WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 2000


Wednesday, February 16, 2000

(Statewide Session)

Indicates Matter Stricken

Indicates New Matter


The Senate assembled at 11:00 A.M., the hour to which it stood adjourned, and was called to order by the PRESIDENT.


A quorum being present, the proceedings were opened with a devotion by the Chaplain as follows:

Beloved, hear the last words of the 46th Psalm (vv. 10-11):


“Be still, and know that I am God:  I will be exalted among the 


heathen, I will be exalted in the earth.  The Lord of hosts is with


us; the God of Jacob is our refuge.”

Let us pray.


Eternal and Most Blessed Lord, grant that in this hallowed moment dedicated to Your praise... and the confession of our need, we may know what it means to be still and quiet and know that You are God... and we are Your obedient servants.


In our world where so much is sad... and bad, give us the kind of faith that makes us glad.  Glad, not with a Pollyanna optimism, but with a quiet confidence that the last word will not be said by God’s enemies but by the Lord God Himself... as the Judge of all the earth... and the Redeemer of those who put their trust in You.

Amen.

Point of Quorum

At 11:07 A.M., Senator SETZLER made the point that a quorum was not present.  It was ascertained that a quorum was not present.

Call of the Senate

Senator SETZLER moved that a Call of the Senate be made.  The following Senators answered the Call:

Alexander
Anderson
Bauer

Branton
Bryan
Courson

Drummond
Elliott
Fair

Ford
Giese
Glover

Gregory
Grooms
Hayes

Holland
Hutto
Jackson

Land
Leatherman
Leventis

Martin
Matthews
McConnell

McGill
Moore
O'Dell

Passailaigue
Patterson
Peeler

Rankin
Ravenel
Reese

Richardson
Ryberg
Saleeby

Setzler
Short
Smith, J. Verne

Thomas
Waldrep
Washington

Wilson


A quorum being present, the Senate resumed.


The PRESIDENT called for Petitions, Memorials, Presentments of Grand Juries and such like papers.

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR

The following appointment was transmitted by the Honorable James H. Hodges:

Statewide Appointment


Initial Appointment, South Carolina Board of Long Term Health Care Administrators, with term to commence June 9, 1998, and to expire June 9, 2001:

Residential Care Facility - Consumer:


Curtis B. Inabinett, Jr., Cardiac Imaging and Sound, Post Office Box 188, Ravenel, S.C. 29470 VICE Shirley H. Fishburne

Referred to the Committee on Medical Affairs.

ACTING PRESIDENT PRESIDES

At 11:36 A.M., Senator J. VERNE SMITH assumed the Chair.

REGULATION WITHDRAWN AND RESUBMITTED


The following was received:

Document No. 2424

Agency: Board of Education

SUBJECT: Summer Programs

Received by Lieutenant Governor April 28, 1999

Referred to Education Committee

Legislative Review Expiration August 26, 1999 (Subject to Sine Die Revision)

Revised: March 28, 2000

June 24, 1999
Revised Review Period

Exp. Date   March 13, 2000




House Education and Public Works Committee Requested Withdrawal   February 1, 2000 

120 Day Period Tolled

Withdrawn February 16, 2000

Resubmitted March 28, 2000

Doctor of the Day

Senator GIESE introduced Dr. Thomas C. Rowland of Columbia, S.C., Doctor of the Day.

Expression of Personal Interest

Senator RAVENEL rose for an Expression of Personal Interest.

RECALLED

H. 4420 XE "H. 4420" \b  -- Reps. R. Smith, Harrell, Woodrum, Altman, Beck, Cato, Davenport, Delleney, Emory, Harrison, Haskins, Koon, Lanford, M. McLeod, W. McLeod, McMahand, Miller, Moody‑Lawrence, J.M. Neal, Parks, Perry, Rice, Riser, Seithel, Simrill, Stuart, Tripp, Trotter, Vaughn, Walker, Witherspoon, Young‑Brickell, Robinson and Rodgers:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION TO EXPRESS THE SENSE OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA THAT, NOTWITHSTANDING RECENT MEDIA REPORTS OF CIVILIAN CASUALTIES AT NOKUEN‑RI  (NO GUN RI), SOUTH KOREA, NOTHING CAN DETRACT FROM THE DISTINGUISHED RECORD AND HEROISM OF THE BRAVE AND GALLANT MEN AND WOMEN WHO SERVED HONORABLY AND FOUGHT VALIANTLY AS SOLDIERS, SAILORS, MARINES, AND AIRMEN IN THE ARMED FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES DURING THE KOREAN WAR, AND THAT THE HEROISM, SERVICE, AND SACRIFICE OF ALL THOSE WHO SERVED THE CAUSE OF FREEDOM BY OPPOSING MURDEROUS COMMUNIST AGGRESSION IN KOREA MUST BE REMEMBERED AND COMMEMORATED WITH HONOR.


Senator WILSON asked unanimous consent to make a motion to recall the Concurrent Resolution from the General Committee.


There was no objection.


Senator WILSON asked unanimous consent to take the Concurrent Resolution up for immediate consideration.


There was no objection.


Senator WILSON asked unanimous consent to adopt the Concurrent Resolution.


There was no objection.


On motion of Senator WILSON, with unanimous consent, the Concurrent Resolution was recalled, adopted and returned to the House.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

The following were introduced:


S. 1156 XE "S. 1156" \b -- Senator Alexander:  A SENATE RESOLUTION CONGRATULATING THE LADY CATS OF SENECA HIGH SCHOOL ON THEIR STELLAR SEASON AND ON THEIR 1999 CLASS AAA STATE SOFTBALL CHAMPIONSHIP.

l:\s-res\tca\001lady.whb.doc


The Senate Resolution was adopted.


S. 1157 XE "S. 1157" \b -- Senators Wilson, Ryberg, Setzler and Bauer:  A SENATE RESOLUTION TO COMMEND SERGEANT MARK JONES OF THE LEXINGTON COUNTY SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT FOR HIS DEDICATED SERVICE TO THE PEOPLE OF LEXINGTON COUNTY AND SOUTH CAROLINA AS A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER, AND TO CONGRATULATE HIM ON THIS SPECIAL OCCASION OF HIS BEING SELECTED AS DEPUTY OF THE YEAR BY THE LEXINGTON COUNTY SHERIFF’S FOUNDATION.

l:\council\bills\skb\18196som00.doc


The Senate Resolution was adopted.


S. 1158 XE "S. 1158" \b -- Transportation Committee:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION COMMENDING THE EMPLOYEES OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FOR THEIR TIRELESS EFFORTS TO KEEP THE STATE’S HIGHWAYS OPEN AND SAFE DURING THE WINTER SNOW STORM OF 2000.

l:\council\bills\ggs\22491cm00.doc


Senator LAND asked unanimous consent to make a motion to take up the Resolution for immediate consideration.


There was no objection.  


Senator LAND spoke on the Resolution.


The question then was the adoption of the Resolution.


The "ayes" and "nays" were demanded and taken, resulting as follows:

AYES

Alexander
Anderson
Bauer

Branton
Bryan
Courson

Drummond
Elliott
Fair

Ford
Giese
Glover

Gregory
Grooms
Hayes

Holland
Hutto
Jackson

Land
Leatherman
Leventis

Martin
Matthews
McConnell

McGill
Mescher
Moore

O'Dell
Passailaigue
Patterson

Peeler
Rankin
Ravenel

Reese
Richardson
Russell

Ryberg
Saleeby
Setzler

Short
Smith, J. Verne
Thomas

Waldrep
Washington
Wilson

Total--45

NAYS

Total--0


The Concurrent Resolution was adopted and ordered sent to the House.


S. 1159 XE "S. 1159" \b -- Senators Matthews, Holland, Passailaigue, Courtney, Patterson, Ford, Elliott, McGill, McConnell, Courson, Wilson and Russell:  A BILL TO AMEND THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, BY ADDING SECTION 39‑5‑170 SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE KNOWING ACCEPTANCE OF PAYMENT FOR AN INSURANCE REFERRAL FROM A SERVICE PROVIDER, THE KNOWING PAYMENT BY A SERVICE PROVIDER FOR A REFERRAL, AND THE REGULAR PRACTICE BY A SERVICE PROVIDER OF WAIVING OR REBATING ALL OR PART OF A CLAIMANT’S CASUALTY OR PROPERTY INSURANCE DEDUCTIBLE ARE UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES; AND TO AMEND SECTION 39‑5‑40, RELATING TO THE PRACTICES TO WHICH THIS ARTICLE DOES NOT APPLY, SO AS TO PROVIDE AN EXCEPTION THAT THE PRACTICES DESCRIBED IN SECTION 39‑5‑170 MAY BE REGULATED BY CHAPTER 57 OF TITLE 38 AND THIS ARTICLE.

l:\council\bills\skb\18121som00.doc


Read the first time and referred to the Committee on Banking and Insurance.


