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NOTICE TO COUNSEL
Th;s case probably will be called at the session of court l o
he held
J l) ~
1C'C~
You will be advised la t er more definitely as lo the date.
l' ri nt names o[ counsel on J.rQ+J.L cover of briefs.

~. ~ . WATTS. Clerk .
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It is therefore adjudged and ordered that this cause be
docketed; respondents' answer be filed on or before March19th, 1953; all evidence taken and filed on or before April 8th,
1953; the petitioner's printed briefs filed on or before May
15th, 1953, and the respondents' printed briefs on or before
May 29th, 1953.
A service of the copy of this order shall have the same force
and effect as if a formal writ of habeas corp'U,S were issued and
· served as required by law.
A Copy-Testc:
H. G. TURNER, Clerk.

RECORD
Received $1.50 3/2/53.
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PETITION ·FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS.
To the Honorable Chief J·u.stice wnd Justices of the Supreme
Court of Appeals of Virginia:
Your petitioner, Walter Jerome Harmon, pursuant to the
jurisdiction conferred by Section 88 of the Constitution of
Virginia and Section 17-97, Code of Virginia, 1950, exhibits
this, his Petition, against Joseph M. D'Adamo and Hedwig
Rosa D 'Adamo, his wife, and respectfully represents as follows:
page 2

~

' I.

· That your petitio.lt¢u i1rthe :fathear·te£,,f1Jgmale infant child
~riown as Baby Girl J:anetos born on fluf ·6th day of April,
• a 951, who is now in the custody of the respondents, they re-~sing possession of said female infant to your_ petitioner.

W. J. Harmon v. J.M. and H. R. D'Adamo.
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wife, Nancy Louise Harmon, then the unmarried mother of
the said child, was still confined to the hospital, she was prevailed upon to sign a consent to the adoption of said child;
that the respondents thereafter, on the 12th day of April, 1951,
filed their petition in the Circuit Court of the County of
Henrico asking leave to adopt as their own child the said child
of your petitioner; that thereafter, on the 19-th day of September, 1951, your petitioner and his present wife, Nancy
Louise Harmon, then Nancy Louise J anetos, in the Clerk's
Office of the Hustings Court of the City of Richmond, made
application for and were issued a license to marry, and three
days thereafter, on the 21st clay of September, 1951, were
married, as will appear from Exhibit ''A'' hereto attached
and made a part of this Petition.

III.
That your petitioner, Walter Jerome Harmon, gave no consent to the adoption of his aforesaid female child,
page 3 ~ nor did he lmve any notice of the afore said adoption
proceeding·, but that notwithstanding thi~ fact, on
the said 19th day of September, 1951, an interlocutory order
of adoption was entered by the Circuit Court of the County
of Henrico in the aforesaid adoption proceeding instituted
by the respondents herein as aforesaid, the said Circuit Court
of the County of Henrico not being informed that on the same
date your petitioner and bis present wife, Nancy Louise
Harmon, had been issued a license to marry.

IV.
That the said female infant child known as Baby Girl
.Tanetos is the child of your petitioner, ·walter Jerome
Harmon by Nancy Louise Harmon, his present wife; that they
intermarried after the birth of the said child as aforesaid,
and that the said child has been recognized by your petitioner,
Walter Jerome Harmon, both before and after the said marriage as his child, all within the intent of Section 64-6, Code
of Virginia, 1950, whereby the said child is the leg·itimate child
of your petitioner and his wife, Nancy Louise Harmon, and
not the proper subject of adoption. As evidence of the parentage of the said child, your petitioner attaches hereto as Exhibit "B" with this Petition a copy of the birth certificate of
said_ child.
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v.
Your petitioner, whose photograph, together with that of
his wife, is attac11cd hereto, collectively marked Expage 4 ~ hibit "C" with Petition, are residing together as
husband and wife in the City of Richmond, Virg·inia.
At the present time they are both employed. They are amply
able to provide a suitable home for said child and to properly
rear and educate said child. Your petitioner further avers
that the best interests of the said child would be promoted by
her being forthwith returned to the lawful custody and control of your petitioner and his wife.
Wherefore, the premises considered, your petitioner prays
that a writ of habe<.is r:o·rpu.s ad s1ibjiciendum may· issue directed to the said Joseph M. D 'Adamo and Hedwig Rosa
D'Adamo, his wife, who reside at 7003 Vanderbilt Avenue,
Henrico County, Virgfoia, requiring them to produce the body
of the said Baby Girl Janetos before the Court as soon as
may be and that she may be released from the unlawful restraint of the said Joseph 1\L D'Adamo and Hedwig Rosa
D 'Adamo and be delivered to your petitioner.
Your petitioner further prays, in accordance with Rule 1 :4
of this Honorable Court that his Petition be docketed and time ·
g·iven for filing demurrer, answer, exhibits or depositions as
may be deemed necessary, and that the record herein be
printed under the supervision of the Court unless the Court
otherwise shall direct, and further that the Court will fix the
date on which the case is to be submitted for a decision and
the time for filing briefs, and further that special
page 5 ~ permission be given counsel for your petitioner to
be heard orally in support of this Petition.
'WALTER J. HARMON
Petitioner.
GEO. D. BOWLES
LYNE & BOWLES,
Mutual Building,
Richmond, Virginia.
R.OBERT LEWIS YOUNG
BREMNER & YOUNG,
State Planters Bank Bldg.,
Richmond, Virginia.
.Counsel f or·1?etitioner.

. (
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NOTICE OF MOTIO~.
To: GEORGE D. BUWLES,
Lyne & Bowles,
Mutual Bni)diug,
Hichmoml, Virginia
and
H.OB~~RT IJ~WIS YOUNG,
Bremner & \" ouug,
State-Planters Bank Bl<lg.,
Richmond, Virginia.
Counsel for Petitioner.
PL~JASE TAKE NOTICE that: on :March 9, 19;33, at 9 :30
A. l\L, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall
lJriug on the attached Motion for hearing before The Supreme
Court of A ppcals of Virginia, at Richmow.1, Virginia.
THOMAS C. CROUCH, JR.,
512 Travelers Bldg.,
Richmond, Virginia.
Counsel for the Respondents.
IN THE
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

AT HICHMOND.

f

j

.n

\ 'f'
\

·wALTER

'

JEROMJD HARMON, Petitioner

versus

.JOSEPH M. D'ADAlHO AND HEDvVIG ROSA D'ADAMO,.
HIS }VIFE, ;F.,espondents.
MOTION' TO DISMISS PETITION FOR WHIT OF
Il.ABEA.8 CORPUS, AND BRIE.B-, lN SUPPORT
THEREOF.
To the }Iouorable Chief Justice and Justices of the Supreme
Court of Appeals of Virginia:
·
Come now the respondents, Joseph M. D 'Adamo and Hedwig Rosa D 'Adamo, by counsel, and move this Honorable'

I .
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(fourt to dismiss tl1e 1wtition for writ of habeas corp-us and
the proceeding thereof in this case for the following reasons:

There is now pending in this Honorable Court a -petition
for appeal Rtylecl Nancy ·Louise Jauctos Harmon, who sues
by Rosalie ,Janetos, h0r mpther and next friend, Petitioner,
versus .Josepl1 1\L D 'Adamo and Hedwig Rosa D 'Adamo, Respondents, prn~·ing for nn appeal from the decree of the Ciremit Court of Hemico Connt?, Virginia, entered on October
9, 1952, confinning thr 1ntcrlocntory order of adoption entered by said conrt 011 Reptcmber 19, 1951, awarding the care
and custody of Bah~~ Girl _.Janetos to your respondents, all
as will appen r from t lil· recorc.1 of tho lower court transmitted
to this IIouorahle Court in eonjunction with said petition for
appeal. It will further nppcnr from ~mid record that thoi1gh
the petition fi1ylell, In the l\Iatter of Bahy ,Janetos
page 2 r adoption procpcfliug·~, praying the lower court to set
aside the intPr1orntory order of adoption was
hroug·ht by- NmwY Louise ,Tnnetos Harmon, H wns joined in
hy her lmshaml,
J. Jin nnon, as evidenced by his signature
thereto and allegation to that effect; and as will appear further from tll(I petition for writ of habPas rnrvus filed by ,valter .Tcrome Harmon. 1wti tionrr. in this I-Ionorn hle Con rt, as
well as in saicl petition hronp:ht in the lower court, snid ·w..J.
Harmon is one and thP sarnr ns vValter Jerome Harmon, the
petitioner for \\Tit of 7,nh<'as r:orpu,s in this cause.
Therefore. the (lecrer of Orto her 9, 1952, aforesaid, is lJinding upon "'Walter ,foronw Hn rmon. and his proper rcmccly
from said dceree, should he deem himself aggrieved thereby
is by appenl. I-1 c carniot properly attack such decree collaterally by wny of a halJMs rOl'JJ'H8 proceeding, and thus obtain
a trial de noro, in eomplote disregard of the dccl'ee of thelower court, nrnl then·h~, aYoid the rules governing appeals,
and add to and amplif? the record.
Tn Turner cf 'lf.:"C v. Cl,·ildrrm,q Home Society o.f Vir,rtinia. Inc.,
1 f>8 V R. 406, 1 ()3 S. E. mrn, the Circuit Court of Dinwiddie
<:onnt.>" cornmiHed a el1ild to the Raid Society, who placed it
with the Turner fmnil~\ and Rhortly after, finding the family
nmmitable, the Roriet~~ hro11.ght a habeas corpttR proceeding
in the Hustings Co1nt of Riehmond. It was lield on appeal
that, "The Hustin~s Comt of tlic City of Rirlnnond was
houn~ by the order of tiie Circuit Comt of Dinwiddie County,.

