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APPENDIX A 

!N THE EIGHTH REGIONAL JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

COURT OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE 

Re: Nelson James Lewis 0 RD ER 

Having carefully considered the facts of 

these cases now pending in this Court, and having care;... 

fully read the so_cial study dated June 15, 1972, and the 

~ther reports and records in this file, and having 

personally heard and observed this juvenile on this date 

and prior occasions, in accord with the provisions of 

dode Section 16.1-176.1, the Court does find and certify 

that it is in the public interest for this matter to be 

disposed of in this Court, and it is ORDERED accordingly. 

Now, therefore, the Court having heard the 

elvidence upon said petition and being of the opinion that 

the said child comes within the purview of the Juvenile 

~nd Domestic Relations Court Law and that the welfare and 

~est interests of said child requires that the State 

should assume his guardianship, doth so adjudicate, and 

~oth order that the said child be committed and doth 

~ereby commit said child to the State Department of 
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' Welfare and Institutions to be received, detained, managed 

· and controlled in the manner prescribed by law. 

ENTER:~s/ R .. P. Zehler, Jr •. 
• P. Zehler, Jr., Judge 

DATE: June 16, 1972 

The Assistant Commonwealth's Attorney for 
i 
the City Of Charlottesville this date appeared and gave 
! 

the Court notice that he deems action by the court of 

record necessary, in accord with the provisions of Code 

Section 16.1-176. 
i 
I 
I 

A COPY TESTE: 

/sf Nancy G. Proffitt 
Clerk · 

/s/ R. P. Zehler, Jr. 
R. P. Zehler, Jr. ; Judge 
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APPENDIX B 

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, to-wit: 

IN THE CORPORATION COURT OF SAID CITY, JUNE TERM, 1972 

The Grand Jurors of the Commonwealth of 

Virginia in and for the body of the City of Charlottesville 

and now attending the Corporation Court of said City, upon 

tJ::ieir oath present that NelsonJames Lewis, on or about 

March 2, 1972, in said City, did feloniously break and 

enter First Baptist Church on East Jefferson Street, 

Charlottesville, Virginia with intent to.commit larceny 

therein; 

SECOND COUNT: The Grand Jurors of the Common­

weal th of Virginia in and for the body of the City of 

Cfuarlottesville and now attending the Corporation Court of 

said City, upon their oath present that Nelson James Lewis 

on or about March 2, 1972, in said City, did feloniously 

take, steal and carry away more than $100.00 in United 

States currency, a billfold and property therein, all the 

property of Lucille Holliday, with intent to deprive per­

manently the owner of possession thereof against the peace 

and dignity of the Commonwealth. 

Indictment found on the evidence of C. E Jones, 

witnesses sworn in open Court and sent to the Grand Jury to 

give evldence. 



A. true bill 
! 
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/s/ J. T. Camblos . 
Attorney for the Commonwealth 

/s/ Randolph H. Perry 
Foreman 
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APPENDIX C 

CQJVllV[ONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, to-wit: 

IN THE CORPORATION COURT OF SAID CITY, JUNE TERM, 1972 

The Grru;id Jurors of the Commonwealth of 

Virginia in and for the body of the City of Charlottesville 

and now attending the Corporation Court of said City, upon 

their oath present that Nelson James Lewis, on or about 

May 30, 1972, in said City, did.feloniously break and 

enter in the nighttime the store room of Charlottesville 

Apartments, Inc., a corporation, t/a Tarleton Square, 

w±th intent to commit larceny therein; 

SECOND COUNT: The Grand Jurors of the 

Commonwealth Of Virginia in and for the body of the City 

Of Charlottesville and now attending the Corporation Court 

of said.City, upon their. oath present that Nelson James 

Lewis, on or about May 30, 1972, in said City, did feloniously 

take, steal and carry away furniture moving pads, of a 

value of more than $100.00, the property of Charlottesville 

Apartments, Inc., a corporation, t/a Tarleton Square, with 

i~tent to deprive permanently the owner of possession 

thereof, against the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth. 

Indictment found on the evidence of William 

E4ward Bullock witnesses sworn in open Court and sent to 

the Grand Jury to give evidence. 
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/s/ J. T. Camblos 
Attorney for the Commonwealth 

A true bill 

/s/ Rudolph H Perry 
Foreman 
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APPENDIX D ---..,.;·- -

VIRGINIA: IN THE CORPORATION COURT OF THE CITY OF 
CHARLOTTESVILLE 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

v. MOTION 

NELSON LEWIS 

This day came the defendant by counsel and 

moved the court to quash the indictments returned against 

him because he has been previously tried on the same 

charges in the 8th Regional Juvenile and Domestic Relations 

Court and sentenced by an order of that court. To try the 

defendant again in the Corporation Court would be double 

jeopardy and in violation of the State and Federal Consti­

tution. 

ijayden, Chandler and Huff 
Attorneys At Law 
415 Park Street 

/st Robert Huff 
NELSON LEWIS 
By Counsel 

Charlottesville, Virginia 22901 

By /s/ Robert Huff 

Filed: June 23, 1972 
Carl E. Hennrich, Clerk 
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dictment that under the laws or the State of Virgin a 

.that this court now no longer has jur1sd1ct1on to 

try this individual. 

I would cite Virginia Code §16.1-176.1. And 

I would like to read briefly what it says: ·rrial in 

court of record where juvenile over sixteen has pre 

viously been committed to training school. 

If a juvenile sixteen years of age or over, who has 

been previously committed to any juvenile training 

school in this State or any other state, is charged 

with 'n orrense wh
1

ich, it committed by an adult, 

could be punishable by death or confinement in the 

penitentiary, the case shall be certified ror prop 

criminal proceedings, if probable cause be found, 

to the appropriate court or record havin~ jurisdic 

of such offense if committed by an adult. 

And this is what I base my motion: Unless the 

juvenile and domestic relations court shall find 
I 

and shall certify in its order that it is in the 

public interest for the matter to be disposed of 
ELAINE HELVIN 

COURT R&l"ORT•R 

.CHARLOTT•9VILL•. Vll,CllNIA 
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therein. 

On June the 16th of this year, Your Honor, 
I 

Court' in the 

of t~e Juvenile and Domestic RelAtions1· 

C1ty'of Charlottesville entered an ord r 

Judge Zehler 

! 
stating that having heard the facts of the case now) 

pending in this cpurt, and having read the social 

study dated June 15, 1972 on Mr. Lewis of other 

courts of record in his file, and having personally 

heard and observed this juvenile on this occaston 

and on prior occasions that in accord with the 

provisions of Code §16.·l-176.1, which I have just 

read, the court must find and certify that it is in 

the public interest that this matter be disposed o 

in this court and it is ordered accordinp;ly. 

Your Honor, I think this is very clear. We 

have ,-iere a juvenile over the age of sixteen years 

who previously been comm1tted to s state training 

school and he falls squarely within the purview of 

the section. 

Judge Zehler certifies for the specific pur 

pose the fact and that this boy would not be tried 

again in the order that he entered and that it was 

in the best interest, in the beat of public intere t 

that the ~atter be disposed or in the court below. 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COUltT ltllf'OltTlllt 

CHAltLOTTll•VILLll. VlltOINIA 

PHONE 29!1·1878 
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We contend that the legislature has specific-

ally provided for these cases tn this section, ~n~ 1 

that unless the juvenile and domestic relatlonf. cou~t 
I 

I 

I 
shall find and certify in its order that it is in 

the public interest for the matter to be disposed ol 

therein. 

Therefore, we move to quash th~ indictment. 

THE COURT: Just for the record, Mr. Camblos, 

do you agree that the defendant is over sixteen and 

has been previously committed to an 1nst1t~t1on of 

the Commonwealth, State Board of Welfare and 

Institutions? 

MR. CAMBLOS: Yes, sir, the record so shows. 

THE COURT: And also, you went to the Grand 

Jury and had him indicted, is that correct? 

1 MR. CAMBLOS: Yes, s1:r, after notice to the 
I . . 

Juvenile and Domestic Court as required under §16.1 -

176, Your Honor. 

THE c;ouH'r: All right, does that complete your 

motion? 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes, sir. We do have the 

recent Virginia Supreme Court case of June 12, 197', 

Watts v. Commonwealth , advance sheet in which th~y 

make mention of thi~ section. 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COURT R&l"ORT&R 

CHARLOTT&•VILL&, VIRGINIA 

PHONE 29!5-1878 
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THE COURT: But that was a case where ••• 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes. this is a diff'erent case 

but they do make reference tc the jurisdiction of 

the c·ourt ••. 

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Camblos. 

MR. CAMBLOS: May it please the Court: I thin 

one of the basic rules of statutory construction is 

that the court should give meaning to all parts of 

the statute and to all dirferent statutes if it can 

do so without straining the apparent intent of the 

legislature. 

The clear meaning of that statute to me is 

that the court must take an extra step to keep that 

case in the juvenile court, a requirement more than 

is set out in §16.1-176 which deals with juveniles 

over ~" years or age. 

So that §16.1-176 deals with this juvenile 

but in addition with younger juveniles who have pre 

vioualy been before the juvenile court. As to the 

older ones, the juvenile court can keep those cases 

in this court only if in his order he certifies tha 

he finds it is in public interest to do so. 

Now this does not conflict in any way with 

the provisions of §16.1-176 which provides the mea 

wherebJ tr the Commonwealth's Attorney and the 
&LAINE Hll:LVIN 

COURT RllPO"TllR 

CHARLOTTE•VtLLll, VlltGINIA 

PHONI!: 295·1876 
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juvenile court has decided what it is going to do, 

can then bring a case before the Grand Jury and ther 

I ultimately to this court. 