S. 1160 XE "S. 1160" \b -- Senator Thomas:  A JOINT RESOLUTION TO CREATE A LOCAL JAIL TASK FORCE TO IDENTIFY AND STUDY THE MANY PROBLEMS CONFRONTING LOCAL JAILS TO INCLUDE:  WAYS TO REDUCE THE NUMBER OF PENDING CASES ON THE CRIMINAL COURT DOCKET AND THE PROSECUTION PROCESS; FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR CONSTRUCTION AND EXPANSION OF JAILS; CONTROL OVER THE GROWING COSTS OF HOUSING INMATES AND PROVIDING FOR THEIR MEDICAL CARE; MORE AND BETTER TRAINING AND HIGHER SALARIES FOR CORRECTIONAL OFFICERS; AND ALTERNATIVES TO INCARCERATION FOR LESSER CRIMES AND OTHER MEANS TO ALLEVIATE OVERCROWDING; TO PROVIDE FOR THE TASK FORCE MEMBERSHIP; AND TO REQUIRE THE TASK FORCE REPORT ITS RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE GOVERNOR AND GENERAL ASSEMBLY BEFORE JANUARY 1, 2001, AT WHICH TIME THE TASK FORCE IS ABOLISHED.

l:\council\bills\ggs\22472cm00.doc


Read the first time and referred to the Committee on Corrections and Penology.


S. 1161 XE "S. 1161" \b -- Judiciary Committee:  A JOINT RESOLUTION TO APPROVE REGULATIONS OF THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION, RELATING TO TERRITORY AND CERTIFICATES OF SEWERAGE UTILITIES AND WATER UTILITIES, DESIGNATED AS REGULATION DOCUMENT NUMBER 2432, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 

1, CHAPTER 23, TITLE 1 OF THE 1976 CODE.

l:\s-jud\bills\judiciary\jud0094.jud.doc


Read the first time and ordered placed on the Calendar without reference.


S. 1162 XE "S. 1162" \b  -- Senator Rankin:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION DESIGNATING APRIL 5, 2000, AS “SOUTH CAROLINA AARP DAY” IN RECOGNITION OF THE EFFORTS OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA AARP STATE LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE TO EDUCATE SENIOR CITIZENS ON IMPORTANT LEGISLATIVE ISSUES AND TO ENCOURAGE THEM TO TAKE ACTIVE ROLES IN THE LEGISLATIVE PROCESS.


On motion of Senator RANKIN, with unanimous consent, the Concurrent Resolution was introduced and ordered placed on the Calendar without reference.


H. 4599 XE "H. 4599" \b  -- Reps. D. Smith, Allen, Allison, Altman, Askins, Bailey, Bales, Barfield, Barrett, Battle, Bowers, Breeland, G. Brown, H. Brown, J. Brown, T. Brown, Campsen, Canty, Carnell, Cato, Chellis, Clyburn, Cobb‑Hunter, Cooper, Cotty, Dantzler, Davenport, Delleney, Easterday, Edge, Emory, Fleming, Frye, Gamble, Gilham, Gourdine, Govan, Hamilton, Harrell, Harris, Harrison, Harvin, Haskins, Hawkins, Hayes, J. Hines, M. Hines, Hinson, Hosey, Howard, Huggins, Inabinett, Jennings, Keegan, Kelley, Kennedy, Kirsh, Klauber, Knotts, Koon, Lanford, Law, Leach, Lee, Limehouse, Littlejohn, Lloyd, Loftis, Lourie, Lucas, Mack, Maddox, Martin, McCraw, McGee, McKay, M. McLeod, W. McLeod, McMahand, Meacham‑Richardson, Miller, Moody‑Lawrence, J.H. Neal, J.M. Neal, Neilson, Ott, Parks, Perry, Phillips, Pinckney, Quinn, Rhoad, Rice, Riser, Robinson, Rodgers, Rutherford, Sandifer, Scott, Seithel, Sharpe, Sheheen, Simrill, F. Smith, J. Smith, R. Smith, Stille, Stuart, Taylor, Townsend, Tripp, Trotter, Vaughn, Walker, Webb, Whatley, Whipper, Wilder, Wilkes, Wilkins, Witherspoon, Woodrum and Young‑Brickell:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION EXPRESSING THE PROFOUND SORROW OF THE MEMBERS OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA GENERAL ASSEMBLY UPON THE DEATH OF MRS. GLADYCE QUICK MOORE OF ASHEBORO, NORTH CAROLINA, MOTHER OF JEFF MOORE, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE SOUTH 

CAROLINA SHERIFF’S ASSOCIATION, AND EXTENDING DEEPEST SYMPATHY TO HER FAMILY AND MANY FRIENDS.


The Concurrent Resolution was adopted, ordered returned to the House.


H. 4621 XE "H. 4621" \b  -- Rep. Perry:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION TO CONGRATULATE THE SOUTH AIKEN HIGH SCHOOL “LADY THOROUGHBREDS” TENNIS TEAM AND HEAD COACH, DONNA JONES, ON CAPTURING THEIR THIRD CLASS AAAA STATE TENNIS CHAMPIONSHIP IN FIVE YEARS.


The Concurrent Resolution was adopted, ordered returned to the House.


H. 4622 XE "H. 4622" \b  -- Reps. McKay, McGee, M. Hines, J. Hines and Askins:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION CONGRATULATING JERRY L. COKER, OF FLORENCE COUNTY, FOR HIS DISTINGUISHED PUBLIC SERVICE AND ON THE OCCASION OF HIS OUTSTANDING  TWENTY‑FIVE YEARS AS A LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER.


The Concurrent Resolution was adopted, ordered returned to the House.

REPORTS OF STANDING COMMITTEES

Senator HOLLAND from the Committee on Judiciary submitted a favorable with amendment report on:


S. 933 XE "S. 933" \b  -- Senators Ford and Elliott:  A BILL TO AMEND SECTION 39‑1‑20, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO MAKING INTENTIONALLY UNTRUE STATEMENTS IN ADVERTISING, SO AS TO PROHIBIT ADVERTISING IN ANY FORM, INCLUDING TELEVISION, RADIO, AND INTERNET BROADCASTS, WHICH IS KNOWN OR SHOULD BE KNOWN TO BE UNTRUE OR MISLEADING.


Ordered for consideration tomorrow.


Senator ALEXANDER from the Committee on Judiciary submitted a favorable report on:


S. 951 XE "S. 951" \b  -- Senator Alexander:  A BILL TO AMEND SECTIONS 36‑9‑301, 36‑9‑312, AND 36‑9‑313, ALL AS AMENDED, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, ALL RELATING TO ESTABLISHING PRIORITY OF A PURCHASE MONEY SECURITY INTEREST IN CERTAIN TYPES OF COLLATERAL, SO AS TO INCREASE THE “GRACE PERIOD” FOR FILING FROM TEN DAYS TO TWENTY DAYS.


Ordered for consideration tomorrow.


Senator MARTIN from the Committee on Judiciary submitted a favorable report on:


S. 1091 XE "S. 1091" \b  -- Senator Hutto:  A BILL TO AMEND THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, BY ADDING SECTION 1‑1‑701 SO AS TO DESIGNATE THE “CAROLINA WOLF SPIDER”, HOGNA CAROLINENSIS, AS THE OFFICIAL STATE SPIDER.


Ordered for consideration tomorrow.


Senator COURSON from the Committee on Invitations polled out S. 1149 favorable:


S. 1149 XE "S. 1149" \b  -- Senators Matthews, Patterson, Anderson, Glover and Washington:  A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION INVITING THE UNITED STATES SURGEON GENERAL AND ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR HEALTH, THE CHIEF HEALTH OFFICIAL FOR THE COUNTRY, THE HONORABLE DAVID SATCHER, M.D., PH.D. TO ADDRESS THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY IN JOINT SESSION AT 12:00 NOON ON TUESDAY, MARCH 7, 2000.

Poll of the Invitations Committee

Ayes 10; Nays 0; Not Voting 0
AYES
Courson
Wilson
Matthews

Patterson
Russell
O’Dell

Passailaigue
McGill
Washington

Reese

TOTAL--10
NAYS
TOTAL--0
NOT VOTING
TOTAL--0

Ordered for consideration tomorrow.