,v..

(-·

·w. J. Harmon V. J.M. and H. R. D'.A. dall)O.
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which order remains in full force and effect until modified or
revoked by that court or by statute."
page 3
In &r.; varte Smith, 124 Va. 791, 98 S. E. 10, a
female infant found guilty of delinquency, was committed to the Virginia Home and Industrial School for Girls
by order of the pol-icy justice of the city of Petersburg. The
13ommittcd infant then brought her petition for writ of habeas
corp-lts, which was denied and the case dismissed. The following pertinent language is found in the opinion:

r

"However, the Ol'der of commitment is conclusive in this
proceeding of the fact thnt the charge on which petitioner
wns tried and committed to the cu·stody drawn in question before us was as aforesaid, and as is stated in the order of commitment. Such order, being entered in a case of which the
justice bad jurisdiction, camiot be collaterally as~miled. Hence
the sole remedy of petitioner in the premises is by appeal,
as provided for in said statute."

In Strickland v. Walker, C. C. A. (W. Va.), 296 F. 337, is
the following lang1rnge ~
"Counsel for appellce earnestly insists that the prayer
of the petition s110uld not be granted, because the defendant
JR seeking by habras_ corpus proceeding to accomplish the,
1mrpose of an appeal. Of course this cannot ~Je done.''
And in Rig.r,s v. Un-ited States, C. C. A. (W. Va.), 14 F.
(2d) 5, 47 S. Ct. 110, 273 U. S. 719, it was held that a habeas
corpus proceeding rannot he availed of as an appeal in a crim111al cas,e, nor he resorted to, to add to or amplify the record
in a way not rn::Hlc in the original hearing appealed from.
The aforesaid decree of the Circuit Court of Henrico
County, Virg-inia, entered Octoher 9, 1952, doeR not Rpecifirally
mention Wa1ter .Jc,rome Harmon or vV..J. Harmon. However
H ('Onld hardly he doubted but that he berame a party to the
rwtition and to the proceeding. 'rhiR is clearly shown by the
fac.t that beneath the signature of Nancy Louise .Janetos Harmon to snill petition is found the allegation: ""'\Ve, the undersig-ned join in the prayer of the aboYe petition."
page 4 ~ A11d dirertly below is the signature, "W. tT. Harmon
(.Jerry)", "husband of the petitioner."
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A petition to set aside an interlocutory order of adoption
involves the same fundamental issue as that of the adoption
proceeding itself, viz: the welfare of the child being adopted.
Morris v. Cldldrens Home Society of Virginia, 188 Va. 127,
49 S. E. (2d) 294; Lane v. Pippin, 110 "\V. Va. 357, 158 S. E.
673.
Thus the decree entered in a proceeding to set aside au
interlocutory order of adoption must necessal'ily adjudicate
what will Lest serve the interests of the child, just as it adjudicates whethel' or not good cause has been shown to set
aside the interlocutory order of adoption. Such decree is
unique in that its prime concern (in the absence of fraud) is
not that of either tho petitioners or of the respondents, but
the prime conce·rn of the court is the best interests of the child
itself. 'l111erefore, the decree entered in such a cause must
of necessity be bindfng- upon all parties to the contest, in aecordanee with the provisions of such decree, whether or not
the parties are uurned therein. The true meaning and scope
of such dcerce could hardly be misconstrued as to the parties
affected thereby.
By analogy, it was held in Tressler Coal Mining Conipany
v. Klefeld, CW. Va.), 24 S. E. (2d) 98, that where there is
~ doubt as to the meaning of a decree, the bill of complaint and
·
· other papers filed in the cause may be resorted to in order to
rletermine the true meaning of such decree. It was also so
·;held in State ex rel Jones v. Kuhn, 94 \Y. Va. 415, 120 S. E.
:888.
; In 1 Am. Jur., Adoption of Children, Sec. 74, at page 673,
it is said:

page 5

~

'' A proceeding for the revocation of an order
adopting a minor child is not of so sul1llllary· a character that the decision therein will not be tre.~ted as res adjud-icata. rrherefore, the decision must, in a collateral proceeding, be held to be conclusive upon the rights of all the parties
thereto." (citing Van M.atre v. Sankey, 148 Ill. 536, 36 N. E.
628).

""',

It is therefore respectfully submitted that ,valter Jerome
Harmon, the petitioner for writ of habeas corv-us in this cause,
,vas a party to the aforesaid petition of his wife, Nancy Louise Janetos Harmon, brought in the Circuit Court of Henrico

"\V. J. Harmon v .•J. 1\tf. and H. R. D 'Adamo.
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County, Virginia, antl as snch he is honnd by the aforesaid
decree of that eourt cnterc<l October 9, l 952, confirming the
interlocutory onfor of adoption entered therein on September
19, 1951, and tlrnt the said Walter ,Jerome Harmon, having
had his day ill court, <~mmot now avail himself of a collateral
attack upon said (kcree of October 9, 1952, by habeas corp'lts
proceeding.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus, and the proceeding,
shoul<l therefore be dismissed.
A copy of t11e petition of Nmwy Louise .Janetos Harmon to
set aside the interlocutol'y order of adoption of September
19, 1951, marked '' Exhibit 1' ', and a copy of the decree of
October 9, 1952, aforesaid, marked '' Exhibit 2 ", are attached
hereto for the convenience of this Honorable Court, and arc
nsked to be read as a part hereof.

JOSEPH M. D'ADAMO
By counsel.
HEDWIG HOSA D'ADA:M:O
By counsel.
THOMAS. C. CROUCH, JR.,
512 Travelers Bldg.,
Hichmond, Virginia.
p. d.

~

I, Thomas C. Crouch, ,fr., counsel for the respondents.,
Joseph M. D 'Adamo and He<l,vig Rosa D 'Adamo, do hereby
certify that on the 7th day of March, HJ53, I mailed a copy
of the foregoing notice of motion, and a copy of the foregoing
motion to dismiss the petition for writ of habeas corpus, to
George D. Bowles of Lyne and Bowles, Mutual Building,
Richmond, Virginia, and copies of the same to Robert Lewis
Young of Bremner and Young, State-Planters Bank Buildingg, Richmond, Virginia, both being counsel for the petititioner herein, postage prepaid.
THOMAS C. CROUCH, JR.,
512 Travelers Bldg.,
Richmond, Virginia.
Counsel for the Respondents.

,
i
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"EXHIBIT 1."
In the Circuit Court of Henrico County.

In the matter of
l~ aby J anetos
adoption proceedings

PETITION TO SET ASIDE INTERLOCUTORY ORDEH
OF SEPTEMBER 19, 1951 GRANTING TEMPORARY
CUSTODY OF BABY .JANETOS TO JOSEPH MICHAEL D'ADAl\fO AND HED"\VIG ROSA HORST
D'ADAMO A~D RJiJSTORING CUSTODY TO THE
BABY'S MO'rHER, NANCY LOUISE JANETOS
(H.A.RMON) V. C. G3-353.

To the Honorallle Harold F. Snead, Judge:
Your petitioner, Nancy Louise Janetos (Harmon), by her
Mother and next friend, Rosalie J anetos, and Mother of Baby
J anetos, born to lier April 6, 1951, represents unto the Court
the f ollo,':ing:
l. That the adoption proreedings now befo1;e this court arc,
among other things, illegal and void ab initio because a guardian ad litem, either for the infant mother or for Baby Janetos
was not appointed to represent the infants' interests hel'ein;
nor does the record show the filing of an answer by the guardian ad litem..
2. That petitioner avers under oath, that more than five
hours of continual urging was exerted by counsel for the
adopting parents which over persuaded petitioner to part
with her child. In fact, he said I could get her back any time
within the year upon asking fo1· her.
3. That less than a month after petitioner gave her consent
as indicated above, .she communicated with attorney Crouch,
requesting the return of her baby, but notwithstanding petitioner's request attorney Crouch persisted in carrying through
said adoptio11, as indicated by the following developments in
the case;
April 13, 1951,-0rder entered by the Circuit Court directing the State Department of vVelfare and Institutions to make
investigations as required by Section 63-349 of the Code of
Virginia.

