worth of wages.  This trial was significant in 
that it was an equitable matter tried in the Court of 
Common Pleas with an advisory jury – an uncommon 
occurrence in litigation.  The advisory jury returned its 
verdict along with a note to the court explaining how they 
arrived at the verdict.  Despite his request for the advisory 
jury, the plaintiff disagreed with its decision and petitioned 
the court for a judgment far more than that which was 
awarded by the jury.  Ultimately, the court entered a 
judgment identical to the one advised by the jury. 

 
The following is Judge Newman’s account of the civil appeal she has 
personally handled: 
Herron v. Century BMW, 387 S.C. 525 (S.C. Sup. Ct. Apr. 19, 2010). 
 
The following is Judge Newman’s account of the criminal appeals she 
has personally handled: 
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I was employed as an Assistant Solicitor for the Fifth Judicial Circuit 
from 2005 to 2007.  During that time, I represented the State of South 
Carolina in several appeals from the summary courts.  I am unsure of the 
names of any of those cases and do not believe that any of them were 
reported. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she has held the following judicial 
office(s): 
I was elected to the Circuit Court, South Carolina’s court of general 
jurisdiction, on February 3, 2016.  I took the oath of office in February 
2016 and have served continuously since that time. 
 
Judge Newman provided the following list of her most significant orders 
or opinions: 

(a) Freddie Eugene Owens v. Bryan P. Stirling, No. 
2021-CP-40-02306, Order Granting Declaratory and 
Injunctive Relief (Sep. 6, 2022) – In this matter, the Court 
heard significant testimony concerning the State’s newly-
enacted death penalty statute.  I issued an order in which I 
found the subject manners of execution to be 
unconstitutional.  This, in some respects, began a chain 
reaction which ended in the General Assembly passing 
important “shield law” legislation. 
(b) Robert Durden Inglis v. The South Carolina 
Republican Party, No. 2019-CP-40-05486, Order Denying 
Plaintiffs’ Motion for Injunctive Relief (Dec. 11, 2019) – 
This case resolved the issue as to whether the South 
Carolina Republican Party was required to conduct a 
presidential preference primary when the party’s 
nomination of Donald J. Trump was a foregone 
conclusion.  I ruled that much like when the Democratic 
Party nominated Barack Obama without conducting a 
primary, the Republican Party was not required to. 
(c) State of South Carolina v. Hykeem Dontavious 
Golson, No. 2017-GS-40-01921 – In this matter, I accepted 
a guilty plea and imposed sentence on Defendant, who 
burned a puppy in a church parking lot, ultimately causing 
its death.  This case drew the largest number of spectators 
of any case I have handled and was of particular interest to 
animal rights activists and media outlets even outside the 
State of South Carolina. 
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(d) State of South Carolina v. Rickey Dean Tate, No. 
2018-GS-46-03992 – I presided in the trial of this case, 
where Defendant was charged with several drug offenses.  
The forty-one-year-old was convicted only of possession 
with intent to distribute crack cocaine.  However, that 
conviction was the third of “three strikes,” with both other 
convictions being drug offenses.  This was the first and 
only time that I sentenced someone to serve life without 
the possibility of parole. 
(e) State of South Carolina v. William S. Crump, Jr., No. 
2018-GS-24-00386 – I presided in the trial of this case, 
where Defendant was accused of sexually abusing and 
neglecting his minor children.  Despite both children 
giving credible testimony, Defendant was acquitted of the 
sexual abuse charges.  While speaking to the jurors 
afterwards, I learned of jurors’ strong need for forensic 
evidence and was reminded of the difficult undertaking 
that is jury duty. 

 
Judge Newman reported the following regarding her employment while 
serving as a judge: 
Since March 2023, I have been employed as an adjunct professor at 
Benedict College.  I have taught only one course, “The Court System,” 
an online, self-paced course for undergraduate students.  Because of the 
nature of the course, my only responsibilities have been grading 
students’ assignments for approximately six weeks in Spring 2023 and 
another six weeks in Spring 2024.  My direct supervisor is Lisa Taylor, 
Interim Chair of the Criminal Justice Administration and Social Sciences 
Department. 
 
Judge Newman further reported the following regarding unsuccessful 
candidacies: 
In August 2012, I was a candidate for Circuit Court Judge.  JMSC found 
me “qualified, but not nominated.”  The same occurred when I ran for 
Circuit Court Judge in August 2014. 
 
(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Newman’s temperament has been, 
and would continue to be, excellent. 
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(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Midlands Citizens Committee on Judicial Qualification found Judge 
Newman to be “Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional 
qualifications, physical health, and mental stability; and “Well-
Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and 
academic ability, character, reputation, experience, and judicial 
temperament. The Committee had no related or summary comments.  
 
Judge Newman is not married.  She does not have any children. 
 
Judge Newman reported that she was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 
(a) South Carolina Bar, Member 
(b) John Belton O’Neall Inn of Court, Member 
  President, March 2024-present 
  President-Elect, 2022-2024 
  Treasurer, 2014-2016 
(c) American Bar Association, Member 
 
Judge Newman provided that she was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 
(a) Commission on Judicial Conduct 
(b) South Carolina Bar’s ADR Commission 
(c) South Carolina’s Criminal Justice Act Task Force 
(d) South Carolina Delegate for the National Courts and Sciences 
Institute 
(e) Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc. 
(f) American Mensa 
 
Judge Newman further reported: 
My life has been enriched by my time on the Circuit Court bench, and I 
have grown in ways that I could not have imagined.  I look forward to 
the opportunity to continue that growth and positive contribution to the 
South Carolina Judicial Branch. 
 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
The Commission commented that Judge Newman has a wide range of 
experience from her time in private practice, in addition to her time 
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serving as a Circuit Court judge. The Commission further commented 
that she is a rising star within the Judiciary.  
 
One affidavit was filed against Judge Newman by Ms. Rhonda Meisner. 
The Commission thoroughly reviewed all documents while carefully 
considering the allegations and the nine evaluative criteria provided in 
statute. At the public hearing, the Commission heard testimony and 
questioned the complainant, and allowed Judge Newman to reply to the 
allegations. 
 
After thoroughly reviewing the complaint and hearing testimony at the 
public hearing, the Commission does not find a failing on the part of 
Judge Newman in the nine evaluative criteria. 
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Newman qualified, and nominated her for 
election to Supreme Court, Seat 3. 
 

The Honorable Letitia H. Verdin 
Supreme Court, Seat 3 

 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED AND NOMINATED 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 
Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Verdin meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
Justice. 
 
Judge Verdin was born in 1970.  She is 53 years old and a resident of 
Greenville, South Carolina.  Judge Verdin provided in her application 
that she has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate 
past five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 
1997.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Verdin. 
 
Judge Verdin demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of Judicial 
Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
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Judge Verdin reported that she has made $254.40 in campaign 
expenditures for postage, printed cards, and business cards.  
 
Judge Verdin testified she has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
 
Judge Verdin testified that she is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour 
rule regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Verdin to be intelligent and 
knowledgeable.   
 
Judge Verdin reported that she has taught the following law-related 
courses: 

(a) I made a presentation on Children’s Law to Furman 
Pre-Law Society in 2015. 
(b) I addressed the S.C. Women Lawyers Association in 
2012 on the topic of running for judicial seats. 
(c) I addressed the S.C. Women Lawyers Association in 
2012 on the topic of changes in the legal profession 
affecting women. 
(d) I addressed the Greenville Bar Association during its 
2012 Law Week Luncheon concerning civility in the 
practice of law. 
(e) I addressed the Public Defenders Conference in 2012 
on the topic “A View from the Bench.” 
(f) I served on a Judicial Panel for the S.C. Defense Trial 
Attorneys Conference in 2012. 
(g) I spoke to the S.C.Bar in 2013 regarding the 
Essentials of Criminal Practice. 
(h) I addressed the S.C. Solicitor’s Conference in 2013 on 
the topic of Mental Health Issues in General Sessions 
Court. 
(i) I addressed the S.C. Bar in 2014 at the 23rd Annual 
Criminal Practice in S.C. 
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(j) I spoke to the S.C. Solicitor’s Conference in 2014 with 
Tom Traxler on the Psychology of Persuasion. 
(k) I presented to the Women’s Leadership Institute at 
Furman University in 2015 on the topic of Women in the 
Law. 
(l) I spoke at a S.C. Bar CLE in 2015 with Tom Traxler on 
the Psychology of Persuasion. 
(m) I addressed new lawyers in the S.C. Bar regarding 
Rule 403 requirements in 2015. 
(n) I served on a Judicial Panel addressing Updates in the 
Law at the 2015 S.C. Solicitor’s Conference.  
(o) I served on a panel addressing Tips from the Bench at 
the 2015 S.C. Defense Trial Attorneys Association Women 
in Law Seminar. 
(p) I addressed the S.C. Bar at a CLE with Tom Traxler in 
2016 on the topic of the Psychology of Persuasion. 
(q) I addressed the Greenville Bar End of Year CLE in 
2017 on the topic of a View from the Bench. 
(r) I have taught a course at the Charleston School of 
Law.  The course is entitled Primer on First Year Practice 
in S.C.  I taught the course in 2013, 2014, 2015, 2016, and 
2017. 
(s) I spoke at the Greenville Bar End of the Year CLE in 
2019 on the topic of General Sessions Court in the 
Thirteenth Circuit. 
(t) I spoke at the Greenville Bar End of the Year CLE in 
2021 on the topic of the Courts’ Adjustment During 
COVID. 
(u) I spoke at the Greenville Bar End of the Year CLE in 
2022 on the topic of Update on the Civil Court in the 
Thirteenth Circuit. 
(v) I addressed the South Carolina Defense Trial Lawyers 
Conference in 2021 on “A View from the Bench.” 
(w) I have annually addressed the Circuit Court Judges 
School on the topic of Inherent Powers of the Court since 
2019. 
(x) I addressed the South Carolina Appellate Judges 
Conference in 2018 on the topic of “A View from the 
Circuit Court Bench.” 
(y) I spoke at the End of the Year CLE for the Greenville 
County Bar on Appellate and Civil Practice in 2024 
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(z) I spoke at an Evidence seminar for the SC Bar in 
2024. 
(aa) I moderated a panel on recent important criminal 
appellate decisions at the Criminal Law Seminar for the SC 
Bar in 2024. 
(bb) I spoke at the LEAPP seminar for the SC Bar in 
March 2024 on trial court ethics.   

 
Judge Verdin reported that she has not published any books or articles. 
 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Verdin did not reveal evidence 
of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against her. 
 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Verdin did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status.  Judge Verdin has handled her 
financial affairs responsibly. 
 
The Commission also noted that Judge Verdin was punctual and 
attentive in her dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with her diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Verdin reported that she is not rated by any legal rating 
organization. 
 
Judge Verdin reported that she has not served in the military. 
 
Judge Verdin reported that she has never held public office other than 
judicial office. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Verdin appears to be physically capable of performing the duties 
of the office she seeks. 
 
(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Verdin appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties of 
the office she seeks. 
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(8) Experience: 
Judge Verdin was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 1997. 
 
She gave the following account of her legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 

(a) Office of the Thirteenth Circuit Solicitor, Assistant 
Solicitor, 1997-1998 

Prosecuted cases in the Traffic Unit and General Crimes Unit 
(b) Office of the Eighth Circuit Solicitor, Assistant 
Solicitor, 1998 

Prosecuted all juvenile cases in Family Court and prosecuted all General 
Sessions child abuse and neglect cases in Greenwood, Abbeville, 
Newberry, and Laurens Counties 

(c) Office of the Thirteenth Circuit Solicitor, Assistant 
Solicitor, 1999-2000 

Prosecuted violent crimes, criminal domestic violence cases, and 
criminal child abuse and neglect cases; served as the Family Court Unit 
Head 

(d) Clarkson, Walsh, Rheney & Turner, P.A., Associate 
Attorney, 2000-2005 

Litigated cases in areas of government liability defense, insurance 
defense, and commercial litigation, criminal defense, and family law 

(e) Office of the Thirteenth Circuit Solicitor, Assistant 
Solicitor, 2005-2008 

Prosecuted violent crimes, criminal domestic violence cases, and 
criminal child abuse and neglect cases 
 
Judge Verdin reported the frequency of her court appearances prior to 
her service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal:  Occasionally 
(b) State:  1-2 times per week 
 
Judge Verdin reported the percentage of her practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters prior to her service on the bench as 
follows: 
(a) Civil:  35% 
(b) Criminal: 50% 
(c) Domestic: 10% 
(d) Other:  5% 
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Judge Verdin reported her practice in trial court during the five years 
prior to her service on the bench as follows: 
(a) 100% , including those matters that settled prior to trial; 
(b) Approximately 15 cases went to trial and resulted in a verdict; 
(c) 1 case went to trial and resolved after the plaintiff’s or State’s case; 
(d) 0 cases settled after a jury was selected, but prior to opening 
statements. 
 
Judge Verdin provided that during the past five years prior to her service 
on the bench she most often served as sole counsel.  
 
The following is Judge Verdin’s account of her five most significant 
litigated matters: 

(a) State of South Carolina v. Patel and the companion 
divorce action, Patel v. Patel -This was a criminal 
defense matter in which I was involved while in 
private practice and its companion divorce action.  The 
wife was charged with Arson and Assault and Battery 
with Intent to Kill for setting fire to her husband’s 
hotel room while he was inside.  I assisted in the 
criminal defense of the wife and represented her in the 
divorce action.  She was sued for divorce on the 
ground of a single act of extreme physical cruelty.  It 
was necessary that I protect her rights in the divorce 
action while ensuring that she did not jeopardize her 
criminal defense. 
(b) State of South Carolina v. Ricky Sanders – This 
defendant was charged with Criminal Sexual Conduct 
with a Minor 1st Degree for sexually abusing his 
girlfriend’s daughter.  This case was significant for me 
because it was the first time our office was successful 
in having a Forensic Interviewer qualified as an expert 
witness in the Court of General Sessions.  The 
interviewer’s testimony, coupled with the testimony of 
the child, was instrumental in securing a guilty plea 
from the defendant during trial. 
(c) Barnes v. Kevin Matheson, Anderson County 
Sheriff’s Department, the City of Clayton Police 
Department, and the Rabun County Sheriff’s 
Department – This was a case while I was in private 
practice. The case involved allegations of excessive 
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use of force and other Section 1983 claims against law 
enforcement officials.  I represented Deputy Kevin 
Matheson and the Anderson County Sheriff’s 
Department.  The case involved an escapee, who when 
eventually surrounded by officers, attempted to run 
over an officer.   Deputy Matheson shot and killed the 
woman in order to save the officer’s life.  The case 
involved numerous constitutional law issues, including 
that of extra-jurisdictional pursuits.  Our motion for 
summary judgment was granted as to all claims against 
Deputy Matheson and the Anderson County Sheriff’s 
Department. 
(d) In re: R.M.  – This was a case in which a juvenile 
shot and killed her uncle with whom she resided.  Our 
office had a policy at that time of petitioning the 
Family Court for waiver to General Sessions in every 
murder case in order for full evaluation by the court.  
The juvenile had been abandoned by her mother, her 
father was deceased, and defense experts testified that 
they believed the child was the victim of sexual abuse 
by the uncle, a fact much later confirmed.  The judge 
in this matter applied the Kent factors and determined 
that the juvenile was not appropriate for waiver to 
General Sessions Court.  This case is significant to me 
because it was at the beginning of my Family Court 
career and it illustrates the integrative and 
rehabilitative goals of juvenile justice.  Though 
technically a loss for the prosecution, it was a win for 
the system.  While the juvenile’s crime was horrific, 
she spent the remainder of her adolescence and early 
adulthood in the Department of Juvenile Justice 
receiving intensive services, and after a transition 
period, it is my understanding that she has become a 
productive, law-abiding adult.  
(e) State of South Carolina v. Shad Shepherd – This 
was a case that I prosecuted in which the young father 
shook his four month old baby violently causing 
permanent brain damage and partial blindness.  This 
matter was not only significant because of its facts, but 
also because it was one of the earlier shaken baby 
syndrome cases successfully prosecuted by our office.  
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The case also necessitated very sophisticated medical 
evidence and expert testimony in order to establish that 
the child had not been accidentally dropped thereby 
causing her injuries.   

 
The following is Judge Verdin’s account of three civil appeals she has 
personally handled: 
(a) Cox and Rider v. City of Charleston, Rueben Greenberg, Joseph 
Riley, Captain Chin, Charleston Police Department, Officer Davis, City 
of Travelers Rest, Mann Batson, and Timothy Christy, Fourth Circuit 
Court of Appeals, July 26, 2005, 416 F.3d 281 
(b) North Greenville Fitness v. Daimler Chrysler, South Carolina Court 
of Appeals, Jan. 2, 2004, 2003-UP-00737 
(c) State Auto Property v. Wild Turkey Holdings, South Carolina Court 
of Appeals, dismissed on June 3, 2004 after briefs were filed pursuant to 
settlement 
 
Judge Verdin reported that she has not personally handled any criminal 
appeals. 
 
Judge Verdin reported that she has held the following judicial office(s): 
(a) Elected to the Family Court, Thirteenth Judicial Circuit, 2008-2011 
(b) Elected to the Circuit Court, Thirteenth Judicial Circuit, 2011-2023 
(c) Elected to the Court of Appeals, 2023-present 
 
Judge Verdin provided the following list of five of her most significant 
orders or opinions: 

(a) Vista Del Mar Condo. Ass'n v. Vista Del Mar 
Condominiums, LLC, 441 S.C. 223, 892 S.E.2d 532 (Ct. 
App. 2023), cert. pending. 

The Court of Appeals affirmed the circuit court's order quieting title to a 
2.58 acre tract (the Property).  The court of appeals held (1) the master 
deed of a horizontal property regime authorized the developer to remove 
unimproved property from the regime during what the deed termed the 
Transition Period; (2) the Transition Period had not ended when the 
developer removed the Property from the regime; and (3) the removal of 
the tract from the regime did not violate section 27 31 70 of the 
Horizontal Property Act because the Property had not vested in the unit 
owners at the time of the removal.  The court also affirmed the circuit 
court's findings concerning an easement, citing the two issue rule. 
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(b) Anderson v. State, Op. No. 6051 (S.C. Ct. App. filed 
February 21, 2024) (Howard Adv. Sh. No. 7 at 19). 

The Court of Appeals reinstated the defendant's magistrate's court 
conviction of driving under the influence (DUI).  The court clarified the 
corpus delicti rule as set forth in State v. Osborne, 335 S.C. 172, 516 
S.E.2d 201 (1999), and held the State presented sufficient independent 
evidence to corroborate the defendant's statements to the police, and that 
independent evidence, taken together with the statements, allowed a 
reasonable inference that the crime of DUI was committed. 

(c) Woodruff Road SC, LLC v. S.C. Greenville Hwy 146, 
LLC, 2017 WL 74856 (Ct. App. 2017).  This matter was 
before me on a declaratory judgment action to determine 
the scope of an easement granted to S.C. Greenville Hwy 
146, LLC.  I determined that S.C. Greenville Hwy. 146, 
LLC could use the easement as part of a drive-thru for one 
of its tenants, Starbucks.  Woodruff Road SC, LLC 
appealed my decision, and the Court of Appeals affirmed 
my decision in an unpublished opinion.   
(d) Proctor v. Whitlark & Whitlark, Inc., 414 S.C 318 
(2015).  I sat as an Acting Justice with the South Carolina 
Supreme Court in this matter.   We held that gambling 
statutes, and not the South Carolina Unfair Trade Practices 
Act, provide the exclusive remedy for a gambler seeking 
recovery of losses sustained by illegal gambling. 
(e) In re: Campbell, 379 S.C. 593 (2008).  I sat as an 
Acting Justice with the South Carolina Supreme Court in 
this matter.  This was an appeal that originated in the 
Probate Court wherein a daughter challenged the dismissal 
of a petition she filed for appointment as conservator of her 
mother’s assets.  We held that the statute governing court 
appointment of a physician to examine a person subject to 
a conservatorship action does not require that the physician 
be disinterested, only unbiased.  We further held that the 
Court-appointed physicians who acted as the mother’s 
expert witnesses were not unbiased. 

 
Judge Verdin reported the following regarding her employment while 
serving as a judge: 
I taught a course at the Charleston School of Law each summer during 
the years 2013-2017.  My employment as an Adjunct Professor was part-
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time and contractual.  My supervisor was Andy Abrams, Dean of the 
Law School.  
 
(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Verdin’s temperament has been, 
and would continue to be, excellent. 
 
(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Upstate Citizens Committee on Judicial Qualification found Judge 
Verdin to be “Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional 
qualifications, physical health, and mental stability; and “Well-
Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and 
academic ability, character, reputation, experience, and judicial 
temperament. The Committee stated in summary, “This candidate 
received the highest marks possible from the Committee. We received 
only glowing positive reports while interviewing others during the 
background investigation.” 
 
Judge Verdin is married to Charles S. Verdin, IV.  She has two children. 
 
Judge Verdin reported that she was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 
(a) South Carolina Bar Association 
(b) Greenville County Bar Association 
(c) Haynsworth Inn of Court 
(d) Liberty Fellowship 
(e) Circuit Judges’ Advisory Committee 
(f) Advisory Committee on Standards of Judicial Conduct  
Member, 2012-2021 
Chairperson, 2019-2021 
(g) Circuit Judges’ Association 
Vice-President, 2019-2022 
President, 2022-2023 
(h) Appellate Judges’ Association 
 
Judge Verdin provided that she was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 

(a) Trinity Presbyterian Church 
1) Elder 
2) Co-Chair of Personnel Committee 
3) Interim Youth Director 
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(b) Green Valley Country Club 
(c) Liberty Fellowship 
 
Judge Verdin further reported: 
I have thoroughly enjoyed serving as a Family Court Judge, Circuit 
Court Judge, and Court of Appeals Judge for more than 15 years.  I have 
found these positions challenging and rewarding.  I was honored to serve 
as the Chairperson of the Advisory Committee on Standards of Judicial 
Conduct, on the Circuit Judges Advisory Committee, and as President of 
the Circuit Judges’ Association.  I have also had the opportunity to sit as 
an Acting Associate Justice of the South Carolina Supreme Court on 
several occasions. 
 
