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The information provided here is for informational and educational purposes and current as of the date of
publication. The information is not a substitute for legal advice and does not necessarily reflect the opinion
or policy position of the Municipal Association of South Carolina. Consult your attorney for advice
concerning specific situations.
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3 RECENT DEVELOPMENTS

1. Private Enforcement of Municipal Ordinances
— Senator Grooms— November15, 2024 AG Opinion - 2024 WL 4894796 (S.C.A.G.)

2. Prosecution by Code Enforcement Officers
— SenatorGrooms—July 22, 2025AG Opinion - 2025 WL 2147589 (SC.AG.)

3. Enforcing Property Maintenance Code
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES

* Building Inspections
* Property Maintenance
 Parking Enforcement
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES

"[Tlhegoverningbody of a county may
appoint and mmmission as many code
enforcement officers as may berpecessﬂy for
the proper security, general welfare, an
convenience ﬁf he county. These officers are
vested with all the powers and duties
cov&fetred bylaw upon cog\slabgesr\']n addition
toduties sed upon them by the
govemirgrgopgy%t%tl?gcwmy walever, no
code enforeement officer commissione
unde{ this section may perform a custodial
arrest ...

S.C. Code Ann. § 4-9-145

HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES — 1994 OPINION
The State of Bouth Curoling

Bt f the Atteruey Brezal

Dannis 3. Rhoad, Esguice
Attorney at Lo’

i1 12 King Gtrear
Charleston, Seuth Caralina 29481

Dear Mr. Rnoads

this Office you questloned whather pursusnt to

6-7-80 & munielpality may authorise, At ana
yed Tocal cameunicy L

on’ summcns on & 1inited bas

cenunity sssociation hes oaployed 1
the past to monltor public lands.

n
Committed in the macurity parsoanel's prassace
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - 1994 OPINION

A prior opinion of this Office dated March 6,
1980 determined that pursuant to S.C. Code
Sedtion 5-7-110 a municipality is not
authorized to contradt with a private security
agency for law enforcement purposes. The
opinion stated that by such provision the
State has delegated certain of its police
owers to a municipality and such delegation
imits the municipality to the employ ment or
election of police officers.

1994 5.C. Op. Att'y Gen. 31 (1994)
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES — 1994 OPINION

While you stated that the Town of Kiawah
Island seeks to make an appointment
ursuant to Sedtion and not Sedion
-/-110 cited in the opin\ons Section 56-7-
80, while prﬂlldln% for, the %e of an
ordinance summons de enforcement

officer,” does not = spedfially provide
separatel/ for the estfbllshment of the
osition by a mumclpa b
camrasted with S.C on

me

1994 S.C. Op. Att'y Gen. 31 (1994)
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES

"[Tlhegoverningbody of a county may

appo:nt and commission as many

ehf ement officers as m may b lPecessacplfor
e proper secuntv, general welfare, an

convenie, f he county. These officers are

vested witf a powers and duties

governing bo he county. However, no
code enforcement of‘f\cer commission
under this sedion may perform a custodial
arrest ...

S.C. Code Ann. § 4-9-145
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - 1995 OPINION

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

May 2, 1995
Dear Mr. Rhuait

You have advised that an agreement has been reached between the Town of
Kizwah Island 20d the Kizwah lshind Comsminity Associstion, Inc.  Such agreement

securiy force foe vaolations ofthe Town's ordimsaces oa the beach kerween the hagh-tde
lne and the lowtide lise. You seek clarification regarding the legalty of such an
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PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES - 1995 OPINION

By wy of background, you state the following:

In 1993, the Town of Kiawah Island adopted a series of
ordinances tht govered conduct-on the beach (eg. prohibit:
ing littering, non-permtted: camp- fires, fireworks, e¢)) the
Town of Kiawsh Iskand does not employ a palice force. The
Commimity Association has a duly licensed premises security
force that patrals the private property on the island, which is
everything down to the high-tide line (virtually all the property
behind the security gate s privately owned), ‘Rather than
employ 3 separate police force to patrol the beach, the Town
requested that the security officers of the Community Assacia-
tiom issue summans if they observed a violation of the town's
beschordinances while onthe beach. Under the smangement
envisioned by the Town and the Community Association, the
sequrity offiser would siot arrest of detain anvone; the security
officer would merely issue a summons,
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WHAT CHANGED BETW EEN 1994 AND 1995?