W. J. Harmon v. J. l\I. and H. R. D 'Adamo.
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April 25, 1951-Department of W' elfare and Institutions by
letter acknowledged copy of the above order.
September 13, 1951-Investigation completed and report
filed by the Welfare Department recommending adoption.
September 19, 1951-Interlocutory order entered by the
(·ourt placing custody of Baby J anetos with Mr. and Mrs .
.Toseph M:. and Hedwig Rosa D 'Adamo, 7003 Vanderbilt Avenue, Henrico County for a tentative period of one year and
subject to the entry of the final adoption order.
4. That the adoption cannot be made final until after September 19, 1952, and the court enters the final adoption order.
5. .That ever since petitioner parted with her baby on April
10, 1951 she has grieved and suffered almost beyond human
endurance; that as shown in the affidavit attached petitioner
married Jerry Harmon on September 21, 1951 with whom
petitioner now lives; that petitioner's husband and petitioner's mother and father, the baby's maternal grandparents, join with petitioner in requesting· return of petitioner's
baby, as evidenced by their signatures to this petition.
6. That copies of this petition have been served, or mailed,

to:
Mr. and Mrs. Joseph l\L D'Adamo
7003 Vanderbilt A venue
Henrico County, Virginia
T. C. Crouch, Esq.
Counsel for the adopting parties
Travelers Building
Richmond, Virginia
l\fiss Daisy S. Y onng
Department of "'\"Velfare and Institutions
429 South Belvidere Street
Richmond, Virginia

Henrico County Welfare Department
Dabb Honse, ~foe 1.\tfile Road
Hemico County, :Vl.rginia
Wherefore, petitioner by Rosalie J anetos, lier mother and
next friend, prays that she be allowed to file this her petition;
that the matter be heard by the court ore-ten-us in chambers;
and that the adoption proceedings instituted in this court be
forthwith vacated and annulled by virtue of the following:

4-H
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(a) That the proceedings arc illegal and void, since
I. The record does not disclose the appointment of a guan.lian ad l-item, for the infant; and
II. Pressn re and undue influence (persistency) used in
get.ting petitiouer 's c.onsent.
III. Petitioner under age, and
(b) Petitioner, within the statutory period, for good cause
as herein shown, should be alJowed to withdraw her consent
and her chil<l immediately returned.

And your petitioner will ever pray, etc.

/s/ NANCY LOUISE .JANETOS I-IARMO~.

·we,

the un<lersignod join in the prayer of the above peti

tion.

/s/ ,Y. J. HARMON (JERRY), Husband of Petitioner.
/s/ HOSALll~ JANETOS
/s/ THEODORE JANETOS
Petitioner's Maternal grandparents.

A':I1TORNEY'S CERTIFICATE.
·,

+\ I certify that I have mailed a copy of this petition to 1\Ir.

Jtmd Mrs. Joseph D'Adamo, T. C. Crouch, Esq.,. and State and
!County ,velfare Departments.
This t h i s - - - -... ]ay of January, 1952.
Counsel for Nancy Louise J anetos Harmon
State of Virginia
City of Richmond, to-wit;
I, /s/ Ernest W. "\Villiams, a notary public for the city
Aforesaid, in the State of Virginia, whose commission~pires
on the 19 day of Sept. 1952, do certify that Nancy Louise
,Tanetos Harmon, Jerry (W.•J.) Harmon, Rosalie J anetos nnd
Theodore J anctos, whose nnmes are signed to the fore going
writing, personally appeared before me in my city aforesaid
and each acknowledged the same, and made oath that all mat-
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ters stated herein are tme to the best of their knowledge, information m1d belief.
Given umler my hand this

!)

day of January, 1952.

/s/ ERNEST

"r·

WILLIAMS
Notary Public.

''EXHIBIT 2.''
Virginia:

In the Circuit Conrt of Henrico County.
In the matter of

Babv J anetos
a(loIJtion proceedings

DECREE.
THIS CA USE, in which .Jos(l.!)11 l\L D 'Adamo and H. Rosa
H. D'Adarno, his wife, l'egularly filed their proper petition
styled Re: Bnby Girl JanetoR, An Infant, on April 12, 1951, ~
asking leave of Court to adopt as their own child said Baby(.
Girl Janetrn.;, tog-ether with the proper written consent o
Nancy Louii.;e Jmietos (now Harmon), the then unmarrie,
natural mother of said child, clnly executed and acknowledge
before a notary public by said Nnney Louise .Janetos (now·,
Harmon) as required by law; and in which the Court by order
entered April 13., 1952 duly ordered an investigation of the
matter to be mnde bv Tlie CommisRioner of Public 1Velfarc
and a report of the fhiding-s to be made in writing to the Court
as required by law; and in wliirli ~;aicl investig-a tion and reports
were made properly as directed, and in pursuance whereof
the Court, on September 19, 1951, entered its interlocutory
order, cleclari,.ng that from the elate of the final order of adoption in this e'ausc tho said child, to all legal intents and purposes, will bo tlie child of the said petitioners, and granting
the said petitioners the care a11cl custody of said child for the
period of one year; and in which the said Nancy Louise Janetos (now Harmon), an infant, h~y her mother and next
friend, Rosalie J anetos, filed her petition dated .January 5,
1952, to set aside the said int.erlocutor~r order of adoption
theretofore entered and to restore custody of said child to
her, and the said Joseph Michael D 'Adamo and H. Rosa II.

4-J
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D 'Adamo :filed t11eir answer thereto by leave of Court, where~
upon this cause -was set for hearing and came on to be heard
upon the papers formerly read; upon the orders heretofore
entered in this cause; upon the said petition of Nancy Louise
Janef.os Harmon, au infant., by her mother and next friend,
Rosalie J anetos; upon the answer thereto of Joseph Michael
D'Adamo and H. Rosa H. D'Adamo; upon the evidence heard
Ore Tenus; upon the oral argument and memoranda submitted by counsel.

UPON CONSIDERATION ,vHEREOF, the Court being
of the opinion that tl1e said petition of Nancy Louise Janetos
Harmon, an infant, lw her mother and next friend, Rosalie
J anetos, is without mel'it; that good cause lrns not been shown
for the Court to revoke its interlocutory order of adoption
entered September rn, UJ51, and that said order was in all respects proper.
.
The Court doth therefore ADJUDGE, ORDER AND DECR.mE that the said interlocutory order of adoption entered
September 19, 1951, be aml the same is hereby confirmed; and
that the said petition of Nancy Louise ,fanctos Harmon, an
infant, by her mother and next friend, Rosalie ,Janetos, be ancl
the same is hercbv clismisRrd.
To which actio1; of the Court, tlle petitioner, Nancy Louise
Janetos Harmon, by l1cr mother and next friend, Rosalie J aetos, duly objects and excepts on the gT01mcls that the pro. cdings herein resulting- in the i_nterlocutory order of aclop·tion of September 19, Hl51, were fatally defective and that the
judgment of the Court nnon the issues ariRing- upon the petition of Nancv Louise ,Jimetos Harm011, by Rosalie ,Janetos,
her mother and next friend, h~ contrary to the law and evidence and without evidence to support it.

I ask for this:

/s/ THOMAS C. CROUCH, JR.
512 Travelers Building
Richmond, Virginia
Counsel for tl1e adoptive pa;rcnts ..

,. I have seen this :

/s/ GJijORGE D. BOWLES
l\f utual Buildinp;
Richmond, Virginia
Counsel for Nancv Louise Janetos
Harmon.
~

W. J. Harmon v. J. l\I. and H. R. D'.Adamo.
State of Virgfoia,
City of Richmond, to-wit:
This day personally appeared Walter .Jerome Harmon, the
petitioner in the foregoing Petition, before me, Gordon P.
Williams, a Notary Public, in nnd for the City and State aforesaid, and made oath that the matters nnd things stated in th~
foregoing Petition are true.
Given under my hand this 25th chly of February, 1953.
GORDON P ..WILLIAMS
Notary Public.

My commission expires: October 27, 1953.
Rec'd. 3/2/53.

H. G. TURNER, Clerk.
Rec'd. 3/16/53.
A.L.L.

•
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ANSW"ER OF THE RESPONDENTS.
To the Honorable Chief Justice and Justices of the Supreme;' ,):('.::\i.,\i?i;,.,,,
Court of Appeals of Virginia:
1,y,: , \:i
l;

Your respondents, ,Joseph M. D 'Adamo and Hedwig Rosil,
D 'Adamo, his wife, make this their answer to the petition filed
in this ca use :

1. That they deny each and eve1·y allegation of the petitiPn
cxeept those expre8sly admitted herein.
2. That they admit the allegations set forth in paragraph
number I of the petition.
3. That ori April 10, 1951, Nancy Louise J anetos, the unmarried· natural mother of the ehild then known as Baby Gid
.Janetos, gave her free and voluntary consent in writing ,tp
the·.adoption of said child by your respondents, all according
t.o her previous requests that such adopt.ion of the child :b~
nccomplished; that on the same date aforesaid when she gav.e
her written consent to the adoption, dnl,v notarized, said .ul)married mother of the child was discharged from the ho.spital
where she had given birtl1 to the child; that your