I would point out, Your Honor, that under 

§16~1-176.1 which provides as has been pointed out, 

that the case shall be certified unless the court 

finds and certifies it is ln the public interewc to 

keep it in the juvenile court. 

Now that was passed in 1960 by our · 1egislatui•e 

and has riot been amended. After the passage of that 

section in 1970, the court made some changes in 

§16.l!-176 but pass•d 1t in 1970. 

Now §16.1-176 says that if a child 14 years 

or age or over, charged with an offense which, if 

committed by an adult, would be punishable by death 

o• co$finem~nt ..• it goes on, th~t the juvenile cou•t 

1n !ta discretion may retain Jurisdiction or certifv. 

the defendant, in this case, to the Corporation 

Court. 

Thia is not in conflict with §16.1-176. You 

can read them both together and there is only an 

additional requirement in the case or a juvenile 

over 16. 

It goes on to say that if the juvenile court 

does not so certify and if the offender has 
ELAINE HELVIN 

COU"T "U"O"T•" 
CHAltLOTT••VtLL•. VllUllNIA 

l'HON[ 29!5-1876 



1 

s 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

11 

18 

11 

18 

11 

18 

19 

20 

11 

22 

28 

24 

215 

previously been before the juvenile court, then the 

Commonwealth's Attorney may by giving the required 

notice to the juvenile court bring him to the Grand 

Jury. 

This again is not 1n conflict with §16.1-176 

You can r~ad them all together. It provides f0r the 

juvenile court, what the juvenile court can do in 

one case and must do in another case unless it make 

a certain finding, and superimposed on top of both 

of those, 18 the provision of what the Commonwealth s 

Attorney can do if he doesn't agree with the juveni e 

court. in certain cases and this is one. 

In this case, the Commonwealth's Attorney dii 

not agree with the juvenile court. This offender has 

been before the court, the juvenile court multiple 

times~ I forget how many times, but fourteen or six­

teen times but I may be incorrect about that -- how 

many tim~s but the Commonwealth's Attorney did not 

agree with the juvenile court and gave the requisit! 

notice and sent the matter to the Grand Jury. 

I think that the case is properly before thi!J 

court and the court does have jurisdiction under the 

section or the Code. 

clear. 

MR. CHANDLER: I think that the statute is 

The very fact that it was amended in 1970, 

ELAINE HELVIN 
C:OURT llKl"OllTKll 

CHAllLOTTKeVILLK, VlltOINIA 

PHONC 29!!-1876 
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but was not amended as to this specific section.~­
the fact that no one who is s!xteen years of age -.r, 

over who has been sent to a detention home ... it I 
! 

just says a jveni.le over the a11;e of fourteen -· nut ! 

t· .. ~.· ,1 a juvenile over the age or fourteen who was sent _ 
I 

a detention home. I think :hat this is probably 

significant but why the legislature had this in 

t don't know. 

I don't know the statutory history behind th. 

statute but I think that it goes clearly that the 

legislature chose to amend part of the section in 

1970 but specifically left this section in dealing 

with juveniles over the age of sixteen who have 

previously been sent to a detention home, and whet er 

in changing the statute to ••••• ~~urteen years or 

over i• •• theT'e was no ment 1on made of those who ha 

been sent to a detention home ••• 

The fact that the Commonwealth's Attorney 

shall give three days notice of his intention to 

go. to the Grand Jury for certification is not 

men tioned. The statute where the persons over th 

age of s1xt~en years who have been sent to a 

training school and I would say by this very 

1s excluded and that the Commonwealth's Attorney 

baa no right - only to the children over the age f 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COURT ltll:l"OltTlllt 

CHA1tLOn1:ev1LL1:. v11101N1A 

PHONI!: 29!5·1876 



I 
16 i~ 

1~~~~~~~n-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~~-

I 
1 

2 

s 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

18 

11 

18 

17 

18 

19 

20 

11 

22 

ZS 

24 

26 

fourteen but once the child becomes sixteen and has j 

b~en sentenced to a detention home previously, he I 
becomes another class .•• becomes a separate 1·H~ml1e!' I 

I 

or another class and is taken away from jurj.sdic~~o~ 
i 

of the Commonwealth's Attorriey if he does not agree 

with the juvenile court. I would ask the Court tc 

accept this motion and quash the indictment. 

THE COURT: Mr. Chandler, why would the le~1s 

lature fix it so that someone under sixteen could 

be indicted by ••• under the sam@ set of circumstanc~ s 

•• could be· indicted by the Cormnonwealth' s Attorney 

but that somebocty over s1xte~n could not be? 

MR. CHANDLER: I really don't know, Your Honor. 

I would only be guessing but I think the important 

part is not so much the age ••• but the fact that th s 

man o~ boy whntever you want to call him has been 

sent to a juvenile detention home that they take 1t 

perhaps this is the best rehabilitation for him, he 

has been there once and perhaps going back there 

would help him more than being certified but I don4 

really know. 

THE COURT: But don't you agree that under 

§16.1-176, 1f he was under sixteen either fourteen 

or sixteen and had been cormnitted to a juvenile 

detention home and even though the juvenile and 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COUltT ltl:"'<>ltTKlt 

CHAltLOTT••VILLK. VlltOINIA 

,.HONE 29!5·1876 
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still get an 1.ndtctment ava1~e': him? 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes, s1r, .'.'. ap,ree. 

THE COURT: Can you tL:1n;o;: of any p;ood reasnn'' 

MR. CHANDLER: I could not -- I really don't 

know •••• 

THE COURT: Well, if he has been before the 

juvenile court; before, I think that the Commonweal ti s 

Attorney upon giving proper notice can have him in-

dieted., and of course, if he has been committed to 

a juvenile detention home, he would have to have 

been before the Juvenile court ~erore •.. I will rea 

this but it looks like to me that in §16.1-176.1, 

they are making it mandatory on the juvenile judge 

to cevtify him to the Grand Jury unless he makes 
·I 

this finding, whereas in §16.1-176, there is no 

mandatory requirement. He has complete discretion. 

Let's take a l"'ecess for awhile here. 

RECESS 

THE COURT: All right'· gentlemen, the Court 

ls going to over~uie the motion. I think clearly 

the intent of the legislature in reading 176 and 

176.l together that in a proper case the fact that 

the Commonwealth's Attorney can go over the head· o 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COUflT flE~flTKJt 

CHAflLOTTE•VILLI:, VlltQINIA 

PHONE 295·1876 
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the juvenile and domestic relations judge by giving! 

proper notice and hAVP, h1.r! irv:i';cr:~"'d by the G':"',<i"F'. ,:ut~:. 

·rt ·1a S~,.,.n1f'ica•·t·· to 'ne in ~·C 1 1 7f..' rr·">'.·, ... '1 A!';) • ,iJ. ~ ~ ,l l,1;._' • ·L··- ...;,, .... ot ~" 4,l/:Ji,)' f. 

no reference to the aer~ ousnesa of the off ·~nse w·-,;;1t i 

soever, the only test being whether or not he was 

sent to a juvenile training school ..• 

Honor. 

MR. CHANDLER: We except to the rul1nr;, Your 

THE COUR'f: All right. 

REPORTER'S NOTE: Whereupon, Gourt stood 

adjourned. 

ELAINE HELVIN 
COURT ltll~RTllR 

CHARLOTTll•VtLLll. VtROINIA 

PHONE 29!5·1876 
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I APPENDIX F 

ViIRGINIA: AT A CORPORATION COURT 
I 

Of THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, ON THE LAW SIDE THEREOF, 
t 

HELD ON WEDNESDAY, JULY 5th, 1972. 

I Present: Hono;able GEORGE M. COLES, 
I ~~e 

cbMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

A~torney 

Cburt in 
I 

chandler 

I 
I 

Plaintiff 

This day came the Commonwealth by her 

and the defendant was led to the bar of this 

the custody of the Sheriff, also appeared L. B. 

his attorney heretofore appointed by this Court. 

And the defendant by counsel having filed 

a motion on June 23, 1972, that the indictments be quashed, 

tl;le Court proceeded to hear argument of counsel on the 

qiestion of whether the indictment in this court and 
I 

trial thereon constituted double jeopardy. Upon considera-

tion of which the Court overrules the.motion, to which 

abtion of the court the defendant excepted. 
I 
I 

The defendant was remanded to jail pending 
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f rther proceeding in this court. 

A 'Copy Teste: 

Isl Carl E. Hennrich, Clerk 

I 

I 

I 

I· 

Isl GEORGE M. COLES, Judge 
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~·•I!•' P~•'f' ATI•.'°" l) 1· C' 1 · , ".l 

A •I ! 14 l. ~ V. !) A:.! 1.- : • <:i 

; r•;-1ci.:FtTT 
., ~. ~· 1·~ ;, 'f" °' Q~-..;, !:)[P',TY rRcf'A"!'IO.,. OF"F1CtRs 

BETTIES. KIENAST 

CLIFFORD R. JACKMAN 

J()14N T. FRAY 

- ' .. i:' ... QJTCHIE, D£PUT'1 

• .\'. · A ;.:O~.'N TY 

:.~ .• ".t T. WATTS, 0EP 1JTY 

t •d. (.Q:..;~~ TY <RANK W. JOHNSTONE 
CA T. MtMULLEN, ()Cl'UlV EIGHTH REGIONAL JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT 

: 1.:,nu C.O~'NTY SERVING THE 

~:s ;.... JUCY. cEo:..:T'!' C1Tv (Jf' CHARLOTTESYll.LE ""'o AL.O[.MARLE. FL.VVANNA, GREtNt AND MADISON cou .. "':"I~:. 