H. 3379--FREE CONFERENCE POWERS GRANTED

FREE CONFERENCE COMMITTEE APPOINTED

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF

FREE CONFERENCE ADOPTED


H. 3379 XE "H. 3379" \b  -- Reps. Wilkins, Cotty, Allen, Allison, Altman, Bailey, Bales, Barrett, Battle, Bauer, Beck, G. Brown, H. Brown, T. Brown, Campsen, Canty, Cave, Cobb‑Hunter, Davenport, Delleney, Easterday, Edge, Emory, Fleming, Harrell, Harrison, Harvin, Hayes, J. Hines, Inabinett, Klauber, Knotts, Lanford, Leach, Limehouse, Littlejohn, Lloyd, Lourie, Lucas, Mack, Martin, Mason, McCraw, McGee, McKay, M. McLeod, McMahand, Meacham‑Richardson, Miller, Moody‑Lawrence, Ott, Phillips, Pinckney, Quinn, Rhoad, Rice, Rodgers, Sandifer, Sharpe, Simrill, F. Smith, J. Smith, R. Smith, Spearman, Stille, Stuart, Taylor, Tripp, Trotter, Walker, Webb, Whipper, Wilkes, Woodrum, Govan and Riser:  A BILL TO ENACT THE “MAGISTRATES COURTS REFORM ACT OF 1999” BY AMENDING SECTION 8‑21‑1010, AS AMENDED, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO FEES AND COSTS TO BE COLLECTED BY MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR CIVIL ACTIONS AND COMPLAINTS FROM TWENTY‑FIVE TO FORTY DOLLARS AND TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR PROCEEDINGS BY A LANDLORD AGAINST A TENANT FROM TEN TO TWENTY-FIVE DOLLARS; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑10, RELATING TO APPOINTMENT OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO REVISE THE EDUCATIONAL REQUIREMENT FOR APPOINTMENT ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 1999; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑15, RELATING TO THE PERSONS SERVING AS MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE REVISED REQUIREMENT DOES NOT APPLY TO A MAGISTRATE SERVING ON JULY 1, 1999, DURING HIS TENURE IN OFFICE; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑30, RELATING TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE’S FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH RETIREMENT, TRAINING, OR EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS MAY SUBJECT THE MAGISTRATE  TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT; BY AMENDING SECTION 22-2-40, RELATING TO THE NUMBER AND LOCATION OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE MEMBERS OF THE SENATE DELEGATION FOR A COUNTY AND THE COUNTY GOVERNING BODY MAY VARY THE NUMBER, LOCATION, AND FULL-TIME OR PART-TIME STATUS OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY BY WRITTEN AGREEMENT FILED WITH COURT ADMINISTRATION; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑2‑200, RELATING TO ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES AS AFFECTING THE NUMBER OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO CONFORM THE PROVISION REGARDING APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑8‑40, RELATING TO FULL‑TIME AND PART‑TIME MAGISTRATES AND SALARIES, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR A NEW SALARY SCHEDULE AND FOR ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES TO BE APPOINTED DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY AMENDING SECTION 34‑11‑70, RELATING TO EVIDENCE OF FRAUDULENT INTENT IN DRAWING A CHECK AND PROBABLE CAUSE FOR PROSECUTION, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE A DEFENDANT MUST PAY FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS, WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED FOR WANT OF PROSECUTION OR WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED ON SATISFACTORY PROOF OR RESTITUTION AND REPAYMENT, FROM TWENTY TO THIRTY‑FIVE DOLLARS; BY AMENDING SECTION  34‑11‑90, RELATING TO JURISDICTION OVER OFFENSES CONCERNING FRAUDULENT CHECKS, SO AS TO INCREASE A MAGISTRATE’S JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS OR LESS TO JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS OR LESS, TO PROVIDE THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF A CONVICTION IN MAGISTRATE’S COURT THAT ARE PUNISHABLE BY IMPRISONMENT OR FINES, TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF REASONABLE COURT COSTS THAT A DEFENDANT MUST PAY WHEN THE COURT SUSPENDS A FIRST OFFENSE CONVICTION FOR DRAWING AND UTTERING A FRAUDULENT CHECK FROM TWENTY TO THIRTY-FIVE DOLLARS, AND TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF REASONABLE COURT COSTS THAT A DEFENDANT MUST PAY AFTER A CONVICTION OR PLEA FOR DRAWING AND UTTERING A FRAUDULENT CHECK; AND BY ADDING SECTION 9‑11‑27, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM; BY ADDING SECTION 9-11-28, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A FULL-TIME MUNICIPAL JUDGE MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM IF THE MUNICIPALITY HE SERVES PARTICIPATES IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM; BY ADDING 22-1-5, SO AS TO PERMIT A MAGISTRATES’ OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE TO BE ESTABLISHED IN EACH COUNTY; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑12, SO AS TO REQUIRE THAT A MAGISTRATE COMPLETE CERTAIN TRIAL EXPERIENCES PRIOR TO TRYING CASES; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑17, SO AS TO ESTABLISH A TWO‑YEAR CONTINUING EDUCATION PROGRAM AVAILABLE TO MAGISTRATES WHO HAVE SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED THE CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑19, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ADVISORY COUNCIL TO MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SUPREME COURT REGARDING THE ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION, AND CONTINUING EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS FOR MAGISTRATES; AND BY ADDING SECTION 22‑2‑5, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, THE RESULTS OF WHICH MUST BE USED BY THE SENATORIAL DELEGATION IN MAKING NOMINATIONS FOR MAGISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS; AND BY REQUESTING THAT THE SUPREME COURT MAKE A REPORT TO THE CHAIRMEN OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES JUDICIARY COMMITTEES RECOMMENDING FURTHER NECESSARY CHANGES TO THE MAGISTRATES COURT SYSTEM.


On motion of Senator BRYAN, with unanimous consent, the Committee of Conference was taken up for immediate consideration.


Senator BRYAN spoke on the Report.


Senator HOLLAND spoke on the Report.


Senator LAND spoke on the Report.

H. 3379--Free Conference Powers Granted

Free Conference Committee Appointed

On motion of Senator BRYAN, with unanimous consent, Free Conference Powers were granted.


Whereupon, the PRESIDENT Pro Tempore appointed Senators BRYAN, JACKSON and RANKIN to the Committee of Free Conference on the part of the Senate and a message was sent to the House accordingly.


On motion of Senator BRYAN, the Report of the Committee of Free Conference to H. 3379 was adopted as follows:

H. 3379--Free Conference Report


The General Assembly, Columbia, S.C., February 10, 2000


The COMMITTEE OF FREE CONFERENCE, to whom was referred:


H. 3379 XE "H. 3379" \b  ‑‑ Reps. Wilkins, Cotty, Allen, Allison, Altman, Bailey, Bales, Barrett, Battle, Bauer, Beck, G. Brown, H. Brown, T. Brown, Campsen, Canty, Cave, Cobb‑Hunter, Davenport, Delleney, Easterday, Edge, Emory, Fleming, Harrell, Harrison, Harvin, Hayes, J. Hines, Inabinett, Klauber, Knotts, Lanford, Leach, Limehouse, Littlejohn, Lloyd, Lourie, Lucas, Mack, Martin, Mason, McCraw, McGee, McKay, M. McLeod, McMahand, Meacham‑Richardson, Miller, Moody‑Lawrence, Ott, Phillips, Pinckney, Quinn, Rhoad, Rice, Rodgers, Sandifer, Sharpe, Simrill, F. Smith, J. Smith, R. Smith, Spearman, Stille, Stuart, Taylor, Tripp, Trotter, Walker, Webb, Whipper, Wilkes, Woodrum, Govan and Riser:  A BILL TO ENACT THE “MAGISTRATES COURTS REFORM ACT OF 1999” BY AMENDING SECTION 8‑21‑1010, AS AMENDED, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO FEES AND COSTS TO BE COLLECTED BY MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR CIVIL ACTIONS AND COMPLAINTS FROM TWENTY‑FIVE TO FORTY DOLLARS AND TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR PROCEEDINGS BY A LANDLORD AGAINST A TENANT FROM TEN TO TWENTY‑FIVE DOLLARS; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑10, RELATING TO APPOINTMENT OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO REVISE THE EDUCATIONAL REQUIREMENT FOR APPOINTMENT ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 1999; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑15, RELATING TO THE PERSONS SERVING AS MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE REVISED REQUIREMENT DOES NOT APPLY TO A MAGISTRATE SERVING ON JULY 1, 1999, DURING HIS TENURE IN OFFICE; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑30, RELATING TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE’S FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH RETIREMENT, TRAINING, OR EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS MAY SUBJECT THE MAGISTRATE  TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑2‑40, RELATING TO THE NUMBER AND LOCATION OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE MEMBERS OF THE SENATE DELEGATION FOR A COUNTY AND THE COUNTY GOVERNING BODY MAY VARY THE NUMBER, LOCATION, AND FULL‑TIME OR PART‑TIME STATUS OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY BY WRITTEN AGREEMENT FILED WITH COURT ADMINISTRATION; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑2‑200, RELATING TO ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES AS AFFECTING THE NUMBER OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO CONFORM THE PROVISION REGARDING APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑8‑40, RELATING TO FULL‑TIME AND PART‑TIME MAGISTRATES AND SALARIES, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR A NEW SALARY SCHEDULE AND FOR ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES TO BE APPOINTED DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY AMENDING SECTION 34‑11‑70, RELATING TO EVIDENCE OF FRAUDULENT INTENT IN DRAWING A CHECK AND PROBABLE CAUSE FOR PROSECUTION, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE A DEFENDANT MUST PAY FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS, WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED FOR WANT OF PROSECUTION OR WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED ON SATISFACTORY PROOF OR RESTITUTION AND REPAYMENT, FROM TWENTY TO THIRTY‑FIVE DOLLARS; BY AMENDING SECTION  34‑11‑90, RELATING TO JURISDICTION OVER OFFENSES CONCERNING FRAUDULENT CHECKS, SO AS TO INCREASE A MAGISTRATE’S JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS OR LESS TO JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS OR LESS, TO PROVIDE THE CIRCUMSTANCES OF A CONVICTION IN MAGISTRATE’S COURT THAT ARE PUNISHABLE BY IMPRISONMENT OR FINES, TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF REASONABLE COURT COSTS THAT A DEFENDANT MUST PAY WHEN THE COURT SUSPENDS A FIRST OFFENSE CONVICTION FOR DRAWING AND UTTERING A FRAUDULENT CHECK FROM TWENTY TO THIRTY‑FIVE DOLLARS, AND TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF REASONABLE COURT COSTS THAT A DEFENDANT MUST PAY AFTER A CONVICTION OR PLEA FOR DRAWING AND UTTERING A FRAUDULENT CHECK; AND BY ADDING SECTION 9‑11‑27, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM; BY ADDING SECTION 9‑11‑28, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A FULL‑TIME MUNICIPAL JUDGE MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM IF THE MUNICIPALITY HE SERVES PARTICIPATES IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM; BY ADDING 22‑1‑5, SO AS TO PERMIT A MAGISTRATES’ OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE TO BE ESTABLISHED IN EACH COUNTY; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑12, SO AS TO REQUIRE THAT A MAGISTRATE COMPLETE CERTAIN TRIAL EXPERIENCES PRIOR TO TRYING CASES; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑17, SO AS TO ESTABLISH A TWO‑YEAR CONTINUING EDUCATION PROGRAM AVAILABLE TO MAGISTRATES WHO HAVE SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED THE CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑19, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ADVISORY COUNCIL TO MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SUPREME COURT REGARDING THE ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION, AND CONTINUING EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS FOR MAGISTRATES; AND BY ADDING SECTION 22‑2‑5, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, THE RESULTS OF WHICH MUST BE USED BY THE SENATORIAL DELEGATION IN MAKING NOMINATIONS FOR MAGISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS; AND BY REQUESTING THAT THE SUPREME COURT MAKE A REPORT TO THE CHAIRMEN OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES JUDICIARY COMMITTEES RECOMMENDING FURTHER NECESSARY CHANGES TO THE MAGISTRATES COURT SYSTEM.