I

I

I
~

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

6

page 2

~

respondents on April 12, 1951, filed their petition
for adoption of said child with said consent of the
natural mother appended, in the Circuit Court of Henrico
County, .Virginia; that on September 19, 1951, after due investigation and reports of the same had been made according
to law, the interlocutory order of adoption was entered in the
proceeding by said court, granting the care and custody of
said child to your respondents.
4. That at the time said unmarried natural mother of the
child gave her consent in writing, as aforesaid, Walter Jerome
Harmon, the petitioner in this cause, was present with her
and observed her signing the consent in writing; that only
the written consent of the natural mother of the child was
required by law to bring about an adoption of the child, since
said natural mother was unmarried then, and the child illegitimate; that, moreover, the 1~atural mother of said child was
still unmarried at the time the interlocutory order. of adoption was entered by said court on September 19, 1951. .Your
respondents had no knowledge that the petitioner and the
natural mother had applied for, or had been issued a license
to marry on September 19, 1951, and allege that such act cannot enlarge the rights of the petitioner, if any, in this cause,
nor have any effect whatsoever in altering the status of the
child. The petitioner was not married to the natural mother
of the child at the time she g·ave her aforesaid consent to the
adoption, and no act on his part, particularly one occurring
five months later, cau operate retroactively to require his
joining in the consent given by the unmarried natural mother
of the child.
page 3 ~ 5. Your respondents deny that the said child,
Baby Girl .J anetos is the putative child of the petitioner., vValter Jerome Harmon. Your respondents emphatically deny that the petitioner in this cause acknowledged
the child as his own before his said marriage to the natural
mother on September 21, 1951, which said marriage occurred
subsequent to the aforesaid interlocutory order of adoption.
Your respondents avel' that the act of the petitioner in formally acknowledging his paternity to the child before the
Virginia State Department of Health, Bureau of Vital Statistic·s, on February 26, 1953, was done in an attempt to
strengthen his petition in this cause; that the provisions of
Section 64-6, Code of Virginia, 1950, pertaining to a method
of legitimatin,Q a child born of an unwed mother, by marriage
imd acknowledgment of the child by the putatiYe father, have
no application to a child in the process of being le,qitimized

W. J. Harmon v. J. M. and H. R. D'Adamo.

7

lly way of an adoption proceeding, and that the child, Baby
Girl Janetos was and is the proper subject of adoption.
· 6. Your respondents allege that the petitioner, Walter
Jerome Harmon does not come before this Honorable Court
with clean hands, and is estopped to prosecute this cause because: (a) he had full and complete knowledge of the circumstances leading to and surrounding the adoption proceeding
nforesaid; (b) if he is in fact the putative father of the child
he should have married the natural mother and acknowledged
the child as his own, whereas, instead, he stood idly by while
Hhe consented to the adoption of the child to provide a home
for it and to escape as far as possible the social stigma of
bearing an illegitimate child; ( c) the said Walter
page 4 } Jerome Harmon married the natural mother of the
child after the entry of the interlocutory order of
adoption; afore said which occurred more than five months
subsequent to her consent to the adoption; (d) the said
'"\Valter Jerome Harmon was a party to the proceeding in the
Circuit Court of Henrico County, Virginia, initiated in
.January, 1952, by said natural mother of the child to
~et aside the interlocutory order of adoption, and is
l)ound by the decision of the court therein; ( e) that he
lms brought this proceeding in order to have the benefit of a
uew trial and the taking of evidence de novo because the tran- .script of evidence taken in the aforesaid suit to set aside the.
interlocutory order of adoption was not made a part of
record upon the appeal of the natural mother now pending·.,
this Honorable Court, and this habeas corpus proceeding 1~·
nothing but a subterfuge and an effort to circumvent the rules
of court by one who is legally barred from maintaining the
position he has assumed.
7. Your respondents earnestly allege that the interests of
the child are best served by permitting it to remain with your
respondents, who have reared it as their own from a sickly
haby a few days ol<l to a strong child of approximately two
years of age, both physically and mentally healthy, who has
received in abundance all of tbe care, love and affection so
necessary to growing children. To take this child now from
yonr respondents would uproot all of the bonds of affection
that have grown between the child and your respondents, and
destroy those feelings of security within the child that have
grown throu~h the whole-hearted care and affection
pag·e 5 } given the child by your respondents.
Your respondents pray that they be heard oral~y
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Dare .A.lexa'¥tder.
in support of their brief to be filed herein as ordered by this
Honorable Court.

JOSEPH M. D'ADAMO
HEDWIG ROSA D'ADAMO
Respondents ..
THOMAS C. CROUCH, JR.,
51;l Travele1's Buildiug,
Richmond, Virginia.
Counsel for the Respondents..

•
page 2'

*

f

TI1e depositions of Miss Dare .Alexander,. and others,. taken
before H. James Edwards,. a N ota1·y Public for the State of
Virginia at Large, pursuant to Notice hereto attached, on
March 23, 1953, beginning at 10 o'clock A. M., at the Offices
of Mr. George D. Bowles, Attorney at Law,. 1010 Mutual
~Building, 9th and Main Streets, Richmond 19, Virginia; said
depositions taken to be read as evidence in behalf of the Pe"''tioner in the t'ertaiu habeas. corpus proceeding in the above
; tyled Court.
Appearances:

!fr. George D. Bowies a:nd :Mr. Robert Lewis Young, counijel for the Petitioner;
Mr. Thomas C. Crouch, Jr., connsel for the Respondents.
page 3

~

:MISS DARE ALEXANDER,
a: wit11ess introduced in behalf of the Petitioner,
first being duly sworn, testified as foHows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By :Mr. Young:
Q. You are Miss Dare Aiexanderf

A. That is correct.
Q. You are employed where, and in what eapa:cityf
A. I an Office lvlanager at the Retreat for the Sick Hospital.
Q. Yon have· been clesig·na:ted today, to come and bring the
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Dare Alexander.
records of the Hospital in place of Miss Marjorie R. Millett,
who I believe is ill, is that correcU
A. That is right.
Q. Looking at your file I see a paper entitled Summary
Sheet in the name of ''Harmon'' with the name '' J anetos''
written after it in ink, and then the words "Nancy Louise"
after that, and ask you if that is the hospital record of Nancy
Louise J anetos Harmon who was hospitalized in your hospital
from April 6, 1951 at 9 :00 A.. M., to April 10, 1951, at 6 :lp
P. M.?
A.. Yes.
Q. At my request, in order that you might retain your original record, you have caused to be prepared a photostatic
copy of this paper which I have described consisti~g
page 4 ~ of two sheets of paper, is that correct?
A. Yes, sir.
.
~

Mr. Young: I now offer in evidence the photostatic copy
above described and ask that it be marked by the Notary as
Petitioner Exhibit No. 1.
Note: This photostatic copy, consisting of two sheets ~
stapled together, is now marked and filed as Petitioner Ex-/
r:::i
hibit 1.
..
.

Q. Miss Alexander, referring to another place in your mJ.!I
I see a paper addressed to the Retreat for the Sick Hospital·.
relating to the delivery of the female child born to Miss
lanetos, now Mrs. Harmon, and ask you if you, pursuant to
the same request, caused a photostatic copy of that paper to
be prepared ·y
A.. I did.
Mr. Young: V{e mo:ve that the photostatic copy abov.e referred to be i;ntroduced in evidence, and ask same be marked
Petitioner Exhibit 2.
Note: This photostatic copy, being on a single sheet of
p~per, is now marked and filed as Petitioner Exhibit 2.
:M:r. Young: There is no reason that you can see of why
the young lady should not take the original file ha.ck
page 5 ~ to her office, is there, Mr. Crouch 7
Mr. Crouch: No, that is perfectly agreeable.
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T. L. Janetos.
]\fr. Young: Then you may examine the witness.
Mr. Crouch: I have no questions.

And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
T. L. JANETOS,
a witness introduced in behalf of the Petitioner, first being
duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By :Mr. Young:
Q. State your full name, and your age and where you live.
A. Theodore L. J anetos, I live 5018 Sylvan Road, Richmond, Virginia.
Q. How old are you, sir?
A. 62 in July.
Q. I~ your health good ·f
A. Yes, sir.
Q. A re you engaged in any business?
page 6 ~ A. l just opened a place six weeks ago.
Q. What kind of a place?
A. Restaurant.
Q. Does it promise to be successful Y
A. Yes, sir.
Q. By a "place", I believe you mean the Hilltop Restaurant which is located at 4904 Government Road in the City of
Richmond, Virginia Y
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Have you been in that line of work before Y
A. 38 years.
Q. Have you been successful in the pasU
A. Yes, sir.
Q. I believe you are tlle father of Nancy Louise Harmon,
the wife of the petitioner in this case, is that righU
A. That is correct.
Q. Is Nancy Louise your natural daughter?
A. No, sir.
Q. She is an adopted daughter?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How old was she when you adopted her Y
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T. L. J anetos.