What changed?
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CASE LAW CHANGE - DILLON'S RULE ABOLISHED

"0 nly re cently, our Supreme Court, in Williams v Town of Hilton
Head Island, 311 S.C. 417, 4295.E.2d 802 (1993), reaffirmed the
Ueadpiond. degree of auto nomy that mu nicipalities now enjoy."
1995 WL 36 7934, at *2 (S.C.A G. May 23, 1995)

“This Cou rt concludes thatby enacting the HomeRule Act, S.C. Code
Ann. § 5-7-10 etseq. (1976), the legislature, inte nded to abolish the
application of Dillon's Rule in South Carolinaand resto re auto nomy
to local gove rment. We are peersuad ed that, taken together, Article
Vliland Section 5-7-30, bestow upon municipalities the au thority to
enact re g lations for govern ment services, de emed n ecessary an d
pro perfor the security, general we ffare and convenie nce of the
munid pality or for preserving health, peace, orderandgood
government, obviating th e requirement for furthe rspecific

stat utory authorization so longa such regulations are not
inconsiste ntwiththe Constitution andgen eral law of the state."
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CASE LAW CHANGE - DILLON'S RULE ABOLISHED

“[1]n those earlier opinions, we did not consider
the impact of Home Rule and particularly the
abolition of Dillon's Rule in the Williams case

referenced above.”

1995 WL 367934, at *2 (S.C.A.G. May 23, 1995)
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LEGISLATIVE CH ANGE

This past session, the General Assembly also created the
position of “code enforcement officer” for municipalities, using
virtually identical language. See,S.C. Code Ann. § 5-7-32.

1995 WL 367934, at *2 (S.C.A.G. May 23, 1995)
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STATUTORY CHAN GE

“[Tlhe gove rning body of a county may appoint and A municipality may appoint and commission as

commissionas many code enforcement office rsas
may be necessary for th e proper security, general
welfare, and convenience of the county. These
officers are vested with all the powers and d utie's
conferred by law upon constables in addition to
duties imposed upon them by the governing b ody
of the coun'ty. However, no cod e enforcement
officer commissione d un der this section may
perform a custodial arrest. . .

S.C.Code Ann. § 4-9-145

many code enforcement ofice rsas may be
necessary for the proper security, generd weffare,
and conve nien ce of the municipality. These officers
are vestedwith all the powers andd utie s conferre d
by law upon constables in addition to duties

imp osed upo nthem by the governing b ody of the
munidpality. Howeve  no code enforce me nt officer
commissioned under thissection may performa
custodial arrest. These code en forcement officers
shall exerdise their powers onall private and public
property withint he municipalty.

S.C. Code Ann. § 5-7-32
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CASE LAW AND STATUTORY CHANGES NOT PREVIOUSLY CONSIDERE D

"Previous opinions of this Office addressing your
question not onlydid notconsider the effect of a
municipality's Home Rule powers, most recently
articulated in Williams, but were rendered prior to the
enactment of § 5-7-32."

1995 WL 367934, at *2 (S.C.A.G. May 23, 1995)
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CONCLUSION - PRIVATE ENFORCEMENT OF MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES ALLOWED

In conclusion, it is our opinion that your proposed contract whereby
private security guards are appointed as code enforcement officers would
bevalid.

So long as the municipality :

=

Limits the duties of the se officers to those set forth in Section 567-80;
Insures that such officers do not have the power of austodial arrest; and

woN

Maintains suffident supervision and cntrol overthese officers byvirtue
ofthe contradt, we believe this arrangement would withstand scrutiny.

1995 WL 367934, at *6 (S.CA.G. May 23, 1995)
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DUTIES LIMITED TO § 56-7-80 & NO CUSTODIAL ARRESTS

Countiesand municipalities are authorized © adopt by ordinance and use an
ordinarce summonsas provided herein for the enforcement of county ard municipd
ordinarces.

The uniform ordinarce summonsmay not be used to perform a custodial arrest.

Anordinance summons must dite oryone violation per summons and must contain &t
least the fol lowing infamation:

(1) the name and addressof the person or entitycharged;

(2)the name ard title of the issuing officer;

(3)the time, date, and locati on of the hearing;

(4)a desaription df the ordinance the pers on or entityis charged with viol ating;
(5)the procedure to post bond; and

(6)ary other notice or warning otherwise requied by law.

