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COMMONWEALTH'S RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ELECTRONIC AND/OR 
STILL PHOTOGRAPHY COVERAGE OF JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS 

COMES NOW the Commonwealth, through her Chief Deputy Commonwealth's 

Attorney, and moves this honorable Court to deny the request for electronic and/or still 

photography coverage of judicial proceedings. In support of her response the Commonwealth 

states as follows: 

Virginia Code §19.2-266 makes clear that the decision to allow video or still photography 

of the proceedings lies in the discretion of the trial court. The Commonwealth would request 

that the Court exercise its discretion to prohibit such coverage. Certainly, not allowing cameras 

in the courtroom will not prevent Defendant from having a public trial and will not prevent 

media coverage of the matter. However, allowing cameras in the courtroom on this particular 

case may cause more distractions and may pose obstacles to the pursuit of a fair trial for both 

sides-

First, the Commonwealth notes that the victim in this case vehemently opposes the 

broadcasting of this case. She has already lived through a vicious attack and will have to testify 

about the matter before a judge, jury, and members of the public. And while the coverage of 

victims of sexual assaults is specifically prohibited by Virginia Code §19.2-266, details of the 

attack and other sensitive testimony may be elicited from other witnesses which this victim 



should not have to worry about being broadcast through electronic media for years to come. It 

seems that more and more in today's society and in the criminal justice system the rights of 

victims are being eroded. Certainly, we can offer this one piece of mind and honor the wishes of 

a victim already made to endure a horrific experience by not traumatizing her any further. 

Second, the Commonwealth notes that the jury in this case will be instructed in the 

following manner: "You are the judges of the facts, the credibility of the witnesses, and the 

weight of the evidence. You may consider the appearance and manner of the witnesses on the 

stand..." See Virginia Model Jury Instructions No. 2.500. The jury will presented with the 

testimony of numerous witnesses whom they have never met and whose credibility they will be 

judging in part from the witnesses' appearance and demeanor on the stand. While the lawyers in 

the case will certainly adjust to the nerves and awkwardness of the video and still cameras in the 

courtroom through motions, voire dire, and opening statement, the witnesses in the case will not 

be afforded the same opportunity to acclimate to the environment. This has the danger of 

causing a witness to present as overly nervous or apprehensive and thus less credible when their 

concern is really the camera coverage in the courtroom. Additionally it has the potential of 

causing otherwise cooperative witnesses to become uncooperative and refuse to testify. 

Finally, the Commonwealth acknowledges that such a request has been granted in this 

courthouse before. However, unlike the previous case, this case has garnered national media 

attention as well as a defendant who is charged with a similar offense in another jurisdiction. 

The Commonwealth anticipates there will be media representatives from the Northern Virginia 

area as well as the Charlottesville area and perhaps from across the country and even across the 

globe. To allow cameras in the courtroom will simply compound what will already be a 

logistical challenge for this court and perhaps other courts Defendant may appear before. 



CONCLUSION 

WHEREFORE for the reasons stated herein and for reasons stated in open court the 

Commonwealth respectfully requests the Court to deny said request 

Respectfully submitted, 