When I was elected to the Circuit Court, I had mixed emotions.  I was 
honored and excited to serve on the Circuit Court, but I knew that I 
would miss the Family Court greatly. I felt the same about leaving 
Circuit Court when I was elected to the Court of Appeals.  I have enjoyed 
learning from and working with the other members of the Court of 
Appeals.  If I were elected to the Supreme Court, I know I would miss 
the Court of Appeals.  However, I would hope to bring to that new 
position the experience I have gained in both trial courts and the 
appellate court. I would approach the Supreme Court with the same 
enthusiasm I have had when serving on the Family Court, Circuit Court, 
and Court of Appeals and would always be mindful of the enormous trust 
the Legislature had placed in me. 
 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
The Commission consistently receives outstanding feedback on Judge 
Verdin from members of the SC Bar.  Her reputation, character, and 
temperament are beyond reproach.  In addition, the Commission noted 
her service and experience gained as a Family Court judge, a Circuit 
Court judge, and a member of the Court of Appeals, and concluded that 
Judge Verdin would be well suited to ascend to the Supreme Court.  
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Verdin qualified, and nominated her for 
election to Supreme Court, Seat 3. 
 

QUALIFIED, BUT NOT NOMINATED 
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The Honorable Ralph K. Anderson, III 
Supreme Court, Seat 3 

 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED, BUT NOT NOMINATED 
 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 
Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Anderson meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
justice. 
 
Judge Anderson was born in 1959.  He is 64 years old and a resident of 
Columbia, South Carolina.  Judge Anderson provided in his application 
that he has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate 
past five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 
1984.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Anderson. 
 
Judge Anderson demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of 
Judicial Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
 
Judge Anderson reported that he has made $144.45 in campaign 
expenditures for stamps and envelopes.  
 
Judge Anderson testified he has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
Judge Anderson testified that he is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour 
rule regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Anderson to be intelligent and 
knowledgeable.   
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Judge Anderson reported that he has taught the following law-related 
courses: 

(a) USC School of Law Class (Jurisdiction before the 
ALC) on February 26, 2024.  
(b) SCAARLA (ALC Update) on February 2, 2024. 
(c) SC Bar Convention – “How the ALC is Involved in 
Regulation of Activity Along SC’s Coast” on January 19, 
2024. 
(d) USC School of Law Class (Jurisdiction before the 
ALC) on February 13, 2023. 
(e) SCAARLA (Administrative Law Court’s New E-
Filing System) on February 10, 2023. 
(f) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 7, 2022. 
(g) Recorded CLE for SC Bar & SCAARLA (How to 
Craft an Order) on December 13, 2021. 
(h) Seminar sponsored by the ABA Judicial Division & 
Commission on Disability Rights as a panelist concerning 
“Living with a Disability in the Profession on October 27, 
2021 
(i) SC Administrative Law Court (How to Craft an Order) 
on October 8, 2021. 
(j) How to Craft an Order (Pub. Serv. Comm’n) on June 8, 
2021. 
(k) Recorded SC Judicial CLE (The Administrative Law 
Court: Overview and Judicial Considerations) on March 
29, 2021. 
(l) USC School of Law Class (Jurisdiction before the ALC) 
on March 17, 2021. 
(m) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 8, 2021. 
(n) SC Bar Convention - Virtual CLE (Tales from 
Emails) on January 22, 2021. 
(o) Recorded CLE for SCAARLA (Appellate Jurisdiction 
before the ALC) on October 8, 2020. 
(p) SCAARLA (Tales from Emails) on February 21, 
2020. 
(q) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 10, 2020. 
(r) SC Bar Convention (Case Law Update: 
Administrative Law) on January 24, 2020. 
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(s) SC Bar Diversity Committee (Panel: How ____ can I 
be?) on January 7, 2020. 
(t) Central Panel Directors Conference (Asheville NC) - 
Report of the South Carolina ALC on November 1, 2019. 
(u) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 25, 2019. 
(v) SC Bar Convention (Case Law Update: Recent 
Supreme Court and Court of Appeals Cases from the ALC 
and Recent ALC Cases) on January 17-18, 2019. 
(w) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 26, 2018. 
(x) SCAAO Conference on October 6, 2017, concerning 
tax law cases and statutory construction. 
(y) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on April 3, 2017. 
(z) DHEC (What is Effective Regulation?) on October 
28, 2016. 
(aa) Fifth Circuit’s Spring Courthouse Keys event on April 
1, 2016. 
(bb) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 8, 2016. 
(cc) SC Bar Convention for the Regulatory and 
Administrative Law Section on January 22, 2016. 
(dd) SC Bar (Fifth Circuit Tips from the Bench) on 
January 8, 2016. 
(ee) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on February 9, 2015. 
(ff) A seminar for SC HHS Hearing Officers on April 13, 
2015. 
(gg) An Administrative Law & Practice in S.C. Seminar on 
January 31, 2014. 
(hh) USC School of Law Class (Law Practice Workshop) 
on March 3, 2014. 
(ii) S.C. Bar Convention (Panel Discussion on 
Administrative Law) on January 25, 2013. 
(jj) A seminar for the Public Service Commission. (APA, 
Agency Decision & Ethics) on March 20, 2013. 
(kk) Two separate CLEs on Administrative Law on 
February 21 & 22, 2013. 
(ll) S.C. Bar CLE (Hot Topics in Administrative Law) on 
October 30, 2009. 
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(mm) A panel discussion for the Judicial Merit Selection 
Commission CLE on July 31, 2009. 

 
Judge Anderson reported that he has published the following: 
(a) “A Survey on Attributes Considered Important for Presidential 
Candidates,” Carolina Undergraduate Sociology Symposium, April 17, 
1980. 
(b) “An Overview of Practice and Procedure Before the Administrative 
Law Judge Division,” South Carolina Trial Lawyer, Summer 1996. 
(c) The Majesty of the Lord’s Prayer: An Analytical Review of Its 
Meaning and Implications (Murrels Inlet: Covenant Books, Inc., 2020). 
 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Anderson did not reveal 
evidence of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against 
him. 
 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Anderson did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status.  Judge Anderson has handled his 
financial affairs responsibly. 
 
The Commission also noted that Judge Anderson was punctual and 
attentive in his dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with his diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Anderson reported that his last available rating by a legal rating 
organization, Martindale-Hubbell, was AV Preeminent. 
 
Judge Anderson reported that he has not served in the military. 
 
Judge Anderson reported that he has held the following public office: 
Appointed and served as an Assistant Attorney General 1985 to 
January 1995. I was not required to file with the State Ethics 
Commission in that capacity. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Anderson appears to be physically capable of performing the 
duties of the office he seeks. 
 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 43 

(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Anderson appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties 
of the office he seeks. 
 
(8) Experience: 
Judge Anderson was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 1984. 
 
He gave the following account of his legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 
I began my legal career at the South Carolina Attorney General’s Office 
in September 1984. During my career at the AG’s office, I prosecuted 
numerous criminal cases of all types and handled a wide variety of civil 
litigation. My duties included: 
(a) Statewide criminal prosecutor 
(b) Assisting in the implementation of the Statewide Grand Jury 
(c) Extradition hearing officer on behalf of the Governor of South 
Carolina 
(d) Counsel to the State Ethics Commission 
(e) Representing the State in a variety of civil litigation matters 
(f) Representing the State in post-conviction relief matters 
(g) Committee Attorney for the State Employee Grievance Committee 
(h) Prosecutor for the Engineering and Land Surveyor's Board 
I also prosecuted Medical Board cases, wrote Attorney General Opinions 
and handled Criminal Appeals. 
On May 25, 1994, I was elected to Administrative Law Judge Seat No. 
6 and re-elected to that position in 1996, 2001 and 2006. Administrative 
Law Judges hear appellate, injunctive and trial cases in a broad range of 
administrative matters involving governmental agencies and private 
parties. 
On May 13, 2009, I was elected Chief Administrative Law Judge and re-
elected to this position February 5, 2014 and February 6, 2019. 
As an Assistant Attorney General, I did not have any significant 
administrative and financial management. As an Administrative Law 
Judge, I did not have any legal obligation regarding administrative and 
financial management but was occasionally assigned those duties by the 
Chief Judge. As Chief Administrative Law Judge, I am responsible for 
the administration of the court, including budgetary matters, assignment 
of cases, and the administrative duties and responsibilities of the support 
staff. See S.C. Code Ann. § 1-23-570. Also, section 1-23-660 of the 
South Carolina Code (Supp. 2017) provides “The chief judge is solely 
responsible for the administration of the [Office of Motor Vehicle 
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Hearings], the assignment of cases, and the administrative duties and 
responsibilities of the hearing officers and staff. 
Judge Anderson reported the frequency of his court appearances prior to 
his service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal: Infrequently; 
(b) State:  At least 100 times during a five-year period. 
 
Judge Anderson reported the percentage of his practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters prior to his service on the bench as 
follows: 
(a) Civil:  70%; 
(b) Criminal: 30%; 
(c) Domestic: 0%; 
(d) Other:  0%. 
 
Judge Anderson reported the percentage of his practice in trial court in 
the five years prior to his service on the bench as follows: 
Approximately 40% of his practice was in trial court, including matters 
that settled prior to trial. 
 
Judge Anderson provided that during the past five years prior to his 
service on the bench he most often served as sole counsel. 
 
The following is Judge Anderson’s account of his five most significant 
litigated matters: 

(a) State v. Dwight L. Bennett - This was a felony DUI 
case in which the victim lost the baby she was carrying and 
suffered horrible injuries. Although the defendant was 
convicted, this case was used as a legislative example as 
the need to increase the maximum felony DUI punishment. 
(b) Georgia v. Richard Daniel Starrett, aff’d., Richard 
Daniel Starrett v. William C. Wallace, - Starrett was 
convicted of several crimes in South Carolina. Afterwards, 
Georgia sought his extradition in an attempt to convict him 
under the death penalty. Starrett’s challenge to the 
Attorney General’s Office authority to hold extradition 
hearings was denied. 
(c) State v. Michael Goings - Goings was a notorious 
City of Cayce police officer charged with assault and 
battery of a high and aggravated nature. 
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(d) State v. Herbert Pearson and Terrance Singleton - The 
Defendants in this case were accomplices in the armed 
robbery, attempted murder and murder of attendants at a 
gas station in Sumter, S.C. 
(e) State v. William Keith Victor - After the Defendant 
was convicted of murder and kidnapping, he was given the 
death penalty. His case was later reversed on appeal and I 
assumed the prosecution. The prosecution, under difficult 
circumstances, resulted in the Defendant’s plea to murder, 
and the aggravating circumstance of kidnapping. 

 
The following is Judge Anderson’s account of five civil appeals he has 
personally handled: 
(a) Bergin Moses Mosteller v. James R. Metts, S.C. Supreme Court, 
Not known when this case was decided. 
(b) Dennis G. Mitchell v. State of S.C., S.C. Supreme Court, Not 
known when this case was decided. 
(c) Ex Parte, Bobby M. Stichert v. Carroll Heath, S.C. Supreme Court, 
Decided August 29, 1985 (286 S.C. 456, 334 S.E. 2d 282).  
(d) Patrick C. Lynn, et al. State of S.C., Supreme Court, Not known 
when this case was decided. 
(e) Paul David Tasker v. M.L. Brown, Jr., S.C. Supreme Court, Not 
known when this case was decided. 
 
The following is Judge Anderson’s account of the criminal appeals he 
has personally handled: 
I handled several criminal appeals while serving as an Assistant Attorney 
General. However, my service with the Attorney General’s Office ended 
in February 1995, when I began serving as an Administrative Law Judge. 
As a result of the passage of time since that date, the briefs and specific 
case captions are no longer available. 
 
Judge Anderson reported that he has held the following judicial office(s): 
 I was elected by the General Assembly to serve as an Administrative 
Law Judge beginning February 1, 1995. On May 13, 2009, I was elected 
Chief Administrative Law Judge and have been serving continuously 
since that date. 
 Administrative Law Judges hear appellate, injunctive, and trial cases 
in a broad range of administrative matters involving governmental 
agencies and private parties. 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 46 

 The Administrative Law Court’s appellate jurisdiction includes 
appeals involving Medicaid; driver’s license revocations and 
suspensions; licensing decisions from boards/commissions under the 
Department of Labor, Licensing and Regulation; Budget and Control 
Board’s Employee Insurance Program; AFDC benefits; operation of day 
care facilities and foster home licensing; food stamps; and revocations 
or suspensions of teachers’ certificates. The Administrative Law Court 
also hears appeals from final decisions of the Department of 
Employment and Workforce; the Department of Corrections in 
“noncollateral” matters; and appeals from final decisions of the South 
Carolina Department of Probation, Parole and Pardon Services 
permanently denying parole eligibility. 
The contested case litigation includes hearings involving environmental 
and health permitting; Certificates of Need; State Retirement Systems’ 
disability determinations; Disadvantaged Business Enterprises; state and 
county tax matters; alcoholic beverage issues; and wage disputes. 
 
Judge Anderson provided the following list of his most significant orders 
or opinions: 

(a) Travelscape, LLC v. S.C. Dep’t of Revenue, Docket 
No. 08-ALJ-17-0076-CC. Holding affirmed in 
Travelscape, LLC v. S. C. Dept. of Revenue, 391 S.C. 89, 
705 S.E.2d 28 (2011) 
(b) Duke Energy Corp. v. S. C. Dep’t of Revenue, Docket 
No. 10-ALJ-17-0270-CC. Holding affirmed in Duke 
Energy Corp. v. S.C. Dep't of Revenue 410 S.C. 415, 417, 
764 S.E.2d 712, 713 (Ct. App. 2014), reh'g denied (Nov. 
21, 2014), cert. granted (Apr. 9, 2015) and further affirmed 
by the Supreme Court in Duke Energy Corp. v. S. C. Dep’t 
of Revenue, 415 S.C. 351, 782 S.E. 2d 590 (2016). 
(c) Kiawah Dev. Partners, II v. S.C. Dep’t of Health and 
Envtl. Control, Docket No. 09-ALJ-07-0029-CC and S.C. 
Coastal Conservation League v. S.C. Dept. of Health and 
Envtl. Control, Docket No. 09-ALJ-07-0039-CC (February 
26, 2010) (consolidated cases). Holding originally reversed 
by the Supreme Court, then affirmed and then reversed 3-2 
in Kiawah Dev. Partners, II v. S.C. Dep't of Health & 
Envtl. Control, 411 S.C. 16, 766 S.E.2d 707 (2014). 
(d) Amazon Servs., LLC v. S.C. Dep't of Revenue, No. 
2019-001706, 2024 WL 252952 (S.C. Ct. App. Jan. 24, 
2024). 
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(e) Lexington Cty. Health Servs. Dist. Inc., d/b/a 
Lexington Med. Ctr. v. S.C. Dep’t of Health and Envtl. 
Control and Prisma Health-Midlands, Providence Hosp., 
LLC d/b/a Providence Health, Providence Health 
Northeast, Providence Health Fairfield, and Kershaw 
Hosp., LLC d/b/a KershawHealth Med. Ctr., Docket No. 
20-ALJ-07-0108-CC (December 7, 2020) (Originally 
appealed to the Court of Appeals, appeal later withdrawn 
by parties) 

 
Judge Anderson reported no other employment while serving as a judge. 
 
Judge Anderson further reported the following regarding unsuccessful 
candidacies: 

(a) Administrative Law Judge, Seat 3 (February 23, 1994) 
(b) Fifth Judicial Circuit Court, Seat 3 (May 24, 2000) - 
Found qualified and nominated but withdrew prior to 
election. 
(c) Circuit Court, At-Large Seat 9 (January 16, 2003) - 
Found qualified but not nominated. 
(d) Court of Appeals, Seat 9 (March 10, 2008) - Found 
qualified but not nominated. 
(e) Supreme Court, Seat 2 (January 14, 2016) - Found 
qualified and nominated but withdrew prior to election. 
(f) Supreme Court, Seat 5 - Found qualified and 
nominated on November 15, 2016, but later found 
qualified and not nominated on December 5, 2016. 
(g) Supreme Court, Seat 4 - Found qualified but not 
nominated on January 17, 2023. 
(h) Supreme Court, Seat 4 (January 17, 2023) - Found 
qualified but not nominated. 

 
(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Anderson’s temperament has been, 
and would continue to be, excellent. 
 
(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Midlands Citizens Committee on Judicial Qualification found Judge 
Anderson to be “Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional 
qualifications, physical health, and mental stability; and “Well-
Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and 
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academic ability, character, reputation, experience, and judicial 
temperament. There were no related or summary comments. 
 
Judge Anderson is married to Linda Corley Anderson.  He does not have 
any children. 
 
Judge Anderson reported that he was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 

(a) South Carolina Bar 
(b) Administration and Regulatory Law Committee of the 
SC Bar 
(c) South Carolina Administrative and Regulatory Law 
Association; President since 2009. 

 
Judge Anderson provided that he was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 

(a) Shandon Baptist Church. I am a member of the church 
but have not held any office with the church. 
(b) South Carolina Administrative and Regulatory Law 
Association (SCAARLA). I became a member and board 
member of SCAARLA following its formation in 2002. In 
2009, I was elected President of SCAARLA and have been 
serving in that capacity since that date. 

 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
 The Commission commented that Judge Anderson has a solid 
reputation of being knowledgeable, hard-working, and impartial as a 
judge on the Administrative Law Court. 
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Anderson qualified, but did not nominate 
him for election to Supreme Court, Seat 3. 

 
The Honorable Deadra L. Jefferson 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED, BUT NOT NOMINATED 
 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 49 

Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Jefferson meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
justice. 
 
Judge Jefferson was born in 1963.  She is 60 years old and a resident of 
Charleston, South Carolina.  Judge Jefferson provided in her application 
that she has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate 
past five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 
1989.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Jefferson. 
 
Judge Jefferson demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of Judicial 
Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
Judge Jefferson reported that she has not made any campaign 
expenditures. 
 
Judge Jefferson testified she has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
 
Judge Jefferson testified that she is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour 
rule regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Jefferson to be intelligent and 
knowledgeable.   
 