Beg leave to report that they have duly and carefully considered the same and recommend:


That the same do pass with the following amendments:


Amend the bill, as and if amended, by striking the bill in its entirety and inserting therein the following:


/ A BILL


TO ENACT THE “MAGISTRATES COURTS REFORM ACT OF 2000” BY AMENDING SECTION 8‑21‑1010, AS AMENDED, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO FEES AND COSTS TO BE COLLECTED BY MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR CIVIL ACTIONS AND COMPLAINTS FROM TWENTY‑FIVE TO FORTY-FIVE DOLLARS AND TO INCREASE THE FEE FOR PROCEEDINGS BY A LANDLORD AGAINST A TENANT FROM TEN TO TWENTY DOLLARS; BY ADDING SECTION 9‑11‑27, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE MAY PARTICIPATE IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA POLICE OFFICERS RETIREMENT SYSTEM; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑10, RELATING TO APPOINTMENT OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 2001, A MAGISTRATE AT THE TIME OF HIS INITIAL APPOINTMENT MUST HAVE RECEIVED A TWO‑YEAR ASSOCIATE DEGREE; AND THAT ON OR AFTER JULY 1, 2005, A MAGISTRATE AT THE TIME OF HIS INITIAL APPOINTMENT MUST HAVE RECEIVED A FOUR‑YEAR BACCALAUREATE DEGREE; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑15, RELATING TO THE PERSONS PRESENTLY SERVING AS MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE REQUIREMENTS OF A TWO‑YEAR ASSOCIATE DEGREE AND FOUR‑YEAR BACCALAUREATE DEGREE DO NOT APPLY TO A MAGISTRATE SERVING ON THE EFFECTIVE DATES OF THE REVISED REQUIREMENTS DURING THE MAGISTRATE’S TENURE IN OFFICE; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑16, SO AS TO REQUIRE THAT A MAGISTRATE COMPLETE CERTAIN TRIAL EXPERIENCES PRIOR TO TRYING CASES; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑17, SO AS TO ESTABLISH A CONTINUING EDUCATION PROGRAM AVAILABLE TO MAGISTRATES WHO HAVE SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED THE CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑1‑19, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ADVISORY COUNCIL TO MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS TO THE SUPREME COURT REGARDING THE ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, CERTIFICATION EXAMINATION, AND CONTINUING EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS FOR MAGISTRATES; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑1‑30, RELATING TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A MAGISTRATE’S FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH RETIREMENT, TRAINING, OR EXAMINATION REQUIREMENTS MAY SUBJECT THE MAGISTRATE TO SUSPENSION OR REMOVAL BY ORDER OF THE SUPREME COURT; BY ADDING SECTION 22‑2‑5, SO AS TO ESTABLISH AN ELIGIBILITY EXAMINATION, THE RESULTS OF WHICH MUST BE USED BY THE SENATORIAL DELEGATION IN MAKING NOMINATIONS FOR MAGISTERIAL APPOINTMENTS; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑2‑40, RELATING TO THE NUMBER AND LOCATION OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT THE MEMBERS OF THE SENATE DELEGATION FOR A COUNTY AND THE COUNTY GOVERNING BODY MAY VARY THE NUMBER, LOCATION, AND FULL‑TIME OR PART‑TIME STATUS OF MAGISTRATES IN A COUNTY BY WRITTEN AGREEMENT FILED WITH COURT ADMINISTRATION; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑2‑200, RELATING TO ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES AS AFFECTING THE NUMBER OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO CONFORM THE PROVISION REGARDING APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY AMENDING SECTION 22-3-10, RELATING TO THE CIVIL JURISDICTION OF MAGISTRATES, SO AS TO INCREASE THE CIVIL JURISDICTION FROM FIVE THOUSAND TO SEVEN THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS; BY AMENDING SECTION 22‑8‑40, RELATING TO FULL‑TIME AND PART‑TIME MAGISTRATES AND SALARIES, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR A NEW SALARY SCHEDULE AND FOR ADDITIONAL MAGISTRATES TO BE APPOINTED DEPENDENT UPON ACCOMMODATIONS TAX REVENUES; BY ADDING SECTION 22-8-45, SO AS TO AUTHORIZE COUNTIES WHICH ARE NOT ABLE TO PAY THE MAGISTRATES’ BASE SALARY FROM THE FEE INCREASES TO APPLY TO THE STATE TREASURER’S OFFICE AND REQUEST REIMBURSEMENT FOR THE AMOUNT NOT COVERED; BY AMENDING SECTION 34‑11‑70, RELATING TO EVIDENCE OF FRAUDULENT INTENT IN DRAWING A CHECK AND PROBABLE CAUSE FOR PROSECUTION, SO AS TO INCREASE THE FEE A DEFENDANT MUST PAY FOR ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS FROM TWENTY TO FORTY-ONE DOLLARS WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED FOR WANT OF PROSECUTION OR WHEN THE CASE IS DISMISSED ON SATISFACTORY PROOF OR RESTITUTION AND REPAYMENT; BY AMENDING SECTION 34‑11‑90, RELATING TO JURISDICTION OVER OFFENSES CONCERNING FRAUDULENT CHECKS, SO AS TO INCREASE A MAGISTRATE’S JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS OR LESS TO JURISDICTION OVER INSTRUMENTS OF ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS OR LESS; TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT OF REASONABLE COURT COSTS THAT A DEFENDANT MUST PAY WHEN THE COURT SUSPENDS A FIRST OFFENSE CONVICTION FOR DRAWING AND UTTERING A FRAUDULENT CHECK FROM TWENTY TO FORTY-ONE DOLLARS; AND BY REQUESTING THAT THE SUPREME COURT MAKE A REPORT TO THE CHAIRMEN OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES JUDICIARY COMMITTEES RECOMMENDING FURTHER NECESSARY CHANGES TO THE MAGISTRATES COURT SYSTEM BY MARCH 15, 2001, AND TO FILE A REPORT BY MARCH 15, 2005, STATING WHETHER THE FEE INCREASES ADEQUATELY COVERED MAGISTRATES’ SALARIES.


SECTION
1.
This act is known and may be cited as the “Magistrates Court Reform Act of 2000”.


SECTION
2.
Section 8‑21‑1010 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 8‑21‑1010.