A. I think about three weeks old I think, or four weeks,
don't remember exactly about that.
Q. Do you have any other children natural or adopted?
A. No, sir.
page 7 r Q. How long prior to the child which we shall call
Baby Girl Harmon in this transaction was it that
Jerry Harmon, the present husband of your daughter, first
began to keep company with her?
A. I think March 1950.
Q. How frequently was he a visitor in your home f
A. Right often.
Q. Could you be more specific about that, Mr. Janetos, and
give us the average number of times Y
A. Probably three or four times a week.
Q. When did you first learn that your daughter was ex- .
pecting a child f
·
A. I think around December 1951.
Q. What year?
A. 1951.·
Q. Did you have any conversation with your daughter at
that time?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you tell us the nature of it?
A. Well, she told me the predicament she was in.
Q. Did she seek your advice as to what to do?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What did you advise her?
A. I told her we would have to consult mother, and after
we discussed that we were planning to do the best,
page 8 ~ she was planning· to do the best she could herself.
Q. I mean, did you offer to help them?
A. Yes, sir, I offered to help them.
Q. Did they know then what they wanted to do?
A. No, sir.
Q. By saying that you offered to help them, you mean you
daughter Nancy and her present ;husband Jerry?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Did _you take any position one way or the other as to
whether or not they should keep the child?
A. vVell, we told her to try to use her own judgment to the
hest of her ability, to be satisfied.
Q. I mean, did you try to impose yourMr. Crouch: I object to leading the witness so much, Mr.
Young.
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ci. Did you attempt to exert your father's authority over
her in this regard¥
A. No, sir.
Q. Did you attempt to exert your father's authority over
her as to whether or not she and Jerry should marry t
A. No, not at that time.
Q. Did you later f
A. Yes, sir.
Q. ·what did you tell her?
A. I told her you should get married and get this thing
settled, and said we will think about it.
page 9 ~ Q. Had they considered marriage for some time T
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Mr. J anetos, did you go to the hospital to get your
. daughter when she was ready to come hornet
A. Yes, sir.
·
Q. ,vhat condition was she in when you brought her home f
A. She was in· practically hysterics when I got there.
Q. Since that time and prior to the time of your daughter's
marriage, did she reside in your home 1
A. Yes, sir.
~ Q. What was her condition during that period Y
A. Her condition was bad.
Q. In what regard 1
A. vVell, just nervous and crying and upset.
, Q. Do you know the cause of this condition 1
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Will you tell us Y
A. On account of the baby.
Q. Mr. J anetos, after your daughter and her present husband were married on the 21st day of September, 1951, have
they continued to reside with you or noU
A. No, sir.
Q. Where have they resided f
page 10 ~ A. Lived Vtrith Mr. Harmon's mother, Mrs. Harmon.
Q. Have you seen your daughter and her husband since that
time!
·· ..... ··
A. About every week.
Q. And during that period from the date of their marriage
to the present time what has been your daughter's and Jerry
Harmon's attitude as far as you know with reference to this
child Y
A. It has ·been good as far as I know.
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T. L. Janetos.
Q. I mean, their attitude with reference to the child.
A. With reference to the child my daughter is anxious to
have the child back.
:Mr. Young: I have no further questions, Mr. Crouch.

CR.OSS EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Crouch:
Q. Mr. ,Janetos, at the time you were in the hospital on the
10th of April, didn't you have a long conversation with your
daughter before she left the hospital?
A. Conversation we had to get ready to take her home.
(~. Do you recall now your conversation you had with me .
in the hospital just before you left and after you had talked Y
A ..Just a few words about the baby?
page 11 ~ Q. Uh huh~ Can you tell us about that?
A. I don't remember.
Q. You don't recall thaU
A. No, sir.
Q. Do you recaU your daughter telling you in the l10spital
that your wife had come there and gotten her very upset, do
vou recall about that?
I
· A. No, sir.
,.".,
Q. Do you recall your daughter saying· at the hospital that(,):,.·
she did not want to return home with you because of her!,',.
mother's treatment of her¥
A. No, sir.
Q. Don't you recall finally ordering your daughter to go
upstairs and get her clothes and go¥
A. I told her to go get ready to go home.
Q. Why didn't she get ready to go home before that?
A. She was waiting for me.
Q. She was downstairs on the first floor of the hospital 7
A. ·with yo;u and Mr. Harmon.
Q. Th~t_is right. Do you recall any conversation you had
with Mr. Harmon at that time?
A. No,no more than he called me from his store to come up
there myself. He got the telephone number and I
pag·e 12 ~ walked to my daughter, walked up there and talked
to her.
Q. Do you recall telling Mr. Hai·mon that he should stay
away from your daughter, that you had had nothing but
irouble since he began seeing her?

n

·
·:1
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Sallie G. Harmon.
A. No, sir.
Q. You don't recall saying that?
A. No, sir.
Mr. Crouch: I have no further questions.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
MRS. SALLIE G. HARMON,
a witness introduced in behalf of the petitioner, first being

duly sworn, testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
Q. You are Mrs. Sallie G. Harmon, the mother of "'\Yalter
Jerome Harmon, the petitioner in this case, I believe Y
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How old are you?
A. 52.
page 13 ~ Q. Where do you reside?
A. 919 Flovd A venue.
Q. How old is your s·on at the present time Y
A. 21.
Q. When did he become 217
A. July 1, 1952.
Q. Mrs. Harmon, are you a widow?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How long has your husband been dead?
A. Since Jerrv was 18 months old.
Q. During that period have you been employed?
A. I have.
Q. By whom and in w·hat capacity?
A. I have been employed as Clerk-Typist with the Government. I was working first on W. P.A. in the Fiscal Department. Then I was transferred from there to Richmond, and
ihcn at the close of that organization I was transferred to
Bellwood. I have been there ever since.
Q. What is your rapacity at Bellwood at the present time?
A. Stock Record Clerk.
· Q. ·what is your salary?
A. My salary net is $50.00 a week, and I expect an increase
very soon.
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Sallie G. Harmon.
Q. Where you live at the present time does your son and his
wife life with you T

page 14

~

A. Yes, sir.
Q. And have they lived with you ever since their

marriage?
A. That is right.
.
Q. How many rooms do you have there YA. We have two bedrooms, living room, sun porch, kitchen,
dinette and bath.
Q. Do you own the place or rent it?
A. We rent.
Q. You have any other children other than Jerry?
A. No.
Q. How long had your son gone with the then Miss Janetos
prior to the time that his baby girl was born?
A. I couldn't say exactly about that, something over a year,
I imagine. Don't believe I could tell you exactly.
Q. Do you know with what frequency he saw her during
that period f
A. With her constantly, almost
Q. I mean, could you tell us whether you considered them
going steady or whether he was just dating her from time to ~ time?
A. They were going steady.
.,.
Q. When did you first learn that Miss J anetos was expecf
ing a child?
A. Well, the exact time I don't know. I just
page 15 } don't know how far she was when I did learn it.
Q. How many months was it before the child was
born, do you think?
A. At least six or seven months, but I couldn't say exactly
about that.
Q. Did your son and Miss J anetos seek your advice as to
what was best to do under the circumstances?
A. The on:ly thing· I knew they told me about it and I told
~them to .~ee her mother, see the mother and father.
Q. At any time prior to the time of the birth of the child was
marriage discussed as a possible solution? ·
A. Yes.
Q. Did you attempt to exert your authority as Jerry's
mother in that regard at all?
A. No, I did not. I left it up to them.
Q. Did he ask your advise and ask you to tell him what to
do under the circumstances Y
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Sallie G. Harmon.
A. No, he did not. He is very independent, that is the way
be was.
Q. Mrs. Harmon, since this young couple have been married and living· in your home, what if any discussion has there
been with reference to this child as to whether they desire to
have it or not f
A. They planned to get her when they got marpage 16 ~ ried. That was one thing, when they g·ot married
they went ahead and planned to get married soon,
he didn't finish scl10ol at that time, but she was so unhappy
and she was not doing· well, her bealth was bad, so they went
ahead and got married, and they were both working and planning to get tl1e baby so sbe would be satisfied, and her health
would improve.
Q. That of cot.use resulted in the litigation that has been
pending, I suppose 1
A. Yes, sir.
Q. At the time they got married did they anticipate any
difficulty in getting the baby back?
A. No, they did not.
Q. If they are successful in these two proceedings in obtaining the baby, are you willing to do everything within your
. power to l1elp tllis young couple get the start in life that they
, · eed?
,·"? · A. More than glad to. That is what we bave been working
foward.

r-,-'\

CROSS EXAMINATION.

By Mr. Crouch:
Q. Mrs. Harmon, before Mrs. Harmon, who was then Miss
J anetos, went to the hospital yon telephoned me concerning .
your son's condition, is that correct¥
A. No, sir.
·
page 17 ~ Q. Was thisA. After she went to the hospital.
Q. It was after?
A. Yes, it was after. And she had been upset and Jerry
was very upset about her, too. That is the time I called you.
Q. Didn't you tell me that your son had told yott that he
was going to commit suicide 1
A. Yes, I said it just seemed like he couldn't do anything,
he had been working bard to try to get ahead, he was very discouraged that day, and I think it. was probably just talk.
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Sallie G. Harm.on.