Judge Jefferson reported that she has taught the following law-related 
courses: 
(a) Business Law Instructor, Trident Technical College Paralegal 
Program, 1993-1994 School Term; 
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(b) “Rules, Rules, Rules” South Carolina Practice and Procedures 
Update, Presenter on the issue of Family Court Rules, SC Bar, March 
20, 1998; 
(c) Speaker/Panel Participant Wiley A. Branton Symposium, National 
Bar Association, October 24, 1998; 
(d) “Current Issues in Attorney’s Fees,” Presenter, SC Bar Association, 
November 6, 1998; 
(e) Recent Developments in Family Law, “Six by Six” CLE Seminar, 
Presenter, Charleston County Bar Association, December 10, 1998; 
(f) “Adjudication Hearings”, Presenter and Contributor to Family 
Court Judges Juvenile Workbook, SC Association of Family Court 
Judges, May 20, 1999; 
(g) “Tips from the Bench”, Adoption, Presenter, S.C. Bar Association, 
February 25, 2000; 
(h) “The Role of the Judge and Guardian ad Litem in Abuse and 
Neglect Proceedings” Judges Panel, South Carolina Guardian ad Litem 
Conference, April 14, 2000; 
(i) “Women, Leadership and the Law,” Brown Bag Lunch Panel 
Participant, S.C. Women Lawyers Association and College of 
Charleston Women’s Studies Program, September 22, 2000; 

(j) Family Law Update and Tips from the Bench, Presenter, 
Charleston Lawyers Club, May 2, 2001; 

(k) “The Use of Psychological Evaluations in Juvenile Proceedings,” 
Panel, Children’s Law Center, May 18, 2001; 
(l) Judges Panel, 3rd Annual Children’s Law Conference, May, 2001; 
(m) Hot Tips III, “Appeals and Motions,” December 13, 2002; 

(n) Women Lawyers in the New Millennium, “Ethics 
Issues from Various Judicial Perspectives,” April 11, 2003; 
(o) National Judicial College, Advanced Evidence, Group 
Discussion Leader, November 15-19, 2004; 

(p) SCDTAA Trial Academy Judge, June 20, 2003; 
(q) 2004 Local Government Attorneys’ Institute, Administered Oath, 
December 2004; 
(r) 9th Annual Probate Court Seminar, Administered Oath, January 
2005; 
(s) SCBLA, Judicial Selection in South Carolina, Judicial Panel, 
September 2005; 
(t) S.C. Solicitors’ Association Conference, Criminal Law Update, 
“Recent Court Decisions,” September 26, 2005; 
(u) Charleston School of Law Professionalism Series, “Civility and 
Ethics,” October 20, 2005; 
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(v) SC Defense Trial Lawyers Ethics and Civility **In Trial unable to 
make the presentation, November 4, 2005; 
(w) Charleston School of Law Ethics & Professionalism presentation, 
February 15, 2006; 
(x) Charleston School of Law, Law Day, Panel Presentation “Judicial 
Selection in South Carolina,” May 1, 2006; 
(y) National Judicial College, Handling Capital Cases, Group 
Discussion Leader, June 10, 2006; 
(z) SCBLA, “Civil Practice,” September 29, 2006; 
(aa) Young Lawyers Division, New Admitees Reception, Presentation, 
November 16, 2006; 
(bb) Young Lawyers Division, “Tips for Young Lawyers in Circuit 
Court,” May 24, 2007; 
(cc) "Oath of Office" D. Ashley Pennington Chief Public Defender, 
January 3, 2008; 
(dd) "We Shape the World" Charleston School of Law, Minority Law 
Day, March 1, 2008; 
(ee) Women of Wisdom Expo 2008 "Daring to Embrace New 
Beginnings "Bible Way Church, Columbia, SC, March 8, 2008;  
(ff) National Association for Court Management, Mid-Year 
Conference, Welcome Address, March 10, 2008; 
(gg) Pro-Bono Legal Service Summer Intern Class, In-Court Seminar, 
June 11, 2008;  
(hh) "Governors' School of SC" Summer Class, June 12, 2008; 
(ii) Magistrate Seminar , July 29, 2008; 
(jj) Annual Judicial Conference, South Carolina Access to Justice 
Commission, Panelist, August 21, 2008; 
(kk) Young Lawyers Association Luncheon, December 9, 2008; 
(ll) Charleston School of Law Professionalism Series  Lecture(Access 
to Justice), March 19, 2009; 
(mm) Young Lawyers Association Luncheon, December 9, 2008; 
(nn) Charleston School of Law Professionalism Series Lecture (Access 
to Justice), March 19, 2009; 
(oo) JCLE “Limitations on Questioning Judges under the Judicial 
Cannons,” July 31, 2009; 
(pp) Charleston Lawyer’s Club CLE” Advice from the Bench: Likes and 
Dislikes in Motion Practice, Briefs and Oral Argument,” February 24, 
2010; 
(qq) Stono Park Elementary Career Day, February 26, 2010; 
(rr) Junior Girls Day Out Community Project, March 10, 2010; 
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(ss) Metanoia Freedom School “Read-A-Loud, Chicora Elementary, 
July 22, 2010; 
(tt) Merit Selection Panel for Magistrate Judges, August 17, 2010; 
(uu) “League of Women Voters of the Charleston Area” Women of  
Distinction; August 26, 2010; 
(vv) Charleston County School District; Swearing In, November 8, 
2010; 
(ww) South Carolina Legal Services Statewide Conference,  Panelist, 
November 19, 2010; 
(xx) Center for Heirs Property; Celebration, February 10, 2011; 
(yy) SEABOTA Annual Conference CLE; Panelist, April 29, 2011; 
(zz) S.C. Supreme Court Institute, Panelist, June 20, 2011; 
(aaa) Seminar “ What Works for Me in Practice” ; “Practical tips from 
the Bench,” July 22, 2011; 
(bbb) Charleston County School District; Swearing In, February 27, 
2012; 
(ccc) Charleston Lion Club Luncheon Speaker, April 24, 2012; 
(ddd) “Seminar “What Works for Me in Practice” ; “Practical tips from 
the Bench,” July 20, 2012; 
(eee) Berkeley County School District 8th Annual Junior Scholarship 
Institute, July 10, 2014; 
(fff) S.C. Solicitor's Association Fall Conference Panelist Covering 
"Significant Cases:  2013-2014," September 22, 2014; 
(ggg) Shabach Christian Church Fellowship Convocation, "Moving up 
in your Career," October 29, 2014; 
(hhh) Military Magnet Academy Law Enforcement Class, May 6, 
2015; 
(iii) Swearing in of Chief Public Defender for the Ninth Judicial Circuit, 
2016 Charleston County Bar Association, February 25, 2016; 
(jjj) Memminger Elementary 4th grade students, February 25, 2016; 
(kkk) Military Magnet Academy Law Enforcement Class, March 22, 
2017; 
(lll) S.C. Young Lawyers Division Mock Trial of Gold E. Locks and  the 
Three Bears Deer Park Middle School, November 3, 2017; 
(mmm) Charleston County Junior Scholars, June 22, 2017; 
(nnn) Charleston County Junior Scholars, June 28, 2017; 
(ooo) Converse College "Celebrating Courage and Charting the Future: 
Commemorating 50 years of Black Women at Converse" Panel, 
February 9, 2018; 
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(ppp) S.C. Circuit Court Orientation for New Circuit Court  Judges 
Moderator and Instructor, July 11, 2018, July 10, 2019, July 8, 2020, 
July 6, 2021, July 26, 2022, June 27, 2023; 
(qqq) COBRA 2018 Drum Major for Justice Luncheon Honoring Judge 
Richard E. Fields, February 17, 2018; 
(rrr) S.C. Bar Diversity Committee-Virtual Fireside Chat with Richard 
E. Fields, Women’s Lawyers Presentation, March 25, 2021; 
(sss) Ninth Judicial Installation of Chief Public Defender, Swearing In, 
August 1, 2022. 
 
Judge Jefferson reported that she has published the following: 

(a) Marital Litigation in SC, Roy T. Stuckey and F. Glenn 
Smith (SC Bar CLE 2001), Editorial Board. 
(b) The Law of Automobile Insurance in SC, Elizabeth 
Scott Moise (SC Bar CLE 2009), Editorial Board. 
(c) I have provided written seminar materials for the S.C. 
bar in conjunction with CLE Seminar presentations.  These 
materials have been published by the S.C. Bar as a part of 
their published seminar materials.  I have not published 
any books or articles. 

 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Jefferson did not reveal 
evidence of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against 
her. 
 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Jefferson did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status.  Judge Jefferson has handled her 
financial affairs responsibly. 
 
The Commission also noted that Judge Jefferson was punctual and 
attentive in her dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with her diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Jefferson reported that she is not rated by any legal rating 
organization. 
Judge Jefferson reported that she has not served in the military. 
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Judge Jefferson reported that she has never held public office other than 
judicial office. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Jefferson appears to be physically capable of performing the 
duties of the office she seeks. 
 
(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Jefferson appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties 
of the office she seeks. 
 
(8) Experience: 
Judge Jefferson was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 1989. 
 
She gave the following account of her legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 

(a) Law Clerk to the Honorable Richard E. Fields, Ninth 
Judicial Circuit, Charleston, S.C., August 1989 through 
August 1990. Primary Responsibilities: legal research, 
preparation of jury charges, preparation of Orders, 
scheduling of motions, all tasks required to prepare the 
Judge and myself for trials/hearings during the term and all 
other daily tasks as required by the Judge that ensured the 
smooth operation of Court. 
(b) McFarland and Associates, Attorney, October 1990 
through March 1996.  Trial practice focusing on the 
following areas: Domestic Relations, Civil Litigation (all 
types), Probate Law, Real Estate Law, Business Law and 
Criminal Law. 
(c) Resident Family Court Judge, Ninth Judicial Circuit, 
Seat 5, elected to serve February 14, 1996 through June 
2001. 
(d) Resident Circuit Court Judge, Ninth Judicial Circuit, 
Seat 1, elected to serve May 31, 2001 to the present. 

 
Judge Jefferson reported the frequency of her court appearances prior to 
her service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal: approximately 15 times; 
(b) State:  approximately 50-60 times.  
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Judge Jefferson reported the percentage of her practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters prior to her service on the bench as 
follows: 
(a) Civil:  47%; 
(b) Criminal: 6%; 
(c) Domestic: 47%; 
(d) Other:  0%. 
 
Judge Jefferson reported her practice in trial court prior to her service on 
the bench as follows: 
(a) 70% was in trial court, including cases that settled prior to trial; 
(b) 25 cases went to trial and resulted in a trial; 
(c) 25-30 cases went to trial and resolved after the plaintiff’s or State’s 
case; 
(d) 0 cases settled after a jury was selected, but prior to opening 
statements. 
 
Judge Jefferson provided that during the past five years prior to her 
service on the bench she most often served as sole counsel. 
 
The following is Judge Jefferson’s account of her five most significant 
litigated matters: 

(a) Blake v. County of Charleston.  This case involved 
complex (federal) civil rights litigation.  It was tried for 
two (2) weeks and involved many motions and other 
complex legal issues relating to evidence and the new 
federal rules.  The case also resulted in a mistrial and was 
later tried a second time for one (1) week.  I tried this case 
with two (2) other lawyers, both of whom had been 
practicing more than eighteen (18) years.  During this 
process I was treated as an equal and an integral part of the 
litigation team.  I was entrusted with a great deal of 
responsibility which included arguing motions, 
examination of witnesses, preparation of motions, and 
preparation of jury charges.  This case challenged many 
current practices within the Charleston County Police 
Department.  This case caused the Charleston County 
Police Department to evaluate and change many of their 
policies and practices. 
(b) Hymes v. Khoury.  This case was a simple auto 
accident which I did not think would be successful.  This 
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case taught me the importance of the strategic application 
of the civil rules of procedure and case law.  Although this 
case took one (1) day to try, the jury deliberated for two (2) 
days and returned a verdict in favor of my client. 
(c) In Re: The Estate of Joseph J. White, Jr., et. al.  This 
was a probate court case.  The central issue in this case 
involved the paternity of a two (2) year old minor child of 
the victim of an automobile fatality.  The case involved an 
intense three (3) day probate trial.  The trial involved 
approximately forty (40) witnesses.  It also involved a 
unique question of law concerning the jurisdictional 
conflict between the probate and family courts.  A 
favorable ruling was returned by the Probate Judge and the 
Circuit Court on appeal.  In addition, I handled the 
wrongful death cause of action on behalf of the minor 
which resulted in a substantial recovery for the minor. 
(d) Ashby v. Ashby.  In this case I represented the 
plaintiff/husband who sought custody of his three (3) 
children.  The Court applied the primary caretaker doctrine 
in awarding custody to the father.  The case also involved 
issues of equitable distribution, adultery, child support and 
attorney’s fees. 
(e) Thompson v. Polite.  This case involved a hotly 
contested issue of visitation between the plaintiff/husband 
and his minor son.  The defendant/wife was adamant in her 
refusal to allow visitation.  My client was awarded 
reasonable visitation at the Temporary Hearing of this 
case.  Prior to the Final Hearing the parties submitted to 
mediation.  Through this process they were able to come to 
an amicable agreement regarding visitation and the rearing 
of their child.  This case reinforced my belief in the value 
of alternative dispute resolution (mediation) as a method of 
improving the efficient use of court time and resources. 

 
Judge Jefferson reported she has not personally handled any civil or 
criminal appeals. 
 
Judge Jefferson reported that she has held the following judicial 
office(s): 

(a) Resident Family Court Judge, Ninth Judicial Circuit, 
Seat 5, elected February 14, 1996. April 1, 1996, through 
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June 2001. Elected by the General Assembly.  The Family 
Court is a statutory court of limited and specific 
jurisdiction. The jurisdiction of the Family Court is set 
forth in S.C. Code Annotated section 20-7-420, et seq. (i.e. 
divorce, custody, child support, name changes, juveniles, 
equitable distribution, adoptions, abuse and neglect, and as 
further set forth in the statute). 
(b) Resident Circuit Court Judge, Ninth Judicial Circuit, 
Seat 1, June 2001-present. Elected to this position by the 
General Assembly on May 30, 2001. The Circuit Court is 
South Carolina’s Court of general jurisdiction. It has a civil 
court, the Court of Common Pleas, and a criminal court, 
the Court of General Sessions. In addition to its general 
trial jurisdiction, the Circuit Court has limited appellate 
jurisdiction over appeals from the Probate Court, 
Magistrate’s Court, and Municipal Court. 

 
Judge Jefferson provided the following list of her most significant orders 
or opinions: 
 

(a) Beachfront Entertainment, Inc., et al. v. Town of 
Sullivan's Island,  379 SC 602, 666 S.E.2d 921 (2008)  
(b) Evening Post Publishing Company, et al. v. City of 
North Charleston, 357 S.C. 59, 591 S.E.2d 39 (Ct. App. 
2003), 363 S.C. 452, 611 S.E.2d 496 (2005); 
(c) State v. Washington, 367 S.C. 76, 623 S.E.2d 836 (Ct. 
App. 2006); 
(d) State v. Stephen C. Stanko, 1999-GS-22-0918. 376 
S.C. 571,658 S.E.2d 94 (2008); 
(e) Donevant vs Town of Surfside Beach, 422 S.C. 264, 
811 S.E.2d 744 (2018). 

 
Judge Jefferson reported no other employment while serving as a judge. 
 
Judge Jefferson further reported the following regarding unsuccessful 
candidacies: 
Candidate- Family Court of S.C., Ninth Judicial Circuit, Seat to be 
vacated by the Hon. Robert R. Mallard, January 1995 through March of 
1995.  I went through the screening process successfully and was found 
Qualified to hold judicial office. I voluntarily withdrew from the process 
prior to the election.   
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Candidate – Supreme Court of South Carolina, Seat 3, to be vacated by 
the Hon. Justice James E. Moore in September 2007. I went through the 
screening process successfully and was found Qualified to hold judicial 
office but not nominated.  
 
Candidate- Supreme Court of South Carolina, Seat 4, to be vacated by 
the Hon. Justice John Henry Waller, Jr. in February 2009. I went through 
the screening process successfully and was found Qualified and 
Nominated.  
 
(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Jefferson’s temperament has been, 
and would continue to be, excellent. 
 
(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Lowcountry Citizens Committee reported Judge Jefferson to be 
“Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional qualifications, 
physical health, and mental stability; and “Well Qualified” in the 
evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and academic ability, 
character, reputation, experience, and judicial temperament. The 
Committee commented:  
 
“Judge Jefferson is imminently qualified to serve as an Associate Justice 
on the Supreme Court. She has over 25 years of experience, first as a 
family court judge and now as a circuit judge. In her expansive 
experience, she has dealt with every conceivable issue in family, civil, 
and criminal litigation, and is acquainted with all areas of the law. She 
has a keen intellect, being genuinely interested in the legal issues before 
her. She is a “worker.” She is not predetermined on the matters that come 
before her and fully studies novel or unusual issues before ruling on 
them. She is fair and does not play favorites.  
 
Judge Jefferson is innovative and takes initiative. To help alleviate the 
backlog of criminal cases caused by the pandemic, she made 
arrangements with the Sheriff for Charleston County for a temporary 
courtroom at the County jail, to hear bond matters. With this system, the 
detained did not need to be transported to the County courthouse but 
could be processed quickly and effectively. 
She is well balanced and affable with the consummate judicial 
temperament. She is well regarded and liked by jurors and attorneys. She 
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respects her peers on the bench and has positive professional 
relationships with them. Her exceedingly strong qualifications are 
accompanied by her wonderful disposition.  
 
The opinions in her letters of recommendation are universally shared by 
the legal community and all that know her. For her entire career, she has 
generously and tirelessly given her time to improve the community, 
volunteering for various causes and her church.”  
 
And: 
 
“The Committee unanimously and enthusiastically supports her 
candidacy. She has every quality, professional and personal, to be an 
excellent Associate Justice. The Committee believes her experience and 
perspective would be invaluable in this position. The Committee has no 
doubt she would serve in a manner that would bring even more public 
admiration, appreciation, and trust to the Court as a whole.” 
  
Judge Jefferson is not married.  She does not have any children. 
 
Judge Jefferson reported that she was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 

(a) South Carolina Bar Association; 
(b) Charleston County Bar Association; 
(c) S.C. Association of Circuit Court Judges; Secretary 
2010-2012; Vice President 2012-2014; President 2014-
2016; 
(d) S.C. Women Lawyers Association; 
(e) S.C. Black Lawyers; 
(f) S.C. Supreme Court Historical Society, Judicial 
Advisory Board; 
(g) American Inns of Court Foundation. 

 
Judge Jefferson provided that she was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 

(a) The Life Center Church, Charleston, S.C. 
Trustee Ministry, 2001-present; Vision to Victory 2020-present; 

(a) Charleston, SC Chapter of the Links, Inc.,1998-
present Co-Chair  

Services to Youth  
2000-2001; Corresponding Secretary 2004-2006; Recording Secretary      



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 60 

2006-2007; Chair Bylaws Committee 2006-2007; 2019-2023;2014- 
present; Vice President 2007- 2009; President 2009-2013; 

(c) Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc., 1982-present; 
(d) The Post and Courier Feature Article August 6, 
2001; 
(e) The Post and Courier “High Profile” Article May 7, 
2005;    
(f) “The Heritage List, 9 Dazzling Women of Spirit 
and Humility” Celebrate Your Heritage Magazine, 
Spring 2005; 
(g) NAACP Lifetime Achievement Award 2003; 
(h) Greater Charleston YWCA Lifetime Achievement 
Award 2004; 
(i) Advisory Board Charleston School of Law 2002-
present; 
(j) Converse College Board of Trustees; 2002-2010; 
2011- 2020;  

Academic Affairs; Legal Affairs Sub-Committee; Enrollment & 
Marketing Committee; Student Affairs Committee; Investment Sub-
Committee; Committee on Trustees; 

(k) Founder’s Day Speaker Converse College, April 
24, 2003; 
(l) South Carolina Commission on Alternative Dispute 
Resolution 2002-2006, User Education Sub-
Committee; 2018-present, Program and Technology 
Committee; 
(m) Co-Chair 9th Circuit Courthouse Security 
Commission August 4, 2006-present; 
(n) Associate Acting Justice South Carolina Supreme 
Court for the terms December 1, 2005 and June 10, 
2004; 
(o) Associate Acting Judge South Carolina Court of 
Appeals for the term June 19-13, 2003 during this term 
I sat En Banc with the Court, authored two (2) 
opinions and participated on seven (7) other 
panels/opinions; 
(p) Designated as Chief Judge for Administrative 
Purposes for the 9th Circuit as follows:  General 
Sessions July 1, 2002-January 5, 2003; Common Pleas 
January 6, 2003-January 3 2004; General Sessions 
January 4, 2004-July 3, 2004 and Common Pleas 
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January 1, 2006-December 30, 2006;General Sessions, 
Jan. 1-July 31, 2008, Common Pleas January 1, 2009-
December 31, 2009; General Sessions, January 2011-
December 30, 2011; and Common Pleas, January 1, 
2012-December 30, 2013; General Sessions, January 3, 
2016-July 1, 2017; Common Pleas(Charleston) 
January 1, 2017-June 30, 2018; Chief Judge for 
Administrative Purposes for the 14th Circuit January 5, 
2020-January 2, 2021; Chief Administrative Judge 
General Sessions 9th Circuit, July 4, 2021-December 
31, 2022; December 31, 2023-present; 
(q) Assigned exclusive jurisdiction of the following 
cases by the Supreme Court: April 29, 2003 (2003-GS-
47-000004) Statewide Grand Jury, State v. Bunker, et 
al.; December 2, 2003 (2001-CP-18-0074A) Boyd v. 
Nationwide; June 28, 2004 (2003-GS-38-02411-
02413), State v. Levi Bing, Jr.; October 3, 2004 (2002-
CP-15-00471 and 00494) Carter v. Steedley, et. al.; 
May 6, 2005 (2005-GS-22-00918) State v. Stephen C. 
Stanko; October 3, 2005 (1996-GS-32-30341) State v. 
Jeffrey L. Jones; March 7, 2006 (2004-CP-18-01951) 
Price v. Jones Ford, Inc.; October 5, 2007 State v. 
Broughton; (2006-GS-08-02164,02165,02182, 

021830,2184 & 02185); September 20, 2010 (2004-CP-37-00834) 
Rhoades, et al.v. Kenyon, et al.;  April 23, 2014, State vs Timothy D. 
Rogers (1993-GS-18-00101) (1993-GS-18-00101), Resentencing; May 
20, 2016 (2016-GS-47-00002 and 2016-GS-47-00003) Statewide Grand 
Jury Case, State vs Emory Roberts, Justin Gordon Hunter, William 
Orlando Brown, Rosemary Quezada and Lassain Dixon Johnson; May 
31, 2017 (1993-GS-10-00090,00091,00092) State vs Corey L. 
Sparkman; December 27, 2017 (2017-GS-47-00031 and 2017-GS-47-
00050) Statewide Grand Jury Case, State vs Brantley D. Thomas, III 
(2018-GS-47-00031;2018-GS-47-00051;2018-GS-47-00027;2018-GS-
47-00053;2018-GS-47-00054); March 1, 2024 1992-GS-10-01680 State 
vs Mark Hamilton; 

(r) Nominated for the inaugural class of the 
Lowcountry Diversity Leadership Academy developed 
by the American Institute for Managing Diversity and 
the Richard W. Riley Institute of Government, Politics 
and Public Leadership at Furman (had to decline due to 
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the demands of the Court schedule), September 6, 
2005; 
(s) Nominated for the Lowcountry Diversity 
Leadership Academy (had to decline due to the 
demands of the Court Schedule), September 21, 2006; 
(t) Invited by the National Judicial College to be a 
group discussion leader for the General Jurisdiction 
Course (had to decline due to the demands of the Court 
schedule, however, I have been asked to participate 
when the schedule will allow my participation), July 
2006; 
(u) Supreme Court Access to Justice Commission 
2007-2016; 
(v) S.C. Liberty Fellow-Class of 2009. 2007-present; 
(w) Federal Court, Merit Selection Panel for 
Magistrate Judges, August 17, 2010; 
(x) League of Women Voters of the Charleston Area 
Women of Distinction Award- August 26, 2010;  
(y) Designated by Chief Justice Toal as state liaison to 
the  National Consortium on Racial and Ethnic 
Fairness in the Courts, NCSC,  2003-present; Advisory 
Board 2013-2014;  Board of Directors 2014-Present; 
Nominating Committee February 8, 2016-present; 
(z) Supreme Court Docket Management Task Force, 
Common Pleas Reform Subcommittee, Rule 40/Status 
Conference Subcommittee,  

February 17, 2011-present; 
(ee) Appointed to the Supreme Court to the General Sessions Docket 
Committee (Langford Committee), January 7, 2014-present; 
(ff) Circuit Court Judges Advisory Committee, June 24, 2014-present; 
Chairperson 2019-present; Moderator and Presenter New Judges 
Orientation School 2018-present; 
(gg) Converse College "Celebrating Courage and Charting the Future: 
Commemorating 50 years of Black Women at Converse," Panel, 
February 9, 2018; 
(hh)  S.C. Circuit Court Judges Association; Secretary, August 17, 
2010-2012;  
Vice President, August 17, 2012- August 2014; President, August 2014-
2016; 
(ii) Access to Justice, Language Access Task Force of the South 
Carolina Access to Justice Commission, March 16, 2016; 
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(jj) 2024 CCJ/COSCA Southern Region Summit, Effective Criminal 
Case  
Management in Pos-Pandemic World: A Leadership Summit for Courts 
and their Communities Liason, June 5-7, 2004. 
 