(A)
Except as otherwise expressly provided, the following fees and costs must be collected by the magistrates and deposited in the general fund of the county:



(1)
for taking civil recognizance, with or without sureties, five dollars;



(2)
for granting an order for civil special bail, with or without sureties, five dollars;



(3)
for receiving and filing bond in claim and delivery, attachment, five dollars; if justification of sureties required, an additional five dollars;



(4)
for administering and certifying oaths or documents in writing, two dollars;



(5)
for issuing any prerogative writ, five dollars;



(6)
in all civil actions, for issuing a summons and a copy for defendant, and for giving judgment with or without a hearing, twenty‑five forty‑five dollars;



(7)
for issuing execution and renewal thereof, ten dollars;



(8)
for making up, certifying, and forwarding a transcript of record and judgment in a case for purpose of appeal, ten dollars;



(9)
for proceedings by a landlord or lessor against a tenant or lessee, including notices to quit, eviction orders, or recovery of rents, ten twenty dollars;



(10)
for proceedings on a coroner’s inquest, as prescribed by law, ten dollars, if inquest is demanded by a party other than the State or county or authorized officer of either;



(11)
for proceeding on estrays, including judgment for possession, sale, or damages, ten dollars;



(12)
for qualifying appraisers to set off homestead or qualifying sureties on a bond posted in a case, including bail bonds, five dollars;



(13)
for each tax execution collected, five dollars; and


(14)
for filing or issuing any other paper not provided for in this section, five dollars.


(B)
No Fees or costs may not be assessed against a party for summoning jurors or expense of jury service in a criminal case in which a trial by jury is had.”


SECTION
3.
The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 9‑11‑27.

(A)
On and after January 1, 2001, any person who is a magistrate appointed pursuant to Section 22‑1‑10 shall participate in the South Carolina Police Officers Retirement System for his service as a magistrate.


(B)
From July 1, 2000, to January 1, 2001, a magistrate who elects to transfer credited service received under the South Carolina Retirement System to the South Carolina Police Officers Retirement System may do so upon payment of the accumulated employer and employee contributions and interest in the South Carolina Retirement System plus five percent of his annual salary in effect as of June 30, 2000, for each year of service prorated for periods of less than a year.  After January 1, 2001, a magistrate may elect to transfer credited service received under the South Carolina Retirement System to the South Carolina Police Officers Retirement System as provided in Section 9‑11‑40(9).”


SECTION
4.
Section 22‑1‑10(B) of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“(B)(1)

No person is eligible to hold the office of magistrate who is not at the time of his appointment a citizen of the United States and of this State, and who has not been a resident of this State for at least five years, has not attained the age of twenty‑one years upon his appointment, and has not received a high school diploma or its equivalent educational training as recognized by the State Department of Education.



(2)
Notwithstanding the educational qualifications required in item (1):




(a)
On and after July 1, 2001, no person is eligible for an initial appointment to hold the office of magistrate who (i) is not at the time of his appointment a citizen of the United States and of this State, (ii) has not been a resident of this State for at least five years, (iii) has not attained the age of twenty‑one years upon his appointment, and (iv) has not received a two‑year associate degree.




(b)
On and after July 1, 2005, no person is eligible for an initial appointment to hold the office of magistrate who (i) is not at the time of his appointment a citizen of the United States and of this State, (ii) has not been a resident of this State for at least five years, (iii) has not attained the age of twenty‑one years upon his appointment, and (iv) has not received a four‑year baccalaureate degree.”


SECTION
5.
Section 22‑1‑15 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 22‑1‑15.

A)
The provisions of Section 22‑1‑10 (B) do not apply to a magistrate serving on January 1, 1989, during his tenure in office.  A magistrate presently holding office after January 1, 1989, must achieve a high school education or the equivalent educational training as recognized by the State Department of Education within two years of January 1, 1989, and must submit a certified copy of his high school diploma or certified proof of its recognized equivalent in educational training as established by the State Department of Education to the South Carolina Court Administration.  However, this requirement does not apply to a magistrate with at least five years’ service as a magistrate on January 1, 1989.  The South Carolina Court Administration must report to the Governor’s Office a magistrate’s failure to submit the proper documentation, and such a magistrate’s violation of this subsection terminates that magistrate’s his term of office.


(B)
The provisions of Section 22‑1‑10(B)(2)(a) and (b) do not apply to a magistrate serving on June 30, 2000, during his tenure in office.


(C)
The provisions of Section 22‑1‑10(B)(2)(b) do not apply to a magistrate serving on June 30, 2005, during his tenure in office.”


SECTION
6.
The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 22‑1‑16.

(A)
A magistrate whose initial appointment begins on or after July 1, 2001, and who is not an attorney licensed in this State at the time of his initial appointment may not try a case until a certificate is filed with the Clerk of the Supreme Court stating that the magistrate has observed ten trials.  The certificate must state the name of the proceeding, the dates and the tribunals involved, and must be attested to by the judge conducting the proceeding.


(B)
The required trial experiences must include the following:



(1)
four criminal cases in a magistrates court, two of which must be in a magistrates court where he will not preside;



(2)
four civil cases in a magistrates court, two of which must be in a magistrates court where he will not preside;



(3)
one criminal jury trial in circuit court; and



(4)
one civil jury trial in circuit court.


(C)
The trial observations may be undertaken and completed any time after a person has been nominated by the senatorial delegation for the position of magistrate.”


SECTION
7.
The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 22‑1‑17.

(A)
The South Carolina Court Administration is authorized to establish and determine the number of contact hours to be completed in a continuing education program of two years available to a magistrate who has successfully completed the certification examination.  The program must provide extensive instruction in civil and criminal procedures and must encourage magistrates to develop contacts and resources of information in conjunction with their instructors and fellow magistrates.


(B)
The program shall be administered through the state’s technical college system and may be used to facilitate continuing legal education opportunities for all magistrates.  The technical college system may assess a reasonable fee for each participant in the program in order to pay for the program’s expenses.


(C)
The funding for this program shall be provided from fees and costs collected by magistrates or magistrates’ courts and deposited in the general fund of the county.


(D)
Subsections (A) and (B) are effective July 1, 2001; however, the planning and development of this program shall begin on or after July 1, 2000, and the effective date for subsections (C) and (D) is July 1, 2000.”


SECTION
8.

The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 22‑1‑19.

An advisory council shall be established in order to make recommendations to the Supreme Court regarding the eligibility examination, certification examination, and continuing education requirements for magistrates. The council must submit an annual report to the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court or his designee. The council shall be appointed by the Chief Justice to consist of:


(1)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Trial Lawyers Association;


(2)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers;


(3)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Solicitor’s Association;


(4)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Sheriff’s Association;


(5)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Victims Assistance Network;


(6)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the Criminal Justice Academy;


(7)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the State Board for Technical and Comprehensive Education;


(8)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the South Carolina Appleseed Legal Justice Center;


(9)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the Summary Court Judges Association;


(10)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the Dean of the University of South Carolina School of Law;


(11)
a member appointed upon the recommendation the Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee;


(12)
a member appointed upon the recommendation of the Chairman of the House Judiciary Committee; and


(13)
a member appointed upon the recommendation by the Governor.”


SECTION
9.
Section 22‑1‑30 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 22‑1‑30.

A magistrate may be suspended or removed by order of the Supreme Court pursuant to its rules for incapacity, misconduct, or neglect of duty.  A magistrate’s failure to retire in accordance with Section 22‑1‑25 or a magistrate’s failure to comply with the training and examination requirements of Section 22‑1‑10(C) may subject the magistrate to suspension or removal by order of the Supreme Court.”


SECTION
10.
The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 22‑2‑5.

(A)
The South Carolina Court Administration, in cooperation with the technical college system, shall select and administer an eligibility examination to test basic skills of persons seeking an initial appointment as magistrate on or after July 1, 2001.  In determining the persons to be recommended to the Governor for initial appointments as magistrates on or after July 1, 2001, a senatorial delegation must use the results of these eligibility examinations to assist in its selection of nominees. No person is eligible to be appointed as a magistrate unless he receives a passing score on the eligibility examination.  The results of these eligibility examinations are valid for six months before and six months after the time the appointment is to be made. 


(B)
The Court Administration shall establish guidelines for exempting persons from taking the examination if certain prescribed educational equivalency requirements have been met.


(C)
The Court Administration, in cooperation with the technical college system, shall develop an optional examination preparatory course.  The technical college system may assess a reasonable fee from each participant who takes the examination or the preparatory course in order to pay for administering the examination and course.  The planning and development of the eligibility examination and optional examination preparatory course shall begin on or after July 1, 2000.”


SECTION
11.
Section 22‑2‑40 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 22‑2‑40.

(A)
The General Assembly shall provide for the number and location of magistrates in each county.  The provisions of this chapter shall not be construed to prevent more than one magistrate from being assigned to the same jury area.


(B)
In each county, a magistrate or one or more magistrates may be designated by the Governor with the advice and consent of the Senate as ministerial magistrates for the purpose of carrying out the following responsibilities:



1.(1)

To to issue criminal warrants;



2.(2)

To to approve and accept written bonds in criminal matters, or in lieu of written bonds to approve and accept cash bonds;



3.(3)

To to order the release of prisoners when proper and adequate bonds have been duly posted; and



4.(4)

To to transfer any such warrant and written or cash bond to a magistrate having proper jurisdiction.


Ministerial magistrates shall be available at nighttime and on weekends during such hours as may be designated by the Chief Magistrate chief magistrate.


(C)
Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (A), Section 22‑1‑10(A), or Section 22‑8‑40(C) and (D), the number, location, and full‑time or part‑time status of magistrates in the county may be increased or decreased from the required and permissive provisions in Section 22‑8‑40(C) and (D) by filing with Court Administration a written agreement between the members of the Senate delegation for the county and the county governing body; however, a magistrate’s compensation must not be decreased during his term in office.”


