COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF ROCKINGHAM, to-wit:

In the Circuit Court of said County:

The grand jurors in and for the body of said

County ofRockingham and now attending said Court at its February
term, 1929, upon their oaths do present that Fred Hawse, who was
heretofore on the 18th day of March, 1924, convicted of violating
the Prohibition laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia in the Cir-
cuit Court of said Rockingham County, and who then and there was

- sentenced to serve a period of two ani one~half years in the peni-
tentiary, did, within one year next prior to the finding of this
indictment, in the said county of Rockingham, unlawfully and
feloniously transport about one gallon of ardent spirits, against

the peace and dignity of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

This indietment is found on the testimony of Isaac Wean,
Jerry Wean, Mrs. Jerry Wean, and SEOUe—WEm®, witnesses sworn in

Court and sent before the grand jury to give evidence.,
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If you find the accused, Fred Hawse, not guilty, you will

Say so and no more.

If you find him guilty as charged in the indictment, then
you will say so and ascertain Lis‘punishment at confinement in the
penitentiary for a period of not less than one year nor more than
five years, or, im your discretion, by confinement in jail for a
period of not less than six months nor more than twelve months and

by a fine not exceeding five hundred dollars.
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The Court instructs the jury that the law presumes every person
charged with # crime to be innocent until the Commonwealth has es-

tablished his guilt by evidence so strong, so clear, and so conculse

"':l

ive, thet there is left in the minds of the jury no reasonable doubt

biding presumption, and goes
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as to his guilte This presumption is ar
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with the accused through the entire case and pplies at every stage

thereof until reonelled by proof. And in this connection the jury is
instructed i}fis never sufficient that the accused, upon speculative
theory or conjecture, may be guilty; or that by the preponderence of
the testimony his guilt is more probable than his dnnocence; for une
til his guilt has been proved beyond all reasonable doubt in the DG
cise and narrow terﬁs in the indictment, the presumption of innocence
8till applies znd they must acquit him.

Draper v. Com. 132 Vas: 665

The Court instructs the jury that every fact necessary to consti-
tute the offense charged must be proven beyond a reasonable doubt, and

ral

that 1if there is a reasonable doubt as to any such fact, they shall

acquit; that the result of the evidence must be to exclude EVery IreagsOm-

able hypothesis of innocence, and be consistent only with the guilt of
thefracesued; that the jury is not at liberty to guess and where a Tact
is equally susceptible of two ingérpretations, one of which is consiste=
ent with the innocence of the accused; they cannot arbitrarily adopt
that interpretation which incriminates hinm. |

Jarrell v. Com. 132 Vae. 571.







The Court instruwts the jury that the credibility of the witnesses
is a question exclusévely for the jury, and the law is that, where a
number of witnesses testify, directly opposite to each other, the jury
is not bound to regard the waight of evidence as equally balanced.The
jury has the right to determine, from the appearance of the «witnesses
on the stand, their mammer of testifying, and their apparent candor
and fairnessg, their apparent integlifence or lack of intelligence, and
fromZ all other surrounding cireumstances appearing on the trial, which
witn;sses are more worthy of credit, and to give credit accordinzlye.

Horton Case. 99 Va. 855






The Court instructs the jury that upon the trial of a crimiadl
case by a jury the gaw comtemplates the coneubrence of twelve minds
in the conclusion of guilt before a convistion can be had. Zach indi-
vidval juror must be satisfied beyond = reasonable doubt of the def-
endant's guilt before he can, under his oath, consent to a verdict of
guilty. Bach juror should feel the responsibility resting vpon him as
a member of the jury, and should realize that his own mind must be con-
vinced beyond a reasonable doubt of defendant's guilt before he can
consent to a verdiet of guilty, Therefore, if any individual member
of the jury, after having duly considered all the evidence in this case
and after consultation with his fellow jurors, should entertain such
reasonable doubt of defendant's guilt as is set forth in other instruc-
tions in thié case, it is his duty not to surrender his own convictions
simply because the balance of the jary enseértzined different convic=

tions.
lleCue Cage 103 Va. 870
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The Court instructs the jury that upon theb trial of this case, if
a reasonable doubt of any fact neceasary to establish the gullt of the
accused as charged in the indictment be raised by the evidence, or

lack of evidence, such doubt is decisive, and the jury must acquit

the accused sinee the verdict of " not guilty " means no more than that

1=

the guilt of the aceused has not been established in the precise,

specific and narrow form peescribed by law.

lleCue .Base Ins. 18






Commonwealth of Virginia,
Rockingham County, To-Wit :

BE IT REMEMBERED, that on the__&_,_d ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, day of_,,% : 19,’1-/4
% / . >
s WA N sopEincipal and g o il CD ........................... AR

surety, who justified to
and acknowledged themselves to be indebted to the Commonwealth of Virginia each in the sum of

e > . e iy 3]
AR W 4 /:"O Dollars, ($\900‘\<

v , of the said County of Rockingham,

(J. P. or Bail Commissioner)

/ e e e s

)s

to be levied of their respective goods and chattels, lands and tenements, for the iise of the Common-

wealth of Virginia rendered, and they each severally waived their homestead exemption to their re-

cognizance; yet upon this condition:

shall personally appear before

the Circuit Court of Rockingham County, at the Courthouse of said County, on t}he /day of the
Q—W&.ﬂ Term thereof, being the / /7 day of

s 1]

14(?, and at such other time or times to which the proceedings may be continued or further
heard, and before any court or judge hereafter having or holding any proceedings in connection with

the said charge, and then and there answer the Commonwealth of Virginia concerning a certain

W AAPN~""_ whereof the said.. %‘M ﬁ LR stands

charged, and be bound under said recognizance until the charge is finally disposed of or until it is

declared void by order of a competent court, then the above recognizance shall be null and void; other-

wise to remain in full force and effect.

IN WiTNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto affix my signature this... day of 2’ ﬂf—/

, 19;7-%

’- ....... 2/ AR (J /e[ T~

—or BAIL COMMISSIONER)










In the Circuit Court of Rockingham County,

oo LTS day presented in Court an account against the Court

Of Rockine Banfor e SRem 0f 8. .....ocoiimnssissiongyoiy S OTOPCTIRGE ST ) BBl o oot o e i

which being sworn to, was examined and approved by the Court, and ordered lo be certified to the Treasurer of

this county for payment.
e e 7

Form 192—Berlin,
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