Judge Jefferson further reported: 
 I served as law clerk to the Hon. Richard E. Fields of the Circuit 
Courts of South Carolina.  During my time with him I had the unique 
opportunity to observe and participate in dozens of trials and hearings 
and observe a “master jurist.”  He taught me the importance of “people 
skills.”  I learned the role of judge is central to the lawyers and the 
litigant's perception that the system afforded them a fair trial/hearing.  In 
addition, my legal research and writing skills were refined during this 
process.  These skills were further refined during my time on the bench.  
I count myself fortunate to have found my vocation in life and attempt 
to walk worthy of that vocation.  It is a rare privilege to have been 
allowed to serve the citizens of South Carolina as a Family Court Judge 
and Circuit Court Judge for the past twenty-eight (28) years.  The last 
twenty-eight (28) years have been enjoyable, rewarding and 
intellectually challenging.  I have learned much about the law and human 
nature.  I was taught that the position of a judge should be a continual 
growth process.  I believe that I have continuously grown in my judicial 
perspective.  I still have the same enjoyment for my work as the day I 
began twenty-eight (28) years ago.  The Circuit Court has one of the 
largest caseloads within the judicial system with over approximately four 
thousand (4000) filings per judge. I believe that I have been a productive 
member of the Court.  My potential election to the Supreme Court will 
create the opportunity for continued intellectual growth while allowing 
my continued contribution to the court system and the welfare of this 
state. 
 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
The Commission commented that Judge Jefferson enjoys a reputation of 
being a hard working and diligent jurist who treats others with dignity 
and respect.   
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Jefferson qualified, but did not nominate 
her for election to Supreme Court, Seat 3.  
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The Honorable R. Keith Kelly 
Supreme Court, Seat 3 

 
Commission’s Findings: QUALIFIED, BUT NOT NOMINATED 
 
(1) Constitutional Qualifications: 
Based on the Commission’s investigation, Judge Kelly meets the 
qualifications prescribed by law for judicial service as a Supreme Court 
justice. 
 
Judge Kelly was born in 1958. He is 65 years old and a resident of 
Spartanburg, South Carolina.  Judge Kelly provided in his application 
that he has been a resident of South Carolina for at least the immediate 
past five years and has been a licensed attorney in South Carolina since 
1988.  
 
(2) Ethical Fitness: 
The Commission’s investigation did not reveal any evidence of unethical 
conduct by Judge Kelly. 
Judge Kelly demonstrated an understanding of the Canons of Judicial 
Conduct and other ethical considerations important to judges, 
particularly in the areas of ex parte communications, acceptance of gifts 
and ordinary hospitality, and recusal. 
 
Judge Kelly reported that he has not made any campaign expenditures. 
 
Judge Kelly testified he has not: 
(a) sought or received the pledge of any legislator prior to screening; 
(b) sought or been offered a conditional pledge of support by a 
legislator; 
(c) asked third persons to contact members of the General Assembly 
prior to screening. 
 
Judge Kelly testified that he is aware of the Commission’s 48-hour rule 
regarding the formal and informal release of the Screening Report. 
 
(3) Professional and Academic Ability: 
The Commission found Judge Kelly to be intelligent and knowledgeable.   
 
Judge Kelly reported that he has taught the following law-related 
courses: 
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(a) I have made a presentation on Ethics to the SC Association of Criminal 
Defense Lawyers as a Circuit Judge. 
(b) I have made a presentation on Access to Justice as a Circuit Judge. 
(c) I have participated as a Circuit Judge on panels answering questions 
from lawyers. 
(d) I have made presentations to members of the Bar at the annual 
Solicitor’s Conference 
Conference while serving as a member of the SC House Judiciary 
Committee. 
(e) I have made presentations to members of the Bar at the annual Public 
Defender’s Conference while serving as a member of the SC House 
Judiciary Committee. 
(f) I have made presentations to members of the Bar at the annual Public 
Defender’s Conference while serving as a member of the SC Sentencing 
Oversight Committee. 
(g) I have spoken to school students on career days about law in general 
and described 
 our court system, both state and federal. 
(h) I taught a class to law enforcement officers on prosecuting DUI cases 
while I was a lawyer. 
 
Judge Kelly reported that he has not published any books or articles. 
 
(4) Character: 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Kelly did not reveal evidence 
of any founded grievances or criminal allegations made against him. 
 
The Commission’s investigation of Judge Kelly did not indicate any 
evidence of a troubled financial status. Judge Kelly has handled his 
financial affairs responsibly. 
The Commission also noted that Judge Kelly was punctual and attentive 
in his dealings with the Commission, and the Commission’s 
investigation did not reveal any problems with his diligence and 
industry. 
 
(5) Reputation: 
Judge Kelly reported that his rating by a legal rating organization, 
Martindale-Hubbell, is BV. 
 
Judge Kelly reported the following military service: 
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16 May 1981 to 16 May 1984, US Army active duty, Honorable 
Discharge. 17 May to 29 August 1994 US Army Reserve, Honorable 
Discharge. Captain, no longer serving. 
 
Judge Kelly reported that he has held the following public office: 
(a) 2006-2010, SC House of Representatives, House District 35, elected. 
(b) All reports were timely filed, no penalty. 
 
(6) Physical Health: 
Judge Kelly appears to be physically capable of performing the duties of 
the office he seeks. 
 
(7) Mental Stability: 
Judge Kelly appears to be mentally capable of performing the duties of 
the office he seeks. 
 
(8) Experience: 
Judge Kelly was admitted to the South Carolina Bar in 1988. 
 
He gave the following account of his legal experience since graduation 
from law school: 
(a) Brooks Law Associates, Spartanburg, SC 1988-1999; General 
practice of law including criminal, civil and family law.  No 
administrative or financial duties. 
(b) R. Keith Kelly Law Firm, Spartanburg, SC 1999-2001; General 
practice of law including criminal, civil and family law.  Solo practice 
with administrative and financial duties. 
(c) Lister, Flynn and Kelly, PA, Spartanburg, SC 2001-2013; General 
practice of law including criminal, civil and family law.  No 
administrative or financial duties. 
(d)  The South Carolina Judicial Department, Circuit Court Judge, 2013 
to present. Preside over Common Pleas and General Sessions matters. 
Judge Kelly reported the frequency of his court appearances during the 
past five years prior to his service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Federal: I have handled two federal court cases in the past five 
years 
(b) State:  I appear frequently in state court. These appearances 
likely average, on an annual basis, at least once per week, if not more, 
when court is in session. 
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Judge Kelly reported the percentage of his practice involving civil, 
criminal, domestic and other matters during the past five years prior to 
his service on the bench as follows: 
(a) Civil:  20%; 
(b) Criminal: 40%; 
(c) Domestic: 40%; 
(d) Other:  0%. 
 
Judge Kelly reported the percentage of his practice in trial court during 
the past five years as follows: 
At least 60%. This is an estimate; it has been over ten years since I 
practiced law. 
 
The following is Judge Kelly’s account of his five most significant 
litigated matters: 
These cases were before I came to the bench in 2013. 
(a) State v. Moore: death penalty case 
(b) State v. Samples: death penalty case 
(c) State v. Connor:  death penalty case 
(d) State v. Brown: death penalty case 
(e) US v. Troy Rolle: interstate drug trafficking case 
 
Judge Kelly reported that he has not handled any civil appeals. 
 
The following is Judge Kelly’s account of five criminal appeals he has 
personally handled: 
These cases were before I came to the bench in 2013. 
(a) State v. Moore: death penalty case 
(b) State v. Samples: death penalty case 
(c) State v. Connor:  death penalty case 
(d) State v. Brown: death penalty case 
(e) US v. Troy Rolle: interstate drug trafficking case 
 
Judge Kelly further reported that he has held the following judicial 
offices: 
SC Circuit Court Judge, 2013-present. Elected by the General Assembly. 
The jurisdiction of the Circuit Court is defined by Article V, Section 11 
of the SC Constitution and Title 14, Chapter 5 of the SC Code of Laws, 
as amended. 
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Judge Kelly provided the following list of his most significant orders or 
opinions: 

(a) Catawba Indian Nation v. State of South Carolina, 
407 S.C. 526, 765 SE2d 900 (2014). The Indian tribe 
brought a declaratory judgment action against the state to 
determine the effect of the Gambling Cruise Act on certain 
gambling rights. The Supreme Court held declaratory 
judgment action was not precluded by collateral estoppel; 
the action was not precluded by res judicata; but the 
Gambling Cruise Act did not authorize the tribe to offer 
video poker gambling on its reservation. I concurred in the 
opinion as an Acting Associate Justice. 
(b) Garrard v. Charleston County School District, LLC, 
439 S.C. 596 (2023). Members and coach of high school 
football team brought defamation action against newspaper 
that had published series of articles that included 
statements about members and coach in connection with 
controversial post-game ritual performed by team. The 
Supreme Court, Kittredge, Acting C.J., held that common 
law presumption of general damages did not apply, 
requiring members and coach to demonstrate actual injury. 
The members and coach were required to demonstrate 
actual injury attributable to articles; allegedly libelous 
statement involved issue of public controversy or concern 
and was published by a media defendant. Petitioners fell 
short on the element of damages. Because the allegedly 
libelous statement involved an issue of public controversy 
or concern and was published by a media defendant, the 
common law presumption of general damages did not 
apply, and it was incumbent on Petitioners to show actual 
injury attributable to Respondent's publications. I 
concurred in the opinion as an Acting Associate Justice. 
(c) Garrison v. Target, 435 S.C. 566 (2022).   Customers 
sued store for negligence, violation of Unfair Trade 
Practices Act, and loss of consortium after daughter picked 
up and was pricked by needle and syringe in store parking 
lot. The jury returned a verdict for Plaintiffs. The Court of 
Appeals held the statutory cap on punitive damages 
pursuant to section 15-32-530 constituted an affirmative 
defense that must be pled or else waived, and because 
Target failed to plead the cap, the Court held its application 
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was waived in this case. Target contended the Court of 
Appeals erred in holding it was required to plead the 
statutory cap on punitive damages pursuant to section 15-
32-530 as an affirmative defense, and because Target did 
not do so, application of the damages cap was waived in 
this case. The Supreme Court agreed finding the statutory 
cap on punitive damages is neither an affirmative defense 
nor an avoidance because it does not affect liability or 
require new matter to be asserted but instead limits the 
amount of damages a plaintiff can recover. 
(d) State v. Daniel Spade, 2016WL3670561, (2016). 
Defendant was charged with Criminal Sexual Conduct 
with a Minor, First Degree for forcing his then seven year 
old daughter to perform oral sex on him during non-
custodial visitation. Defendant improperly struck juror 199 
because she was a grandmother and later alleged due to her 
age. I ruled the strike unconstitutional based on gender 
because only females can be grandmothers and the “dual 
motivation doctrine did not cure the constitutional defect. 
Affirmed. 
(e) West Anderson Water   v. City of Anderson, 417 S.C. 
496, 790 SE2d 204 (2016). 

The Water District brought a declaratory action against the City to 
determine the proper service provider to supply water to Michelin’s 
newly constructed facility. The Court affirmed my ruling determining 
the Water Sale and Purchase Agreement allowed the City to provide 
service to Michelin, enabling legislation authorized the local governing 
body to execute contracts extending past its members terms of office and 
there was no delegation of power by the district. Affirmed. 
 
Judge Kelly reported no other employment while serving as a judge. 
 
Judge Kelly reported the following regarding unsuccessful candidacies: 
(a) 1991 SC Senate special election to fill unexpired term of Senator 
Horace Smith. I lost in the primary to a challenger. 
(b) 2010 SC House of Representatives, District 35. I lost in the primary 
to a challenger. 
(c) 1995 Family Court Judgeship. I withdrew from consideration.  
(d) 1998 Family Court Judgeship. I withdrew from consideration. 
(e) 2010 US Magistrate. I was not selected. 
(f) 2016 Supreme Court. I withdrew from consideration. 
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(9) Judicial Temperament: 
The Commission believes that Judge Kelly’s temperament has been, and 
would continue to be, excellent. 
 
(10) Miscellaneous: 
The Upstate Citizens Committee reported Judge Kelly to be “Well-
Qualified” as to the evaluative criteria of ethical fitness, professional and 
academic ability, character, reputation, experience, and judicial 
temperament; and “Qualified” in the evaluative criteria of constitutional 
qualifications, physical health, and mental stability. The Committee 
included the following comment: “Judge Kelly is an outstanding jurist. 
He has an outstanding reputation and is well liked by all!” 
 
Judge Kelly is married to Cynthia Gail Jackson Kelly. He has three 
children. 
 
Judge Kelly reported that he was a member of the following Bar and 
professional associations: 
(a) South Carolina Bar Association 
(b) South Carolina Circuit Court Judges Association 
(c) Cherokee County Bar Association 
(d) Spartanburg County Bar Association 
(e) South Carolina Supreme Court Historical Society 
 
Judge Kelly provided that he was a member of the following civic, 
charitable, educational, social, or fraternal organizations: 
(a) Trinity United Methodist Church, Spartanburg, SC 
(b) The Supreme Court Historical Society 
(c) Spartanburg Downtown Rotary Club (Paul Harris Plus Seven) 
(d) Rotary Paul Harris Society 
(e) Spartanburg Pilots Association, former board member 
(f) Woodruff Investment Club 
(g) The Peachtree Project (former member) 
 
Judge Kelly further reported: 
I respectfully submit that my work ethic is one of my strong suits. I 
worked to pay my way through college and law school. I repaid all 
student loans timely, and I applied myself to the practice of law and 
representing clients with the same work ethic. I applied myself and that 
same work ethic while serving our state as a Circuit Court Judge. And, I 
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will continue to apply that same work ethic to cases before the Supreme 
Court. 
 
(11) Commission Members’ Comments: 
The Commission commented that Judge Kelly enjoys a well-deserved, 
fantastic reputation in the legal community. They expressed appreciation 
for his excellent temperament and his commitment to punctuality in the 
courtroom. 
 
(12) Conclusion: 
The Commission found Judge Kelly qualified, but did not nominate him 
to serve as Supreme Court, Seat 3. 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
The Judicial Merit Screening Commission found the following 
candidates QUALIFIED AND NOMINATED: 
 
SUPREME COURT 
SEAT 3  The Honorable Blake A. Hewitt 
     The Honorable Jocelyn Newman 
     The Honorable Letitia H. Verdin 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
/s/Sen. Luke A. Rankin    /s/Rep. Micajah P. “Micah” Caskey, IV 
/s/Sen. Ronnie A. Sabb         /s/Rep. J. Todd Rutherford 
/s/Rep. Scott Talley      /s/Rep. Wallace H. “Jay” Jordan, Jr. 
/s/Ms. Hope Blackley           /s/Mr. Andrew N. Safran 
/s/Mr. J.P. “Pete” Strom, Jr.       /s/Ms. Lucy Grey McIver 
 

APPENDIX 
 

Report from the South Carolina Bar Judicial Qualifications 
Committee 

 
The Honorable Ralph K. Anderson, III 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 

The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports that 
the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding The 
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Honorable Ralph K. Anderson, III’s candidacy for the Supreme Court, 
Seat 3, is as follows:  
 
Overall Well-Qualified 
Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Well-Qualified 
Character Well-Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Well-Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Well-Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Well-Qualified 

 
The Honorable Jocelyn Newman 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 

The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports that 
the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding The 
Honorable Jocelyn Newman’s candidacy for the Supreme Court, Seat 3, 
is as follows: 
 
Overall Well-Qualified 
Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Well-Qualified 
Character Well-Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Well-Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Well-Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Well-Qualified 

 
The Honorable Letitia H. Verdin 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 

The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports that 
the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding The 
Honorable Letitia H. Verdin’s candidacy for the Supreme Court, Seat 3, 
is as follows: 
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Overall Well-Qualified 
Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Well-Qualified 
Character Well-Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Well-Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Well-Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Well-Qualified 

 
The Honorable R. Keith Kelly 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 

The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports 
that the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding 
The Honorable R. Keith Kelly’s candidacy for the Supreme Court, Seat 
3, is as follows: 

 
Overall Well-Qualified 
Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Well-Qualified 
Character Well-Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Well-Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Well-Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Well-Qualified 

The Honorable Blake A. Hewitt 
Supreme Court, Seat 3 

 
The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports 
that the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding 
The Honorable Blake A. Hewitt’s candidacy for the Supreme Court,  
Seat 3, is as follows:  
 
Overall Well-Qualified 
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Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Well-Qualified 
Character Well-Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Well-Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Well-Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Well-Qualified 

 
The Honorable Deadra L. Jefferson 

Supreme Court, Seat 3 
 

The South Carolina Bar’s Judicial Qualifications Committee reports 
that the collective opinion of those Bar members surveyed regarding 
The Honorable Deadra L. Jefferson’s candidacy for the Supreme Court, 
Seat 3, is as follows:  

 
Overall Qualified 
Constitutional Qualifications Qualified 
Physical Health Qualified 
Mental Stability Qualified 
Ethical Fitness Qualified 
Character Qualified 
Professional and Academic Ability Qualified 
Experience Well-Qualified 
Reputation Qualified 
Judicial Temperament  Qualified 
Received as information. 
 

COMMUNICATION 
The following was received: 

 
June 3, 2024 
The Honorable Charles F. Reid, Clerk  
House of Representatives 
Post Office Box 11867 Columbia, South Carolina 29211 
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Dear Mr. Reid: 
 

Enclosed, please find the S.C. Board of Health and Environmental 
Control’s (Department) designation of 1-(2- methyl-4-(3- phenylprop-
2-en-1-yl)piperazin-1- yl)butan-1-one (commonly known as 2- 
methyl AP–237), including its optical and geometric isomers, esters, 
ethers, salts, and salts of isomers, esters, and ethers whenever the 
existence of such isomers, esters, ethers, and salts is possible within 
the specific chemical designation, in Schedule I of the South Carolina 
Controlled Substances Act. The Board has taken this action at its 
meeting on April 11, 2024, pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-53-
160(C), which authorizes the Department to designate a substance as 
a controlled substance by scheduling it in accordance with an order 
effecting federal scheduling as a controlled substance. 

On March 15, 2024, the U.S. Department of Justice, Drug 
Enforcement Administration (DEA) issued a scheduling order placing 
1-(2-methyl-4-(3- phenylprop-2-en-1-yl)piperazin-1- yl)butan-1-one 
(commonly known as 2- methyl AP–237), including its optical and 
geometric isomers, esters, ethers, salts, and salts of isomers, esters, 
and ethers whenever the existence of such isomers, esters, ethers, and 
salts is possible within the specific chemical designation, in schedule I 
of the federal Controlled Substances Act. Federal Register, Volume 89, 
Number 52, pp. 18793-18796; https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/ 
FR-2024-03-15/pdf/2024-05543.pdf. The Board subsequently signed 
an order at its April 11, 2024, meeting in compliance with the federal 
order. See attached. 

The Department makes this notification in accordance with S.C. Code 
Section 44-53-160(C), which requires the Department to notify the 
General Assembly of an addition of a controlled substance in 
conformity with federal law. Schedule I controlled substances are 
found in S.C. Code Section 44-53-190. 

As required by law, the enclosed Board Order 

has been posted on the agency website. Thank 
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you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 
  M. Denise Crawford 

Enclosure 
 

 SOUTH CAROLINA BOARD OF HEALTH AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 

 
Placement of 2-Methyl AP-237 in Schedule I for Controlled 

Substances 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to S.C. Code Section 44-53-160(C), the 
S.C. Board of Health and Environmental Control (Board) shall 
designate a substance as a controlled substance by scheduling 
it in accordance with an order effecting federal scheduling as 
a controlled substance; 

 
WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Justice, Dmg 
Enforcement Administration ("DEA"), issued a final rule 
placing 1-(2-methyl-4-(3- phenylprop-2-en-1-yl)piperazin-l- 
yl)butan-1-one (commonly known as 2- methyl AP-237), 
including its optical and geometric isomers, esters, ethers, 
salts, and salts of isomers, esters, and ethers whenever the 
existence of such isomers, esters, ethers, and salts is possible 
within the specific chemical designation, in schedule I of the 
federal Controlled Substance Act, effective April 15, 2024. 
F.R. Volume 89, Number 52, pp. 18793-18796; 

 
WHEREAS, in order to meet the United States' obligations 
under the Single Convention and because 2-methyl AP-237 
has no currently accepted medical use in treatment in the 
United States, the DEA Administrator has determined that 2- 
methyl AP-237, including its optical and geometric isomers, 
esters, ethers, salts, and salts of isomers, esters, and ethers, 
whenever the existence of such isomers, esters, ethers, and 
salts is possible within the specific chemical designation, 
should be placed in schedule I of the CSA; and 

THEREFORE, the Board of Health and Environmental 
Control adopts the federal scheduling of 2- methyl AP- 237 
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and amends Section 44-53-190 by adding and designating into 
Schedule I of the South Carolina Controlled Substances Act: 
l-(2-methyl-4-(3- phenylprop-2-en-l-yl)piperazin-l-yl)butan-
l-one (commonly known as 2- methyl AP-237), including its 
optical and geometric isomers, esters, ethers, salts, and salts of 
isomers, esters, and ethers whenever the existence of such 
isomers, esters, ethers, and salts is possible within the specific 
chemical designation. 