SECTION
12.
Section 22‑2‑200 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 22‑2‑200.

The provisions of Sections 8‑21‑1010, 8‑21‑1060, 22‑1‑10, 22‑1‑15, 22‑1‑170, 22‑2‑10, 22‑2‑210, 22‑3‑30, and Chapter 8 of Title 22 may in no way be construed to mandate the reduction of the total number of magistrates in any county which generates four million dollars or more annually in accommodations tax revenue.  This in no way prohibits the A county which generates four million dollars or more annually in accommodations tax revenue from increasing may increase the number of its magistrates notwithstanding the provisions of this chapter or Chapter 8 of Title 22.”


SECTION
13.
Section 22‑3‑10 of the 1976 Code, as last amended by Act 48 of 1997, is further amended to read:


“Section 22‑3‑10.

Magistrates have concurrent civil jurisdiction in the following cases:


(1)
in actions arising on contracts for the recovery of money only, if the sum claimed does not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(2)
in actions for damages for injury to rights pertaining to the person or personal or real property, if the damages claimed do not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(3)
in actions for a penalty, fine, or forfeiture, when the amount claimed or forfeited does not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(4)
in actions commenced by attachment of property, as provided by statute, if the debt or damages claimed do not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(5)
in actions upon a bond conditioned for the payment of money, not exceeding five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars, though the penalty exceeds that sum, the judgment to be given for the sum actually due, and when the payments are to be made by installments an action may be brought for each installment as it becomes due;


(6)
in any action upon a surety bond taken by them, when the penalty or amount claimed does not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(7)
in any action upon a judgment rendered in a court of a magistrate or an inferior court when it is not prohibited by the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure;


(8)
to take and enter judgment on the confession of a defendant in the manner prescribed by law when  the amount confessed does not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(9)
in any action for damages or for fraud in the sale, purchase, or exchange of personal property, if the damages claimed do not exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars;


(10)
in all matters between landlord and tenant and the possession of land as provided in Chapters 33 through 41 of Title 27;


(11)
in any action to recover the possession of personal property claimed, the value of which, as stated in the affidavit of the plaintiff, his agent, or attorney, does not exceed the sum of five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars; and


(12)
in all actions provided for in this section when a filed counterclaim involves a sum not to exceed five thousand seven thousand five hundred dollars, except that this limitation does not apply to counterclaims filed in matters between landlord and tenant and the possession of land.”


SECTION
14.
Section 22‑8‑40 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“Section 22‑8‑40.

(A)
The county governing body of each county shall designate magistrates serving within the county as either full time or part time.  A county is not required to have a full‑time magistrate and may have only part‑time magistrates.


(B)
All magistrates Each magistrate in this State must be paid the base salary as determined by the following factors as follows by the county which he serves:



(1)
The following salary schedule shall be used to determine a magistrate’s annual compensation prior to the completion of his fourth year in office:




(a)
upon being appointed a magistrate, a magistrate shall be paid seventy‑five percent of the base salary for his county’s population category as provided in item (2);




(b)
upon completing the requirements of Sections 22‑1‑10(C) and 22‑1‑12, a magistrate shall be paid eighty percent of the base salary for his county’s population category as provided in item (2);




(c)
upon the magistrate’s completion of his second year in office, a magistrate shall be paid eighty‑five percent of the lowest salary rate for his county’s population category as provided in item (2);




(d)
upon the magistrate’s completion of his third year in office, a magistrate shall be paid ninety percent of the lowest salary rate for his county’s population category as provided in item (2);



(e)
upon the magistrate’s completion of his fourth year in office, a magistrate shall be paid one hundred percent of the lowest salary rate for his county’s population category as provided in item (2).


(2)
There is established a base salary for each population category as follows:




(a)
for those counties with a population of two one hundred fifty thousand and above, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is twenty‑nine thousand dollars fifty‑five percent of a circuit judge’s salary for the state’s previous fiscal year;



(b)
for those counties with a population of at least one hundred fifty thousand but not more than one hundred ninety‑nine forty‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is twenty‑seven thousand dollars forty‑five percent of a circuit judge’s salary for the state’s previous fiscal year;




(c)
for those counties with a population of at least one hundred thousand but not more than one hundred forty‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine less than fifty thousand, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is twenty‑five thousand dollars thirty‑five percent of a circuit court judge’s salary for the state’s previous fiscal year;



(d)
for those counties with a population of at least fifty thousand but not more than ninety‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is twenty‑two thousand.




(e)
for those counties with a population of at least thirty‑five thousand but not more than forty‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is nineteen thousand dollars; and




(f)
for those counties with a population of less than thirty‑five thousand, according to the latest official United States Decennial Census, the base salary is seventeen thousand dollars.



(3)
The provisions of this subsection are effective July 1, 2000.

(C)
The number of magistrates shall be determined using the following factors: 



(2)(1)
There is established a ratio of one magistrate for every twenty‑eight thousand persons in each county of the State based on the latest official United States Decennial Census.



(3)(2)
There is established a ratio of one magistrate for every one hundred fifty square miles of area in each county of the State as a factor to be used in determining the base salary as provided in this section.



(3)
Notwithstanding the provisions of subsection (D), The the maximum number of magistrates in each county is the greater of that number determined by taking one magistrate for every twenty‑eight thousand persons in each county or that number determined by taking the average of the ratio of one magistrate for every twenty‑eight thousand persons in each county as provided by item (2) (1) of this section subsection and the ratio of one magistrate for every one hundred fifty square miles of area in each county as provided in item (3) (2) of this section subsection.  However, no county is required to have fewer than the equivalent of one full‑time magistrate and one part‑time magistrate.  If a fraction of a magistrate results, the county must round off the fraction, establishing an additional part‑time magistrate.  No additional magistrates may be added until a county has less than the ratio.


(D)
In addition to the maximum number of magistrates prescribed in subsection (C), additional magistrates may be appointed as determined using the following formula:



(1)
for counties which collect accommodations tax revenues of five hundred thousand to nine hundred ninety‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine dollars, one additional magistrate may be appointed;



(2)
for counties which collect accommodations tax revenues of one million to two million, nine hundred ninety‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine dollars, two additional magistrates may be appointed;



(3)
for counties which collect accommodations tax revenues of three million to four million, nine hundred ninety‑nine thousand, nine hundred ninety‑nine dollars, three additional magistrates may be appointed; and



(4)
for counties which collect accommodations tax revenues of five million dollars and above, four additional magistrates may be appointed.

(C)(E)
Part‑time magistrates are to be computed at a ratio of four part‑time magistrates equals one full‑time magistrate.


(D)(F)

Part‑time magistrates are entitled to a proportionate percentage of the salary provided for full‑time magistrates.  This percentage is computed by dividing by forty the number of hours a week the part‑time magistrate spends in the performance of his duties.  The number of hours a week that a part‑time magistrate spends in the exercise of the judicial function, and scheduled to be spent on call, must be the average number of hours worked and is fixed by the county governing body upon the recommendation of the chief magistrate.  However, a part‑time magistrate must not work more than forty hours a week, unless directed to do so on a limited and intermittent basis by the chief magistrate.

(E)
A cost of living increase must be paid by the county in the amount provided classified state employees in the annual state general appropriations act of the previous fiscal year.  The base salaries provided for in this Part must be adjusted annually based on the percentage amount of the cost of living increase paid to classified state employees in the annual state general appropriations act of the previous fiscal year.

(F)(G)
A full‑time chief magistrate must be paid a yearly supplement of three thousand dollars and reimbursed for travel expense expenses as provided by law while in the actual performance of his duties.  A part‑time chief magistrate must be paid a yearly supplement of fifteen hundred dollars and reimbursed for travel expense expenses as provided by law while in the actual performance of his duties.


(G)(H)
Magistrates in a county are entitled to the same perquisites as those employees of the county of similar position and salary.


(H)(I)
A ministerial magistrate is entitled to the same compensation as a part‑time magistrate.


(I)(J)
A magistrate who is receiving a salary greater than provided for his position under the provisions of this chapter must not be reduced in salary during his tenure in office, and must be paid the same percentage annual increase in salary as other magistrates. Tenure in office continues at the expiration of a term if the incumbent magistrate is reappointed.


(J)(K)
No county may pay a magistrate a salary lower than the base salary established for that county by the provisions of subsection (B) of this section.


(K)(L)
Nothing in this section may be interpreted as prohibiting a county from paying a magistrate more than the base salary established for that county or from paying a magistrate a merit raise in addition to the salary established for that county.


(L)(M)
The South Carolina Court Administration shall monitor compliance with this section.  Nothing contained in this section may be construed as prohibiting a county from paying salaries in excess of the minimum base salaries provided for in this section.”