Q. But you called me and asked me to help you?
A. Yes, I asked you if you would speak to him. I think he
must have been talking to yon on the telephone or something,

I don't know.
Q. Yes. He had been calling me from time to time on the
telephone, and you thought that I would be of some help if I
talked to him?
A. Well, I knew you handled the situation and you knew
about it, and I felt like you might be able to help him out.
Q. You say that your son an<l his ,vife were planning on
getting the child back after they were married t
A. Yes, sir.
page 18 } Q. When did they begin this plan 1
A. Well, in July, on Mickey's birthday, and we
were at her home for dinner, and she was looking so badly and
Jerry was quite concerned about her when we came home, and
he asked me if I thought she would ever be happy without it,
and I told him I didn't think so.
He said, '' vVell, we will go ahead and get married and get
the baby back." That was in July.
Q. That was the July of 1951?
A. July of 1951, was last year.
~
Q. No, it was year before last.
/ ~•••dj
A. It was before that. It was right after they were mar-/
.,
ried in September, Hl51, I believe it was. I don't remembeli;
the year, but I know it was right after they were married.
·
Q. Just before they were married?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. So that wasA. About a couple of months.
Q. It was about three montl1s after the child was born Y
A. They were talking about it off and on about that. But
they hadn't made up their minds about getting married .that
quick, when they would get married. Jerry is independent,
and he wanted to be on his own when he got marpage 19 } ried.
Q. Was Jerry planning on going to school and
finishing school before he got married t
.A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before he got married?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. What school was he planning on going to?
A. He was planning on going to the University of Richmond.
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Rosalie J anetos.

Q. \Vbat was he going to study?
A. He wants to study medicine.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
MRS. ROSALIE JANETOS,
a witness introduced in behalf of the Petitioner, first being
duly sworn, testified as follows :
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
_
Q. You are Mrs. Rosalie J anetos, the mother of the wife of
the Petitioner in this case, I believe 1
A. Yes, sir.
Q. How old are you, Mrs. Janetos?
page 20 ~ A. 59.
Q. How long have you and Mr. J anetos neen
married?
A. We were married 1918, August 20.
Q. You have any other children except your daughter
Nancy Louise?
A. ·No, sir.
Q. · Is she your natural daughter or an adopted daughter?
A. An adopted daughter.
Q. How old was she when you adopted her?
A.. About three weeks.
Q. Mrs. J anetos, how long before your daughter's child
was born did she start to keep company with the petitioner
Walter Jerome Harmon?
A. Well, she was keeping company with Jerry around the
first of March, 1950. -She had known him quite some time before that, but really I think from around the first of March
on.
Q. You say for a period of a year before the child was born
how frequently would Jerry be a caller in your home, or at
your daug·hter 's house and take her out?
A. Well, almost constantly. I mean, when they were not
in school or at work.
Q. During that period did you consider that your daughter
was going steady with Jerry, or was she dating
page 21 ~ other boys?
A. She was going. steady with Jerry.
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-Did she or not date anyone else?

Q.
A. No one else to my know ledge.
Q. During this period how old was your daughter?
A. My daughter was 18.
Q. "\Vhat school had she attended?
A. Well, she :finished at Sacred Heart, and then she finished
her first year of high school at Banbridge Junior High, then
she went to R. P. I.
·
Q. Was she attending school during this period?
A. Yes.
.
Q. When was the first that you learned of the fact that your
daughter was expecting the birth of a child?
A. About the first of December, 1950. That was the first
we had.any knowledge of it, in December.
Q. Describe the occasion when you learned of this fact?
A. Well, Jerry called me at the Nursing Home and asked
me to meet him out at the house, he wanted to talk with me.
I had no idea what he wanted, but I met him out at the house,
that was the information that he gave me.
Q. What did you do then?
A. Well, frankly I was so upset at that time I just didn !t
know wh::~.t to do. I didn't know what to say or , - ~
page 22 } what to do.
· "<£1
Q. When you talked to your daughter after thi
did you all agree upon any definite plan as to what to do?
A. No, sir.
Q. I assume that this matter came up several times between
that time and the time of the birth of the child f During any
of that time did you attempt to exert your authority as her
mother to direct her what to do?
A. Well, I tried to advise her, yes, as to what to do, the best
thing to try to work out some plan as to what would be the
best thing to do.
Q. What were your recommendations to her?
A. Well, I just hardly know just how to say, how we did
-di~cuss it, because she just didn't know as to what she really
wanted to do. They talked over getting married, and then
they thought probably everyone would know about it, about
th~ condition if they married then, so time just went on and
·
things just went on to the end.
Q. vVho made the arrangements with regard to a position
for your daughter and the hospital arrangements for her
anticipated confinement?
A. Well, I believe she called the doctor herself, and Jerry
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went to the I1ospital and made arrangements in the hospital
for lier to enter the I1ospita].
Q. Who was t11e physician f
A. Dr. Charles Llewellyn.
page 23 ~ Q. When your daughter entered tl1e hospital bad
any positive arrangements been made as to
whether she would put the child out for adoption, or keep it,
or was that unsettled at that time?
A. That was unsettled, undecided.
Q. What did your daughter say in that regard as to whetl1er
or not sl1e had made np l1er mind?
A. Well, quite some time before she went to the hospital
she began htlking to me about she would like to keep the child,
if we could make some arrangements to keep it. We of course
did not come to any decision as to· just what we would do.
Q. Did you and your husband say whether or not you would
give your daug·hter every Iie1p if it was her wish to keep the
child?
· A. Vv e told her we would, yes, we would do anytl1ing that
she decided on.

~ \ 1\fr. Crouch: The questioning is getting leading now, Mr.
Young.
J Q. Did you personally participate in any arrangements to
bave the child adopted f
A. No, sir.
·Q. Do you know whom other than yourselves, your daugh.,.
ter may have consulted during this period, if anyone f
A. I know of no one.
page 24 } Q. You know whether or not your daughter bad
been in touch wit11 Mr. Crouch prior to the time
she went to the hospital 1
A. Well, she discussed that, t11ey discussed, that they had
talked with Mr. Crouch.
Q. Were you in contact with him at any time before she
went to the hospital?
A. At one time I cal1ed him and told him before she went
to the hospital tliat she bad decided she wanted to keep the
child.
Q. I believe the I10spitaI records sl1ow that she entered the
hospital on the 6th day of April, 1951, and that the child was
born on that day. How soon after the birth of this child did
you see your daughter Y
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A. Well, very shortly after sl1e came down to her room.
Q. Duririg that period between the birth of the child and
her discharge from the hospital on the 10th of April, 1951,
how many times, how frequently did you visit your daughter
in the hospital?
· A. I visited l1er twire daily, afternoon and night.
Q. What was J1er attitude at that time with reference to
whether or not she would put the child out for adoption or
keep iU
A. "\Vell, her only thought, her only thing s1w
page 25 ~ said to me after the child was born was she said,
'' l\fotl1er, I want to k~ep the ehild, and isn't there
some way we can arrange to keep the child until Jerry and I
are married.''
Q. What did you say to that?
A. Well, there were quite a few visitors in the room, because she was in a semi-private room, and we couldn't do much
talking at that time. I told her I was sure we could make
some arramrnments and I would talk to her later.
I did not know it was any rush to get the child out of the
hospital. It could have stayed there indefinitely until she had
fully made up her mind as to what she wanted to do.
~
Q. Thereafter at any time during her stay in the hospital,:
d
did you have further conversation with reference to this sam~1 '. .
thing?
;/
A. No. When I went back the next afternoon Mr. Crouclil
was there with the papers to have her sign the co?Jsent.
Q. At what time of da;y did you arrive that day? I assume
you mean the 10th day of April, 1951 f
A. That is rig·ht. Well, it was a few minutes after three
o'clock. I left the nursing home a few minutes to three, I am
at 3404 Semmes A venue, I went across the pridge.
Q. You made reference to the nursing home. Do you operate this place, or are you employ~d there in some way?
.A,. I operate it.
pag\e 26 ~
Q. Is it sufficiently described as a nursing home,
orisA. For elderly people, aged and conval~scents.
Q. And will you tell meA. I am a licensed practical nurse.
Q. ,vhen you went in your dangl1ter's room at that time,
at that hour on that clay, who was in tl1e room besides l1erself?
A. Mr. Crouch and Jerry.
Q. Anyone else 7
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A. No.
Q. ·what took place on tliat occasion?
A. Well, I was quite surprised because I had no knowledge
of this thing being hurriedly done, and I asked them just what
was the meaning of it. For some time there was no reply. I
just couldn't recall just what was said.
Q. Did you observe any papers there?
A. Yes. My daughter had the papers in her hand. Mr.
Crouch was sitting in the chair on the right-hand side of her
bed. Jerry was standing on the left-hand side of her.
Q. Did you know what the papers were?
A. I assume that that is what they were. I didn't see the
papers although she had them in her hand.
Q. Did you ask your daughter at that time whether or not
she had signed the papers Y
A. I did.
pag·e 27 } Q. What did she reply?
A. She just looked at me, dicln 't exactly make
any reply.
.
Q. Did you at any time during tliat day know whether the
papers were signed when you went in the room?
A. No.
Q. You still don't know that, when you saw the papers
whether they were signed or not, is that correct f
A. Yes, I just don't know.
Q. Did you ask your daughter whether or not she had
sig·ned them, or propoRe<l to sign them Y
A. I asked her, yes, if she intended to go through with it.
Q. What was her reply?
A. She said, ''Well, l\Iother, I don't know."
Q. Did the question as to whether or not you and your husband would help her if she decided to keep tl1e baby come up
on that dayY
A. No, not that I recall.
Q. What did you do then?
A. ·well, I left the hospital and went back to my home on
Sylvan Road, called my lmsband and told him that that had
taken place in the hospital, Mr. Crouch was there, and I asked
him to please come to the hospital.
·
He told me that he was too busy, he couldn't
page 28 } leave right at that time.
Q. About what time was it you went to your
home and made that calH
A. I suppose it was between 3 :30 and 4 o'clock. We stayed
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in the room a very few minutes, I got back in my car and then
went back to the hospital. Mr. Crouch was still there in the
room with my daughter.
Q. What time did you arrive back there?
A. Well, I don't know. I didn't look at my watch to see
exactly what time it was. I didn't lose any time driving back
from my home to the hospital.
Q. What .happened after you got back to the hospital, if
anything?
.
A. Well, I went in the room again and sat down for a few
minutes. I got up then and went out in the hall and stayed
in the hall for a while, and a short time after that Mr. Crouch
and Nancy and Jerry· came out of this room and went down
the steps.
Q. Did you have any conversation with them then~
A. No, I didn't.
Q. When was the next time that you talked to them on this
afternoon T
A. Not until my daughter was brought home about 7
o'clock.
_
Q. What time did your husband get to the hos,,.
·page 29 } pital T
A. I didn't see my husband. He was downstairs
I didn't even know my daughter was to be released.
,
Q. Did you know when you left the second time and we~~
on home that the matter of custody of the child was going tb'
be settled on that dayY
A. No, I did not.
Q. After your daughter came home what was her condition
from that time on to the time of her marriage Y
A. Well, she was very nervous, very upset at times. She
began to lose weig·ht.
Q. Can you ascribe any reason for this condition Y
A. Except that she was grieving over the decision she had
made.
· --...Q;-. When did your daughter and Jerry bring up the subject
of marriage again Y
A. Well, they talked about it all during the summer, of
course after she was able to go back to school she didn'tShe went back and went to school, took a business course, yet
they were making plans all the time to get married.
Q. Was the subject of the child brought up in connection
with their plans for marriage?
A. Yes. They said they were going to marry and try to
get the child back. They wer~ going to get ·the child back.
1
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Q. Do you know the understanding of your daughter and
her present husband as to whether or not they
pag·e 30 ~ could get the child back within the statutory period
of one vear f
·
A. T11ey told