 
Seema Shrivastava-Patel, Chairwoman 
S.C. Board of Health and Environmental Control 
April 11, 2024 
Columbia, South Carolina 

 
Received as information. 
 

R. 212, H. 4248--ORDERED PRINTED IN THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER ordered the following Veto printed in the Journal: 
 

May 21, 2024 
The Honorable G. Murrell Smith, Jr.  
Speaker of the House of Representatives  
State House, Second Floor 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 

 
Dear Mr. Speaker and Members of the House: 
I am hereby vetoing and returning without my approval R-212, 
H. 4248, which seeks to authorize conditional discharge for first 
time offenders charged with selling beer, wine, or alcoholic 
liquors to underage persons and to allow for the expungement 
of related records. Although I appreciate the underlying aims of 
H. 4248 and the well-intentioned efforts of its sponsors, for the 
reasons set forth below, I am compelled to veto this legislation. 
As l have emphasized in vetoing numerous other expungement-
related proposals, both in the current legislative session and in 
previous years. I believe in the Rule of Law, but I also believe in 
grace, and I recognize the challenges that individuals with 
criminal records face when applying for jobs. To these ends, 
second chances should be freely given when individuals have 
made mistakes and paid their debts to society; however, 
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criminal history, like all history, should not be erased. Rather, 
compassion should be informed by fact and should not be 
forced upon unwitting prospective employers and other 
interested parties. 
An individual's criminal history can be instructive, but it need 
not be destructive. When complicated, one's criminal history 
can be contextualized and considered in light of the totality of 
the circumstances. Otherwise, as Governor Haley similarly 
noted in vetoing expungement legislation in 2012, "[t]he result 
would be businesses and communities being unfairly deprived 
of the ability to be informed about the criminal histories of those 
caring for our children, minding our cash registers, and installing 
ou[r] alarm systems.'ꞏ Accordingly, I am unwilling to sign 
legislation that effectively encourages an individual (and 
employee) to fail to acknowledge-or to consciously omit 
information about-having been previously charged with (and 
pleaded guilty to or been found guilty of) selling beer, wine, or 
alcoholic liquors to underage persons. Indeed, H. 4248 
expressly and proactively sanctions such conduct in most 
circumstances. See R-212, H. 
4248, §§ 1, 2 ('ꞏNo person as to whom the [conditional discharge 
order has been entered may be held pursuant to another provision 
of law to be guilty of perjury or otherwise giving a false 
statement by reason of his failure to recite or acknowledge the 
arrest, or indictment or information, or trial in response to an 
inquiry made of him for any purpose, except when the person is 
providing sworn statements or giving testimony under oath."). 
For the foregoing reasons, I am respectfully vetoing R-212, H. 4248 
and returning the same without my signature. 

 
Yours very truly, 
Henry McMaster 
 

REGULATIONS RECEIVED   
The following were received and referred to the appropriate 

committee for consideration: 
  

Document No. 5267 
Agency: Public Service Commission 
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Statutory Authority: 1976 Code Sections 58-3-140, 58-9-720, and 58-
9-810 
Article 6, Telecommunications Utilities 
Received by Speaker of the House of Representatives  
May 22, 2024 
Referred to Regulations and Administrative Procedures Committee 
Legislative Review Expiration September 19, 2024 

 
Document No. 5242 
Agency: Public Service Commission 
Statutory Authority: 1976 Code Sections 58-3-140, 58-23-590, 58-23-
1010,  
58-23-1070, and 58-23-1130 
Article 2, Motor Carriers 
Received by Speaker of the House of Representatives  
May 24, 2024 
Referred to Regulations and Administrative Procedures Committee 
Legislative Review Expiration September 21, 2024 
 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
The following was introduced: 
 
H. 5565 -- Reps. G. M. Smith, Weeks, Alexander, Anderson, 

Atkinson, Bailey, Ballentine, Bamberg, Bannister, Bauer, Beach, 
Bernstein, Blackwell, Bradley, Brewer, Brittain, Burns, Bustos, 
Calhoon, Carter, Caskey, Chapman, Chumley, Clyburn, Cobb-Hunter, 
Collins, Connell, B. J. Cox, B. L. Cox, Crawford, Cromer, Davis, 
Dillard, Elliott, Erickson, Felder, Forrest, Gagnon, Garvin, Gatch, 
Gibson, Gilliam, Gilliard, Guest, Guffey, Haddon, Hager, Hardee, 
Harris, Hart, Hartnett, Hayes, Henderson-Myers, Henegan, 
Herbkersman, Hewitt, Hiott, Hixon, Hosey, Howard, Hyde, Jefferson, 
J. E. Johnson, J. L. Johnson, S. Jones, W. Jones, Jordan, Kilmartin, 
King, Kirby, Landing, Lawson, Leber, Ligon, Long, Lowe, Magnuson, 
May, McCabe, McCravy, McDaniel, McGinnis, Mitchell, J. Moore, 
T. Moore, A. M. Morgan, T. A. Morgan, Moss, Murphy, Neese, 
B. Newton, W. Newton, Nutt, O'Neal, Oremus, Ott, Pace, Pedalino, 
Pendarvis, Pope, Rivers, Robbins, Rose, Rutherford, Sandifer, 
Schuessler, Sessions, M. M. Smith, Spann-Wilder, Stavrinakis, Taylor, 
Thayer, Thigpen, Trantham, Vaughan, West, Wetmore, Wheeler, White, 
Whitmire, Williams, Willis, Wooten and Yow: A HOUSE 
RESOLUTION TO EXPRESS THE PROFOUND SORROW OF THE 
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MEMBERS OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES UPON THE PASSING OF BLAINE ALAN 
VARNER OF SUMTER COUNTY AND TO EXTEND THEIR 
DEEPEST SYMPATHY TO HIS LOVING FAMILY AND HIS MANY 
FRIENDS. 

 
The Resolution was adopted. 
 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
The following was introduced: 
 
H. 5566 -- Reps. Stavrinakis, Cobb-Hunter, Wetmore, Alexander, 

Anderson, Atkinson, Bailey, Ballentine, Bamberg, Bannister, Bauer, 
Beach, Bernstein, Blackwell, Bradley, Brewer, Brittain, Burns, Bustos, 
Calhoon, Carter, Caskey, Chapman, Chumley, Clyburn, Collins, 
Connell, B. J. Cox, B. L. Cox, Crawford, Cromer, Davis, Dillard, Elliott, 
Erickson, Felder, Forrest, Gagnon, Garvin, Gatch, Gibson, Gilliam, 
Gilliard, Guest, Guffey, Haddon, Hager, Hardee, Harris, Hart, Hartnett, 
Hayes, Henderson-Myers, Henegan, Herbkersman, Hewitt, Hiott, 
Hixon, Hosey, Howard, Hyde, Jefferson, J. E. Johnson, J. L. Johnson, 
S. Jones, W. Jones, Jordan, Kilmartin, King, Kirby, Landing, Lawson, 
Leber, Ligon, Long, Lowe, Magnuson, May, McCabe, McCravy, 
McDaniel, McGinnis, Mitchell, J. Moore, T. Moore, A. M. Morgan, 
T. A. Morgan, Moss, Murphy, Neese, B. Newton, W. Newton, Nutt, 
O'Neal, Oremus, Ott, Pace, Pedalino, Pendarvis, Pope, Rivers, Robbins, 
Rose, Rutherford, Sandifer, Schuessler, Sessions, G. M. Smith, 
M. M. Smith, Spann-Wilder, Taylor, Thayer, Thigpen, Trantham, 
Vaughan, Weeks, West, Wheeler, White, Whitmire, Williams, Willis, 
Wooten and Yow: A HOUSE RESOLUTION TO CONGRATULATE 
SOUTH CAROLINA DEPUTY SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
ASHELY TEASDEL ON BEING NAMED THE 2024 CHARLESTON 
WOMEN IN INTERNATIONAL TRADE (CWIT) WOMAN OF THE 
YEAR. 

 
The Resolution was adopted. 
 

HOUSE RESOLUTION 
The following was introduced: 
 
H. 5567 -- Reps. Henderson-Myers, Alexander, Anderson, Atkinson, 

Bailey, Ballentine, Bamberg, Bannister, Bauer, Beach, Bernstein, 
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Blackwell, Bradley, Brewer, Brittain, Burns, Bustos, Calhoon, Carter, 
Caskey, Chapman, Chumley, Clyburn, Cobb-Hunter, Collins, Connell, 
B. J. Cox, B. L. Cox, Crawford, Cromer, Davis, Dillard, Elliott, 
Erickson, Felder, Forrest, Gagnon, Garvin, Gatch, Gibson, Gilliam, 
Gilliard, Guest, Guffey, Haddon, Hager, Hardee, Harris, Hart, Hartnett, 
Hayes, Henegan, Herbkersman, Hewitt, Hiott, Hixon, Hosey, Howard, 
Hyde, Jefferson, J. E. Johnson, J. L. Johnson, S. Jones, W. Jones, 
Jordan, Kilmartin, King, Kirby, Landing, Lawson, Leber, Ligon, Long, 
Lowe, Magnuson, May, McCabe, McCravy, McDaniel, McGinnis, 
Mitchell, J. Moore, T. Moore, A. M. Morgan, T. A. Morgan, Moss, 
Murphy, Neese, B. Newton, W. Newton, Nutt, O'Neal, Oremus, Ott, 
Pace, Pedalino, Pendarvis, Pope, Rivers, Robbins, Rose, Rutherford, 
Sandifer, Schuessler, Sessions, G. M. Smith, M. M. Smith, Spann-
Wilder, Stavrinakis, Taylor, Thayer, Thigpen, Trantham, Vaughan, 
Weeks, West, Wetmore, Wheeler, White, Whitmire, Williams, Willis, 
Wooten and Yow: A HOUSE RESOLUTION TO RECOGNIZE AND 
HONOR DONALD W. BEATTY, CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA SUPREME COURT, UPON THE OCCASION OF HIS 
RETIREMENT AFTER YEARS OF EXEMPLARY SERVICE, AND 
TO WISH HIM CONTINUED SUCCESS AND HAPPINESS IN ALL 
HIS FUTURE ENDEAVORS. 

 
The Resolution was adopted. 
 
 

ROLL CALL 
The roll call of the House of Representatives was taken resulting as 

follows: 
Alexander Anderson Bailey 
Ballentine Bannister Bauer 
Beach Bernstein Blackwell 
Bradley Brewer Brittain 
Burns Bustos Calhoon 
Carter Caskey Chapman 
Chumley Clyburn Cobb-Hunter 
Collins B. L. Cox Crawford 
Cromer Davis Dillard 
Elliott Erickson Felder 
Forrest Gagnon Garvin 
Gatch Gibson Gilliam 
Guest Guffey Haddon 
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Hager Harris Hart 
Hartnett Hayes Henderson-Myers 
Herbkersman Hewitt Hiott 
Hixon Hosey Howard 
Jefferson J. E. Johnson J. L. Johnson 
S. Jones W. Jones Jordan 
Kilmartin King Kirby 
Landing Lawson Ligon 
Long Lowe Magnuson 
May McCabe McCravy 
McDaniel McGinnis Mitchell 
J. Moore T. Moore A. M. Morgan 
T. A. Morgan Moss Murphy 
B. Newton W. Newton Nutt 
O'Neal Oremus Ott 
Pace Pedalino Pope 
Rivers Robbins Rose 
Sandifer Schuessler Sessions 
G. M. Smith M. M. Smith Spann-Wilder 
Stavrinakis Taylor Thayer 
Thigpen Trantham Vaughan 
Weeks West Wetmore 
Wheeler Whitmire Williams 
Willis Wooten Yow 

 
Total Present--111 

 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER granted Rep. B. J. COX a leave of absence for the day. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
The SPEAKER granted Rep. WHITE a leave of absence for the day 

due to medical reasons. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
The SPEAKER granted Rep. HYDE a leave of absence for the day. 
 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
The SPEAKER granted Rep. CONNELL a leave of absence for the 

day. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER granted Rep. BAMBERG a leave of absence for the 
day due to medical reasons. 

 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

The SPEAKER granted Rep. HENEGAN a leave of absence for the 
day due to family medical reasons. 

 
CO-SPONSORS ADDED 

In accordance with House Rule 5.2 below: 
 
“5.2 Every bill before presentation shall have its title endorsed; every 

report, its title at length; every petition, memorial, or other paper, its 
prayer or substance; and, in every instance, the name of the member 
presenting any paper shall be endorsed and the papers shall be presented 
by the member to the Speaker at the desk. A member may add his name 
to a bill or resolution or a co-sponsor of a bill or resolution may remove 
his name at any time prior to the bill or resolution receiving passage on 
second reading. The member or co-sponsor shall notify the Clerk of the 
House in writing of his desire to have his name added or removed from 
the bill or resolution. The Clerk of the House shall print the member's or 
co-sponsor's written notification in the House Journal. The removal or 
addition of a name does not apply to a bill or resolution sponsored by a 
committee.”  

 
CO-SPONSOR ADDED 

Bill Number: H. 3127 
Date: ADD: 
06/05/24 MAGNUSON and HARRIS 
 

HOUSE STANDS AT EASE 
 
The House stood at ease subject to the call of the Chair. 
 

THE HOUSE RESUMES 
At 11:59 a.m. the House resumed, the SPEAKER in the Chair. 

 
JOINT ASSEMBLY 

At 12:00 noon, the Senate appeared in the Hall of the House.  The 
President of the Senate called the Joint Assembly to order and announced 
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that it had convened under the terms of a Concurrent Resolution adopted 
by both Houses. 

 
ELECTION OF A SUPREME COURT JUSTICE, 

SEAT 3 

The PRESIDENT announced that nominations were in order for a 
Supreme Court Justice, Seat 3. 

Sen. Rankin, on behalf of the Judicial Merit Selection Commission, 
stated that the following candidates had been screened and found 
qualified: The Honorable Blake A. Hewitt, The Honorable Jocelyn 
Newman, and The Honorable Letitia Verdin. 

Sen. Rankin, on behalf of the Judicial Merit Selection Commission, 
stated that the Honorable Jocelyn Newman and the Honorable Blake A. 
Hewitt had withdrawn from the race, and placed the name of the 
remaining candidate, the Honorable Letitia Verdin, in nomination. 

On the motion of Sen. Rankin, nominations were closed and the Joint 
Assembly proceeded to a vote.  

On the motion of Rep. HIOTT, with unanimous consent, the House 
voted by electronic roll call.  

The Reading Clerk of the Senate called the roll of the Senate, and the 
Senators voted viva voce as their names were called. 

 
The following named Senators voted for The Honorable Letitia H. 

Verdin: 
Adams Alexander Allen 
Bennett Campsen Cash 
Climer Corbin Cromer 
Davis Devine Fanning 
Gambrell Garrett Goldfinch 
Grooms Gustafson Harpootlian 
Hembree Hutto Jackson 
Johnson, Kevin Johnson, Michael Kimbrell 
Loftis Malloy Martin 
Massey Matthews McLeod 
Peeler Rankin Reichenbach 
Rice Sabb Setzler 
Shealy Stephens Talley 
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Tedder Turner Verdin 
Williams Young  

 
Total--44 

 
On the motion of Rep. HIOTT, with unanimous consent, the members 

of the House voted by electronic roll call. 
 
The following named Representatives voted for The Honorable Letitia 

H. Verdin: 
Alexander Anderson Bailey 
Ballentine Bannister Bauer 
Beach Bernstein Blackwell 
Bradley Brewer Brittain 
Burns Bustos Calhoon 
Carter Caskey Chapman 
Chumley Clyburn Cobb-Hunter 
Collins B. L. Cox Cromer 
Davis Dillard Elliott 
Erickson Felder Forrest 
Gagnon Garvin Gatch 
Gibson Gilliam Guest 
Guffey Haddon Hager 
Harris Hart Hartnett 
Hayes Henderson-Myers Herbkersman 
Hewitt Hiott Hixon 
Hosey Howard Jefferson 
J. E. Johnson J. L. Johnson S. Jones 
W. Jones Jordan Kilmartin 
King Kirby Landing 
Lawson Ligon Long 
Lowe Magnuson May 
McCabe McCravy McGinnis 
Mitchell T. Moore A. M. Morgan 
T. A. Morgan Moss Murphy 
B. Newton W. Newton Nutt 
O'Neal Oremus Ott 
Pace Pedalino Pope 
Rivers Robbins Rose 
Sandifer Schuessler Sessions 
G. M. Smith M. M. Smith Spann-Wilder 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 86 

Stavrinakis Taylor Thayer 
Thigpen Trantham Vaughan 
Weeks West Wetmore 
Wheeler Whitmire Williams 
Willis Wooten Yow 

 
Total--108 

 
RECAPITULATION 

 
Total number of Senators voting ............................................ 44 
Total number of Representatives voting .............................. 108 
Grand Total .......................................................................... 152 
Necessary to a choice ............................................................... 0 
Of which The Honorable Letitia H. Verdin received  .......... 152 
 

Whereupon, the PRESIDENT announced that the Honorable Letitia 
Verdin was duly elected for the term prescribed by law. 
 

STATEMENT FOR JOURNAL 
 Due to traffic, I missed the vote to elect the Supreme Court, Seat 3 
Justice. If I had been present, I would have voted in favor of electing the 
Honorable Letitia H. Verdin to the South Carolina Supreme Court.  
 Rep. Heather Crawford 
 

THE HOUSE RESUMES 
At 12:18 p.m. the House resumed, the SPEAKER in the Chair. 
 
Rep. HIOTT moved that the House do now adjourn, pursuant to the 

Sine Die Resolution, which was agreed to. 
 

RATIFICATION OF ACTS 
FOR MAY 15, 2024 

Pursuant to an invitation the Honorable Speaker and House of 
Representatives appeared in the Senate Chamber on May 15, 2024, at 
12:00 Noon and the following Acts and Joint Resolutions were ratified: 

 
 (R. 177, S. 112) --  Senators Allen, Hembree and Shealy: AN ACT 

TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 34-11-90, RELATING TO JURISDICTION 
FOR OFFENSES INVOLVING CHECKS AND PENALTIES, SO AS 
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TO PROVIDE A METHOD TO EXPUNGE CONVICTIONS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 17-22-910, RELATING TO APPLICATIONS 
FOR EXPUNGEMENT, SO AS TO ADD MULTIPLE 
MISDEMEANOR OFFENSES OF CHECK FRAUD TO THOSE 
OFFENSES ELIGIBLE FOR EXPUNGEMENT; AND BY ADDING 
SECTION 17-1-43, SO AS TO REQUIRE THE DESTRUCTION OF 
ARREST RECORDS OF PERSONS MADE AS A RESULT OF 
MISTAKEN IDENTITY UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES. 

 
 (R. 178, S. 125) --  Senators Hembree, Turner, Young, Setzler, 

Fanning and Climer: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 59-149-15, RELATING 
TO ADDITIONAL LIFE SCHOLARSHIP STIPENDS FOR SCIENCE 
AND MATHEMATICS MAJORS, SO AS TO EXTEND STIPEND 
AVAILABILITY TO EDUCATION MAJORS, TO DEFINE 
EDUCATION MAJORS AND REDEFINE SCIENCE AND 
MATHEMATICS MAJORS TO MAKE CONFORMING CHANGES 
AND OTHER REVISIONS, TO PROVIDE EDUCATION MAJOR 
STIPEND RECIPIENTS MUST CONTRACTUALLY AGREE TO 
TEACH IN SOUTH CAROLINA PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOR CERTAIN 
PERIODS OF TIME, AND TO PROVIDE GRANDFATHER 
PROVISIONS FOR CERTAIN EXISTING STIPEND RECIPIENTS, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-104-25, 
RELATING TO ADDITIONAL PALMETTO FELLOWS 
SCHOLARSHIP STIPENDS FOR SCIENCE AND MATHEMATICS 
MAJORS, SO AS TO EXTEND STIPEND AVAILABILITY TO 
EDUCATION MAJORS, TO DEFINE EDUCATION MAJORS AND 
REDEFINE SCIENCE AND MATHEMATICS MAJORS TO MAKE 
CONFORMING CHANGES AND OTHER REVISIONS, TO 
PROVIDE EDUCATION MAJOR STIPEND RECIPIENTS MUST 
CONTRACTUALLY AGREE TO TEACH IN SOUTH CAROLINA 
PUBLIC SCHOOLS FOR CERTAIN PERIODS OF TIME, AND TO 
PROVIDE GRANDFATHER PROVISIONS FOR CERTAIN 
EXISTING STIPEND RECIPIENTS, AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 59-149-50, RELATING TO LIFE 
SCHOLARSHIP ELIGIBILITY, SO AS TO INCLUDE THE ACT 
TEST AS AN OPTION FOR ELIGIBILITY, TO PROVIDE THE 
COMMISSION ON HIGHER EDUCATION SHALL DETERMINE 
THE MINIMUM QUALIFYING ACT SCORE, TO PROVIDE THIS 
MINIMUM QUALIFYING SCORE MUST BE THE EQUIVALENT 
OF THE MINIMUM QUALIFYING SAT SCORE, TO PROVIDE THE 
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COMMISSION PERIODICALLY SHALL ADJUST THESE 
MINIMUM QUALIFYING SCORES COMMENSURATE WITH 
SCORING SCALE ADJUSTMENTS MADE BY THE TESTING 
PROVIDER, AND TO PROVIDE COLLEGE AND UNIVERSITIES 
MUST CONSIDER THE MINIMUM SCORING REQUIREMENT IN 
EFFECT AT THE TIME A TEST IS TAKEN WHEN DETERMINING 
WHETHER AN INDIVIDUAL SATISFIES THE MINIMUM 
SCORING REQUIREMENT; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-104-20, 
RELATING TO THE DURATION OF PALMETTO FELLOWS 
SCHOLARSHIPS, SO AS TO PROVIDE STUDENTS WHO USE 
PALMETTO FELLOWS SCHOLARSHIPS TO ATTEND ELIGIBLE 
TWO YEAR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING SHALL 
RECEIVE A MAXIMUM OF FOUR CONTINUOUS SEMESTERS 
AND MAY CONTINUE TO USE SCHOLARSHIPS TO ATTEND AN 
ELIGIBLE FOUR YEAR INSTITUTION, SUBJECT TO THE 
MAXIMUM NUMBER OF SEMESTERS OF ELIGIBILITY FOR 
THE SCHOLARSHIP. 