SECTION
15.
The 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 22‑8‑45.
(A)
As used in this section:



(1)
‘civil and administrative fee revenue’ means the amounts collected by a county pursuant to Sections 8‑21‑1010(6) and (9), 34‑11‑70(b) and (c), and 34‑11‑90;



(2)
‘magistrate salary expenses’ means the amount of payroll, fringe benefits, and employer retirement contributions paid by a county to compensate magistrates as required by Sections 9‑11‑27 and 22‑8‑40(B).


(B)
For fiscal years 2000‑2001, 2001‑2002, 2002‑2003, 2003‑2004, and 2004‑2005, a county may apply for reimbursement of excess magistrate salary expenses through the State Treasurer’s office if the county:



(1)
incurs magistrate salary expenses in excess of those it incurred in fiscal year 1999‑2000; and



(2)
does not collect civil and administrative fee revenue to pay for the excess magistrate salary expenses as determined by the difference between:




(a)
civil and administrative fee revenue collected by the county in fiscal year 2000‑2001, 2001‑2002, 2002‑2003, 2003‑2004, or 2004‑2005; and




(b)
civil and administrative fee revenue collected by the county in fiscal year 1999‑2000.


(C)
Any county applying for reimbursement must provide a statement of the amount of excess magistrate salary expenses being requested and a certification of the accuracy of the information in the application.  Certification must conform with the procedures and practices of the State Treasurer’s office.  Upon approval of an application, the State Treasurer shall refund to the county the approved amount from current court revenues payable to the state general fund.


(D)
A county is eligible for reimbursement pursuant to this section only for magistrate salary expenses incurred for magistrate positions in existence on the effective date of this section.


(E)
This section is repealed December 31, 2005.”


SECTION
16.
Section 34‑11‑70(b) and (c) of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“(b)
Any court, including magistrate’s, may dismiss a case under the provisions of this chapter for want of prosecution.  When any prosecutions are initiated under this chapter, the party applying for the warrant is held liable for all reasonable administrative costs accruing not to exceed twenty forty‑one dollars if the case is dismissed for want of prosecution.  Unless waived by the court, the party applying for the warrant shall notify, orally or otherwise, the court not less than twenty‑four hours before the date and time set for trial that full restitution has been made in connection with the warrant, and the notification relieves that party of the responsibility of prosecution.


(c)
Any court, including magistrate’s, may dismiss any prosecution initiated pursuant to the provisions of this chapter on satisfactory proof of restitution and payment by the defendant of all administrative costs accruing not to exceed twenty forty‑one dollars submitted before the date set for trial after the issuance of a warrant.”


SECTION
17.
Section 34‑11‑90 of the 1976 Code is amended to read:


“A person violating who violates the provisions of this chapter, upon conviction, for a first or second offense must be punished as follows:


If the amount of the instrument is five hundred one thousand dollars or less, it must be tried exclusively in a magistrate’s court. A municipal governing body, by ordinance, may adopt by reference the provisions of this chapter as an offense under its municipal ordinances and by so doing authorizes its municipal court to try violations of this chapter.  If the amount of the instrument is over five hundred one thousand dollars, it must be tried in the court of general sessions or any other court having concurrent jurisdiction. Notwithstanding the provisions of this paragraph, a person violating who violates the provisions of this chapter, upon conviction for a third or subsequent conviction, may be tried in either a magistrate’s court or in the court of general sessions.


(a)
Convictions in a magistrate’s court are punishable as follows: 



(1)
for a first conviction, if the amount of the instrument is five hundred dollars or less, by a fine of not less than fifty dollars nor more than two hundred dollars or by imprisonment for not more than thirty days;



(2)
for a first conviction, if the amount of the instrument is more than five hundred dollars but not greater than one thousand dollars, by a fine of not less than three hundred nor more than five hundred dollars or by imprisonment for not more than thirty days, or both;



(3)
for a second or subsequent conviction, if the amount of the instrument is five hundred dollars or less, by a fine of two hundred dollars or by imprisonment for thirty days.;



(4)
for a second or subsequent conviction, if the amount of the instrument is more than five hundred dollars but not greater than one thousand dollars, by a fine of not less than five hundred dollars or by imprisonment for not less than thirty days, or both.

(b)
Convictions in the court of general sessions or any other court having concurrent jurisdiction are punishable as follows: for a first conviction by a fine of not less than three hundred dollars nor more than one thousand dollars or by imprisonment for not more than two years, or both; and for a second and each or subsequent conviction by a fine of not less than five hundred dollars nor more than two thousand dollars and imprisonment for not less than thirty days nor more than ten years.


(c)
After a first offense conviction for drawing and uttering a fraudulent check or other instrument in violation of Section  34‑11‑60 within its jurisdiction, the court shall, at the time of sentence, suspend the imposition or execution of a sentence upon a showing of satisfactory proof of restitution and payment by the defendant of all reasonable court costs accruing not to exceed twenty forty‑one dollars. For a second and or subsequent convictions conviction for a violation of Section 34‑11‑60, the suspension of the imposition or execution of the sentence shall be is discretionary with the court.


(d)
After a conviction or plea for drawing and uttering a fraudulent check or other instrument in violation of Section  34‑11‑60 and the defendant is charged or fined, he shall pay in addition to the fine all reasonable court costs accruing, not to exceed twenty forty‑one dollars, and the service charge provided in Section 34‑11‑70.


(e)
After a conviction under this section on a first offense, the defendant may, after one year from the date of the conviction, apply, or cause someone acting on his behalf to apply, to the court for an order expunging the records of the arrest and conviction. This provision does not apply to any crime classified as a felony.  If the defendant has had no other conviction during the one‑year period following the conviction under this section, the court shall issue an order expunging the records. No person has any rights under this section more than one time. After the expungement, the South Carolina Law Enforcement Division is required to keep a nonpublic record of the offense and the date of its expungement to ensure that no person takes advantage of the rights permitted by this subsection more than once. This nonpublic record is not subject to release under Section 34‑11‑95, the Freedom of Information Act, or any other provision of law except to those authorized law or court officials who need to know this information in order to prevent the rights afforded by this subsection from being taken advantage of more than once.


As used in this section the term ‘conviction’ shall include the entering of a guilty plea, the entering of a plea of nolo contendere, or the forfeiting of bail. A conviction is classified as a felony if the instrument drawn or uttered in violation of this chapter exceeds the amount of five thousand dollars.


Each instrument drawn or uttered in violation of this chapter shall constitute constitutes a separate offense.”


SECTION
18.
The Supreme Court is requested to make a report to the respective Chairmen of the Senate and House of Representatives Judiciary committees by March 15, 2001, with recommendations for additional changes in the magistrates courts system.  In addition, the Supreme Court is requested to record the amount of revenue generated for each county by the fee increases in this act and the amounts needed to fund the salaries and benefits for magistrates in each county, and to report that information to the Chairmen of the Senate and House of Representatives Judiciary committees by March 15, 2005.

SECTION
19.
If a provision of this act or the application of a provision of this act to a person or circumstance is held to be invalid, the invalidity does not affect other provisions or applications of this act which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this end the provisions of this act are severable.


SECTION
20.
The provisions of this act take effect on July 1, 2000, except that SECTIONS 2 (Section 8‑21‑1010), 16 (Section 34‑11‑70 (b) and (c)), and 17 (Section 34‑11‑90) take effect on April 1, 2000; SECTION 13 (Section 22‑3‑10) takes effect on January 1, 2001; and SECTION 6 (Section 22‑1‑16) and Section 22‑1‑17(A) and (B) take effect on July 1, 2001.

/


Amend title to conform.

/s/
James E. Bryan, Jr.





/s/Jackson S. Whipper

/s/
Darrell Jackson






/s/Bill Cotty

/s/Luke A. Rankin






/s/
James Gadney McGee, III


On Part of the Senate





On Part of the House.

, and a message was sent to the House accordingly.

THE SENATE PROCEEDED TO A CALL OF THE UNCONTESTED LOCAL AND STATEWIDE CALENDAR.
THIRD READING BILL

The following Bill was read the third time and ordered sent to the House of Representatives:


S. 1040 XE "S. 1040" \b  -- Senators McConnell, Matthews, Courtney, Patterson, Reese, Hayes, Jackson and Passailaigue:  A BILL TO AMEND TITLE 38, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO INSURANCE, BY ADDING CHAPTER 90, SO AS TO PROVIDE FOR THE REGULATION AND OPERATION OF CAPTIVE INSURANCE COMPANIES, INCLUDING AMONG OTHER THINGS THE SCOPE OF BUSINESS THAT MAY BE CONDUCTED; REQUIREMENTS FOR INCORPORATION, LICENSURE, FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY, AND ANNUAL REPORTS; PROVIDING FOR PERIODIC INSPECTIONS AND EXAMINATIONS OF THE COMPANY’S AFFAIRS; ESTABLISHING GROUNDS FOR LICENSE SUSPENSION AND REVOCATION, SETTING FORTH INVESTMENT REQUIREMENTS; ESTABLISHING PREMIUM TAXES; AND PROVIDING THE PROCEDURES FOR CONVERSIONS AND MERGERS OF CERTAIN CAPTIVE INSURANCE COMPANIES WITH RECIPROCAL INSURERS.

