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Introduction	  
Welcome	  to	  the	  2015-‐2016	  Conservation	  Scorecard,	  your	  window	  into	  the	  South	  Carolina	  State	  General	  Assembly	  and	  
the	  actions	  taken	  –	  or	  not	  taken	  –	  to	  protect	  the	  South	  Carolina	  you	  love.	  

The	  State	  General	  Assembly	  can	  be	  complicated	  and	  confusing.	  Our	  job	  is	  to	  show	  you	  who	  is	  working	  for	  –	  or	  against	  –	  
the	  protection	  of	  our	  air,	  land,	  and	  water.	  We	  score	  how	  House	  and	  Senate	  members	  voted	  on	  bills	  important	  to	  the	  
conservation	  community.	  In	  cases	  where	  there	  was	  confusion	  about	  an	  issue	  or	  a	  lack	  of	  consensus	  from	  the	  
conservation	  community,	  we	  do	  not	  include	  those	  votes	  in	  the	  score	  chart.	  

Conservationists	  prevailed	  on	  many	  important	  issues	  in	  the	  2015-‐2016	  session	  and	  the	  scores	  are	  generally	  high.	  
Statistical	  scores,	  however,	  are	  an	  incomplete	  report	  on	  the	  legislative	  record.	  Who	  sponsored	  the	  good	  and	  bad	  bills?	  
Who	  fought	  in	  Committee?	  Who	  worked	  behind	  the	  scenes	  or	  spoke	  on	  the	  floor?	  To	  add	  some	  additional	  context,	  we	  
are	  including	  a	  bump	  (plus	  or	  minus)	  for	  bill	  sponsorships.	  Not	  only	  does	  this	  show	  who	  doesn’t	  have	  your	  interests	  at	  
heart,	  it	  highlights	  who	  is	  going	  the	  extra	  mile	  for	  conservation.	  	  

We’ve	  included	  a	  key	  for	  easy	  reading:	  

+	  :	  Pro-‐conservation	  vote	  

-‐	  :	  	  Anti-‐conservation	  vote	  

NV:	  No	  Vote	  –	  Failed	  to	  vote	  on	  the	  bill	  (counted	  as	  a	  negative)	  

EA:	  Excused	  Absence	  (not	  counted	  as	  a	  negative	  because	  the	  legislator	  was	  excused	  in	  the	  journal)	  

NA:	  Legislator	  was	  not	  a	  member	  of	  the	  body	  at	  the	  time	  of	  the	  vote	  

Vote	  Descriptions	  
Take	  Palmetto	  Pride	  Where	  You	  Live	  Act	  	  
H.3035,	  introduced	  by	  Rep.	  Cobb-‐Hunter,	  Long,	  Burns,	  and	  others,	  passed	  unanimously,	  118-‐0	  in	  the	  House	  and	  38-‐0	  in	  
the	  Senate.	  The	  bill	  improves	  litter	  control	  coordination	  between	  state	  and	  local	  agencies	  by	  evaluating	  successful	  public	  
and	  private	  programs	  and	  campaigns,	  creating	  a	  strategic	  plan	  to	  reduce	  litter,	  and	  identifying	  metrics	  for	  measuring	  
success.	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Passed	  

Solar	  Tax	  Credit	  
Rep.	  Dillard,	  Govan,	  Mitchell,	  and	  Cobb-‐Hunter	  introduced	  H.3874,	  which	  allows	  for	  income	  tax	  credits	  to	  be	  granted	  to	  
individuals	  or	  businesses	  that	  construct,	  purchase,	  or	  lease	  solar	  energy	  properties	  or	  geothermal	  machinery	  equipment	  
in	  South	  Carolina.	  This	  bill	  passed	  99-‐4	  in	  the	  House	  before	  passing	  94-‐8	  in	  Senate	  in	  2015.	  	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Passed	  