 
 (R. 179, S. 207) --  Senator Fanning: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING ARTICLE 22 
TO CHAPTER 23, TITLE 57 SO AS TO CREATE THE PIEDMONT 
GATEWAY SCENIC BYWAY AND TO IDENTIFY THE THREE 
SEGMENTS THAT COMPRISE THE BYWAY. 

 
 (R. 180, S. 241) --  Senators Garrett and Gambrell: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING 
CHAPTER 84 TO TITLE 40 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
REGULATION OF GENETIC COUNSELORS, TO ESTABLISH THE 
BOARD OF GENETIC COUNSELORS, TO PROVIDE POWERS 
AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD, TO DEFINE NECESSARY TERMS, 
TO PROVIDE PROCEDURES AND CRITERIA FOR LICENSURE 
OF GENETIC COUNSELORS, TO PROVIDE RELATED DUTIES OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, LICENSING AND 
REGULATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE INVESTIGATION OF 
VIOLATIONS AND IMPOSITION OF PENALTIES, AND TO 
PROVIDE CERTAIN EXEMPTIONS FROM THE PROVISIONS OF 
THIS CHAPTER, AMONG OTHER THINGS; AND PROVIDE FOR 
THE ESTABLISHMENT AND ADJUSTMENT OF VARIOUS 
RELATED FEES, SUBJECT TO CERTAIN LIMITATIONS. 
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 (R. 181, S. 408) --  Senators Shealy and McLeod: AN ACT TO 
AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-75-250, RELATING TO THE 
LICENSURE OF PROFESSIONAL COUNSELORS, MARRIAGE 
AND FAMILY THERAPISTS, AND LICENSED PSYCHO-
EDUCATIONAL SPECIALISTS, SO AS TO REQUIRE 
CONTINUING EDUCATION IN SUICIDE ASSESSMENT, 
TREATMENT, AND MANAGEMENT; BY AMENDING SECTION 
40-75-540, RELATING TO REGULATIONS FOR CONTINUING 
EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS FOR PROFESSIONAL 
COUNSELORS, MARRIAGE AND FAMILY THERAPISTS, AND 
LICENSED PSYCHO-EDUCATIONAL SPECIALISTS, SO AS TO 
REQUIRE CONTINUING EDUCATION IN SUICIDE 
ASSESSMENT, TREATMENT, AND MANAGEMENT; AND TO 
AMEND SECTION 40-63-250, RELATING TO THE LICENSURE OF 
SOCIAL WORKERS, SO AS TO REQUIRE CONTINUING 
EDUCATION IN SUICIDE ASSESSMENT, TREATMENT, AND 
MANAGEMENT. 

 
 (R. 182, S. 434) --  Senator Alexander: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING SECTIONS 
38-78-55 AND 37-6-120 BOTH SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT NO 
AUTOMATIC RENEWAL PROVISION IN A SERVICE CONTRACT 
IS ENFORCEABLE UNLESS CERTAIN CONDITIONS ARE MET; 
AND BY AMENDING SECTIONS 38-78-20 AND 37-1-301, BOTH 
RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, SO AS TO DEFINE TERMS. 

 
 (R. 183, S. 445) --  Senators Garrett and Matthews: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING 
ARTICLE 2 TO CHAPTER 49, TITLE 44 SO AS TO REQUIRE THE 
DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOL AND OTHER DRUG ABUSE 
SERVICES TO APPROVE A CREDENTIALING ENTITY TO 
DEVELOP AND ADMINISTER A VOLUNTARY CERTIFICATION 
PROGRAM FOR RECOVERY HOUSING; TO REQUIRE THE 
APPROVED CREDENTIALING ENTITY TO ESTABLISH 
RECOVERY HOUSING CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS AND 
PROCEDURES BASED UPON NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED 
QUALITY STANDARDS; AND TO DESIGNATE THE EXISTING 
SECTIONS OF CHAPTER 49 AS ARTICLE 1, ENTITLED 
“GENERAL PROVISIONS”. 
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 (R. 184, S. 455) --  Senator Verdin: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
44-29-230, RELATING TO TESTING REQUIRED WHEN A 
HEALTH CARE WORKER IS EXPOSED TO BLOODBORNE 
DISEASE, SO AS TO REPLACE REFERENCES TO PHYSICIAN 
WITH HEALTH CARE PROFESSIONALS, TO INCLUDE 
DENTISTS IN THE DEFINITION OF HEALTH CARE 
PROFESSIONALS, AND TO ADD HEPATITIS C TO THE LIST OF 
BLOODBORNE DISEASES. 

 
 (R. 185, S. 557) --  Senators M. Johnson, Peeler, Kimbrell, Adams, 

Rice, Rankin, Reichenbach, Young, Loftis, Climer, Garrett, Alexander, 
Campsen and Gustafson: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
12-6-3477, RELATING TO THE APPRENTICE INCOME TAX 
CREDIT, SO AS TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF THE CREDIT 
AND THE NUMBER OF YEARS IN WHICH IT MAY BE CLAIMED. 

 
 (R. 186, S. 558) --  Senators Verdin and Senn: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING 
SECTION 44-31-40 SO AS TO PROVIDE THE PROCEDURE FOR 
THE TUBERCULOSIS TESTING OF APPLICANT RESIDENTS 
AND NEWLY ADMITTED RESIDENTS OF NURSING HOMES 
AND COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL CARE FACILITIES IN THIS 
STATE. 

 
 (R. 187, S. 610) --  Senators Cromer, Shealy and Climer: AN ACT 

TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
ENACTING THE “PROFESSIONAL COUNSELING COMPACT 
ACT” BY ADDING ARTICLE 6 TO CHAPTER 75, TITLE 40 SO AS 
TO PROVIDE THE PURPOSE, FUNCTIONS, OPERATIONS, AND 
DEFINITIONS FOR THE COMPACT; AND BY AMENDING 
SECTION 40-75-220, RELATING TO PROFESSIONAL 
COUNSELOR LICENSURE REQUIREMENTS, SO AS TO 
REQUIRE CERTAIN CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS. 

 
 (R. 188, S. 700) --  Senator Davis: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING ARTICLE 8 TO 
CHAPTER 5, TITLE 39 SO AS TO ESTABLISH THE “SOUTH 
CAROLINA EARNED WAGE ACCESS SERVICES ACT” SO AS TO 
PROVIDE FOR REQUIREMENTS FOR EARNED WAGE ACCESS 
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SERVICES PROVIDERS, AND TO PROVIDE FOR CERTAIN 
EXEMPTIONS AND LIMITATIONS. 

 
 (R. 189, S. 728) --  Senator Gustafson: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
23-9-197, RELATING TO THE “FIREFIGHTER CANCER HEALTH 
CARE BENEFIT PLAN”, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE 
DEFINITION OF “FIREFIGHTER” SHALL INCLUDE 
NONRESIDENTS OF SOUTH CAROLINA WHO WORK IN THE 
STATE, AND TO PROVIDE THAT THE PLAN PROVIDES A 
SUPPLEMENTAL INSURANCE POLICY UPON A FIREFIGHTER 
BEING DIAGNOSED WITH CANCER ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 2021. 

 
 (R. 190, S. 858) --  Senators Davis, Garrett, Kimbrell, Setzler and 

Malloy: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF 
LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 44-7-130, RELATING TO 
HEALTH CARE FACILITY LICENSURE DEFINITIONS, SO AS TO 
ADD A DEFINITION FOR "ACUTE HOSPITAL CARE AT HOME"; 
BY AMENDING SECTION 44-7-170, RELATING TO 
CERTIFICATE OF NEED PROGRAM EXEMPTIONS, SO AS TO 
EXEMPT ACUTE HOSPITAL CARE AT HOME PROGRAMS AND 
SERVICES; BY ADDING SECTION 44-7-267 SO AS TO REQUIRE 
THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONTROL TO PROMULGATE REGULATIONS FOR LICENSING 
ACUTE HOSPITAL CARE AT HOME PROGRAMS AND 
SERVICES, AND BY AMENDING SECTION 44-69-75, RELATING 
TO HOME HEALTH AGENCIES, SO AS TO MAKE TECHNICAL 
CHANGES. 

 
 (R. 191, S. 881) --  Senators M. Johnson, McLeod, Devine and 

Rankin: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF 
LAWS BY ADDING CHAPTER 28 TO TITLE 27 SO AS TO ENACT 
THE “PROHIBITION OF UNFAIR REAL ESTATE SERVICE 
AGREEMENTS ACT”; AND TO MAKE THE PROHIBITIONS 
EFFECTIVE FOR ANY UNFAIR REAL ESTATE SERVICE 
AGREEMENTS THAT ARE RECORDED ON THE EFFECTIVE 
DATE OF THIS ACT OR THAT ARE EXECUTED, MODIFIED, 
EXTENDED, OR AMENDED ON OR AFTER THE EFFECTIVE 
DATE OF THIS ACT. 
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 (R. 192, S. 962) --  Senator Cromer: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
38-71-2330, RELATING TO DUTIES OF PHARMACY SERVICE 
ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATIONS, SO AS TO REMOVE THE 
REQUIREMENT THAT PHARMACY SERVICE 
ADMINISTRATIVE ORGANIZATIONS MUST ACT AS 
FIDUCIARIES TO PHARMACIES. 

 
 (R. 193, S. 968) --  Senators Peeler and Rankin: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 56-1-80, RELATING TO APPLICATIONS 
FOR DRIVER’S LICENSES OR PERMITS, SO AS TO ALLOW 
APPLICANTS TO VOLUNTARILY DISCLOSE THEIR BLOOD 
TYPES, ALLOW THEIR BLOOD TYPES TO BE DISCLOSED ON 
DRIVER’S LICENSES AND PERMITS, AND TO PROVIDE NO 
CAUSE OF ACTION MAY ARISE NOR LIABILITY BE IMPOSED 
ON CERTAIN PERSONS WHEN INACCURATE BLOOD TYPES 
ARE INDICATED ON DRIVER’S LICENSES AND PERMITS. 

 
 (R. 194, S. 974) --  Senator Bennett: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTIONS 
59-104-20, 59-149-10, AND 59-150-370, ALL RELATING TO THE 
DEFINITION OF “PUBLIC OR INDEPENDENT INSTITUTION” 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PALMETTO FELLOWS 
SCHOLARSHIPS, THE LEGISLATIVE INCENTIVES FOR FUTURE 
EXCELLENCE (LIFE) SCHOLARSHIPS, AND THE SC HOPE 
SCHOLARSHIPS, RESPECTIVELY, SO AS TO ADD NOT FOR 
PROFIT INSTITUTIONS ACCREDITED BY THE ACCREDITING 
COMMISSION OF CAREER SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES TO THE 
DEFINITION. 

 
 (R. 195, S. 1001) --  Senator Martin: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
24-3-430, RELATING TO THE AUTHORIZATION OF INMATE 
LABOR IN PRIVATE INDUSTRY AND REQUIREMENTS AND 
CONDITIONS, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT NO INMATE 
PARTICIPATING IN THE PROGRAM MAY EARN LESS THAN 
THE FEDERAL MINIMUM WAGE. 

 
 (R. 196, S. 1005) --  Senators Kimbrell and Talley: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
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AMENDING SECTION 50-25-1320, RELATING TO MOTOR 
RESTRICTIONS ON LAKE WILLIAM C. BOWEN, SO AS TO 
PROHIBIT BOATS, WATERCRAFTS, OR OTHER TYPES OF 
VESSELS POWERED BY AN OUTDRIVE OR INBOARD MOTOR 
HAVING AN ENGINE AUTOMOTIVE HORSEPOWER RATING IN 
EXCESS OF TWO HUNDRED HORSEPOWER AND THAT 
PERSONAL WATERCRAFT MAY NOT EXCEED ONE HUNDRED 
NINETY HORSEPOWER; AND BY AMENDING SECTION 
50-25-1350, RELATING TO WATER SKIING AND TOWING 
RESTRICTIONS ON LAKE WILLIAM C. BOWEN, SO AS TO 
PROHIBIT THE OPERATION OF PERSONAL WATERCRAFT, 
SPECIALTY PROPCRAFT, OR VESSELS IN EXCESS OF IDLE 
SPEED WITHIN ONE HUNDRED FEET OF A WHARF, DOCK, 
BULKHEAD, OR PIER OR WITHIN FIFTY FEET OF A MOORED 
OR ANCHORED VESSEL OR PERSON IN THE WATER. 

L:\COUNCIL\ACTS\1005.DOCX 
 
 (R. 197, S. 1021) --  Senators Davis, Matthews and Campsen: AN 

ACT TO EXTEND THE PROVISIONS OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
ABANDONED BUILDINGS REVITALIZATION ACT TO 2035; TO 
AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 12-67-140, RELATING TO THE 
ABANDONED BUILDINGS TAX CREDIT, SO AS TO INCREASE 
THE AMOUNT OF THE MAXIMUM TAX CREDIT THAT MAY BE 
EARNED; AND BY ADDING SECTION 12-6-3810 SO AS TO 
PROVIDE FOR AN INCOME TAX CREDIT EQUAL TO FIFTY 
PERCENT OF AN ELIGIBLE TAXPAYER'S QUALIFIED 
RAILROAD RECONSTRUCTION OR REPLACEMENT 
EXPENDITURES, AND TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE TAX CREDIT. 

 
 (R. 198, S. 1051) --  Senators Kimbrell and Talley: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 50-11-580, RELATING TO THE SEASON 
FOR HUNTING AND TAKING MALE WILD TURKEYS, BAG 
LIMITS, TAKING FEMALE WILD TURKEYS, AND ANNUAL 
REPORTING, SO AS TO ADJUST THE HUNTING AND LIMIT FOR 
TAKING MALE WILD TURKEYS; AND TO PROVIDE A SUNSET 
PROVISION; BY AMENDING SECTION 50-25-1330, RELATING 
TO WATERCRAFT RESTRICTIONS ON LAKE H. TAYLOR 
BLALOCK, SO AS TO EXTEND THE HUNTING OF WATERFOWL 
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FOR FIVE YEARS; AND BY AMENDING SECTION 50-13-675, 
RELATING TO NONGAME FISHING DEVICES OR GEAR 
PERMITTED IN CERTAIN BODIES OF WATER, SO AS TO 
PERMIT HOOP NETS IN THE CONGAREE RIVER AND THE 
UPPER REACH OF THE SANTEE RIVER. 

 
 (R. 199, S. 1099) --  Senator Verdin: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
7-7-360, RELATING TO DESIGNATION OF VOTING PRECINCTS 
IN LAURENS COUNTY, SO AS TO REDESIGNATE THE MAP 
NUMBER ON WHICH THESE PRECINCTS ARE DELINEATED. 

 
 (R. 200, S. 1166) --  Senators Tedder, Stephens and Rice: AN ACT 

TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 17-1-65, RELATING TO THE 
EXPUNGEMENT OF CONVICTIONS FOR THE UNLAWFUL 
POSSESSION OF HANDGUNS THAT OCCURRED BEFORE THE 
ENACTMENT OF THE S.C. CONSTITUTIONAL CARRY/SECOND 
AMENDMENT PRESERVATION ACT OF 2024, SO AS TO 
PROVIDE THE STATE MUST DISMISS CERTAIN PENDING 
UNLAWFUL HANDGUN POSSESSION CHARGES THAT 
OCCURRED PRIOR TO THIS ACT, TO PROVIDE THE DISMISSAL 
OF THESE CHARGES DOES NOT MANDATE THE DISMISSAL OF 
OTHER RELATED CHARGES OR MAY SERVE AS A BASIS OR 
SUPPORT FOR CIVIL ACTIONS DUE TO THE ARREST. 

 
 (R. 201, S. 1188) --  Senators Tedder and Hembree: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 59-63-240, RELATING TO EXPULSION 
FOR THE REMAINDER OF THE YEAR AND HEARINGS, SO AS 
TO AMEND REQUIREMENTS TO BE INCLUDED IN THE 
WRITTEN NOTIFICATION TO PARENTS OR LEGAL 
GUARDIANS OF THE PUPIL. 

 
 (R. 202, S. 1292) --  Senator Massey: AN ACT TO AMEND ACT 

595 OF 1992, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO THE BOARD OF 
TRUSTEES OF THE EDGEFIELD COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT, 
SO AS TO REAPPORTION THE SEVEN SINGLE-MEMBER 
DISTRICTS FROM WHICH THE TRUSTEES ARE ELECTED 
BEGINNING WITH THE SCHOOL DISTRICT ELECTIONS IN 2024, 
TO REDESIGNATE THE MAP NUMBER ON WHICH THESE 
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ELECTION DISTRICTS ARE DELINEATED, AND TO PROVIDE 
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION PERTAINING TO THE 
REAPPORTIONED ELECTION DISTRICTS. 

 
 (R. 203, H. 3220) --  Reps. W. Newton, Carter, Mitchell, Haddon, 

Pope, Chumley and Caskey: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING ARTICLE 6 TO 
CHAPTER 15, TITLE 63 SO AS TO ENACT THE “UNIFORM CHILD 
ABDUCTION PREVENTION ACT”, TO PROVIDE A LEGAL 
MECHANISM TO PROTECT CHILDREN FROM CREDIBLE RISKS 
OF ABDUCTION RELATED TO LEGAL CUSTODY OR 
VISITATION, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES; AND BY 
AMENDING SECTIONS 63-7-2340, 63-7-2345, 63-7-2350, 63-13-50, 
63-13-60, 63-13-190, 63-13-420, 63-13-430, 63-13-620, 63-13-630, 
63-13-820, 63-13-830, 63-13-1010, AND 63-11-70, RELATING TO 
FINGERPRINT REVIEWS AND BACKGROUND CHECK 
REQUIREMENTS FOR FOSTER PARENTS, ADOPTIVE PARENTS, 
CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICE WORKERS, OTHER CHILD 
WELFARE EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEERS, GROUP 
CHILDCARE HOMES, FAMILY CHLDCARE HOMES, AND 
RELIGIOUS CHILDCARE CENTERS, AMONG OTHERS, SO AS 
TO PROVIDE FOR FINGERPRINT-BASED BACKGROUND 
CHECKS AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES. 