AMENDED, READ THE THIRD TIME, SENT TO THE HOUSE

S. 1039 XE "S. 1039" \b  -- Senators McConnell, Matthews, Courtney, Patterson, Reese, Hayes, Jackson and Passailaigue:  A BILL TO ENACT THE “SERVICE CONTRACTS MODEL ACT” INCLUDING PROVISIONS TO AMEND TITLE 38, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO INSURANCE BY ADDING CHAPTER 78, SO AS TO REGULATE THE SALE OF SERVICE CONTRACTS FOR THE REPAIR, REPLACEMENT, OR MAINTENANCE OF PROPERTY NORMALLY USED FOR PERSONAL, FAMILY, OR HOUSEHOLD PURPOSES, EXCLUDING, AMONG OTHER THINGS, WARRANTIES AND MAINTENANCE AGREEMENTS; TO REQUIRE ADMINISTRATORS OF SERVICE CONTRACTS TO REGISTER WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF INSURANCE; TO REQUIRE THOSE PROVIDING SERVICE UNDER A CONTRACT TO DEMONSTRATE FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITY; TO PROVIDE FOR THE REQUIREMENTS OF A REIMBURSEMENT POLICY WHEN SUCH A POLICY INSURES A SERVICE CONTRACT; TO SPECIFY THE FORM AND CONTENT OF SERVICE CONTRACTS; TO REQUIRE SERVICE CONTRACT ADMINISTRATORS TO MAINTAIN ACCURATE ACCOUNTS AND RECORDS; TO AUTHORIZE THE DIRECTOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF INSURANCE TO CONDUCT INVESTIGATIONS AND HEARINGS IN ENFORCING THE PROVISIONS OF THIS CHAPTER; AND TO PROVIDE CIVIL PENALTIES.


The Senate proceeded to a consideration of the Bill.  The question being the third reading of the Bill.


Senator HUTTO proposed the following amendment  (PT\
1871DW00), which was adopted:


Amend the bill, as and if amended, page 2, line 24, by striking /./ and inserting /  ;  /.


Amend further, page 2, immediately following line 24 by inserting:



/  (6)
 a person subject to the provisions of Chapter 13, Title 46 (Pesticide Control Act) or regulations promulgated pursuant to it.  /.


Renumber sections to conform.


Amend title to conform.


Senator HUTTO explained the amendment.


The amendment was adopted.


There being no further amendments, the Bill was read the third time and ordered sent to the House of Representatives.

AMENDED, READ THE THIRD TIME, SENT TO THE HOUSE

S. 1055 XE "S. 1055" \b  -- Senator Moore:  A BILL TO AMEND ARTICLE 1, CHAPTER 13, TITLE 50 OF THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO PROTECTION OF FISH, BY ADDING SECTION 50‑13‑25 SO AS TO ESTABLISH LAWFUL CATCH LIMITS FOR BASS AND OTHER FISH, TO ESTABLISH A MINIMUM SIZE LIMIT FOR BASS, AND TO RESTRICT THE USE OF FISHING DEVICES FOR SLADE'S LAKE IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY.


The Senate proceeded to a consideration of the Bill.  The question being the third reading of the Bill.


Senator MOORE proposed the following amendment  (1055R001.TLM), which was adopted:


Amend the bill, as and if amended, by striking the bill in its entirety and inserting in lieu thereof the following:


/
TO AMEND ARTICLE 1, CHAPTER 13, TITLE 50 OF THE CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO PROTECTION OF FISH, BY ADDING SECTION 50‑13‑25 SO AS TO ESTABLISH LAWFUL CATCH LIMITS FOR BASS AND OTHER FISH, TO ESTABLISH A MINIMUM SIZE LIMIT FOR BASS, AND TO RESTRICT THE USE OF FISHING DEVICES FOR SLADE LAKE IN EDGEFIELD COUNTY.


Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina:


SECTION
1.
Article 1, Chapter 13, Title 50 of the 1976 Code is amended by adding:


“Section 50‑13‑25.
(A) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, it is unlawful to catch and carry away from Slade Lake in Edgefield County any bass not meeting the minimum size limitation of twelve inches in length.  The lawful catch limit for bass in Slade Lake is two per day, and the lawful catch limit for all other fish is fifteen per day.


(B) There is hereby established an open season for fishing on Slade Lake, beginning on the first day of April and terminating on the first day of November.  During the open season, fishing shall only be allowed on Wednesdays and Saturdays.     


(C) It is unlawful to take any fish of any kind from Slade Lake except by hook and line, which includes poles, rod and reel, and natural or artificial bait, and no person shall use more than two poles at the same time.


(D) It is unlawful to use watercraft of any kind on Slade Lake unless the watercraft is operated using oars or an electric trolling motor.  


(E) Any person violating the provisions of this section is guilty of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not less than ten dollars nor more than one hundred dollars or by imprisonment of not less than ten days nor more than thirty days, or both.”


SECTION
2.
This act takes effect upon approval by the Governor./


Renumber sections to conform.


Amend title to conform.


Senator MOORE explained the amendment.


The amendment was adopted.


There being no further amendments, the Bill was read the third time and ordered sent to the House of Representatives.

THE CALL OF THE UNCONTESTED CALENDAR HAVING BEEN COMPLETED, THE SENATE PROCEEDED TO THE INTERRUPTED DEBATE.
DEBATE INTERRUPTED


S. 544 XE "S. 544" \b  -- Senators Hayes, J. Verne Smith, Alexander, Moore, Drummond, Ravenel, Setzler, Branton, Courson, Fair, Giese, Gregory, Grooms, Jackson, Thomas, Martin, McGill, Mescher, O'Dell, Peeler, Russell, Ryberg, Waldrep, Wilson and Leatherman:  A BILL TO AMEND SECTION 56‑5‑2930, AS AMENDED, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO THE PROHIBITION AGAINST OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE WHILE UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL OR ANOTHER SUBSTANCE, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT IT IS UNLAWFUL TO OPERATE A MOTOR VEHICLE WITH AN ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION OF TEN ONE‑HUNDREDTHS OF ONE PERCENT OR MORE, AND BY AMENDING SECTION 56‑5‑2950, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO A DRIVER’S IMPLIED CONSENT TO BE TESTED FOR ALCOHOL OR DRUGS, SO AS TO PROVIDE THAT A PERSON WHO HAS AN ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION OF TEN ONE‑HUNDREDTHS OF ONE PERCENT OR MORE IS CONCLUSIVELY PRESUMED TO HAVE AN ILLEGAL ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION.


The Senate proceeded to a consideration of the Bill.  The question being the adoption of Amendment No. 4 (JUD0544.003) proposed by Senator LAND and previously printed in the Journal of February 15, 2000.

RECESS

At 12:32 P.M., on motion of Senator MOORE, with unanimous consent, the Senate receded from business not to exceed five minutes, with Senator LAND retaining the floor.


At 12:34 P.M., the Senate resumed.


With Senator LAND retaining the floor, Senator MOORE was recognized.


Senator MOORE asked unanimous consent to make a motion to withdraw Amendment No. 4 (JUD0544.003) proposed by Senator LAND and previously printed in the Journal of February 15, 2000.


There was no objection and the amendment was withdrawn.

S. 415 -- Made Adjourned Debate


S. 415 XE "S. 415" \b  -- Senators Land, Hutto, O'Dell, Hayes, Giese and Holland:  A BILL TO AMEND SECTION 56‑5‑6520, CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 1976, RELATING TO MANDATORY USE OF SEAT BELTS, SO AS TO CONFORM THIS PROVISION WITH THE CHILD RESTRAINT PROVISIONS OF ARTICLE 47; TO AMEND SECTION 56‑5‑6530, RELATING TO EXEMPTIONS FROM SEAT BELT USE, SO AS TO DELETE AN UNNECESSARY PROVISION; AND TO AMEND SECTION 56‑5‑6540, RELATING TO SEAT BELT USE, SO AS TO AUTHORIZE PRIMARY ENFORCEMENT OF THE REQUIREMENT TO WEAR SEAT BELTS AND TO INCREASE THE FINE FOR FAILURE TO WEAR A SEAT BELT AND TO IMPOSE A FINE ON THE DRIVER OF A MOTOR VEHICLE IF AN OCCUPANT OF THE VEHICLE UNDER THE AGE OF EIGHTEEN IS NOT WEARING A SEAT BELT.


Senator MOORE asked unanimous consent to make a further motion to carry over S. 544 in the status of Interrupted Debate and that S. 415 be placed in the status of Adjourned Debate.


There was no objection.  


On motion of Senator MOORE, with unanimous consent, debate was interrupted by adjournment on S. 544, with Senator LAND retaining the floor.  

MOTION ADOPTED


On motion of Senator McGILL, with unanimous consent, the Senate stood adjourned out of respect to the memory of the Honorable J. Malcolm McLendon, former member of the House of Representatives from Marion County, S.C.

ADJOURNMENT

At 12:31 P.M., on motion of Senator MOORE, the Senate adjourned to meet tomorrow at 11:00 A.M.

* * *
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