CHARLOTTESVILLE, VIRGINIA 22901 
July 13, 1972 

RE: Social History of Nelson James Lewis dated 6-15-72 

I certify that this is the original social study on Nelson 
James Lewis considered by.the 8th Regional Juvenile and 
Domestic Relations Court at the hearing held on 6-16-72 
for disposition of the petitions against Nelson James 
Lewis wherein he was charged with grand larceny from 
Lucille Holliday and grand larceny and breaking and entering 
from the Charlottesville Apartments. 

Given under my hand this 13th day f July, 1972 

ngp: 

{ 

Nancy G. roffitt 
8th Reg onal Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Court for the City of 
Charlottesville, Virginia 
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EIGHTH REGIONAL JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT 

CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE 

SOCIAL HISTORY . 

JUNE 15, 197 2 

NAME: Nelson James Lewis SEX: Male 

ADDRESS: 313 4th St., S.W. 
Charlottesville, Va. 

DATE cDF BIRTH: 3/27/55 

ADJUDICATED: 6/9/72 

RACE: Negro 

ATTORNEY: Robert Huff, Esq. 
(Appointed) 

DISPOSITION: 6/16/72 

COMPLAINT: #8 on 3/21/72 the subject did take steal, and carry 
away property belonging to Betty Greaver, valued at $10.00 with 
the intent to permanently deprive the owner of the use thereof 
in viblation of Sec. 18.1-101 of the 1950 .Code of Virginia as 
amended. 

#9 on' 3/3/72 the subject did take, steal and carry away property 
(U. s,. currency) belonging to Nora Beverly valued at $2.00 with 
intent to permanently deprive the owner the use thereof in 
viola;tion of Sec. 18.1-101 of the 1950 Code of Virginia as amended 

;1r.10 g:n J/g/7 ~ th@ subj@§t €1.ia uHlaw:fully and f@loniou§ly tei~~;, 
steal and carry away (U. s. Currency) belonging to Lucille Hollid0.y 
valuc;d at $115.00 with the intent to permanently deprive the owner 
of t~e use thereof in violation of Sec. 18.1-101 of the 1950 Code 
of V~rginia as amended. 
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On 5/30/72 the subject did unlawfully and ·feloniously take, 
steal' and carry away property belonging to the Charlottesville 
Apartments valued at more than $100.00 with the intent to 
permanently deprive the owner of the use thereof in violation 
of Seep. 18.1-100 of the 1950 Code of Virginia as amended. 

PRIOR RECORD: Petition #1 in the City of Charlottesville on 
February 2, 1966 the subject did break and enter in the night 
time the Tie Lot Service Station with intent to commit larceny 
therein. Disposition occurred on 4/19/66 at which time he was 
committed to the Charlottesville Department of Public Welfare. 

Petition #2 on 3/20/66 in the City of Charlottesville the subject 
did unlawfully turn over and break and damage over thirty tornb-
s tones in the Oakwood Cemetary, thereby causing approximately 
$1,000.00 in damage. Disposition occurred on 4/19/66 when the 
subject was conunitted to the Charlottesville Department of Public 
Welfate. 

Petition #3 on 4/17/66 did unlawfully damage and deface tomb­
stones in Oakwood Cemetary. Disposition on 4/19/66 when the 
subject was committed to the Charlottesville Department of Public 
Welfare. 

Petition #4 states that in the City of Charlottesville it has been 
indicated by his behavior (and after proper examination) that he 
is in need of placement in a controlled institutional setting for 
further help with his problems. Disposition occurred on 7/21/66 
with the evaluation by the Children's Service Center in 
Charlottesville, Virginia. Please find enclosed a copy of the 
findings of Jerrold E. Hammond, M.D. , Director. 

Petit;i.on #5 on August 1, 1967 did unlawfully run away from a 
fostet home. Disposition occurred on 11/20/67 when he was committed 
to the State Department of Welfare and Institutions. 
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Petition #6 in the City of Charlottesville the subject is 
incorrigible in that he has run away from the foster home 
three times and does not obey the foster parents and is beyond 
their control. Disposition occurred on 11/28/67 when he was 
committed to the State Department of Welfare and Institutions. 

Petition #7 states that in the City of Charlottesville on 
11/21/70 the subject did unlawfully go upon the premises of 
McCrorr's Store at 209-213 East Main Street in violation of 
Sec. 16.1-173 of the 1950 Code of Virginia as amended. 
Disposition occurred on 12/8/70 when the subject was placed on 
probation until the end of the school year. 

I-'AMILY BACKGROUND: 

The father of Nelson James Lewis is unknown and while discussing 
this subject with the subject's mother she reports that she 
knows ~he subject's father only by his first name and that is 
James. Mrs. Carter reports no other information concerning 
Nelson•s father except that she met him in South Carolina. 

The subject's mother·is Daisey Lewis Carter age 58, having been 
born on the 28th day of May, 1914 •. She resides presently at 
the address of 313 4th Street, s.w. in Charlottesville, Virginia. 
She has Had no formal education however, is able to read and 
write to a small degree. She has had no religious training nor 
attendance at any church of her choice. She reports fair health 
but has had some trouble with her legs in recent years. She is 
presently employed two days a week in domestic work and receives 
income: from other members of her immediate family as well as 
relatives who live in New York. It should be noted that Mrs. Carter 
has a previous record which is as follows: 

12/18/58 cursing and abuseing and disorderly conduct: 30 days 
jail suspended 

12/15/58 Neglecting four children: 12 months to 3 years at the 
Industrial Farm for Women at the State of Virginia. 

8/16/60 Non-support: 90 days in jail suspended. 

5/28/54 Disorderly Conduct: dismissed. 

4/24/66 Contributing to delinquency: 12 months in jail suspended. 
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The subject's step-fathor is Charles Carter who's age, date 
of birth and place of birth are unknown and it is believed 
that he is possibly residing in Washington, D.C. at the present 
time •. His educational background is unknown however, it is 
believed that he is not in good health at the present time and 
possi~ly has a. tuberculosis problem. Mrs. Carter reports that 
she hJs not seen Charles Carter for .the past five years. Last 
known he was working in construction wor~ and is known to be 
"a heavy drinker". 

The imvestigation revealed that Mrs. Carter was never married 
to the subject's father however, it is found that she was 
marriJd to Charles Carter on July 2, 1962 in Esmont by one 

I 

Rev. Ward who is now deceased. Mrs. Carter reports having 
separ~ted from Mr. carter during the year of 1965 and "he would 
not work and would drink.all of the time." She also states that 
he got trifling. From all indications the marriage appears to 
have ~een a stormy one and one which was very unstable and appeared 
to be·contributing little to a positive home and family environment. 

I 
The· stlbject has the·· following brothers and sisters: 

ViviaJ Lewis Harris, age 34, is married however, separated and 
at the present time resides~ in New York City and her present 
employment is unknown. 

Jerry·Lewis, age 26, is married and divorced and is presently 
residing in New York City and was last employed in a cleaning 
establishment. 

I 
Mickey Mayo Lewis, age 19, is not married and resides in the 
family home at 313 4th Street, Charlottesville, Virginia and is 
employed by the Yellow Cab Company. 

Emma Daisey Lewis, age 18, is not married and presently resides 
at 107 8th Street, N.W. and her present employment is unknown. 

l 
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Freema,n Allen Lewis, age 15, attends Buford Junior High School 
in Ch9rlottesville, Virginia and presently resides with his 
mother at 313 4th Street, s.w. in Charlottesville, Virginia. 

The hqme and neighborhood in which the subject has been reared 
has consistantly been very unstable as is known by the prior 
recorq of the subject's mother wherein she was sentenced to the 
Industrial Farm for Women of the State for neglecting her child­
ren. The family has never had a positive male figure in the 
home for the children to identify with and admittedly 
Mrs. Carter has had difficulty in raising her children. It 
should be noted however that in spite of the instability of 
the family internally the family has shown little mobility in 
that ~t has moved only three times within the past ten years 
and ort each occasion has. simply moved to another residence in 
the City of Charlottesville. At the present address the family 
is re~ting a two bedroom part of a duplex and the rent is in the 
amount of $72.50 per month. At the present time the family is 
resid~ng in a high delinquency section of the City of Charlottes­
ville. Living conditions leave something to be desired in thut 
the home has a very strong odor of mildew is unpainted, however, 
it should be noted that the conditions are tidy. This seems to 
indicate that Mrs. Carter does make some effort to do the best she 
can under the circumstances in which the family lives. It should 
be no~ed that prior to the present location the family lived in 
the Cqmmerce Street section of Vinegar Hill which was then demolished 
some years ago. 

The £4mily relations in the home appear to have been lacking those 
ingredients which lead to stable family relationships. This is 
noted:by the inconsistancy in discipline in the home which has also 
contributed to the internal. conflicts of the children in the family. 
There appears to have been difficulty in the fact that Mrs. Carter 
has been both disciplinarian and mother to the children and she 
readily admits that she has had little training in knowing how to 
be a mother and provider for the children. Mrs. Carter's main 
energ~es have been taken up by being a provider to the family which 
she sees as her main role in the home at the present time. 
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PERSON~L BACKGROUND: 

The su~ject Nelson James Lewis was born on 3/27/55 in the City 
of Charlottesville, Virginia. His infancy was "normal" as reported 
by his; mother in that he.was a good child and never "caused much 
trouble". Mrs. Carter continues to see her son as a good son 
inspite of his difficulty and believes that he simply has gotten. 
with ":the wrong crowd". 