Thisstatute does not prohibi t a countyor munici ity from enforcing ordinances by
meansotherwise autforizad bylaw. w
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SUFFICIENT SUPERVISION AND CONTROL

PFFrFrFrry.

/\ CAUTION

FFETTTFyy

“We would add one additional word of caution, however. It
goes without saying that the municipality could not abdicate
its police power responsibilities to a private corporation.”

19% WL 3674, & *2(SCA G May 23,1995
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ADMINISTRAT IVE VS. DISCRE TIO NARY

“A governmental b ody may contract with private entities to sist itin performing
administrative or ministerial functions.” Op. S.C. At Gen., 1986 WL 191974 (January 23,
1986).

“Asa general matter, itis well established that astate or political sub division may pro perly
maintain supervision and control throughthe use of a contract, more spedfically, a private

corporation may be e mployed to carry a law into effect” Op. S.C. Att’y Gen, 2022 WL 10 39563,
at*10(SCAG. Mar. 31, 2022).

The "Court focused upon there being no 'unlawful d elegation of the fidudary anddiscretionary
powers of the municipality with res pect to con trol and management of the gove rmental
departmentof the dty." In short, the City's ‘governmental powers had not bee n
surrendered." Id. (quoting Green . City of Rock Hill, 149 S.C. 234,147 S.E. 346, 360 (1929)).
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CASE BY CASE BASIS

“The validity of any specific contract is in large measure dependent upon th e particular duties delegated to
the corporation and the d egree o fcontrol which the State maintains overit.”

+ BxamplesCitedin Opinion
— SCsupreme Court upheld cantract between city and private corporation for managerment of water plant.

— SCSupreme Court upheld cantract between private associaticn and State cancening the management and
opertion of a grain d evator and storage facil s

— Contract ketween ipality and two private uni versities relating to operation of the City s gereral hospital.

— Georgia Supreme Court upheld a caunty contract which employed a private corporation to procure, manage,
supenvise and drect the personnelin the county's fire protection celivery senice.

“Ineach of h ase instances, thegoverning body utilized a private enticy to assistitin the perfarmance of
governmen &1l functons, but maintained s ufficient supervision and control overthe entity to avoid theproblem
of unlaw fl delegation.” 1995 WL367954, at *6 (SC.A.G. May 23,1995)
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WHAT ABOUT MUNICIPAL PARKING ENFORCE MENT?

Can a municipality contract
with a private company for
parking enforcement?
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MUNICIPAL PARKING ENFORCEMENT

* Contracts between a municipality and private
parking company for parking management and
enforcement are commonplace in South Carolina.

* No South Carolina cases addressing the issue.
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OTHER STATES

Several Courts have ruled in favor of municipalities when a local government’s
third-party contract for parking enforcement was challenged.

~ Indep \oters of Ilingis Indep Precint Org v Ahmad, 2014 IL App (1st) 123629, 13 N.E.3d 251,
252 (uptolding a contract betueen the dty and a private entity, which allowed the private
concessionaire to iss ue parking dtations). Sgecificall, in-ahmad, the lliinois Court of Appeals
affirmed a lower court's rejection and dismissal of Plaintiff’s challenge that “the concession
agreement violates the public purpose provision by illegally delegating the City's police power to
iss ue parking tickets and ditations” finding “tumerous public benefits result from the concession
ageement” Id

— Behmy City of Cedar Rapids, 922 NW.2d 524 (lowa 2019) (city did not unlawfully delegate its
authority by having independent contractor operate dty's automated traffic enforcement system
andiniti ate enforcement proceedings)

~ Parking meters, 7A McQuilin Mun Corp. § 24:674 (3d ed. 202) (“Adity treasurer's dedision to
outsource duties of parking meter division has been upheld.’)




HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

NOVEMBER 15,2024 - AG OPINION

‘November 135, 2024

T Bonorsble Larry K. Grooms.
Mermber
Soush Carolina Senste

PO Box 142

Columbis, South Carvlina 29202
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NOVEMBER 15,2024 — AG OPINION

Dear Senator Grooms:

We received your letler requesting an opinion of this Office conceming enforcensent of municipal
parking ordimmees by privatc entitics. Tn your ketter, you explain:

It has come to my auention that the governing body of a corstal municipality
entity. to enforce the municipality’s parking
The private entity patrols the municipality's sireets looking for
ordinance, writes tickets for the violatoss, and collects the fines.
The municipality and the private entity then split the fines based upan a formula
in ther contract

g
£

Specifically, you ask: “1s it the opiniion of your office that n municipality contracting with a private
cntity o enforce the municipality’s perking ordingnce is a prohibied delegation of the
munieipality’s police powers™
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NOVEMBER 15,2024 — AG OPINION

The Opinioncites to a 1980 AG Opinion that said a municipality does not
have the authority to contract with a private security agency allowing it to
make arrestson publicstreetsand publicproperty.

Op. Att'y Gen., 1980 WL 121077 (S.CA.G. Mar. 6, 1980 )

We know that code enforcement officers do not have the power of
custodial arrests. S.C. Code Ann. § 5-7-32 (“no code enforcement officer
commissioned under thissection may performa custodialarrest”).
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NOVEMBER 15,2024 - AG OPINION

You also mentioned our 2010 opinion addressing acounty's abllityto delegate its
authority to enforce a wunty tree removal ordinance to a homeowner's
association. Op. Att'y Gen., 2010 WL 3505050(SC.AG. Aug. 4, 2010).

We acknowledged the county's ability to delegate zoning enforcement to code
enforcement of ficers but found no authorityallowing the county to further
delegate zoning enforcement to a private entity. Id.

We discussed powers that can and cannot be delegated, noting that ministerial
duties can be delegated, but in the absence of constitutional or statutory
authority, discretionary or quasi-judidal powers cannot be delegated.

12/8/2025
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NOVEMBER 15,2024 — AG OPINION

Page 3
November 15,2024

Conclasion

Parking enforcement involves the exercise of a municipality's police powers, Besed on prior
inions of this Office, police power may not be delegated to private entities absént lepislative ar
constirutional authority. Finding no sich authority, we do not believe a municipality may delegate
parking enforcement to a private entity

HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

HOW DID MUNICIPALITIES RESPOND TO THE AG OPINION?

10



NEW ORDINANCE

wuzr\ns e Tty & mub; mmlk (urmm-. Parking ralds, reolil

s parking Froge S ek Ty

for vioaons, md hes dicenmancd ha CARTAGIOg WA bing SR P
admiisiat is the most sfective means 1 cany the City's parking ordinances into
ficient sapervision comtractor's cgeretiors;

wnams e iy, htough use. e ontract, shall maininin sulTicient sipeevision snd
vy parke thai said pasking
bbb S i i orch

WIHEREAS, Cry Connl fiods thet costesctiog with 3 private contmetor for parking
ion all City! mare affi y =affw

City's come 8 functives a6 highep
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NEW ORDINANCE

Sev. 8:2-12, Parking Contractors and Nutice of Parking Violations.

(®  TheCiy with 8 pri ed 100 o “perking
contractor" 10 asit the Cty wich administcring and enforcing the CHY's
ordinances and programs. The! City, through use of a contract, shall maintam saffioient
supervision und conirol nfa:p-zkmg contricton o amuznm mupnkm. contrttor
only pe o effect

(b Tho Patking contractor shali sdnuiniser the City's parking program &t the dirsction of the
City fnd i acoordance with the City’s parking ordinances. The City shell be solely
responsible for establishing parking rules; Tegulations, violations, and the ates for ts
a0 parking program, incheling parking fees, permi fecs, and fines for violations.

) Puisiant (6'S 0 Cole 1976 § 5937, Caty Coancil suthonizes the Chisl 6f Poliie 1o

‘ppaint

and nm-mluzcxys parki progrars. C

cerployed by the parking contractor may fssue parking chations, collect payments,
poori othr i st duties 5 sppreved by Cty Comnel ind I Acaoance with

maintain sufficient supervision and umuul over any code enforcement officers by virtue
of the contract with the parking contractor.
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NEW ORDINANCE

(d}

()

Any employees of the parking contractor appointed a5 cod enforcement afficers whose
duties inchide parking enforcenent activities, including the fssuance of parking citations
or collection or handling of money. shall:

(1) wndergn craminal baskground checks and drug testing 10 be conducied by
the parking contractor. The resuls of the background checks and dng
tests shall be provided to the Chief of Police; 2nd

(2)  ‘ondergd  training program. approved by the Chief of Palice before they
undetaks any enforcement activities.