Coal	  Ash	  Disposal	  	  
Coal	  ash	  is	  a	  dangerous	  waste	  product	  of	  coal-‐fired	  power	  plants	  containing	  toxic	  arsenic	  and	  lead	  that	  can	  cause	  
breathing	  problems	  and	  contaminate	  groundwater,	  lakes,	  and	  streams—	  threatening	  the	  health	  of	  our	  families	  and	  the	  
environment.	  An	  out	  of	  state	  waste	  company	  tried	  to	  dump	  tons	  of	  coal	  ash	  in	  a	  Pickens	  County	  landfill	  intended	  for	  
construction	  waste	  like	  tree	  stumps	  and	  old	  cement.	  Representative	  David	  Hiott	  (House	  Agriculture	  &	  Natural	  



Resources	  Committee	  Chair),	  Senator	  Larry	  Martin	  (Senate	  Judiciary	  Chair),	  Representative	  Gary	  Clary,	  and	  
Representative	  Neal	  Collins	  responded	  to	  citizen	  concerns	  about	  the	  threat	  of	  coal	  ash	  pollution	  and	  introduced	  bills	  to	  
prohibit	  coal	  ash	  from	  being	  dumped	  in	  class	  2	  (unlined)	  landfills	  and	  require	  disposal	  in	  safer	  class	  3	  landfills.	  The	  
Senate	  version	  of	  the	  bill	  (S.1061)	  was	  ultimately	  adopted	  with	  unanimous	  support	  in	  both	  chambers,	  with	  the	  House	  
passing	  the	  bill	  101-‐1	  and	  39-‐0	  in	  the	  Senate.	  	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Passed	  

Shoreline	  Management	  
After	  almost	  a	  decade	  of	  work,	  the	  recommendations	  of	  DHEC’s	  Blue	  Ribbon	  Committee	  (BRC)	  on	  Shoreline	  
Management	  were	  finally	  codified	  into	  state	  law	  in	  the	  last	  week	  of	  the	  legislative	  session.	  Most	  importantly,	  attempts	  
by	  developers	  to	  sabotage	  the	  bill	  for	  their	  own	  gain	  were	  defeated	  year	  after	  year,	  most	  notably	  in	  a	  battle	  over	  
development	  on	  the	  fragile	  sands	  of	  Captain	  Sams	  Spit.	  	  

Among	  other	  things,	  the	  passage	  of	  S.139	  (similar	  to	  Rep.	  Herbkersman’s	  H.3378)	  establishes	  a	  permanent	  baseline	  for	  
seaward	  development.	  Instead	  of	  allowing	  the	  building	  line	  on	  the	  front	  beach	  to	  move	  seaward,	  as	  has	  been	  the	  case	  
for	  25	  years	  —	  allowing	  houses	  to	  be	  built	  during	  temporary	  accretion	  cycles	  —	  the	  line	  will	  be	  permanently	  set	  in	  2017.	  
This	  means	  construction	  along	  our	  coast	  will	  never	  be	  able	  to	  move	  closer	  to	  the	  ocean.	  This	  not	  only	  protects	  our	  
beaches	  from	  erosion,	  it	  also	  protects	  our	  communities	  from	  the	  repercussions	  of	  irresponsible	  construction	  projects.	  	  

We	  are	  grateful	  for	  Representatives	  Bill	  Herbkersman,	  Peter	  McCoy,	  Kirkman	  Finlay,	  James	  Smith,	  Leon	  Stavrinakis,	  
Russell	  Ott,	  Doug	  Brannon,	  and	  Weston	  Newton	  for	  leading	  these	  efforts	  in	  the	  House.	  As	  well	  as	  Senators	  Ray	  Cleary,	  
Marlon	  Kimpson,	  Chip	  Campsen,	  John	  Courson,	  Thomas	  McElveen,	  and	  John	  Matthews	  who	  led	  on	  this	  issue	  in	  the	  
Senate.	  These	  legislators	  stood	  up	  for	  our	  state,	  and	  we	  thank	  them	  for	  their	  hard	  work!	  In	  the	  end,	  the	  bill	  passed	  
unanimously	  in	  the	  House	  114-‐0	  and	  39-‐0	  in	  the	  Senate.	  	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Passed	   	  