During an interview with the subject it was noted that he showed 
a great deal of remorse for his present difficulty with the Court 
«s wel1 as his past violations of the law. Nelson readily admits 
to stealing clothes, candy and cigarettes in his early teenage 
years due to the fact .that he reports that he never had any ir.oney 
while at the same time wanting the things "that other kids had". 
Nelson,' s teenage years have been somewhat stormy in that his poverty 
has encouraged him to accept anti-social methods of satisfying his 
needs.' He states that he has frequently ttied to find jobs in order 
to earn money to pay for "stuff like other kids did". His main 
desire: in li.fe is to find good custodial type work and he reports 
having received some training in this at the University of Virginia. 
Nelson states that he never had money to buy his lunch or to buy 
things like other peers and he also remarks that when working at 
the University of Virginia janitorial work that he would bring his 
money home to his mother and that she would always ask for more and 
would :not allow him to keep any for himself. After giving her his 
money ,he would then go out and steal in order to meet his own needs. 

The in:vestigation reveals that from November, 1963 to February, 
1964 while in school the subject was involved with homosexual 
activ~ties with another 12 year old student. On occasion the subj~ct 
was known to masturbate in the school classroom which increased his 
school problems and adjustment made more difficult. Reports indicate 
that the subject's social skills have been poorly developed that 
he ha~ been neglected and that his home life has been filled with 
inconsistant and arbitrary disciplinary measures. 

The subject's involvement with the Juvenile Court is as follows; 

On 4/~9/66 the subject was committed to the Charlottesville City 
Depar~ment of Public Welfare and placed in foster care. 
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On 11(28/67 after a second attempt to place the subject in a 
second foster home which was unsuccessful he was committed to 
the State Department of Welfare and Institutions of the State 
of Virginia. 

On 12/23/69 the subject was released for aftercare supervision. 

12/8/,70 Nelson appeared in Juvenile Court once again for tres­
passing and was placed on probation supervision therefore his 
aftericare supervision was terminated on 1/14/71. 

Nelso:n was released from probation supervision on 7/29/71. 

Durin1g an interview with the subject he expressed· a great deal 
of remorse in realization and yet bewilderment as to how to 
resolve his present difficulties. Nelson seems to understand 
that his methods of meeting his n~eds are not good but ye~ secs 
himself as being _..!hwarted __ in all attempts to improve himselL 
Nclso;n seems to see himself as being somewhat worthless and 
causi:ng people a great deal of difficulty and by· so doing beco;·nes 
very discouraged with any attempts to help himself or to accept 
those, attempts of others in his rehabilitation. 

The s:ubject' s educationa·l background begain when he attended the 
Waverly Yowell Elementary School in Madison, Virginia. He attended 
this ;school in the 1st and 2nd grades and then transferred to 
JeffE~rson Elementary School in Charlottesville for the remainder 
of the second grade and the third grade. .He also attended the 
Clarke Elementary School for the 4th, 5th and 6th grades. He then 
after completing his elementary work attended Buford Junior High 
Schoql in Charlottesville for the 7th and part of the 8th grade. 
The school records show that Nelson dropped out of school while in­
the ~th grade and was finally excused from the State's Compulsory 
Attendance Law on April 23, 1971 by Court Order. Therefore thQ 
recotds show that Nelson has a 7th grade education. The records 
show some difficulty with his adjustment in school, weak adjustment 
is indicated by his low grades. However, it should be noted that 
he did well in the 7th grade by getting mostly C's and D's however 

I 

in the 8th grade he began getting all F's • The records do not 
indi~ate but it appears that his promotion in school have been of 
a soci:ial type in that he was simply moved along in the educati_onal 
processes due to his age not necessarily due to his academic 
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accomRlishments. In October, 1970 the subject received the 
Otis Quick Scoring Test and received a score of 68. During 
the sa;me month he was also given the Differential Apptitude 
Test and scored in the lower quarter. While in the 7th grade 
Nelsor+ was given readily tests which showed that he was four 
to fi~e years behind in his reading ability. Therefore, it 
appears that this was one reason why he may have done poorly 
in sc!lool academically and finally dropped out while in the 8th 
grade.1 Evidentially Nelson found the academic world unrewarding 
which;is indicated by the fact that he was frequently absent. 
from .~chool. 

The s~bject's health at the present time is satisfactory and 
he and his mother report no physical difficulties. It should 
be not:ed however, that in his early years the subject received 
a serious burn on both of his feet which necessitated skin being 
graft~d from his back. Mrs. Carter also reports that Nelson had 
an operation on his right eye at about the age of eight due to 
a blood clot from having bottle caps thrown in his eye by another 
boy. He was given an eye examination which indicated that his 
right eye has a 20/200'Vision and his left eye has a 20/20 vision. 

There seems to be some question as to Nelson's emotional and 
mental health which is indicated by various tests which he has 
been <.)Jiven.· In November of 1969 the subject was given the 
WISC ±ests and he received a verbal IQ score of 65. On the 

I 

Rorscl:lach Test he received a performance score of 82 and on the 
Bendet-Gestalt Test he received a full scale score of 70. All 
these' indicate that he is of borderline intelligence. The 
examining psychologist believes that the low scores are due to 
cmoti~nal problems and his educational deficiencies. The tests 
also reveal that the subject needs very strong support of counsel­
ling in order to make a strong identity with a positive male 
figure. The tests also reveal that the subject tends to project 
his o'Wn aggre:;si.veness on to others and appears very suspicious. 
He is easily angred by his peers but seems to tolerate and adjust 
fairly well to the direction given to him by adults. Projective 
tests show that he feels negative towards himself, is aggressive 
in na~ure and frequently expects rejection by people .in general. 
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It sho,uld be noted that the subject has a Sickle Cell trait 
which is a physical problem wherein the subject should avoid 
travel in air ctaft. 

I 
The subject has had very little if _any religious training in 
his hdme. However, he does state that while at Hilnover School 
for Bdys he did attend Chapel and upon returning to the 
community for aftercare supervision he began attending church 
howeve,r, this was only for a very short time and has not attended 
any re'ligious services during the past year. He reports that 
this i1s not encouraged in his home but does feel a need to do 

I so. 

Nelson:'s employment records consist mainly of having gone through 
custodial training at the University of Virginia in the Department 
of Buildings and Grounds wherein he earned $1.60 per hour. This 
trainiing was provided the subject by Virginia Vocational Rehabil­
itation Department andthe training began on 11/27/71 and termin­
ated Qn 1/14/72. The subject apparently could have been placed 
permanently in the custodial staff at the University of Virginia 
in th~ Buildings and Grounds Department however, the subject left 
at th¢ end of this training program. The fact that the subject 
left at the end of his training program but yet wants to be a 
custodian seems to be contradictory and the subject could not give 
any reason for this apparent contradiction. He states that his 
reaso11 for leaving the University was simply that he was not 
making enough money to meet the needs required of him by his home 
enviornment. Nelson admits to having other odd jobs in the 
comi.~unity and earning a few dollars here and there whenever needed. 

Nelso~'s hobbies seem to be mainly in drawing. He states that he 
likes.to sketch in pencil people and buildings and he reports that 
he would like to become better in this area. He states that he 
does not intend to do anything professionally with it but simply 
to us¢ this as a hobby. 

I 

Respectfully Submitted:__ · 

~~d~ 
j(';fhur G. Daniels 
CHIEF: PROBATION OFFICER 
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CHILDREN'S SERVICE CENTER 
1312 Lane Road 

Charlottesville, Virginia 

Mis~ Jean Kelly 
Casework Supervisor 
Department of Public Welfare 
Nioway Building 
Charlottesville, Virginia 

I 

Dea~ Miss Kelly: 

June 17, 1966 

Re: Nelson James Lewis 
:O.O.B. 3-27-55 

I s~w this boy recently at the Children's Service ,Center 
in ~esponse to your request for evaluation prior to final 
placement for this boy. ·We had seen tlis lad in January 
of 1960 at the request of the City Welfare Department for 
psychological and behavior evaluation. At the time that 
we saw him he had just· recovered from some rather severe 
burns on the legs and buttocks for which he had had skin 
grafts. At that time, he achieved an I.O. of 109 on the 
Rev~sed Stanford-Binet Scale, F~rm L. 

Tl•e: evaluation of the examiner was as follows: "From the 
ev<:l'luation and interpretation of tests and observed be­
huv1ior this boy seems to be of good normal intelligence 
wi'tjh an I.Q. range in the upper normal level. He can re­
late to others. Although he does not respond readily to 
adult commands, he can, modify his urge to resist. He can 
show affection and appears to want it and certainly needs 
it. He does have overly assertive and oppositional trends1 
but in general he shows good inner resources." 

From'\:he way the boy has developed, from the account of his 
behavior, and from the account of his deprived care and 
guidance, it seems that he has not developed anywhere near 
his propensities. The issue now is what to do with him~ 
that is, either institutional care or foster care. 

,,,.,.,... ...... . 
t 'li•.r-.no 
1CO~V 

1><· .. ;;c,·, 
•COPY f 

.. ·---·~·----·n r-~ ! ' 1· ,., ;· ·•. 

' 1~~~'$', 
·---------'~ n ---······--· ---- .. ,.._. 