 
 (R. 204, H. 3278) --  Reps. West, Ligon and Sandifer: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-10, RELATING TO THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS BOARD, SO AS TO 
MODIFY THE COMPOSITION OF THE BOARD; BY AMENDING 
SECTION 40-60-20, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, SO AS TO ADD 
DEFINITIONS AND MODIFY EXISTING DEFINITIONS; TO 
AMEND SECTIONS 40-60-30, 40-60-31, AND 40-60-33, ALL 
RELATING TO REAL ESTATE APPRAISER LICENSURE 
REQUIREMENTS, SO AS TO MODIFY EXEMPTIONS, REVISE, 
AND PROVIDE EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS AND 
ACCEPTABLE EQUIVALENCIES FOR APPRENTICE 
APPRAISERS, AND TO REVISE REQUIREMENTS AND 
QUALIFICATIONS FOR LICENSED MASS APPRAISERS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-34, RELATING TO REQUIREMENTS 
RELATING TO APPRENTICE APPRAISERS AND APPRAISER 
SUPERVISING APPRENTICES, SO AS TO REVISE 
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REQUIREMENTS; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-35, 
RELATING TO CONTINUING EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS, SO 
AS TO IMPOSE REPORTING REQUIREMENTS UPON 
LICENSEES; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-36, RELATING TO 
THE APPROVAL OF COURSES, EDUCATIONAL PROVIDERS, 
AND INSTRUCTORS, SO AS TO IMPOSE REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS UPON PROVIDERS; BY AMENDING SECTION 
40-60-37, RELATING TO RECIPROCAL APPLICATIONS FROM 
APPRAISERS FROM OTHER JURISDICTIONS, SO AS TO MAKE 
A TECHNICAL CORRECTION; BY AMENDING SECTION 
40-60-40, RELATING TO REQUIRED APPRAISER CONTACT 
INFORMATION, SO AS TO INCLUDE EMAIL ADDRESSES OF 
LICENSEES; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-50, RELATING TO 
APPLICATION AND LICENSE FEES, SO AS TO OUTLINE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR APPLICATION; BY AMENDING SECTION 
40-60-70, RELATING TO THE CODE OF ETHICS, SO AS TO 
REQUIRE APPRAISERS TO CONDUCT THEMSELVES IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH A CODE OF ETHICS AS ESTABLISHED IN 
THE UNIFORM STANDARDS OF PROFESSIONAL APPRAISAL 
PRACTICE; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-80, RELATING TO 
INVESTIGATION OF COMPLAINTS AND VIOLATIONS, SO AS 
TO ALLOW THE BOARD TO DECLINE TO CONDUCT AN 
INVESTIGATION UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-110, RELATING TO GROUNDS FOR 
DENYING LICENSURE OR TAKING DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS, 
SO AS TO REMOVE REFERENCES TO PERMITS AND PROVIDE 
CIRCUMSTANCES WHEN DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS MAY BE 
TAKEN; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-220, RELATING TO THE 
CONTINUATION OF EXISTING LICENSES, SO AS TO 
REFERENCE PEOPLE CREDENTIALED IN THIS STATE; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-320, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, 
SO AS TO REVISE THE DEFINITION OF APPRAISAL PANEL; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-330, RELATING TO REGISTRATION 
REQUIREMENTS, SO AS TO REVISE REQUIREMENTS 
CONCERNING CERTAIN FINANCIAL INFORMATION; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-60-340, RELATING TO EXCLUSIONS 
FROM REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS, SO AS TO REQUIRE 
REGULATION BY THE OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER GENERAL, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-350, 
RELATING TO RENEWAL OF REGISTRATIONS, SO AS TO 
MODIFY THE RENEWAL FREQUENCY; BY AMENDING 
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SECTION 40-60-360, RELATING TO PROMULGATION OF 
REGULATIONS, SO AS TO SPECIFY REQUIRED REGULATIONS; 
BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-370, RELATING TO 
REQUIREMENTS FOR OWNERS OF APPRAISAL 
MANAGEMENT COMPANIES, SO AS TO PROVIDE 
CIRCUMSTANCES in which AN APPRAISAL MANAGEMENT 
COMPANY SHALL NOT BE REGISTERED IN THIS STATE OR 
INCLUDED ON THE NATIONAL REGISTRY; BY AMENDING 
SECTION 40-60-400, RELATING TO CERTIFICATION OR 
LICENSURE REQUIRED FOR EMPLOYEES AND INDEPENDENT 
CONTRACTORS, SO AS TO INCLUDE REFERENCES TO THE 
UNIFORM STANDARDS OF PROFESSIONAL APPRAISALS 
PRACTICE STANDARDS; BY AMENDING SECTION 40-60-420, 
RELATING TO RECORD-KEEPING REQUIREMENTS FOR 
REGISTRATION RENEWAL, SO AS TO REVISE REQUIREMENTS 
CONCERNING RECORDS THAT APPRAISAL MANAGEMENT 
COMPANIES MUST PROVIDE; AND BY AMENDING SECTION 
40-60-450, RELATING TO COMPENSATION, SO AS TO CLARIFY 
THE APPLICABLE GOVERNING FEDERAL REGULATIONS. 

 
 (R. 205, H. 3313) --  Rep. Jordan: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
30-5-10, RELATING TO THE PERFORMANCE OF THE DUTIES OF 
A REGISTER OF DEEDS, SO AS TO ADD FLORENCE COUNTY 
TO THE COUNTIES EXEMPT FROM THE REQUIREMENT THAT 
THESE DUTIES BE PERFORMED BY THE CLERK OF COURT; 
AND BY AMENDING SECTION 30-5-12, RELATING TO THE 
APPOINTMENT OF THE REGISTER OF DEEDS FOR CERTAIN 
COUNTIES, SO AS TO ADD FLORENCE COUNTY TO THE 
COUNTIES WHERE THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE COUNTY 
APPOINTS THE REGISTER OF DEEDS. 

 
 (R. 206, H. 3424) --  Reps. T. Moore, Carter, McCravy, Lawson, 

Beach, Pope, Nutt, Oremus, Vaughan, Long, Haddon, Burns, Chumley, 
Kilmartin, Cromer, O'Neal, Yow, Gilliam, W. Newton, Guest, 
Schuessler, Moss, Magnuson, Harris, Pace, Brittain, Bailey, Robbins, 
Sessions, Ligon, Felder, B.L. Cox, Guffey, Bradley, Murphy, Brewer, 
Connell, Hiott, Mitchell, Hager, Erickson, B.J. Cox, Blackwell, Wooten, 
Ballentine, Hyde, Wheeler, Calhoon, M.M. Smith, Davis, B. Newton, 
Elliott, Forrest, Willis, Hixon, Taylor, J.E. Johnson, Chapman and Ott: 
AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS 



WEDNESDAY, JUNE 5, 2024 
 

[HJ] 98 

BY ADDING SECTION 37-1-310 SO AS TO PROVIDE 
DEFINITIONS, TO PROVIDE THAT A COMMERCIAL ENTITY 
THAT PUBLISHES CERTAIN OBSCENE MATERIAL ONLINE 
MAY BE HELD LIABLE FOR CERTAIN DAMAGES, TO PROVIDE 
THAT IT IS UNLAWFUL FOR A COMMERCIAL ENTITY TO 
MAKE A PORNOGRAPHIC WEBSITE AVAILABLE TO PERSONS 
UNDER THE AGE OF EIGHTEEN, AND TO PROVIDE THAT THE 
ATTORNEY GENERAL MAY SEEK INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER 
EQUITABLE RELIEF. 

 
 (R. 207, H. 3682) --  Reps. Murphy, Wetmore, Bailey, Rose, 

Crawford, Brewer, Taylor, Hardee, Wooten, Pope, McDaniel, Hewitt, 
Bauer, Yow, J.E. Johnson, Willis, Ligon, Lawson, Robbins, Schuessler, 
Guest, Henegan, Williams, M.M. Smith and Vaughan: AN ACT TO 
AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 47-1-140, RELATING TO THE CARE OF 
ANIMALS AFTER THE ARREST OF THE OWNER, SO AS TO 
REMOVE PROVISIONS REGARDING A LIEN ON THE SEIZED 
ANIMAL; BY AMENDING SECTION 47-1-145, RELATING TO 
CUSTODY AND CARE OF ANIMALS AFTER THE ARREST OF 
THE OWNER, SO AS TO OUTLINE HEARING PROCEDURES FOR 
ORDERING THE COST OF CARE OF THE SEIZED ANIMALS; 
AND BY AMENDING SECTION 47-1-170, RELATING TO 
PENALTIES FOR ANIMAL CRUELTY, SO AS TO MAKE 
CONFORMING CHANGES. 

 
 (R. 208, H. 3748) --  Reps. Caskey, Wooten, Wetmore, Hartnett, 

Erickson, W. Newton, Pope, Robbins, Mitchell and Yow: AN ACT TO 
AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 16-11-680, RELATING TO THE 
UNLAWFUL ALTERATION OR REMOVAL OF BOUNDARY 
LANDMARKS, SO AS TO CLARIFY THAT THE SECTION 
PROHIBITS MALICIOUSLY OR FRAUDULENTLY ALTERING, 
DESTROYING, OR REMOVING ANY GEODETIC CONTROL 
MONUMENTS OR PROPERTY CORNER MONUMENTS, TO 
DEFINE NECESSARY TERMS, AND TO ALLOW RESTITUTION 
TO BE REQUIRED AS PART OF A PERSON’S SENTENCE FOR A 
CONVICTION UNDER THIS SECTION. 

 
 (R. 209, H. 3776) --  Reps. Bannister, Bamberg, Caskey, Collins, 

Connell, Elliott, Garvin, Gatch, Guest, Hager, Hart, Henderson-Myers, 
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Hyde, J.E. Johnson, Jordan, McCabe, McCravy, Mitchell, Pope, 
Robbins, Rose, Rutherford, Stavrinakis, T. Moore, Tedder, W. Newton, 
Weeks, Wetmore and Wheeler: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY REPEALING SECTION 14-5-130 
RELATING TO JUDGES ABSENTING THEMSELVES FROM THE 
STATE. 

 
 (R. 210, H. 3934) --  Rep. Hixon: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
6-29-1625, RELATING TO FEDERAL DEFENSE FACILITIES 
DEFINITIONS, SO AS TO ADD CERTAIN INSTALLATIONS TO THE 
DEFINITION OF “FEDERAL MILITARY INSTALLATIONS”. 

 
 (R. 211, H. 4234) --  Reps. W. Newton, Bernstein and Mitchell: AN 

ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 62-5-101, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, 
SO AS TO REVISE THE DEFINITION OF “SUPPORTS AND 
ASSISTANCE”; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-103, RELATING 
TO FACILITY OF PAYMENT OR DELIVERY, SO AS TO CLARIFY 
THE NATURE OF THE FIFTEEN THOUSAND DOLLAR 
THRESHOLD; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-106, RELATING TO 
DUTIES OF GUARDIANS AD LITEM, SO AS TO INCREASE THE 
LENGTH OF TIME THE GUARDIAN AD LITEM HAS TO SUBMIT 
HIS REPORT PRIOR TO THE HEARING; BY AMENDING 
SECTION 62-5-108, RELATING TO EMERGENCY AND 
TEMPORARY ORDERS AND HEARINGS, SO AS TO CLARIFY 
CERTAIN ASPECTS OF THE PROCESS; BY AMENDING 
SECTIONS 62-5-303, 62-5-303A, 62-5-303B, 62-5-303C, AND 
62-5-303D, ALL RELATING TO THE PROCEDURE FOR COURT 
APPOINTMENT OF A GUARDIAN, SO AS TO CLARIFY CERTAIN 
ASPECTS OF THE PROCESS; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-307, 
RELATING TO INFORMAL REQUESTS FOR RELIEF, SO AS TO 
CLARIFY THE WARD’S ABILITY TO SUBMIT CERTAIN 
REQUESTS TO THE COURT; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-401, 
RELATING TO VENUES, SO AS TO CLARIFY, AMONG OTHER 
THINGS, THAT, IN THE CASE OF MINOR CONSERVATORSHIPS, 
PROPER VENUE IS THE COUNTY IN WHICH THE MINOR 
RESIDES OR OWNS PROPERTY; BY AMENDING SECTION 
62-5-403A, RELATING TO SERVICE OF SUMMONS AND 
PETITIONS, SO AS TO INCLUDE CERTAIN OTHER AFFIDAVITS 
AND REPORTS AMONG THOSE THAT MUST BE FILED WITH 
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THE PETITION; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-403B, RELATING 
TO THE APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL AND GUARDIANS, SO AS 
TO APPOINT NURSE PRACTITIONERS, PHYSICIAN 
ASSISTANTS, NURSES, AND PSYCHOLOGISTS TO SERVE AS 
EXAMINERS UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 62-5-403C, RELATING TO HEARINGS 
AND WAIVERS, SO AS TO REVISE, AMONG OTHER THINGS, 
CERTAIN PROCEDURES IF NO PARTY REQUESTS A HEARING 
OR IF THE ALLEGED INCAPACITATED INDIVIDUAL WAIVES 
HIS RIGHT TO A HEARING; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-405, 
RELATING TO PROTECTIVE ARRANGEMENTS, SO AS TO 
REVISE CERTAIN ACTS THAT MAY BE PERFORMED BY 
CONSERVATORS AND SPECIAL CONSERVATORS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 62-5-422, RELATING TO POWERS OF 
CONSERVATORS IN ADMINISTRATION, SO AS TO MAKE 
CONFORMING CHANGES REGARDING THE PAYMENT OF 
CERTAIN FEES; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-426, RELATING 
TO CLAIMS AGAINST PROTECTED PERSONS, SO AS TO 
REQUIRE, AMONG OTHER THINGS, THAT THE CLAIMANT 
ALSO MUST FILE A WRITTEN STATEMENT OF THE CLAIM 
WITH THE PROBATE COURT IN WHICH THE 
CONSERVATORSHIP IS UNDER ADMINISTRATION; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 62-5-428, RELATING TO ACTIONS FOR 
REQUESTS SUBSEQUENT TO THE APPOINTMENT, SO AS TO, 
AMONG OTHER THINGS, REVISE CERTAIN ACTIONS THAT 
THE COURT MAY TAKE AFTER THE TIME FOR RESPONSE TO 
THE PETITION HAS ELAPSED TO ALL PARTIES SERVED; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 62-5-433, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS 
AND PROCEDURES FOR SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS IN FAVOR 
OF OR AGAINST MINORS OR INCAPACITATED PERSONS, SO 
AS TO, AMONG OTHER THINGS, DEFINE “GUARDIAN AD 
LITEM”; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-715, RELATING TO 
CONFIRMATIONS OF GUARDIANSHIPS OR 
CONSERVATORSHIPS TRANSFERRED FROM OTHER STATES, 
SO AS TO ALLOW THE COURT MORE DISCRETION AS TO THE 
TYPE OF DOCUMENTS IT MAY REQUIRE IN THE TRANSFER OF 
A GUARDIANSHIP OR CONSERVATORSHIP FROM ANOTHER 
JURISDICTION; BY AMENDING SECTION 62-5-716, RELATING 
TO THE REGISTRATION OF ORDERS FROM ANOTHER STATE, 
SO AS TO, AMONG OTHER THINGS, ACKNOWLEDGE THAT IN 
CERTAIN OTHER JURISDICTIONS, A GUARDIAN MAY ALSO 
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HOLD THE SAME POWERS AS A CONSERVATOR; BY ADDING 
SECTION 62-6-401 SO AS TO ESTABLISH A TRANSFER ON 
DEATH; BY AMENDING SECTIONS 50-23-60, 50-23-70, 50-23-90, 
50-23-130, 56-19-290, AND 56-19-420, ALL RELATING TO THE 
TRANSFER OF PROPERTY, SO AS TO INCLUDE REFERENCE TO 
TRANSFER ON DEATH; AND BY AMENDING SECTION 62-6-101, 
RELATING TO DEFINITIONS, SO AS TO DEFINE “OWNER”, 
“TRANSFER ON DEATH”, AND “TITLED PERSONAL 
PROPERTY”. 

 
 (R. 212, H. 4248) --  Reps. Rose and Robbins: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 61-4-50, RELATING TO THE SALE OF 
BEER, ALE, PORTER, OR WINE TO UNDERAGED PERSONS, SO 
AS TO PROVIDE FOR A CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE; AND BY 
AMENDING SECTION 61-6-4080, RELATING TO THE SALE OF 
ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS TO AN UNDERAGED PERSON, SO AS TO 
PROVIDE FOR A CONDITIONAL DISCHARGE. 

 
 (R. 213, H. 4436) --  Reps. Wooten, Ballentine, Long, Erickson, 

Caskey, Calhoon, Wetmore, Taylor, Forrest, Hiott, Davis, Pope, 
Herbkersman, M.M. Smith, Robbins, Lawson, Burns, Chumley, 
Mitchell and Yow: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 56-5-1538, RELATING 
TO EMERGENCY SCENE MANAGEMENT, SO AS TO PROVIDE 
DRIVERS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING VEHICLE 
CONTROL IN CERTAIN EMERGENCY CIRCUMSTANCES TO 
AVOID INTERFERING WITH THE OPERATION OF 
AUTHORIZED EMERGENCY VEHICLES, AND TO PROVIDE 
PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS. 

 
 (R. 214, H. 4563) --  Reps. Bernstein, J.L. Johnson and Clyburn: 

AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS 
BY ADDING SECTION 6-11-345 SO AS TO CLARIFY THE POWER 
OF SPECIAL PURPOSE DISTRICTS TO OWN, ACQUIRE, 
PURCHASE, HOLD, USE, LEASE, CONVEY, SELL, TRANSFER, 
OR OTHERWISE DISPOSE OF PROPERTY IN FURTHERANCE OF 
CERTAIN FUNCTIONS, TO PROVIDE THESE POWERS ARE IN 
ADDITION TO POWERS AND AUTHORIZATIONS PREVIOUSLY 
VESTED IN SUCH DISTRICTS, AND TO DEFINE NECESSARY 
TERMINOLOGY. 
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 (R. 215, H. 4594) --  Reps. Ballentine, Pope, Clyburn, West, Elliott 

and T. Moore: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE 
OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 12-6-40, RELATING TO 
APPLICATION OF FEDERAL INTERNAL REVENUE CODE TO 
STATE TAX LAWS, SO AS TO UPDATE THE REFERENCE TO 
THE INTERNAL REVENUE CODE TO THE YEAR 2023 AND TO 
PROVIDE THAT IF THE INTERNAL REVENUE CODE SECTIONS 
ADOPTED BY THIS STATE ARE EXTENDED, THEN THESE 
SECTIONS ALSO ARE EXTENDED FOR SOUTH CAROLINA 
INCOME TAX PURPOSES. 

 
 (R. 216, H. 4601) --  Rep. Forrest: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
56-5-4100, RELATING TO PREVENTING ESCAPE OF 
MATERIALS LOADED ON VEHICLES AND CLEANING THE 
HIGHWAYS OF ESCAPED SUBSTANCES OR CARGO, SO AS TO 
INCORPORATE THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 56-5-4110 TO 
CLARIFY THE EXCEPTIONS FOR TRANSPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN FARM PRODUCTS AND MATERIALS; AND BY 
REPEALING SECTION 56-5-4110 RELATING TO THE 
REQUIREMENTS THAT LOADS AND COVERS MUST BE 
FIRMLY ATTACHED. 

 
 (R. 217, H. 4611) --  Reps. Hixon, Pope, Chapman, Taylor, Hardee, 

Brewer, Robbins, Gatch and Forrest: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING SECTION 50-
11-785 SO AS TO PROHIBIT THE UNLAWFUL REMOVAL OR 
DESTRUCTION OF ELECTRONIC COLLARS OR OTHER 
ELECTRONIC DEVICES PLACED ON DOGS BY THEIR OWNERS 
AND TO PROVIDE PENALTIES. 

 
 (R. 218, H. 4617) --  Reps. Hixon, Davis, M.M. Smith, Bannister, 

Pope, Wooten, Haddon, Brewer, Burns, Thayer, Kirby, Oremus, Hager, 
Hyde, Sessions, Carter, McDaniel, Magnuson, Hayes, W. Newton, 
Bauer, Trantham, J.L. Johnson, Henegan, Guffey, Chapman, Leber, 
Kilmartin, Robbins, Felder, Jefferson, Caskey, Ligon and Vaughan: AN 
ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 44-53-230, RELATING TO SCHEDULE III 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES, SO AS TO ADD XYLAZINE AS A 
SCHEDULE III CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE;  BY ADDING 
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SECTION 44-53-372 SO AS TO PROHIBIT THE PRODUCTION, 
MANUFACTURE, DISTRIBUTION, OR POSSESSION OF 
XYLAZINE, WITH EXCEPTIONS, AND TO ESTABLISH 
ASSOCIATED CRIMINAL PENALTIES; AND BY ADDING 
SECTION 44-53-373 SO AS TO CREATE AN EXCEPTION FOR 
VETERINARY USE OF XYLAZINE. 

 
 (R. 219, H. 4624) --  Reps. Hiott, G.M. Smith, McCravy, Davis, 

Vaughan, Trantham, Pope, Chapman, Taylor, Oremus, Hartnett, Leber, 
Long, Nutt, Haddon, Burns, Chumley, Murphy, Mitchell, Brewer, 
Robbins, Gatch, West, Gilliam, Cromer, Kilmartin, O'Neal, Yow, S. 
Jones, Landing, Ballentine, Sandifer, Crawford, Guest, Willis, Ligon, 
Forrest, Pace, W. Newton, Bradley, Erickson, Gibson, Blackwell and 
M.M. Smith: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE 
OF LAWS BY ADDING CHAPTER 42 TO TITLE 44 SO AS TO 
DEFINE GENDER, SEX, AND OTHER TERMS, TO PROHIBIT THE 
PROVISION OF GENDER TRANSITION PROCEDURES TO A 
PERSON UNDER EIGHTEEN YEARS OF AGE, TO PROVIDE 
EXCEPTIONS, TO PROHIBIT THE USE OF PUBLIC FUNDS FOR 
GENDER TRANSITION PROCEDURES, AND TO PROVIDE 
PENALTIES; AND BY ADDING SECTION 59-32-36 SO AS TO 
PROHIBIT PUBLIC SCHOOL STAFF AND OFFICIALS FROM 
WITHHOLDING KNOWLEDGE OF A MINOR’S PERCEPTION OF 
THEIR GENDER FROM THE MINOR’S PARENTS, AMONG 
OTHER THINGS. 