Al employees of the paking contractor must be appainted os pore enforsement officers

nd approved by the Chief of Palice before they engage in any parking enforceme:

activities, and their spproval to engage in these activities can be withdraswns by the Cliier
of Police or City Council at any time.

‘e perking contraotor shal ot b siitled to any reventes generated by way ofpirking
fines, parking citations, boot Fees, or mmobilization

HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD
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UNIFORM ORD INANCE SUMMONS /PARKING CITATION

§567-80 OrdinanceLanguage

An ordi rance summons must cite only onevioation per summors ) ’ " w
and must contain at leastthe followirg information:
(1) the rameand addres of the person or entity charged;

(2) the rameand tite oftheissuing officer;

s plaie e, ke of the vesiche i vioktion of fhis a1kl
[2) The eam e il of the parsa isswing tee ctation;
) The dateand time when the ciation wad issoed

(3) the time, date, andlocationof the hearing; . 7 st s oyt g b il

(4) ade fiption oftheordinancethepersan or entityis c harged T T dare,time nd locatis o the haring;

with violating W Lifooaaricn s hatthey e s he
i aising th ovpnpeatocof e et they e st the

(5) the procedure  post bond and e )
v g n Mgl Couet o the e an te provided e the

o adviig thar b 0 do Koy 2t 1 impodam o

bz of e veice

s o
(6 any othernotice orwarning ctherwi = req

(G) This statutedoes not prohibit a courty or municipality from
enforcing ordinances by mears othenwise athorizedby law.
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REVISED CONTRACT WITH PARKING CONTRACTOR

Noy:
“'s%),ow

1. Contractor has been authorized as the exclusive manager of the System and shall perate the System
strictly at the direction of the City. Contractor acknowledges and agrees that it has no independent
decision-making authority related to parking policy, enforcement, discretionary matters, or any aspect of
ordinance administration beyond the scope of duties expressly set forth in this Agreement. Contractor’s
role is strictly administrative, and any matter requiring interpretation, policy determination, or discretion
shall be referred to the City for resolution. Contractor shall not modify, alter, or exercise judgment
regarding any aspect of the City’s parking ordinances, enforcement procedures, or policies.

C. Relationship and Management Fee

HAYNSWORTH
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REVISED CONTRACT WITH PARKING CONTRACTOR

All employees of the parking contractor designated as code enforcement
officers shall:
::y
d. Not engage in any discretionary decision-making related to the issuance, adjudication, 42
modification, or dismissal of parking citations. Code enforcement officers shall not have the
authority to alter citations, exercise independent judgment in determining penalties, or engage
in any prosecutorial function. Any question of interpretation or " shall
be referred to the City for a final determination.

e. Not be employed as a code enforcement officer in any other municipality during their tenure
under this Agreement. Contractor shall ensure strict compliance with South Carolina law
regarding dual office holding to prevent any conflict of interest or jurisdictional issues.

12
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REVISED CONTRACT WITH PARKING CONTRACTOR

“[T]he police power of a municipal corporation cannot be exercised for
private purposes or for the benefit of particular individuals or dasses”
Willis v. Town of Woodruff, 200S.C. 266, 20 S.E.2d 699, 701 (1942).

E. Revenue

1. Contractor shall collect all revenues from the System, including parking fees and permit fees. However,
all citation fines, boot fees, immobilization fees, and penalties shall be remitted in full to the City.
Contractor shall have no entitlement or claim to any portion of citation-related revenue.

12/8/2025
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PROSECUTION OF CASES BY CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS

HAYNSWORTH
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PROSECUTION OF CASES BY CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS

* In re Unauthorized Prac. of L Rules Proposed by S.C. Bar,309S.C. 304,
422S.E.2d 123 (1992).

— "We alsotake this opportunity to reaffirm the rule that police officers may
prosecute traffic offenses in magistrate's court andin municipal court. Only the
arresting officer may prosec ute the case, although if the officer is new or
inexperienced, he may be assisted at trial by one of his supervisors."