' ' ' 
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1
Jean Kelly -2-

June 17, 1966 
Re: 1Nelson James Lewis 

I 

I saw the boy June 3, 1966. He is very small and wiry for 
his qge. He says he's only in the second grade and I can 
see why. His reading is very inadequate, his word recogni­
tion ,being only at a second grade, four months level. His 
paragraph reading is at about a beginning second grade. 

He i~presses me as still having his innate intellectual 
abil~ty but certainly he does poorly when it comes to areas 
of information, vocabulary and judgment. On performance 
item9 of the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, he 
did very well, indicating his basic innate intelligence. 

He sl~owed no resistiveness at all until late in the hour and 
then he would· not speak at all. In response to my one rule 
that'I have here with children, that is they must do some­
thing and if they can not do something they must walk, I 
took' him to the basement to have him walk the floor with me 
&nd he became very extravagant in his resistiveness by 
shouting and screaming and swin;j_ng his fists at me. \Vhen 
he saw that this was to no avail, he broke down completely 
on<l became very infantile, calling for his mama, sobbing 
<lc.sp¢ratcly with mucus and :saliva dripping from his nose 
ancJ. tnouth. 

I ao 1 not regard the boy 'as having a bad character disorder; 
that. is, an associal or dyssocial personality disturbance. 
He's quite a stubborn, unrealized boy. The biggest problem 
in p~anning for him overall is his academic defects. He's 
going to have to have special education which is probably 
going to be unavailable in most foster placements, particul­
arly! if they are out of the city. 

( The disposition that would probably get at the majority of 

\ 
his !needs; that is, remeaial education, habit training, ais­
cipliine and as much adult male supervision as possible, would 

{ be at Central State Hospital in the Child and Adolescent 
' Warai. -·i;hen perhaps at the end of the· year 'he could be-re-

L 
oval'uatod and a decision made to leave him there or return 
him to foster care. 

This' boy is getting old enough now so that if he does not 
begi,n to perform in school in the next couple of years, I 
doubt if he goes much further. 

Anotiher possibility might be the Negro Virginia Baptist 
Hom~ for Children. I can't think of any other possibility. 
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·Miss Jean Kelly -2-
Jun~ 17, 1966 
Re: . Nelson James Lewis 

If there is any further way that I can be.of service to 
thi~ boy, please adv.ise • 

.:J"EHtswh 
! 

1;i;:;;o1 . __ ·······--·----:------fi\COl>Y n·· .. -
! ., I·.•• '. .. , 
l ,, ' ' 

i 
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PSYCHOLOGICAL REPORT 

NiAME: Lewis, Nelson James N/M 20447 

SPASE: 4th BORN: 3/27/55 AGE: 14-7 

DATE TESTED: 11/12/69 

BREVIOUS TEST: 8/16/66 WISC Verbal Scale I. Q. 76, 
Performance Scale I. Q. 74, 
Full Scale I. Q. 72 

12/12/67 Bata I. Q. 85, WRAT 2.6 

REASON FOR REFERRAL: 

rESTS ADMINISTERED: 

WAC 
Rorschach 
TAT 
Bendar-Costair 
tAT~PAP 

A psychological is necessary and 
requested by the Eighth Regional 
Juvenile and Domestic Relations 
Court for placement. 

WISC SCORES: 

Verbal I. Q. 65 
Performance I. Q. 82 
Full Scale I. Q. 78 

OBSERVATIONS AND INTERVIEW: 

Nelson was a small, friendly boy who cooperated quite well 
and was reasonably well motivated. There were several 
instances where he was discouraged and wanted to give up 
0n a problem he considered too difficult for him to solve 
but he was responsive to encouragement. 

Nelson feels that he is getting along all right at Hanover 
where he goes to school in the morning and works in the 
tailor ship in the evening. Although he has been getting 
4seful training in the tailor shop, his ambition is to 
become an artist because he enjoys drawing pictures. 

~elson's mother has only been to Hanover twice to visit 
her son and he is eagerly looking forward to returning to 
the community and rejoining his family. He has difficulty 
yerbalizing his feelings about his mother and became quite 
~efensive in spite of her obvious lack of concern for 
fuim. 
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TESTS RESULTS: 

Results of the WISC indicate that Nelson was functioning 
at the lower limit of the borderline range of intelligence 
at the time of testing. His potential is estimated to be 
higher but it appears doubtful that he can ever .function 
dn a higher level. There was a good deal of intertest 
scatter with scores ranging from defective to average. 
His verbal scores were markedly lower than performance 
scores, seemingly because of both emotional problems and 
educational deficiency. In add~tion, it was noted that 
there was a considerable amount of intratest scatter 
whereby'Nelson would miss easy items but answer correctly 
on more difficult ones. 

Nelson's lowest scores were on tests of social compre­
hension and arithmetic. His social skills are poorly 
developed and he shows the effects of neglect and in­
oonsi stent or arbitrary discipline. Nelson's store of 
~actual information is limited as is his immediate recall. 
He has considerable difficulty concentrating and paying 
close attention. 

Nelson is a very concrete youngster and is unable to deal 
with abstract concepts. 

Nelson's visual motor skills are under average and his 
execution of the Bender figures indicates that he is 
very careless. He works quickly but does not check his 
work for errors. His potential for rote learning is 
good. 

The projectives reveal a rather negativistic and aggressive 
~outh who expects to be rejected by the environment. He 
sees the environment as barren and unyielding, unable to 
f'urnish the grati·fication of his needs. He projects 
much of his own aggressiveness onto others and is quite 
suspicious. He has developed some tolerance for frustra­
tion and limited control over his impulses where adults 
are concerned but is easily angered by his peers. He has 
some ego strength but will very likely need supportive 
counseling in order to function effectively in a less­
structured environment. Nelson is striving to make a 
satisfactory sexual adjustment and has been able to make 
a more positive identification with male figures of 
a'uthori ty. 

I 

! 
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Although Nelson's potential is probably higher than the 
I~ Q. scores indicate, it seems unlikely that he can 
function in a regular classroom situation and it is 
recommended that he be enrolled in a special education 
ciass. It is also recommended that he be in close 
c~ntact with a strong masculine figure who can offer 
b0th support and encouragement. 

Eleanor S. Friedenberg 
Staff Psychologist 
Mobile Psychiatric Clinic 
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THE CLERK: The case of the Commonwealth vs. 

Nelson James Lewis. 

MR. CAMBI)JS: May it please the Court· Tnts 
I 

is the matter of Nelson James :,ewis, a j. u v -- ~ t ., ,. · · •· •1 I '":'"•I, .I,, t.. t'\ < J ~ i 

! 
l 

has been indicted by the Grand Jury of this Court o. 

two indictments and each indictment containing two 

counts. 

I think that the record should show th;it thi 

matter was first brought 1n juvenile court on ... 

The petitions that were brought before that court 

contained the same charge.a, and the juvenile court 

heard the evidence in the cases. 

At the hearing in juvenile court, Nelson 

James Lewis was represented by counsel and that his 

mother was present. 

: The juvenile court pursuant to §16.1-176.1, 

found and entered an order stating that the welfare 

and best interest of the child requires that the 

State should assume his guardianship. 

Pursuant to §16.1-176, I, as Commonwealth's 

Attorney gave within three days provided by statute 

the necessary notice in order to bring this matter 

before the Grand Jury. 

The recorct will show, Your Honor, this 

juvenil.E! __ has .Previously been before the juvenile 
Page two 
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court on several occasions. At least one of these I 
I 
I 

occasions being on a charge if committed by an ad 'J l. ~ 
i 

. I 

could result in a penitentiary sentence of 20 year~ I 

or more. 

Others of those occasions being ..• having 

to do with charges indicatine; a viciousness of 

character and all of which permit the action t~at I 

have taken ur1der Code §16 .1-176. 

And that is the way the matter is brought 

here today. Among the court papers there is, Your 

Honor, a certiried social study which was considere 

by the court below in connection with its determina ion 

and proper disposition or the matter. 

I think that the 8tatute also requires that 

such a study be before this court or this court can 

make ' study of jts own with this study which was 

prepared fairly recently. I would assume that this 

court would not feel it necessary to make another 

study and I think the matter is ready for- a hearin 

today. 

Page three 
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We have had one previous hearing in the sam 

connection, Your Honor, 1n which counsel for the 

defendant has moved to quash the indictment on the 

grounds that my action - the action that I have 

.taken .as ... ~.ttlllth' a Attorney is barred by 

Pa e three 

§16.1-176.1. The Court .has overruled defense 

counsel on that motion. 

I think at the same time defens~ counsel 

excepted and saved the point for purposes G~ appeal~ 

Pa e four 
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-· ~·- -·~- ·-·-.--R _._._ 

Now the two indi~tments that we have, one 

charges a statutory burgla1·y in a Baptist Church 

on the first count, grand larceny of United States 

currency of more than a $100, that is the second 

count. 

The first count, Your Honor~ rests on fairl 

thin evidence. I think the evidence would be more 

than sufficient ~o sustain it but because there 1s 

some doubt - small doubt in my mind on it, I would 

ask that as to the indictment that .he be arraigned 

on the second count only. 

The other indictment, I think that he shoul 

be arraigned on both counts. 

THE COURT: 1 believe that I have here a 

subpoena f'or :)aisy Lewis Carter who I be 11eve is 

the· mother of the defendant. Is Daisy Lewis Carter 

in the court room? 

~AISY LEWIS CARTER: Yes, sir~ 

THE COURT: I belive that you have been serve 

with a copy of this eubpoena? 