2015	  Conservation	  Bank	  Funding	  	  
Although	  the	  Board	  of	  Economic	  Advisors	  (BEA)	  formula	  estimated	  the	  Bank’s	  revenues	  at	  approximately	  $15-‐16	  million,	  
the	  House	  attempted	  to	  cap	  funding	  at	  $9.8	  million	  (101-‐9)	  with	  H.3701	  sec.	  53,	  while	  the	  Senate	  authorized	  $22	  million	  
(42-‐3).	  In	  addition,	  Representatives	  J.E.	  Smith	  and	  Robert	  Brown	  introduced	  a	  friendly	  amendment,	  H.3701	  sec.	  53,	  
amendment	  7a,	  which	  would	  have	  increased	  funding	  for	  the	  Conservation	  Bank.	  This	  was	  inevitably	  tabled	  in	  the	  House	  
chamber,	  however,	  by	  Rep.	  Brian	  White	  with	  a	  vote	  of	  54-‐50.	  	  In	  the	  end,	  the	  Budget	  Conference	  Committee	  (Senators	  
Leatherman,	  Setzler,	  and	  Peeler;	  Representatives	  White,	  Pitts,	  and	  Clyburn)	  awarded	  $15M	  in	  funding	  for	  the	  
Conservation	  Bank.	  	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  and	  Amendment	  

Status:	  Passed	  (Bill),	  Failed	  (Amendment)	  

2016	  Conservation	  Bank	  Funding	  
In	  2016,	  we	  gathered	  a	  supermajority	  of	  co-‐sponsors	  to	  Rep.	  Bingham’s	  Conservation	  Bank	  reauthorization	  bill,	  H.4945,	  
which	  mirrored	  Senator	  Campsen’s	  bill	  (S.519).	  These	  companion	  bills	  would	  have	  eliminated	  the	  sunset	  provision,	  
improved	  the	  death	  clause,	  and	  increased	  funding	  by	  $0.05	  per	  deed	  stamp	  recording	  fee	  (as	  recommended	  by	  the	  
Wetlands	  Task	  Force).	  Neither	  of	  the	  reauthorization	  bills	  received	  a	  hearing,	  but	  we	  expect	  that	  they	  will	  be	  re-‐
introduced	  in	  the	  2017-‐2018	  session.	  We	  will	  need	  a	  strong	  grassroots	  campaign	  to	  pass	  them	  before	  the	  Bank	  
authorization	  expires	  in	  2018.	  



With	  H.5001,	  the	  2016	  Budget	  Conference	  Committee	  (Senators	  Leatherman,	  Davis,	  and	  Sheheen;	  plus	  
Representatives	  White,	  Hosey,	  and	  Herbkersman)	  settled	  on	  a	  $15M	  funding	  level	  for	  the	  Conservation	  Bank	  for	  FY	  
2016-‐2017,	  a	  compromise	  between	  the	  House-‐authorization	  of$10M	  and	  the	  Senate’s	  $20M.	  

The	  Conference	  agreement,	  however,	  included	  two	  Senate-‐sponsored	  budget	  provisos	  that	  designated	  $3M	  from	  the	  
Bank	  to	  DNR	  for	  matching	  federal	  funds	  for	  wildlife	  habitat	  restoration	  and	  wetlands	  conservation.	  The	  Conservation	  
Bank	  will	  have	  a	  net	  of	  $12M	  available	  for	  awards	  in	  the	  upcoming	  fiscal	  year.	  The	  budget	  bill	  passed	  in	  the	  House	  96-‐3	  
and	  40-‐2	  in	  the	  Senate.	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Bill	  Failed,	  Budget	  Passed	  

Lake	  Conestee	  Nature	  Park	  	  
After	  about	  two	  years	  of	  pursuing	  recognition	  of	  Lake	  Conestee	  Nature	  Park	  as	  a	  “Wildlife	  Sanctuary”	  in	  state	  statutes	  
(like	  Francis	  Beidler	  Forest	  and	  numerous	  other	  properties	  around	  the	  state),	  our	  friends	  at	  the	  Conestee	  Foundation	  
successfully	  passed	  H.4743	  in	  both	  chambers,	  passing	  84-‐0	  in	  the	  House	  and	  43-‐9	  in	  the	  Senate.	  Representatives	  Eric	  
Bedingfield	  and	  Chandra	  Dillard	  introduced	  the	  bill.	  This	  victory	  is	  long	  overdue	  and	  we’re	  happy	  to	  see	  the	  Park	  get	  this	  
deserved	  recognition.	  

Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Passed	  

The	  Dylan	  Paul	  Mitchell	  Bicycle	  and	  Pedestrian	  Safety	  Act	  –	  2015	  

H.3909	  was	  developed	  by	  the	  Palmetto	  Cycling	  Coalition	  to	  promote	  bike	  and	  pedestrian	  safety	  in	  South	  Carolina.	  	  The	  
bill	  dealt	  with	  technical	  issues	  not	  currently	  addressed	  in	  state	  law	  and	  cleaned	  up	  outdated	  and	  confusing	  language	  
affecting	  bicyclists	  and	  pedestrians.	  
	  
The	  bill	  had	  the	  support	  of	  the	  Palmetto	  Cycling	  Coalition,	  AARP,	  Bosch	  Industries,	  the	  Coastal	  Conservation	  League,	  SC	  
Children’s	  Trust	  and	  numerous	  other	  national	  and	  state-‐level	  cycling	  organizations,	  but	  was	  stalled	  in	  the	  Senate	  
because	  of	  opposition	  to	  increased	  penalties	  for	  motorists	  who	  cause	  the	  death	  of	  a	  cyclist	  or	  pedestrian.	  When	  this	  was	  
removed,	  the	  bill	  moved	  forward	  with	  a	  few	  days	  left	  in	  the	  session.	  Senator	  Corbin	  objected	  to	  the	  bill	  for	  two	  weeks,	  
but	  it	  finally	  passed	  the	  Senate	  on	  the	  last	  day	  of	  the	  session.	  When	  the	  House	  took	  it	  up	  (with	  only	  thirty	  minutes	  left	  
until	  adjournment),	  the	  bill	  looked	  ripe	  for	  passage.	  Rep.	  Loftis,	  however,	  waited	  until	  the	  final	  minutes	  of	  session	  to	  use	  
parliamentary	  procedures	  to	  effectively	  kill	  the	  bill.	  
	  
Pro-‐Conservation	  Bill	  

Status:	  Failed	  

Bonus	  Bills	  -‐	  stalled	  and	  un-‐scored	  bills	  that	  determine	  sponsorship	  bumps:	  	  	  
• H.3564,	  Surface	  Water	  Withdrawal	  Reform:	  In	  2015,	  Reps.	  J.	  Smith,	  Taylor,	  Hodges,	  Herbkersman,	  Newton,	  

G.M.	  Smith,	  Merrill,	  Bamberg,	  Ballentine,	  R.L.	  Brown,	  Henderson,	  and	  Whipper	  sponsored	  H.3564,	  which	  
would	  have	  removed	  a	  special	  exemption	  allowing	  agricultural	  users	  to	  apply	  for	  a	  registration	  instead	  of	  permit	  
to	  withdraw	  more	  than	  3	  million	  gallons	  a	  month	  from	  surface	  waters.	  	  	  

• H.3899,	  Barnwell:	  Reps.	  Limehouse,	  Quinn,	  Hicks,	  Sottile,	  and	  Toole	  introduced	  H.3899	  in	  2015,	  which	  would	  
have	  affirmed	  the	  Atlantic	  Compact,	  limiting	  additional	  low-‐level	  radioactive	  waste	  at	  the	  Barnwell	  site.	  	  

• H.4565,	  Dam	  Safety	  Reform:	  Reps.	  Lucas,	  Bales,	  Clyburn,	  Hosey,	  Henegan,	  and	  many	  others	  supported	  H.4565,	  
the	  Dams	  and	  Reservoirs	  Safety	  Act.	  This	  legislation	  was	  in	  response	  to	  the	  historic	  flooding	  and	  dam	  failures	  of	  
October	  2015	  and	  intended	  to	  strengthen	  the	  existing	  dam	  safety	  program	  at	  DHEC.	  	  	  