me-

Mr. Crouch: I object to that question. T11is is plain hearsay. Now we sat in·my office, we sat in tllere and had a very
lengthy conversation. That is, Walter Harmon, ]:'fancy Janetos and myself going over the matter. They came out, and
Mrs. J anetos is now undertaking to testify as to what the understanding· was. That is a little extreme.
Mr. Young: I believe it is pertinent.
Mr. Crouch: You can put it in, but I object to it. I think
it is completely unreasonable,. unfair and hearsay.
A. They were left under the impression, so tlley told me,
as Mr. Crouch said, they lrnd one year to make an appeal if
they wanted to get the child back, and they could get it back
at any time wit11in one year.

~ - Mr. Crouch: I note my objection to that ag·ain, as I did a
while ago, as being hearsay.
, Q. Mrs. Janetos, did you know prior to tlle time that Mr.
_owles was employed that there was a statutory proceeding
in the Circuit Court of Henrico County baving to do with the
adoption of your daughter's child 1
A. I knew that some papers had been filed, yes.
Q. WI1en did you first learn that?
page 31 } A. The dateQ. How long after the child was born f
A. Just a verv short time.
_
Q. How long, "would you sayf Was it prioitp the time you
employed Mr. Bowles, or whatf
A. It was before I employed Mr. Bowles. I went down to
the Henrico Court and looked at the records myself.
Q. Had the Interlocutory Order b.een entered tI1en Y
A. No, sir.
Q. )frs. J anetos, do you know what an Interlocutory Orc}er
is?
A. Maybe I don't.
Q. Did the Welfare Department com.e to your home and interview rou with reference to this ad.option proceeding Y
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A. No, sir.
Q. Do you and your husband regard Jerry as the father of
your daug·hter 's child 7
A. We do.
Q. If they should be successful in these two proceedings
which are now pending, what plflns if any do you and your
husband have with reference to getting this young coupl~
started f I mean toward helping this young couple.
A. Well, my plan would be to make a down payment on a
home for them, that would be one thing. And then any other
assistance that they may need.
page 32 ~ Q. Are yon and your husband able to assist
them?
A. Yes, sir.

CROSS EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Crouch:
Q. Mrs. Janetos, before the child was born and before the
papers for adoption were signed by your daughter, you didn't
approve of Mr. Harmon as your son-in-law and as a husband
for your daughte:, d~d you~
~
A. I had no obJection to 1t.
/ ~i~
Q. You had no objection!
A. No:
Q. Did your daughter object to marrying him Y
A. Not that I know of. If she had of she wouldn't l1ave
married him, had she objected, I am sure .
. Q. Previously f
A. No.
Q. You testified there was some discussion about their getting married. If that is the case why didn't they get married
before the child w~~ born, and .f;olve the whole situation that
way?
-.
A. Well, now I have answered this question before: They
felt..that theiit friends and everyone who knew them would
still lrnow· about the condition. They were just undecided.
They were two children. They didn't know what they wanted
nor what they wanted to do.
page 33 ~ Q. You mean.
A. Or what was the best thing for them.
Q. You mean they were not sure they wanted to get married?
A. I am not sure that they didn't want to get married, they
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just didn't know what was t.he best thing to d<;> at that time,
is wl1at I. figured out.
Q. What was the reason for the delay?
A. I don't know.
Q. You mean that they intended to have these people take
the child and then come back some months, perhaps a year,
later and just tell them that they wanted the child back, and
then get the child back that they had gotten married Y
A. No, I don't think they bad any thought like that.
Q. Just what was the situation Y
A. You know the i;ituation more clearly than I do, because
you conducted it.
Q. Surely, but you have testified that the child could have
stayed in the hospital indefinitely Y
A. It could have.
Q. You didn't :fntenct then to take the child home when your
daughter came l10me?
A. I would have if that would have been the thing to have
done.
page 34 ~
Q. Wl1at was your purpose in testifying that you
could have left the child in the hospital indefi:nitely?
A. Simply because it is just this: You knew that Nancy did
not want to give her cl1ild up because I told you so, that she
didn't want to g·ive it up, then why did you press it T Why
didn't you let the child make up her own mind, that is what I ·
mean. I didn't try to make her give the cllild up, keep it or
anything else.
Q. I don't want yon a1·guing with me.
A. No, I am not, I am sorry, excuse me.
Q. I didn't press you, but at the same time wliat I am getting at is this: You testified that the child could be left in the
hospital. Wasn't tlmt because you didn't want to take the
child l10me because the neighbors might discover it?
A. No, I could have taken .it to the nursing home. No one
could have ever known whose child it was, because I ~ould
have done tllat, because I have taken children for the C~1ildren 's Aid Society and kept them for months at a time. No
one would have known wl10se child it was, and it was many
ways it could have been handled without all of the trouble we
have l1ad, I am sure.
Q. So the child actually would have been taken from the
hospital to the nursing home and kept there?
A. I could have done that, that would have been one way,
yes.
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Q. And that would have allowed your son-in-law
Harmon and your daughter to avoid getting
married?
·
A. No, that was not the reason at all.
Q. Wouldn't the most logical thing if they wanted to get
married would be for them to have gotten married in the great
stretch of time that they had since she became pregnant up
to the time the child was born Y
A. That question I can't answer. I don't know the answer
to that.
Q.
ouldn 't that have seemed like a better solution!
A. It would have been, as I would think, but there are two
·
different people involved.
Q. Isn't it true, in fact, that your husband did not approve
of Mr. Harmon? ·
A. Not to my knowledge.
Q. Isn't it true that your husband didn't want his daughter
to get married?
A. No, I don't know anything about that. We certainly
expected her to marry at some time.
Q. Tba t is, at some time Y
A. Yes.
~
Q. Did your daughter or Mr. Harmon ever tell you that/~
they didn't want to get married?
.
A. No.
;,
Q. Did they tell you why they were not marrying at thw1!,
time?
page 36} A. No.
Q. So they did nothing about it all through the
fall of 1950 through April into 1951, and in fact nothing about
it until the latter part of September, 1951, when they did get
married?
·
A. Well, I don't know why they didn't do anything about
it. It was up to them to· decide when they wanted to get
married.
·- -!_Q. But they didn't do anything about it?
A., They were married September 21.
Q. Do you know when your daughter came to my office first
to talk to me?
A. Mentioned it sometime after they had been there and
talked with vou. I didn't know it before.
·
Q. Do you know the approximate time that your daughter
came. to .. my office to discuss her condition with me f
A. No, I do not.
Q. But you knew she had come to my office!
page 35

,v
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A. Later, yes.
Q. ,,That do you mean by later, before she went to the hospital, or after!
A. Yes, before.
Q. Before she went to the hospital, all right. Did you know
she had been having some trouble with Dr.
page 37 ~ Llewellyn Y
A. No.
Q. You didn't know about thaU
A. No.
Q. Didn't you go to see Dr. Llewellyn about it Y
A. No, sir.
Q. You just kept away from the whole thing?
A. I went when she needed me to go with her to his office.
Q. You just said you didn't go to his office.
A. I didn't go to talk to him personally, not without her.
Q. Did you talk to him about it, then?
A. No.
Q. Did ·you sit in the waiting room while she was in his
office?
A. I certainly did.
~ , Q. Is that all?
·
\ A. Yes.
, •••• - - .