_____ DAISY I.EWTS Co:El'l'RR1 Yee, air. 
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THE COURT: To the effect that your son was 

!?,Otng t (l be tPied here thts aft'.C'rnoon'? 

DA J ~.y LEWIS CARTER: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: 'I'ha t is ,.::orrect? 

DIASY LEWIS CARTEP: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: Now, Mr. Chandler, you have been 

appointed as an attorney f•;,r the defendant? 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: And you have served as an attorne 

all or the way through this proceeding, is that 

correct? 

MR. CHANDLER: No, Your Honor, Mr. Huff was 

originally appointed. I had been appointed to a 

companion case, Mr. James Seay involving two or the 

counts. And I b&l1eve it was the Court's opinion 

at th,t time. s~veral weeks ago, to appoint myself 

in place of ~r. Huff. 

THE COURT: I see. 

MR. CHANDLER: Mr. Huff handled the affair 1 

j uv.enile court. 
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MR. CAMBLOS: I believe.that Mr. Huff was 

appointed 1n juvenile court. 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes, I believe that he was. 

THE COURT: I think that there is only one 

othe~_ step. The QQ_urt has read the social studv 

Page five 
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history of Nelson James Lewis prepared by the Eightl 

I 
Regional Juvenile Domestic PPlat1on Court .by .ti.r~ Lu~ 

D. Daniels, and I believe it wouid bt> a questior: o·! 

whether the Court would find he should be treatej 

aa a juvenile or an adult. 

I think that should be determined before ne 

is arraigned. 

MR. CAMBLOS: Perhaps, Your Honor, unless you 

feel that the evidence in this case might have an 

1nfluemce on your de~1s1on ••.. 
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THE COURT: I think probably the proper 

the first procedure is for me to find that he shoul 

be treated as an adult and he then can be arraigned 

I could hear the case and after hearing all of the 

evidence, if. the Court reaches a contrary conclusio , 

I coup.a chan~".e my mind but if he isn't arraigned 

and treated as an adult throughout, I don't see ..• 

it would then be necessary to have another trial 

arter his arrai~nment. 

MR. CAMBLOS: I think that would be entirely 

correct, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: The Court r6r purposes of the 

record will find that after carefully reading and 

considering this report prepared for the Juvenile 

and Doauntig RelatieAe Oottrt aA4 oePtifiea ~e thte 
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court by the clerk thereof that this defendant 

should be treated ae an adult. 

MR. CH1~,NDLER: We would . except to the t·u 1 Jr .. ·, 

Your.Honor. i 
I 

THE COURT: All right. ! think that it will ~iw 
be in order for the defendant to be arrai~ned. 

THE CLERK: Your name ts Nelson James Lewis? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir. 

THE CLF:RK: Mr .. Lewis, . you have. been ind 1 cted 

by the Grand Jurprs of the Commonwealth of V1r~in1a 

in and for the City of Charlot~esville at the June 

Term 1972, with two counts - two indictments. 

Number one charges that on or about May 30, 

1972 in the City of Charlottesville that you did 

feloniously break and enter in the nighttime the 

store,oom or the Charlottesv111~ Apartments, Inc., 

a corporation trading as the Tarleton Square Apart-

I 

ments, with attempt to commit larceny therein, agai st 

the peace.and dignity of the Commonwealth. How do 

· yo~ plead to this charge? 

THE DEFENDANT: Not guilty. 

THE CLERK: You plead not guilty? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir. 

THE CLERK: The second coul'lt or this indict-

~~nt charges that on or about May 30. 1972 in th~ 

Parse seven 
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City of Charlottesville that you did feloniously I 
take, steal and carry away farn1ture or a movins VF:~ 

i 

or a value 01· ~ore than a tlOO, th~ property nf 

I 
I 
l 

Charlottesville Apa~tments Inc. a corporation trad1$~ 
i 

as Tarleton Squar~ Apartmenl8 with intent to depr1v~ 

the owner the possession thereof, against the pe~ce 

and dignity of the Commonwealth. How do you pleS;d 

to this charge? 

THE DEFENDANT: Not guilty. 

THE CLERK: In indictment number two 1t charr: 3 

that on or about May 30, 1972, 1n the City of Char-

lottesv1lle that you did feloniously take, steal 

and carry away more than $100 in United States Curr ncy . 

a billfold the property_ therein, and all the proper y 

of Lucille Holland with.intent to deprive permanent y 

the o,ner the no~session thereof against the peace 

· and dignity of the Commonwealth. How do you plead 

to this charge? 

THE DEFENDANT: Not guilty. 

MR. CAMBLOS: May it please the Court: At 

the previous hearinp in this court, on motion of 

defense counsel and in the presence of the defendan , 

defense counsel stated to the Court and to the 

Commonwealth's Attorney that there was no contest 

as to the facts in these cases, or at least that 

Page eight 
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was my understanding. 
-·--1 

I 
I 
I 

! 
MU. CHANDLER: That is correct. 

MR. CAMBLOS: The Commonwealth 1s here p:·epar1ci 

to try these cases on gu 11 ty p 1 eas today. but on 

the admissions as to facts, I well understand that 

for purposes of saving these t~chnlcal points, the 

defendant should plead not guilty but I would like 

assurance at this ttme that the facts are admitted. 

MR. CHANDLER: It was· strictly done f~r the 

point of appeal attacking the jurisdiction of this 

court. 

THE COURT: Well, I think very probably that 

he should not plead guilty if he wanted to question 

the jurisdiction of the court to try it and I think 

that was the proper procedure but it is my under-

stand'fg 
I 

that there is no contest as to the facts? 

MR •. CHANDLER: No, Your Honor, Mr. Camblos 

stated correctly that we •.• 

BY THE COURT: 

Q Will you remain standing? I have some quest! ns 

to ask you. What is your age? 

A Seventeen. 

Q I believe that you were seventeen on the 

twenty- seventh day of March or this year, is that 

correct? -·· -----·------
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A Yes, sir. 

Q Have you seen a copy of the indictments? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q And you understand the charges against you? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Have you conferred with your attorney about 

the charges against yoti? 

A Yee, sir. 

Q ,Have you talked to Mr. Chandler? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you know how many times that you have tal ed 

to him an~ how long? Maybe, Mr. Chandler has kept 

a record of that, do you know how much time that 

you have spent talking to the defendant about this 

1 case? 

iMR. CHA~DLER: Like I say, Your Honor, Mr. 

Huff was also talking to him. I talked to him ' 

several times. I have spoken to him in jail and I 

have spoken to him, of course, we had a hearing, 

and prior to that hearing and subsequent to the 

l~st hearing, I have spoken to him. I have spoken 

to him toady and on Tuesday down at the jail, so, 

I would say five times - four or five times. 

MR. CAMBLOS: Your Honor, perhaps, the recor 

should show that Mr. Huff and Mr. Chandler are 
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partners. 

THE COURT: All right, sir. Now, my question 

is directed to the defendant. Have you had ample 

time to talk to Mr. Chandler about any defense that 1 

you might have to thes~ charges? 

A Sir? 

Q Have you had plenty of time to talk to Mr. 

Chandler about any defenses that you might have? 

A ··No, sir. 

Q You haven't had time? 

A No, sir. 

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Chandler, we will 

suspend here a moment, will you take him into the 

jury room and confer with him? 

MR. CHANDLER: Fpr the record, Your Honor, 

I woul~ state that I have conferred' at length with 

Mr. Huff and I can state that I know that the de-

fendant had spoken 1n length to Mr. Huff about his 

defense. 

THE COURT: He has also talked to you, has 

he? 

MR. CHANDLER: Yes, sir, he has. 

THE COURT: That is what we were talking abo 

when you said that you had talked to him? 
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Q Do you understand that you cart either be trie 

by a jury or tried by the court without a jury? You 

are now being tried by the court without a jury, is' 

that what you want? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Have you talked to Mr. Channler about whethe 

you want to be tried without a jury or with a _jury? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Do you understand the questions that I have 

asked you? 

A Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: All right, thank you very much. 

The Court accepts your pleas. 

MR. CAMBLOS: May it please the Court: The 

Cormnonwealth will also waive trial by jury. 

1 THE COURT: All right. 

MR. CAMBLOS: Your Honor, with consent of 

defense counsel I believe that I can state to the 

Court the pertinent facts in these cases although 

I have witnesses in the court room to prove most o 

the facts. 

A portion or the case as to the theft from 

Lucille Holland, I would have to call her if the 

Court feels it ts necessary and she is, I believe, 

ayai_labl~_!_ _______ _ 
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The cases are just what has been stated, Your 

Honor. Lucille Holland worked at a church school, 

not a Sunday School but during the week they have 

children there at this church. They are taught and 

taken care or there and Lucille Holland is one of 

the persons working in this capacity. 

On the day stated in the indictment, she wen 

there and put her purse in a closet and then went 

about her duties in connection with the school. 

While she was out of the room where the clos t 

was, the defendant came there and went into the 

closet. He found her purse 
1
and took her billfold 

containing some $115.00 and sneaked away with it. 

Later, Mr. Bullock who is the caretaker ror 

the Tarleton Square Apartments checked the apartmen a 

before retiring for the evening. He closed d 

various doors and whatnot and during the course of 

the evening, he went to his apartment and when he 

was getting ready to go to bed, he heard a noise. 