• H.5141/S.1231,	  Lead	  Wheel	  Weight	  Ban:	  Rep.	  Bruce	  Bannister	  and	  Senators	  Turner	  and	  Shealy,	  sponsored	  bills	  
H.5141	  and	  S.1231,	  advocating	  for	  a	  ban	  on	  using	  or	  selling	  lead	  wheel	  weights	  that	  can	  negatively	  impact	  water	  
quality	  when	  they	  fall	  off	  wheels	  and	  degrade.	  	  

• H.5207/H.5294,	  Bottle	  Bill:	  Reps.	  Tommy	  Pope	  and	  James	  Smith	  introduced	  the	  Bottle	  Bill	  (H.5207)	  in	  2016	  to	  
allow	  local	  jurisdictions	  to	  implement	  a	  bottle	  deposit	  program	  that	  would	  incentivize	  recycling	  with	  the	  help	  of	  
the	  Department	  of	  Revenue	  and	  DHEC.	  	  H.5294,	  supported	  by	  Rep.	  Bowers,	  Herbkersman,	  and	  Newton,	  was	  
also	  introduced	  and	  is	  very	  similar	  in	  nature	  to	  H.5207.	  

• H.4984,	  Environmental	  Bill	  of	  Rights:	  Reps.	  Neal,	  Henegan,	  Whipper,	  Gilliard,	  Clyburn,	  Hosey,	  Mack,	  McKnight,	  
and	  Norrell	  introduced	  H.4984,	  an	  environmental	  bill	  of	  rights	  that	  would	  have	  allowed	  local	  governments	  to	  
enact	  environmental	  regulations	  more	  protective	  than	  state	  laws.	  

• H.4985,	  Citizens’	  Environmental	  Property	  Rights:	  Reps.	  Neal,	  Henegan,	  Whipper,	  Gilliard,	  Clyburn,	  Hosey,	  
Mack,	  and	  McKnight	  also	  supported	  H.	  4985,	  a	  bill	  that	  would	  have	  established	  citizens’	  environmental	  property	  
rights,	  requiring	  permit	  applicants	  to	  notify	  all	  surrounding	  land	  owners	  of	  the	  pending	  application.	  It	  also	  
provided	  protections	  against	  trespassing	  for	  surveying.	  	  

• S.166,	  Offshore	  Wind:	  Reps.	  Clemmons,	  Duckworth,	  and	  George	  and	  Senators	  Hembree	  and	  Grooms	  were	  
prominent	  supporters	  of	  H.3026	  and	  S.166,	  which	  provided	  incentives	  and	  funding	  for	  offshore	  wind	  research	  
and	  development.	  	  

• S.58,	  Surface	  Water	  Reform:	  Senator	  Campsen	  introduced	  the	  Surface	  Water	  Stewardship	  Act	  in	  2015,	  which	  
attempted	  to	  reform	  the	  Surface	  Water	  Stewardship	  Act	  of	  2010	  by	  limiting	  the	  registration	  process	  for	  
agricultural	  users	  and	  adjusting	  the	  threshold	  required	  for	  a	  permit	  to	  better	  protect	  our	  streams,	  rivers,	  and	  
local	  agriculture.	  	  

• S.522/	  H.3797,	  Dorchester:	  Senator	  Bennett	  and	  Representative	  Murphy	  threatened	  to	  eliminate	  all	  
protections	  afforded	  by	  the	  Coastal	  Zone	  Management	  Program	  to	  around	  90%	  of	  Dorchester	  County	  through	  
the	  Coastal	  Tidelands	  and	  Wetlands	  bill	  (S.522).	  Of	  the	  areas	  currently	  under	  protection,	  at	  least	  30%	  contain	  
critical	  wetlands	  of	  some	  kind,	  including	  portions	  of	  the	  Ashley	  and	  Edisto	  rivers.	  	  

• H.4206,	  Mine	  Blasting:	  Reps.	  Kennedy,	  Sottile,	  Johnson,	  Pope,	  and	  many	  others	  rallied	  support	  for	  the	  Mine	  
Operator	  bill	  (H.4206),	  which	  would	  have	  strengthened	  mining	  laws	  by	  setting	  the	  minimum	  distance	  that	  a	  
mine	  operator	  must	  maintain	  from	  communities	  while	  blasting,	  reducing	  noise	  pollution	  and	  protecting	  citizens	  
from	  mining	  activities.	  