13
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PROSECUTION OF CASES BY CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS

COURT
ADMINISTRATION

Court ad ministration gave presentation in Berkeley County and
told summary courtjudges that code enforcement officers cannot
prosecute cases and that Summary Court Judges could getin
trouble themselves by participating in this.

12/8/2025
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2025 WL 2147589 (S.C.AG. JULY 22,2025).

a o
*Snirme

July 2

Dear Senator Grooms:

You seck an opinion as 1o who may prosecute a case in magistrate court for ordinance
code violations. You note that a magistrate in Berke unty “has been dismissing cases for
ordinance code vi ns in the county if a code enforcement officer attempts to prosecute code
violations in her court”

HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

2025 WL 2147589 (S.C.AG. JULY 22,2025).

“The Supreme Court has never held that officers must possess the power to
makecustodial arrests in order to prosecute in Magistrate's Court. We know
ofno statute prohibitingsuch activity” 2025 WL 2147589, at *6 (S C.AG.
July 22,2025).

“Unlike aprivate party, a public officer, such as a Code Enforce ment Officer,
isswomn to uphold the law, and act in the interests of the community at
large” Id

“Accordingly, it is our opinion, based upon the previous criteria, that the
Court would lilely allowa Code Enforcement Officer to prosecute ordinance
criminal violations in Magistrate's Court” /d.

“Weunderstand the Court is very open to issuing its opinion regarding the
practiceof law in this area.” “

14
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ENFORCING PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODES

Enforcing Property Maintenance codes

International

Property
Maintenance Code

12/8/2025
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ENFORCING PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODES

The? State

Widlands official flagged property work, but he was
the one without a license "The townof Bates burg-Leesville is tied up in alegal
battlewith a property ow ner comp licated by the fact
the town official tasked with enfordng property
main tenance codes was op erating without a state -
mandated lice nse."

“Labor, Licensing and Re gulation confirmed t hat as of
this year, any municipality that has adop ted what’s
called the In ternational Prop erty Maintenance Code is
required tohaw a registered and licensed property
main tenance i nspe ctor with the state."

HAYNSWORTH
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ENFORCING PROPERTY MAINTEN ANCE CODES

* Under a newly published LLR regulation, a code
enforcement officer was not able toissue citations
because he was not a licensed property maintenance
inspector. He needed to be certified through LLR as a
property maintenance inspector.

¢ Thisisanew initiative from the Building Codes Coundil —
Building Codes Coundil said to enforce the international
maintenance code, you need to be certified.

15
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ENFORCING PROPERTY MAINTEN ANCE CODES

[iiR] ...

November 2024

2024 LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

South Carolina Building Codes Council
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ENFORCING PROPERTY MAINTENANCE CODES

For code enforcement officers, the registration cards
issued by the Council will now reflect the technical
changes noted above. Registrants will see the primary
registration classification listed on the card, with

each subdassification listed underneath. Below is

an example of how the new cards will appear, and
building officials wil be responsible for ensuring

that ail employees are properly registered with the
dassifications for which they are employed

As described in the technical changes section above,
several existing registration classifications for code
enforcement officers have been updated, andanew
5 " ¥
been added. Those jurisdictions which have adopted

IMPACT ON CURRENT REGISTRANTS AND LICENSEES

South Carolina Departmeat of Labor, Licrasiag and Regulatien

Building Codes Council

Cernes tm
Joey Athletic Testperson Jr
T registered a1 2
Residential Inspector
In the registered practice areats)
RISIDENTIAL BUTLOONG RESIDENTIALMICHANICAL RESIDENTIAL

noanc

Registration No. 0
Issued Date: 08

Expiration Date: 0630/2025

the roperty ode for
obtained the proper registration prior to January 1, 2025.

must ensure that yees enforcing that code have

MASC WORKING ON CARVE OUTS

HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

Municipal Association
of South Carolina

* MASC is currently working with
LLR on a carve out for the
nontechnical aspects of the
property maintenance code
— Overgrown grass;

— Brocken down vehides;
—Tires; and
— Other “pretty police” items
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HAYNSWORTH
SINKLER BOYD

Stafford J. (Mac) McQuillin 111
mmcquillin@ HSBlawfirm.com
843-724-1120

hsblawfirm.com

12/8/2025
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