He and his son went back out and looked 

around and they didn't see anything. He started ba k 

to bed again he heard a noise. He went down and 

round the defendant with an adult named Seay and 

whom the court has already tried in this connectio 

----~---_.,c ..... n.u.mu..jun.Mg"---'furi..:.in ..... m"'--t...,pu.e~ ... •t.....u.nr~• ... r .... n...,nllMm.__.n ... a .. r~t.__..o .... r__.t,..h-e.__a .. p .... a ... r_.t ... mlMe-..n .... t ..... s---
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They had some moving pads that the corporat1 
I 

had stored 1n the storeroom th~re. And they also hac, 

I believe, some candles or a small value. 

The padding that they had taken was worth, 

I have forgotten the exact amount but about $200.00 

or $300.00. 

Mr. Bullock held the defendant and his com-

panion there until the police could be called. When 

the polJce were called, the defendant and his com-

~anion were arrested. 

After having his rights under the Miranda 

decision expla1ne1 to him, the police questioned 

the defendant, and he admitted that he was the one 

who had taken this Lucille Holland's money. 

Your Honor, you have seen the social study 

. made b~ the juvenile court personnel in this case • 

. This .defendant has been in trouble, most any kind 

· that you could mention from the time he was old 

enough to get into trouble. 

There is little 1r anything in the social 

study to recommend him tor probation or recommend 

him ror being treated as a juvenile and sent to 

some juvenile training school. 

I think that this defendant has demonstrate 

that the only t;hing that is_going t_o get him 
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straightened out is to realize that he must be 

answerable for his serious wrongdoinp.:. These are 

serious cases. The court could sentence him on the e 

charges on which he has heen arraigned to a total 

of 60 years under the statute. 

Of course, that 1s not called for but I do 

feel he has previously been to the State's train1ng 

school for juv~niles and I feel, Your Honor, the 

only proper disposition of this case now is to find 

him guilty and sentence him to the penitentiary, an 

I believe that we should in connection with that 

recommend that he be sent to Southampton. 

Southampton is a place for young offenders. 

He will be given an opportunity to improve himself, 

to complete his education and learn a trade and he 

can do1a11 of these things if he will apply himself 

I believe that from the standpoint in the 

interest of society and to the defendant, Your Hono , 

that is where he should be sent but if something 

isn't done with him and he continues the kind of 

behavior that he has indulged in up to this point 

that sooner or later he is going to get seriously 

hurt or he is going to seriously hurt somebody and 

commit even more sertoua crimes. 

Page sixteen 
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I would recommend to the Court that on these I 
I 

! 
! 

1-\n.] T l)elieve u· 1
1e car> 01· will apply '1L··; '-- i; 

I 

he can ther: come from .3oc.1t.hampton as a good cit:>:~n . 

.)f c.our:s~. he ""'rc.:.ld he P.rititled to cred1.t f("l" time 

he has alr0a 11y been locked up in connection wlth 

t_hese charp-e::;. 

THE COURT: All r.tght, Mr. Chandler. 

MH. Clri\iJDLER: Your Honor, for the record, 

I again renP.w my motion to quash the indictments on 

the grounds that the court lacks jurisdiction. 

I would also ask the court as the court stat d 

at the beg1nn1nc of the trial that after hearing th 

evidence if it would be or the opinion to change 

its i1nd, I would ask that Mr. Lewis be treated as 

a juvenile. 

The facts that you have before you .show that 

the Juvenile and Domestic Relations ~ourt Judge 

Zehler certified in public interest, in the interes 

or society and to the Commonwealth or Virginia that 

this boy be treated as a juvenile and sent to Beau 

mont. 

The evidence here shows that he had taken 

Pa~e seventeen 
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nway somf' $1J5.00, I heJ.1eve 1 t was, and he ii:1d 

~~ai~, none of th0 crtm~1 had any aura ~f 

violence about them. No one wa~ injured 1n the er!~ 

that wert? comm1 tted. 'I'h<> .:,ocial Rt11dy repori., '{uu~ 

Honor, ha~ hef·:>rP h1m sh:.JWS that the boy is really 

R classJc ex~nple not from a broken home but nc 

hor:te at 111. The father's whereabouts unknown. ::e 

never !'f~ally hact a father and he had many, many 

problems that I am not going into but the court 

has th1s report before him and has access tb it. I 

think in a case such as this that leniency could be 

given. That this is a proper case for it and under 

the circumstances I w~uld think that this boy would 

have a much h~tter chance of rehabilitating himself 

at this sta~P being treat~ct as a juvenile and .beln .. 

sent to Beaumont rather than being given six years 

in the pen1tent1ary system although he be sent to 

Southampton. 

I believe it would ~e judicial knowledge th t 

most of the people in the area would be a great 

deal older than he would be the boy having just 

turned seventeen 1n March, just two or three month 
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I think that under the circumstances this 

penalt.y would be a ..:..ittle !H~V!~!·e. You have the 
f 

~: o u rt ' s rJ t s ~ r e t 1 on t o t h 1. n / 2 h , · 1: t v.1 v l n g :-· fl e n t (' ~ '.' · · I 

perhaps somew~at leAs severe. 

And even 1f he ls sent to the penitentiary 

system, we would really pJt forth to the court tha' 

this boy be treated as a J~venile in accordance wit 

what the juv~nlle and domestic court jud~e has done 

THE ~·JUR':': }fow much schooling '1as he hRd? 

MP. t;HANDLER: .To the 9th. grade, Your Honor. 

T!P:: ''0'.!R'r: Did he attend school prior to 

this arrest on these dharges? 

Were you 1n school? 

THE DEFENDANT: Was I 1n school when I done 

these things? ~o, sir. 

~HE COURT: I see that in 1970 that you were 

placed on probation until the end of the school yea . 

Hare you been back? You haven't been back to schoo 

since 1970. have you? 

THE. JEFENDANT: No, sir. 

THE COURT: Anything more, Mr. Camblos? 

MH. CAMBLOS: May it please the Court: Counse 

argues that no one was hurt in connection with 

crimes. Mr. Bullock the caretaker of Tarleton 

Square Apartments .1s in the court room. The Court 
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c,"" .. a•
0

. : .. ·i observe Mr. Bullock. He tells me·. th.: __ ,.:.:_ :. : .. ·" .. wi-·er •. _-.. 1.~,.~. hsj 
'D'' )iOUnd~i Clll<i h8d the -'.':/>r'<'>ti•ker· 0{' r ''c;>r- '"'-";-,' ' 

apnrehend tr:l s :ief end ant, w~;c 1 :\ certa 1.n.ly a well 

bu11t husky seventeen year old. the results might 

have been far different. 

The ~act that no one was hurt, I think very 

well be attr1butable to Mr. Bullocks' stature. He 

had with him~ stepson who ls not quite as large ~A 

he is but very much the same st~ture, Your Honor. 

TTff r'.OURT: ·It is alwayR R difficult choice 

about what t ~J do in these cases. It seems to me t ;ia 

this young man has been sent under the juvenile 

system •.. sent to a sch0ol but that has not result d 

in getting him straightened out. 

; I think 1f he actually went to Beaumont 

where they had opportunities ror schooling and 

learinging a trade and all, there is a possibility 

that he could ~et straightened out but of course, 

unl~ss he is ~illing to do it, why, no matter wher 

he is sent, it can't be done. · 

But I think that the way that they look 

just send hi~ down there for such a short time that 

they don't hav~ any opportunity to really train, 

and for that reason, while six years may seem a 
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lon~ time but if he behaves himself and co-oLerates i . . ! 
I 

J.t, .,.;ouLl me<:.n a yneLJ· an·i :i. ~ia}f. f..nd T th irk.. : ,. ~ 

strai~htenerl nut. 

.i 
! 

'rllF \~new:•: I don't IT!ean r~eaumont - but I -:1ta!' 

Southampt'Jn. T think under the circumstances that 

this 1s worth a try or otherwl~e it is kind nf a 

hopeless sit\.:<i~1on. 

A!-:d •J.r:}.e~s !le can get straightened out, tf1' ~: 

will happen o~er and over again. Now this breakinf 

and entering, so0ner or later there is a confront:-lt icm 

betwe.en them and somebody ts cr,oinl2'; to get hurt. T 

think that thes~ arE" ser1 ous off·~nses. I am f?:01np; 
' 

to accept the recom.rner1<1a':ion of the Commonwealth's 

Attorney. 

Will the defend~nt stand? You have heard th 

recital of t'ie facts by the Commonwealth's J\tt()rney 

do you have any fault to find with the statement of 

facts as Mr. Camblos has stated them? 

THE DE?ENDANT: No, sir. 

THE CQURT: Have you anything to say or any 

reason here why you should. -~Qt be sel"!_tenced at 

Pa e twenty-one 
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this time? 

t :- ~ a.v '1 t al:? 
I 

THE DEFENDANT: No, s 1 r. i 
1'HE cn1JRT: 0!1 ind! c t:ner. t nurnb er one ~ '.lar r in9' 

you with break1n~ and enterin~ in th~ ni~httimA the 

storeroom of r~harlottesville /l.part.ments, Inc. ::t 

corpora.t·l,m trading as Tarlet::m Square .l\part.n,."rts, 

as set 0ut in the indictment, on the statement of 

counsel, and the agreed stAtement of facts, the Cou t 

finds you guilty 3S cha~~ed and I sentence you to 

serve a term of two years.in the penitentiary. 

The second count or the same indictment 

charging you with takin~, stealing, and carrying 

away r,urn 1. t ure moving pads of st value of more than 

a $JOO, the ~rop~rty of the Charlottesville Ar1rt-

ments, Inc., the Court finds you p;uilty and r sente ce 

you to serve a term of two years in the pen1tent1ar 

On indictment number two, under the second 

count charging you with stealing more than a $100 

the property or Lucille Holland, the Court finds 

you guilty and I sentence you to serve a term of 

two years in the penitentiary. You may be seated. 