• S.165/H.4011/H.5090,	  Automatic	  Stay:	  S.165	  (supported	  by	  Sens.	  Hembree,	  Turner,	  Bennett,	  and	  Massey)	  and	  
H.4011	  (Reps.	  Clemmons,	  Crawford,	  and	  many	  others)	  and	  H.5090	  (Reps.	  Hiott,	  Anderson,	  Crawford,	  
Clemmons	  and	  many	  others)	  would	  have	  eliminated	  the	  existing	  “automatic	  stay”	  law	  that	  serves	  to	  prevent	  
irreparable	  damage	  while	  factual	  and	  legal	  issues	  surrounding	  DHEC	  permits	  are	  resolved.	  	  

• S.228/H.3370,	  DHEC	  Board	  Review:	  S.228	  was	  supported	  by	  Sen.	  Campbell	  and	  H.3370	  was	  introduced	  by	  Reps.	  
Pitts,	  Burns,	  and	  V.S.	  Moss;	  both	  were	  blocked	  in	  2015	  and	  2016.	  These	  bills	  would	  have	  forced	  DHEC	  permit	  
appeals	  to	  go	  straight	  to	  the	  Administrative	  Law	  Court	  (ALC),	  significantly	  increasing	  legal	  expenses	  for	  everyone	  
and	  reducing	  the	  DHEC	  Board’s	  accountability.	  

• S.1062/H.5093,	  Immunity	  for	  Industry:	  Senators	  Campbell,	  Massey,	  Rep.	  Forrester,	  and	  many	  others	  supported	  
S.1062	  and	  H.5093,	  which	  would	  have	  given	  industries	  immunity	  from	  nuisance	  claims,	  leaving	  neighboring	  
communities	  susceptible	  to	  conditions	  that	  could	  damage	  property	  values	  and	  lower	  quality	  of	  living.	  

• S.229/H.3371/H.4640,	  Polluter	  Amnesty:	  Representative	  Lucas	  offered	  support	  for	  H.4640,	  along	  with	  Reps.	  
Hiott,	  Burns,	  and	  V.S.	  Moss	  for	  H.3371,	  companion	  bills	  to	  S.229,	  which	  would	  have	  eliminated	  the	  citizens’	  
“past	  right	  of	  action”	  under	  the	  Pollution	  Control	  Act.	  S.229	  was	  introduced	  by	  Senator	  Campbell	  and	  Turner,	  
and	  sought	  to	  amend	  the	  Pollution	  Control	  Act	  in	  order	  to	  eliminate	  the	  ability	  of	  citizens	  to	  sue	  for	  the	  cleanup	  



of	  past,	  unpermitted	  pollution.	  We	  did	  not	  score	  this	  vote	  because	  we	  asked	  Senators	  to	  support	  a	  compromise	  
amendment	  introduced	  by	  Senator	  Hutto.	  

• H.	  4793,	  Plastic	  Bag	  Ban:	  Led	  by	  Reps.	  Lucas	  and	  Bedingfield,	  legislators	  in	  the	  House	  introduced	  legislation	  
(H.4793)	  to	  “ban”	  plastic	  bag	  bans.	  This	  bill	  targeted	  local	  governments	  by	  preventing	  towns	  and	  cities	  from	  
enacting	  their	  own	  local	  waste-‐reduction	  solutions,	  including	  plastic	  bag	  ordinances.	  	  

