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EXihi 4

EST. 1805

SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF

ARCHIVESeHISTORY

18 March 2019

Mr. Johnell Richardson 355032

McCormick Correctional Institution F3/B/244
386 Redemption Way

McCormick, SC 29899

Dear Mr. Richardson:

| checked the following act that you requested but could not locate a visible
impression of the Great Seal: 1993 Act No. 184.

Sincerely,

e ). T

Steven D. Tuttle
Deputy Director
Archives & Records Management

8301 Parklane Road ¢ Columbia, SC 29223 * scdah.sc.gov
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SOUTH CARDLINA DEPARTMENT OF

ARCHIVESeHISTORY

15 April 2021

Affidavit of Steven D. Tuttle, Deputy Director for Archives and Records Management, South
Carolina Department of Archives and History,:8301 Parklane Road, Columbia, South_Carolina.
29223,

On 18 March 2019, our agency received a letter from Mr. Johnell Richardson #355032,
McCormick Correctional Institution F3/B/244, 386 Redemption Way, McCormick, South
Carolina 29899. In this letter, Mr. Richardson asked if 1993 Act No. 184 had been affixed with
the Great Seal.

[ located the original copy of this act in our security vaults and found that it has 198 pages. |
checked each of these pages but could not see an impression of the Great Seal. On 18 March
2019, | wrote Mr. Richardson a letter stating “I checked the following act that you requested
but could not locate a visible impression of the Great Seal: 1993 Act No. 184,"

Checking original acts for an impression of the Great Seal is a regular duty performed by our
staff as we have received and answered more than 400 requests to do so since November 2017.
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State of South Carolina
County of-Richland
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Notary Signature:

8301 Parklane Road * Columbia, SC 29223 * scdah.sc.gov
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