 
 (R. 220, H. 4674) --  Rep. Erickson: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 

SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
56-3-1240, RELATING TO THE DISPLAY OF LICENSE PLATES, 
SO AS TO PROVIDE THE CIRCUMSTANCES IN WHICH THE 
PROVISIONS OF THIS SECTION APPLY, TO PROVIDE HOW 
LICENSE PLATES MUST BE FASTENED TO VEHICLES, TO 
MAKE TECHNICAL CHANGES, AND TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
DISPLAY OF TEMPORARY LICENSE PLATES ON LARGE 
COMMERCIAL MOTOR VEHICLES; BY ADDING SECTION 56-3-
15020 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF “HEARING 
IMPAIRED” SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES; BY ADDING ARTICLE 
150 TO CHAPTER 3, TITLE 56 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
ISSUANCE OF “SOUTH CAROLINA EQUINE INDUSTRY” 
SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES; BY AMENDING SECTION 56-3-7340, 
RELATING TO THE ISSUANCE OF “NATIVE AMERICAN” 
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SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THESE 
LICENSE PLATES MAY BE ISSUED TO OWNERS OF 
MOTORCYCLES; BY ADDING ARTICLE 151 TO CHAPTER 3, 
TITLE 56 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
“CATAWBA NATION” SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES; BY ADDING 
ARTICLE 152 TO CHAPTER 3, TITLE 56 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR 
THE ISSUANCE OF “CHEROKEE INDIAN NATION” SPECIAL 
LICENSE PLATES; BY ADDING ARTICLE 153 TO CHAPTER 3, 
TITLE 56 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF “SOUTH 
CAROLINA BEEKEEPERS ASSOCIATION” SPECIAL LICENSE 
PLATES; BY AMENDING SECTION 56-3-14210, RELATING TO 
THE ISSUANCE OF “UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA 2017 
AND 2022 WOMEN’S BASKETBALL NATIONAL CHAMPIONS” 
SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
ISSUANCE OF “UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA 2017, 2022, 
AND 2024 WOMEN’S BASKETBALL CHAMPIONS” SPECIAL 
LICENSE PLATES; BY ADDING ARTICLE 60 TO CHAPTER 3, 
TITLE 56 SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
“AUTISTIC AND NEURODIVERGENT” SPECIAL LICENSE 
PLATES; BY ADDING ARTICLE 154 TO CHAPTER 3 TITLE 56 SO 
AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF “SOUTH CAROLINA 
ASSOCIATION FOR PUPIL TRANSPORTATION” SPECIAL 
LICENSE PLATES; BY AMENDING SECTION 56-3-14910, 
RELATING TO THE ISSUANCE OF SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES 
REFLECTIVE OF VALOROUS AWARDS CONFERRED UPON 
ACTIVE OR PRIOR SERVICE MEMBERS, SO AS TO INCLUDE 
THE ISSUANCE OF THESE LICENSE PLATES TO RECIPIENTS 
OF NAVY AND MARINE CORPS MEDALS; AND BY AMENDING 
SECTION 56-3-14990, RELATING TO ALLOWING SURVIVING 
SPOUSES TO APPLY FOR OR TRANSFER CERTAIN MILITARY 
SPECIAL LICENSE PLATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE A SURVIVING 
SPOUSE OF A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL GUARD MAY 
APPLY FOR OR TRANSFER CERTAIN MILITARY LICENSE 
PLATES. 

 
 (R. 221, H. 4754) --  Reps. Sandifer and Ligon: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING 
ARTICLE 9 TO CHAPTER 57, TITLE 40 SO AS TO OUTLINE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR PROVIDERS OF PRELICENSING AND 
CONTINUING EDUCATION COURSES FOR REAL ESTATE 
BROKERS, BROKERS-IN-CHARGE, ASSOCIATES, AND 
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PROPERTY MANAGERS; BY ADDING SECTION 40-57-725 SO AS 
TO ESTABLISH ADMINISTRATIVE CITATIONS AND 
PENALTIES AND APPEALS; BY AMENDING CHAPTER 57, 
TITLE 40, RELATING TO REAL ESTATE BROKERS, 
BROKERS-IN-CHARGE, ASSOCIATES, AND PROPERTY 
MANAGERS, SO AS TO, AMONG OTHER THINGS, DEFINE 
TERMS, MAKE CONFORMING CHANGES, DEFINE THE USE OF 
APPLICATION FEES, OUTLINE THE PROCEDURE FOR A 
LICENSE CLASSIFICATION CHANGE, ALLOW FOR 
RECIPROCAL AGREEMENTS WITH OTHER JURISDICTIONS, 
PROHIBIT BAD FAITH AGREEMENTS, REDUCE THE AMOUNT 
OF REQUIRED CLASSROOM INSTRUCTION FOR 
BROKERS-IN-CHARGE, PROHIBIT ENGAGING IN, 
REPRESENTING OTHERS IN, OR ASSISTING OTHERS IN THE 
PRACTICE OF WHOLESALING, REGULATE TEAM 
MARKETING, AND ADDRESS LICENSING AFTER 
REVOCATION; AND BY ADDING SECTION 40-57-820 SO AS TO 
ESTABLISH THAT LICENSEES ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR THEIR 
WORK PRODUCT. 

 
 (R. 222, H. 4817) --  Reps. West and G.M. Smith: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 16-17-500, RELATING TO THE SALE OR 
PURCHASE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS TO MINORS WITHOUT 
PROOF OF AGE AND THE LOCATION OF VENDING MACHINES, 
SO AS TO INCLUDE ALTERNATIVE NICOTINE PRODUCTS AND 
TO REQUIRE INDIVIDUALS SEEKING TO PURCHASE 
TOBACCO PRODUCTS OR ALTERNATIVE NICOTINE 
PRODUCTS TO PRESENT PROOF OF AGE UPON DEMAND, AND 
TO ALLOW THE PURCHASE OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS AND 
ALTERNATIVE NICOTINE PRODUCTS FROM VENDING 
MACHINES IN CERTAIN ESTABLISHMENTS. 

 
 (R. 223, H. 4832) --  Reps. Hardee, Sandifer, Anderson, Ligon and 

Schuessler: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE 
OF LAWS BY ENACTING THE “PAID FAMILY LEAVE 
INSURANCE ACT” BY ADDING CHAPTER 103 TO TITLE 38 SO 
AS TO DEFINE TERMS, ESTABLISH FAMILY LEAVE BENEFITS, 
OUTLINE REQUIREMENTS OF FAMILY LEAVE INSURANCE 
POLICIES, AND TO PROVIDE EXCLUSIONS, AMONG OTHER 
THINGS. 
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 (R. 224, H. 4867) --  Reps. Lawson, Hayes, G.M. Smith, Moss, 

Hiott, Blackwell, B.L. Cox, Caskey, M.M. Smith, Hart, Sandifer, J.E. 
Johnson, Brittain and Bauer: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH 
CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING SECTION 23-23-45 SO 
AS TO REQUIRE ALL 911 TELECOMMUNICATORS THAT 
PROVIDE DISPATCH FOR EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
CONDITIONS TO BE TRAINED IN HIGH-QUALITY 
TELECOMMUNICATOR CARDIOPULMONARY 
RESUSCITATION (T-CPR), AND PROVIDE CERTAIN PERSONS 
WHO COMPLY WITH THE PROVISIONS CONTAINED IN THIS 
SECTION ARE NOT LIABLE FOR CERTAIN INJURIES THAT 
OCCUR FROM ACTS PERFORMED UNDER THIS SECTION; AND 
AMENDING SECTION 23-23-10, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS OF 
TERMS REGARDING THE LAW ENFORCEMENT TRAINING 
COUNCIL AND CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACADEMY, SO AS TO 
PROVIDE A DEFINITION FOR THE TERM “T-CPR”. 

 
 (R. 225, H. 4869) --  Reps. Sandifer, Hardee, Ligon and Jefferson: 

AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS 
BY AMENDING SECTION 38-3-150, RELATING TO THE 
AUTHORITY OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
INSURANCE OR HIS DESIGNEES TO CONDUCT 
EXAMINATIONS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND HEARINGS, SO AS 
TO PROVIDE FOR THE CONFIDENTIALITY OF SUCH 
INVESTIGATIONS; BY AMENDING SECTION 38-9-200, 
RELATING TO CONDITIONS FOR ALLOWING REINSURANCE 
CREDITS, SO AS TO REVISE CERTAIN CONDITIONS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 38-13-10, RELATING TO INSURER 
EXAMINATIONS, SO AS TO PROVIDE SUCH EXAMINATIONS 
ARE FINANCIAL EXAMINATIONS, TO APPLY THE 
PROVISIONS TO HEALTH MAINTENANCE ORGANIZATIONS 
AND OTHER LICENSEES OF THE DEPARTMENT, TO PROVIDE 
MARKET CONDUCT EXAMINATIONS, AND TO REMOVE 
OBSOLETE PROVISIONS, AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY 
AMENDING SECTION 38-13-70, RELATING TO 
INVESTIGATIONS OF ALLEGED VIOLATIONS, SO AS TO 
PROVIDE THE DIRECTOR OR HIS DESIGNEES MAY CONDUCT 
INVESTIGATIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE CONFIDENTIALITY 
OF INVESTIGATIONS, AND TO PROVIDE FINAL ORDERS 
DISCIPLINING LICENSEES ARE PUBLIC INFORMATION, 
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AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY AMENDING SECTION 38-57-130, 
RELATING TO INSURANCE TRADE PRACTICES, SO AS TO 
PROVIDE REVISED EXEMPTIONS FROM PROVISIONS 
PROHIBITING MISREPRESENTATIONS, SPECIAL 
INDUCEMENTS, AND REBATES IN INSURANCE CONTRACTS; 
AND BY AMENDING SECTION 38-77-170, RELATING TO THE 
REQUIRED CONDITIONS TO SUE OR RECOVER UNDER 
UNINSURED MOTORIST PROVISION WHEN THE OPERATOR 
OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE CAUSING INJURY OR DAMAGE IS 
UNKNOWN, SO AS TO ALLOW FOR THE SUBMISSION OF A 
RECORDING OF THE ACCIDENT, AMONG OTHER THINGS. 

 
 (R. 226, H. 4957) --  Reps. Hiott, Erickson, G.M. Smith, Hayes, 

McGinnis, Rose, Elliott, Alexander, Schuessler, Calhoon, M.M. Smith, 
Davis, T. Moore, B. Newton, Neese, Oremus, Hixon, Taylor, Guest, 
Sessions, Guffey, Ballentine, Pope, Willis, Bannister, Kirby, Henegan, 
Hartnett, Williams, Gilliard and Rivers: AN ACT TO AMEND THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY AMENDING SECTION 
59-158-10, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS CONCERNING 
INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETES' COMPENSATION FOR NAME, 
IMAGE, AND LIKENESS, SO AS TO REVISE SEVERAL 
DEFINITIONS; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-158-20, RELATING 
TO THE AUTHORIZATION OF COMPENSATION FOR USE OF AN 
INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETE’S NAME, IMAGE, AND 
LIKENESS, SO AS TO DELETE EXISTING LANGUAGE AND 
PROVIDE INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING AND 
CERTAIN AGENTS OF THE INSTITUTIONS MAY ENGAGE IN 
CERTAIN ACTIONS THAT MAY ENABLE INTERCOLLEGIATE 
ATHLETES TO EARN COMPENSATION FOR USE OF THE NAME, 
IMAGE, AND LIKENESS OF THE ATHLETE, AMONG OTHER 
THINGS; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-158-30, RELATING TO 
THE EFFECTS OF NAME, IMAGE, AND LIKENESS 
COMPENSATION ON GRANT-IN-AID OR ATHLETIC 
ELIGIBILITY, SO AS TO DELETE EXISTING LANGUAGE AND 
PROVIDE NAME, IMAGE, AND LIKENESS CONTRACTS MAY 
NOT EXTEND BEYOND THE INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETE'S 
ELIGIBILITY TO PARTICIPATE IN AN INTERCOLLEGIATE 
ATHLETICS PROGRAM AT AN INSTITUTION OF HIGHER 
LEARNING; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-158-40, RELATING TO 
ALLOWED AND PROHIBITED ACTIONS CONCERNING 
INTERCOLLEGIATE ATHLETES’ NAME, IMAGE, AND 
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LIKENESS-RELATED MATTERS, SO AS TO PROVIDE 
LIMITATIONS ON LIABILITY FOR INSTITUTION OF HIGHER 
LEARNING EMPLOYEES FOR DAMAGES RESULTING FROM 
CERTAIN ROUTINE DECISIONS MADE IN INTERCOLLEGIATE 
ATHLETICS, AND TO PROHIBIT CERTAIN CONDUCT BY 
ATHLETIC ASSOCIATIONS, ATHLETIC CONFERENCES, OR 
OTHER GROUPS WITH AUTHORITY OVER INTERCOLLEGIATE 
ATHLETIC PROGRAMS AT PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER 
LEARNING, AMONG OTHER THINGS; BY AMENDING SECTION 
59-158-50, RELATING TO GOOD ACADEMIC STANDING 
REQUIRED FOR PARTICIPATION IN NAME, IMAGE, AND 
LIKENESS ACTIVITIES, SO AS TO DELETE EXISTING 
PROVISIONS AND PROVIDE CERTAIN MATTERS 
CONCERNING NAME, IMAGE, AND LIKENESS AGREEMENTS 
MAY NOT BE CONSIDERED PUBLIC RECORDS SUBJECT TO AN 
EXCEPTION AND MAY NOT BE DISCLOSED TO CERTAIN 
ENTITIES; BY AMENDING SECTION 59-158-60, RELATING TO 
DISCLOSURE OF NAME, IMAGE, AND LIKENESS CONTRACTS 
AND THIRD-PARTY ADMINISTRATORS, SO AS TO DELETE 
EXISTING LANGUAGE AND PROVIDE FOR THE RESOLUTION 
OF CONFLICTS BETWEEN CERTAIN PROVISIONS OF THIS ACT 
AND PROVISIONS IN THE UNIFORM ATHLETE AGENTS ACT, 
AND TO PROVIDE ATHLETE AGENTS SHALL COMPLY WITH 
CERTAIN FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS; BY AMENDING 
SECTION 59-102-20, RELATING TO DEFINITIONS IN THE 
UNIFORM ATHLETE AGENTS ACT, SO AS TO REVISE THE 
DEFINITION OF “ATHLETE AGENT” TO EXEMPT 
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING; BY AMENDING 
SECTION 59-102-100, RELATING TO AGENCY CONTRACTS, SO 
AS TO REVISE COMPENSATION PROVISIONS; BY REPEALING 
SECTION 59-158-70 RELATING TO DISCLOSURES AND 
LIMITATIONS IN NAME, IMAGE, AND LIKENESS CONTRACTS 
AND REVOCATION PERIODS FOR SUCH CONTRACTS; AND BY 
REPEALING SECTION 59-158-80 RELATING TO GOVERNING 
LAW AND FEDERAL COMPLIANCE CONTRACTS. 

 
 (R. 227, H. 5008) --  Rep. W. Newton: AN ACT TO ADOPT 

REVISED CODE VOLUME 17A OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
CODE OF LAWS, TO THE EXTENT OF ITS CONTENTS, AS THE 
ONLY GENERAL PERMANENT STATUTORY LAW OF THE 
STATE AS OF JANUARY 1, 2024. 
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 (R. 228, H. 5023) --  Reps. Brewer, Gilliam, Lawson, Sessions, 

Schuessler, Hager, Hartnett, Gatch, Mitchell, Hewitt, Robbins, J. Moore, 
Wooten, Guffey, O'Neal, J.L. Johnson, Pedalino and B. Newton: AN 
ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
ADDING SECTION 56-1-219 SO AS TO ESTABLISH THE WORK 
ZONE PROGRAM WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES; BY AMENDING SECTION 56-1-15, RELATING TO 
THE ADMINISTRATION OF DRIVER’S LICENSE 
EXAMINATIONS, SO AS TO REQUIRE DRIVER’S LICENSE 
APPLICANTS COMPLETE THE WORK ZONE SAFETY 
PROGRAM COURSE; AND BY AMENDING SECTION 56-1-130, 
RELATING TO LICENSE EXAMINATIONS AND BASIC AND 
CLASSIFIED LICENSES, SO AS TO REQUIRE CERTAIN 
DRIVER’S LICENSE APPLICANTS COMPLETE THE WORK 
ZONE SAFETY PROGRAM COURSE, AND TO MAKE 
TECHNICAL CHANGES. 

 
 (R. 229, H. 5042) --  Reps. B.L. Cox, J.L. Johnson, Murphy, 

Sessions, Cobb-Hunter, Kirby, Brewer, Garvin, Henegan, M.M. Smith, 
Jefferson, Rivers, McDaniel, Davis, Haddon, King, Gilliard, Stavrinakis, 
Bauer, West, Wetmore, T. Moore, Thigpen, Chapman, Schuessler, Pope, 
Guffey, Dillard, W. Jones, Pendarvis, G.M. Smith, Weeks, Wheeler, 
Williams, S. Jones, J. Moore, O'Neal, B. Newton, Neese, Lawson, 
Atkinson, Hayes, W. Newton, Bannister, Caskey, Hyde, J.E. Johnson, 
Hiott, Brittain, Hartnett, Mitchell, Yow, Gagnon, Carter, Guest, Gatch, 
Crawford, Ott, Rutherford, Leber, Hixon, Herbkersman, Anderson, 
Bailey, Elliott, Gilliam, Calhoon, Wooten, Forrest, Pedalino, Jordan, 
Bustos, Bamberg, Bernstein, Clyburn, Hosey, Henderson-Myers, 
Howard, Vaughan, Beach, Erickson and Bradley: AN ACT TO AMEND 
THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING SECTION 
10-1-185 SO AS TO ESTABLISH ON THE GROUNDS OF THE 
STATE HOUSE A ROBERT SMALLS MONUMENT, CREATE A 
COMMISSION TO DETERMINE THE DESIGN AND LOCATION 
OF THE MONUMENT, PROVIDE FOR THE MEMBERSHIP OF 
THE COMMISSION, AND SUNSET THE COMMISSION AT A 
DATE CERTAIN. 

 
 (R. 230, H. 5154) --  Reps. West and Sandifer: AN ACT TO 

AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 58-5-1030, RELATING TO CIVIL 
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PENALTIES, SO AS TO PROVIDE A GAS UTILITY WHICH 
VIOLATES SECTION 58-5-1020 OR A REGULATION UNDER 
ARTICLE 9 OF CHAPTER 5, TITLE 58 IS SUBJECT TO A CIVIL 
PENALTY NOT MORE THAN THE CIVIL PENALTY PROVIDED 
BY 49 U.S.C. SECTION 60122 AND 49 C.F.R. 190.233. 

 
 (R. 231, H. 5179) --  Reps. T. Moore and Hyde: A JOINT 

RESOLUTION TO DIRECT THE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
TO NAME THE CONVERSE SCHOOL BUS MAINTENANCE SHOP 
IN SPARTANBURG COUNTY THE “DAVID T. BREWINGTON 
SCHOOL BUS MAINTENANCE CENTER”, AND TO DIRECT THE 
DEPARTMENT TO INSTALL APPROPRIATE SIGNAGE 
CONTAINING THE WORDS “DAVID T. BREWINGTON SCHOOL 
BUS MAINTENANCE CENTER” AS THE DEPARTMENT 
CONSIDERS ADVISABLE. 

 
 (R. 232, H. 5183) --  Reps. M.M. Smith, West, Hewitt, Chapman, 

B. Newton, Hiott, Sessions, Pope, Davis, Gagnon, Thayer and Carter: 
AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS 
BY AMENDING SECTION 40-47-20, RELATING TO THE 
DEFINITION OF A CERTIFIED MEDICAL ASSISTANT, SO AS TO 
REVISE THE CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS; AND BY 
AMENDING SECTION 40-47-196, RELATING TO THE 
DELEGATION OF NURSING TASKS TO UNLICENSED 
ASSISTIVE PERSONNEL BY CERTAIN MEDICAL 
PROFESSIONALS, SO AS TO DESIGNATE ADDITIONAL 
NURSING TASKS THAT MAY BE DELEGATED. 

 
 (R. 233, H. 5235) --  Reps. Bannister and Herbkersman: AN ACT 

TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 43-7-465, RELATING TO INSURERS 
PROVIDING COVERAGE TO PERSONS RECEIVING MEDICAID, 
SO AS TO COMPORT WITH THE FEDERAL CONSOLIDATED 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT OF 2022. 

 
 (R. 234, H. 5236) --  Reps. Bannister and Herbkersman: AN ACT 

TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS BY 
AMENDING SECTION 44-6-50, RELATING TO 
RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES OR A SUCCESSOR AGENCY, SO AS TO 
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MAKE CERTAIN CHANGES CONCERNING MEDICAID CLAIMS 
PROCESSING CONTRACTS. 

 
 (R. 235, H. 5246) --  Reps. Wetmore, Brittain, M.M. Smith, 

Stavrinakis, Hartnett, Leber, Gilliard, Bustos, Pendarvis, Jefferson, 
Landing and Garvin: AN ACT TO AMEND THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
CODE OF LAWS BY ADDING SECTION 1-1-612 SO AS TO 
PROVIDE THAT THE BROWN PELICAN IS THE OFFICIAL 
SEABIRD OF THE STATE. 

 
 (R. 236, H. 5458) --  Regulations and Administrative Procedures 

Committee: A JOINT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE REGULATIONS 
OF THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONTROL, RELATING TO STANDARDS FOR LICENSING 
AMBULATORY SURGICAL FACILITIES, DESIGNATED AS 
REGULATION DOCUMENT NUMBER 5264, PURSUANT TO THE 
PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 1, CHAPTER 23, TITLE 1 OF THE 
SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF LAWS. 

 
 (R. 237, H. 5459) --  Regulations and Administrative Procedures 

Committee: AN ACT TO APPROVE REGULATIONS OF THE 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
CONTROL, RELATING TO MINIMUM STANDARDS FOR 
LICENSING HOSPITALS AND INSTITUTIONAL GENERAL 
INFIRMARIES, DESIGNATED AS REGULATION DOCUMENT 
NUMBER 5265, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 
1, CHAPTER 23, TITLE 1 OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA CODE OF 
LAWS. 

 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
At 12:23 p.m. the House, in accordance with the motion of Rep. 

CALHOON, adjourned in memory of Gerorge Neal Dorn, Jr., and in 
accordance with  S.1192, the Sine Die Adjournment Resolution. 

*** 
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