• S.626	  Renewable	  Energy	  Property	  Tax	  Reform:	  Senators	  Gregory,	  Hayes	  and	  Reese	  introduced	  S.626,	  which	  
provided	  property	  tax	  exemptions	  for	  the	  growing	  renewable	  energy	  sector	  in	  South	  Carolina.	  Although	  the	  bill	  
did	  not	  pass	  (mostly	  because	  of	  interference	  by	  the	  Manufacturers	  Alliance),	  the	  House	  and	  Senate	  chambers	  
both	  voted	  on	  this	  bill,	  passing	  in	  the	  Senate	  32-‐0	  and	  ultimately	  failing	  in	  the	  House	  54-‐36.	  We	  did	  not	  score	  
this	  bill	  because	  it	  was	  independently	  lobbied	  for	  by	  the	  solar	  business	  community,	  but	  we	  hope	  to	  work	  on	  it	  
next	  year.	  	  	  
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Alexander,	  Thomas 1 R	  -‐	  Oconee 6 S.519 S.1061
Allen,	  Karl 7 D	  -‐	  Greenville 3 S.519
Bennett,	  Sean 38 R	  -‐	  Dorchester -‐8 S.522 S.165
Bright,	  Lee 12 R	  -‐	  Spartanburg 0
Bryant,	  Kevin 3 R	  -‐	  Anderson 0
Campbell,	  Paul 44 R	  -‐	  Berkeley -‐12 S.519 S.229,	  S.	  228,	  S.1062
Campsen,	  Chip 43 R-‐	  Charleston 10 S.58 S.519
Cleary,	  Ray 34 R	  -‐	  Georgetown 2 S.139 S.1062
Coleman,	  Creighton 17 D	  -‐	  Fairfield 3 S.519
Corbin,	  Tom 5 R	  -‐	  Greenville 0
Courson,	  John 20 R	  -‐	  Richland 3 S.519
Cromer,	  Ronnie 18 R	  -‐	  Newberry 0 S.519 S.1062
Davis,	  Tom 46 R	  -‐	  Beaufort 3 S.519
Fair,	  Michael 6 R	  -‐	  Greenville 0
Gambrell,	  Mike 4 R-‐	  Anderson 0
Gregory,	  Greg 16 R	  -‐	  Lancaster 6 S.519 S.626
Grooms,	  Larry 37 R	  -‐	  Berkeley 3 S.519 S.166 S.1062
Hayes,	  Wes 15 R	  -‐	  York 6 S.519 S.626
Hembree,	  Greg 28 R	  -‐	  Horry 3 S.519 S.166 S.165
Hutto,	  Brad 40 D	  -‐	  Orangeburg 3 S.519
Jackson,	  Darrell 21 D	  -‐	  Richland 3 S.519
Johnson,	  Kevin 36 D	  -‐	  Clarendon 3 S.519
Kimpson,	  Marlon 42 D	  -‐	  Charleston 3 S.519
Leatherman,	  Hugh 31 R	  -‐	  Florence 0
Lourie,	  Joel 22 D	  -‐	  Richland 3 S.519
Malloy,	  Gerald 29 D	  -‐	  Darlington 0
Martin,	  Larry 2 R	  -‐	  Pickens 2 S.1061 S.1062
Martin,	  Shane 13 R-‐Spartanburg 0
Massey,	  Shane 25 R	  -‐	  Edgefield -‐1 S.684 S.165,	  S.1062
Matthews,	  John 39 D	  -‐	  Orangeburg 3 S.519
Bright	  Matthews,	  Margie45 D-‐	  Colleton 0
McElveen,	  Thomas 35 D	  -‐	  Sumter 3 S.519
Nicholson,	  Floyd 10 D	  -‐	  Greenwood 3 S.519
Peeler,	  Harvey 14 R	  -‐	  Cherokee 0
Rankin,	  Luke 33 R	  -‐	  Horry 0
Reese,	  Glenn 11 D	  -‐	  Spartanburg 6 S.519 S.626
Sabb,	  Ronnie 32 D	  -‐	  Williamsburg 0
Scott,	  John 19 D	  -‐	  Richland 0
Setzler,	  Nikki 26 D	  -‐	  Lexington 3 S.519
Shealy,	  Katrina 23 R	  -‐	  Lexington 3 S.684 S.1231 S.1062
Sheheen,	  Vincent 27 D	  -‐	  Kershaw 3 S.519
Thurmond,	  Paul 41 R	  -‐	  Charleston 0
Turner,	  Ross 8 R	  -‐	  Greenville -‐4 S.1231 S.229,	  S.165,	  S.1062
Verdin,	  Danny 9 R	  -‐	  Laurens -‐3 S.1062
Williams,	  Kent 30 D	  -‐	  Marion 3 S.519
Young,	  Tom 24 R	  -‐	  Aiken 3 S.519



	   	  



	  

	   	  



	   	  



	  

	  

	  