Pa
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The court wishes to cite for the r~cor~ the 

+· i-1 ~it· t. }1 1" 1je fnnd ·1 n,._· ·, "" m~"" '··,, .,, ri· ·~ i.., '! .... ~ • ~·· "' ' ..... • . • l. .._"t • . .I • ... .~ t.. :1 .. J _, 

ent:ire proceedings. Thi~ dcfenJant, ·')f ~our~A '.1?..::. ~ (:·11 
I 

here th~·ough the entire proc,c>e·:linc;'.; w1 t.h h1 s a~ tr r·:)(. 

M~. ChRndler and who has capably ~epresented tne 

accused in every resp~ct. I wish to advise the de~ 

f~ndant that he has a right to appeal and it is my 

understandin~ that an appeal ... an appeal is to he 

undertaken, is that correct? 

MR. CHANJLER: Ye~, sir. Does ~he Court wish 

to appoint me'? 

THE COURT: I would be very happy if you woul 

represent him in this case. 

MR. CHANDLER: I will do it, sir. 

MR. CAMBLOS: I would move to nolle prosse 

count one of the indictment charging breaking and 

entering, theft of property from Lucille Holland. 

I would move to nolle prosse that count, Your Honor 

He was not arraigned. 

~HE COURT: All right. 

MR. CAMBLOS: That is the first count of 

indictment number two. 

Tm PORTER'S NOTE: Whereupon, Court 

stood adjourned. 
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APPENDIX I 

:VIRGINIA: AT A CORPORATION COURT 

OF THE CITY OF CHARLOTTESVILLE, ON THE LAW SIDE THEREOF, 

HELD ON THURSDAY, JULY 13, 1972. 

Present: Honorable GEORGE M. COLES 
Judge 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA Plaintiff 

Indictment No. 1 ' Count 1 - Break and enter 
Count 2 - Grand Larceny 

v. 
Indictment No. 2, Count 1 - Break and enter 

Count 2 - Grand Larceny 

NELSON JAMES LEWIS Defendant 
Date of Birth: 3/27/55 

On this day came the Commonwealth by her 

~ttorney and the defendant was led to the bar of this 
! 
,court by the Sheriff; likewise appeared L. B. Chandler, 

ur. , his attorney heretofore appointed by the court to 
' 

:represent the defendant in the defense of charges pending 

,against him. 

Thereupon the Court ordered that the evidence 

:and incidents of trial of this case be recorded by a 

court reporter, and thereupon Mrs. Elaine H. Helvin, a 

,competent court reporter, was duly sworn according to law. 

Whereupon the Commonwealth moved the court 

:to make a determination and order that the defendant who 
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i1s a juvenile, age 17, be tried as an adult on the 

indictments now pending against him, and was argued by 

counsel. The Court having maturely considered the 

ibvestigative report and social. history of the defendant· 
. ! 

prepared by Arthur G. Daniels; Probation Officer, dated 

J'une 15, 1972, and it appearing in addition that the 

dlefendant was not certified to the Grand Jury by the 

J'uvenile and Domestic Relations Court but was presented 

to a Grand Jury by the Commonweal.th Attorney after due 

n~otice to the Eighth Regional Juvenile and Domestic 
I 

Rielations Court, thi.s court now determines and orders 

that the defendant be tried as an adult in the Corporation 

Ci°urt. 
I 

Whereupon the Commonwealth moved that the 

defendant be arraigned on Indictment No. 1, Counts 1 

and 2, and on Indictment No. 2, Count 2, and there being 

n!o objection, the Court grants the motion. 
I 

Thereupon the defendant, being arraigned 

upon the indictments herein pending against him with the 

e~ception of Count 1 of Indictment No. 2, personally 

eptered his pleas of not guilty to the charges therein 

contained, and the defendant renewed his exception to 

the Court's earlier ruling denying defendant's motion to 

qjuash the proceedings in this court. 

Whereupon, with the concurrence of the 
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Attorney for the Commonwealth and of the Court herein 
: 
in.ow entered of record, the Court having determined that 

~he waiver and consent were voluntarily and intelligently 

made, the said defendant personally waived trial of this 

case against him by a jury and elected and requested that 

~he matter be wholly submitted to the Court for hearing 

and determination wi tho.ut the intervention of a jury. 

And it being stipulated by the defendant that 

there is no denial of the facts as alleged in the 

indictment and that the pleas of not guilty was entered 

by the defendant in order to preserve his right of 

~ppeal on the question of jurisdiction of the court and · 

the question of double jeopardy, the court proceeded 
'. 

to hear the evidence as agreed by counsel. 

And the Court, having fully heard the 

evidence and argument of counsel and having maturely 

considered of its judgment finds the defendant guilty 

~f each as charged; in that he did (1) on the 30th of 

~ay, 1972, feloniously break and enter in the nighttime 

the store room of Charlottesville Apartments, Inc., a 

6orporation, t/a Tarleton Square, with intent to commit 

+arceny therein; and on May 30, 1972, in said City, did 

feloniously take, steal and carry away furniture moving 

pads, of a value of more than $100.00, the property of 

Charlottesville Apartments, Inc., a corporation, t/a 
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Tarleton Square, with intent to deprive permanently the 

qwner of possession thereof, and (2) on the 2nd day of 

March, 1972, in said City, did feloniously take, steal 

and carry away more than $100.00 in United States 

currency, a billfold and property therein, all the 

property of Lucille Holliday with intent to deprive 

permanently the owner of possession thereof, and fixes 

his punishment at confinement in the penitentiary system 

' of the Commonwealth for a term of two (2) years on each 
I 

of two (2) counts of Indictment No. 1 and on Count No. 2 
I 

df Indictment No. 2, a total of six (6) years with the 

Juggestion that consideration be given to assigning him 
I 
I to the correctional farm at Southhampton, Virginia, where 
I 

he may receive training. 
i 

i And it being demanded of the defendant if 

~nything for himself he had or knew to say why judgment 

should not be pronounced against him, according to law, 

cind nothing being offered or alleged in delay of judgment, 

i!t is, therefore adjudged and ordered that the defendant 

be confined in the penitentiary of this Commonwealth for 
i 

a term of six (6) years, the period of confinement by the 

Court in its judgment ascertained; subject, 'however, to 

a: credit thereon from June 9, 1972, to date hereof, a 

total of 35 days, and the defendant was advised by the 

Court of his right of appeal. 
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At each and every stage of the trial of this 

rcase the defendant, Nelson James Lewis, had been personally 

present, and his above named attorney was likewise 

personally present and capably represented the defendant. 

Likewise the defendant's mother, Daisey Lewis Carter was 

present in the courtroom during the entire proceedings, 

in response to a subpoena duly served. 

And the defendant was remanded to jail to 

await transfer to the penitentiary there to execute the 

sentence imposed. 
I 

Whereupon the Commonwealth Attorney moved 
I 

the Court to enter a nolle prosequi to charges contained 

~n Count 1 of Indictment No. 2, which motion, upon due 

consideration by the court, was granted, and such nolle 

prosequi is here entered of record. 

********** 

/s/ George M. Coles, Judge 

********** 

LAW ORDER BOOK 34, PAGE 260 

A Copy Teste: 

Qarl E. Hennrich, Clerk 

ls/ Ruby G. Walker, Deputy Clerk 
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APPENDIX J 

' 

VIRGINIA: IN THE CORPORATION COURT OF THE CITY OF 
CHARLOTTESVILLE 

GOIVIMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
! 

v:. NOTICE OF APPEAL 

NELSON JAMES LEWIS 
I 

To The Honorable Carl E. Hennrich, Clerk Of The Above 

Styled Court. 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

Notice is hereby given that the Defendant, 
; 

Nelson James Lewis, files his notice of appeal to his 

6onviction by order of The Corporation Court Of The City 
i 

Of Charlottesville dated July 13, 1972, and will apply 
.. 
to the Justices of The Supreme Court Of Appeals Of 

iirginia for a Writ of Error. 

i 
. i 

ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR 

The following errors are assigned to the 

judgment of The Corporation Court Of Charlottesville 

entered on July 13, 1972: 

1. That the said Court was without juris-
I 

&iction to try this case in that Section 16.176.1 of the 
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¢ode of Virginia conferes on the Juvenile and Domestic 

Relations Court exclusive jurisdiction to dispose of a 

9riminal proceeding involving a juvenile sixteen years 

0f age or over who has previously been committed to any 

juvenile training school in Virginia where the Juvenile 

and Domestic Relations Court "shall find and shall 

~ertify in its order that it is in the public interest 

for the matter to be disposed of therein." 

2. That the trial of the defendant in the 

Corporation Court Of The City Of Charlottesville, after 

the defendant had been tried and convicted in The Eighth 

Regional Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court Of The 

~ity Of Charlottesville is a violation of the Fifth and 

Fourteenth Amendments Of The Constitution Of The United 

States, and is a violation of Article I, Section 8 of 

The Constitution Of Virginia. 

Hayden, Chandler and Huff 
415 Park Street 

/s/ L. B. Chandler, Jr. 
Nelson James Lewis 
By Counsel 

Charlottesville, Virginia 22901 

~y /s/ L. B. Chandler, Jr. 

I hereby certify that I have on this 4th day 
of August, 1972,. mailed a true and certified copy of the 
foregoing to John T. Camblos, Esquire, Commonwealth's 
Attorney for the City Of Charlottesville. 

/s/ L. B. Chandler, Jr. 
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