'

1

) Mr. Crouch: That is all.
And further this deponent saith not.

Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
page 38

~

NANCY LOUISE JANETOS HARMON,
a witness introduced in behalf of the petitioner,
first being duly sworn, testified as follows_:_
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
Q. You are Mrs. Walter Jerome Harmon, the wife of the
petitioner in this proceeding, I believe?
A. Iam.
Q. How old are yon now Y
A. 20.
Q. At the time your daughter was born you were how old Y
A. 18.
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Q. How long had you been keeping company with Mr. Harmon prior to the time that you discovered you were going to
have a child f
A. I was going steady with him about a year before, and I
have known him about six months prior to that.
Q. ·when y9u first b~came convinced that you were going
to have a child what did you do?
A. I told J errv.
(J. You all ag1:ee upon any plan at that time?
A. No.
Q. How long after that was it that you talked to yoµr parents or they otherwise found out the situation Y
page 39 ~ A. I never told them. Jerry told them first.
Q. After he told them did they discuss it with
vou!
· A. Yes, it was discussed.
Q. Were any plans agreed upo:µ at that ti~eY
A. No.
·
Q. What if any plan did you consider although not positively agree upon f
A. vV e considered being married.
Q. Any other plan 7
A. No.
Q.
as there any reason why you didn't get married prior: .
to the time of the birth of the child 7
'r
A. If we had been married then it would have been in the·
papers, and if we had liveµ. together everyone would have
known.
Q. During this period did the idea of allowing your child
to be adopted occur to you as a possible solution?
·
A. Yes.
Q. When did you first think of that as a solution to your
situation?
A. Perhaps in about four months before the child was
born.
.
Q. -What ·was your present hµsba:µd doing at that time?
A. He was a radio engineer for a radio station in town.
Q. Did he have any plans for any further edµpage 40 ~ cation V
A. He planned to study medicine.
Q. Did you consult any ~nature person as to the proper
course to be taken in this difficulty¥
A. No.
Q. Did you discuss thaU

,v

\
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A. No, not as you mention.
Q. Did you just think that you and Jerry could work it out
by yourselves?
A. Yes.
Q. In connection with an adoption as a possible solution,
did you consult Mr. Crouch Y
A. vVe consulted him as an impartial party in case we decided upon the adoption.
Q. How long prior to the birth of the child was this when
vou first went to see him?
.. A. It was possibly in the late fall, very late fall.
Q. Did you keep in contact with Mr. Crouch from time to
time from that time on to the time that the chld was born Y
A. No.
Q. "\Vhen did you next see him then?
A. I saw him in the hospital.
Q. What day was that, if you can recall, if not just tell us
how old your child was on that dayf
page 41 ~ A. My child was not quite four days old.
Q. Describe for us what took place on that occasion, what time of day it was and so forth.
A. It was in the afternoon I imagine visiting hours had just
commenced. Mr. Crouch came in with a nurse.
Q. Visiting hours commenced at what time Y
A. Two or three, I am not sure about that.
Q. Thereafter what transpired?
A. The nurse asked my room mate to leave, and she was
just beginning to walk, and Mr. Crouch came in with a Notary
and opened his briefcase, took out some papers.
Q. Do you know what the papers pertained to?
A. I believe the first pa per was a release to him to get .the
child out of the hospital.
Q. "\"\That other papers did he have?
A. He had my consent papers.
Q. Did you know the purport of it, I mean what significance
it had¥
A. Didn't know eX'aetly. I don't understand the question.
Q. ·what did you understand the effect of the execution of
the consent paper would be?
A. It would just release the child to Mr. Crouch.
Q. At that time or at any time prior to that did
page 42 ~ Mr. Qrouch tell you that he knew of a couple who
would be good parents for the child and who would
like to have it Y
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A. Yes.
Q. So you knew that the papers were in that connection,
is that correct?
.
A. Yes. He told me that after he talked to Dr. Llewellyn.
Q. Did you immediately execute the consent?
A. No.
Q. Just tell us in your own words what happened that afternoon with reference to the signing of the consent paper.
A. It was after dinnertime before I signed it.
Q. By "dinnertime" you mean what hour?
A. I imagine they started serving at the hospital about
quarter to six or five-thirty, between five-thirty or quarter
to six.
Q. Did you make any comment during that period as to
your willingness or unwillingness to execute the consent Y
A. I didn't see why it had to be done.
Q. Yori mean done at all, or done on that particular occasion!
A. Done at all.
Q. Would you express yourself as to your personal desires
in the matter, whether you desired to sign it or
page 43 ~ not desire to sign it 7
A. I didn't want to.
Q. Who made the arrangements for your hospitalization
A. My husband and the doctor.
?
Q. Was your present husband there that day, namely the
10th of April, 1951?
A. Yes, he was there before Mr. Crouch.
Q. Did you and he discuss the advisability of your signing
the consent paper!
A. Yes and no. I mean, we could have kept the child, we
l1ad discussed keeping it.
Q. Did the subject of marriage come up on that day!
A. Yes.
Q. Did you make any decision with reference to that?
- -:A._ Jerry told Mr. Crouch that if he would get someone up
there and arrange for the license we would be married right
then.
Mr. Crouch replied that would be impossible; there would
be a three-day waiting period.
Q. Was Mrs. Harmon there that day?
A. No, she was not.
Q. Did your mother or father advise as to whether the
paper should be signed?
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A. They were not there when Mr. Crouch came in.
Q. I mean either then or at any time prior to the
page 44 } time that you signed the paper, did you secure
your mother's or your father's advice as to whether
you should sign the paper Y
• -4-. No, I never asked their advice.
Q. What if anything prompted you to finally execute the
consent certificate f
·
A. I was tired.
Q. Mrs. Harmon, after you left the hospital where did you
go?
· A. I went to my family's home.
Q. And from that time on to the time that you were married, what did you do?
A. Well, I went to business school that summer.
Q. Did you 3;t that time ever rp,ake up your mind that you
wanted your child back?
A. Yes. ·
Q. Did you contact Mr. Crouch or anyone else about iU
A. I contacted Mr. Crouch less than a week after I came
r--.. home.
F'' · '
Q. '"lmt did you tell him Y
A~ I told him I would like to have my baby back.
Q. Did you think you could get it back Y
A. I had his word, had his word f Qr it.
Q. Did you ever call Mr. Crouch and tell him that you had
changed your mind back (he other way, and did not
page 45 } want the child back Y
·
A. No, I never did.
Q. Have you ever after that time, one week after your release from the hospital, relented upon your desire to have
your child, Q~ have you continued in your desire to try to get
it backf
·
A. i do want my baby, yes. I <lo want my child.
Q. How many times do you s-q.ppo~e between the 10th of
1\.pril, 1951 and the 19th day of September, 1951, did. you contact Mr. Crouch with reference to getting your child ·backf
A. Twice.
Q. Twice¥
A. I know of two times definitely.
Q. When did you and your husband first make definite
plans to be married?
A. In December-definite plans? In the summer of 1952.
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Q. That is within three or four months after your child was
born, is that correcU
A. Yes.
Q. Do you recall when it was that you employed 1\fr. Bowles
to bring a proceeding in Henrico Circuit OourU
A. It was in the winter, best I can think, the past year.
Q. How long after your marriage was it?
page 46 ~ A. About two months.
Q. So I suppose it would have beenA. 1951.

CROSS EXAMINATION
By Mr. Crouch :
Q. Mrs. Harmon, when you went to the hospital you registered under vour husband's name¥
A. That is right.
Q. ·why did you do that?
A. Jerry signed me in.
Q. Why did you decide to register under your husband's
name?
A. Because that is the usual thing to do.
Q. You weren't married to him at that time?
A. No.
Q. ·would that be the usual thing?
A. Seemed to be the most proper thing to do.
Q. For what reason, Mrs. Harmon Y
A. Because usually when peo.ple are going to ha':e children
they are married.
Q. Didn't you register in the hospital to avoid the publicity
of having the child when you were unmarried 1
A. I just said that.
page 47 ~ Q. WhaU
A .. Yes.
Q. You did-it for that reason. Uh huh. You say that you
coftsidered. having the child adopted about four months before the child was bor11; f
A. Yes.
. Q. Did you take any other steps besides that?
A. No.
Q. What about your attempt to have an abortion prior to
that timeY
A. What do you mean attempts?
Q. What efforts did you make along that line?
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A. It was discussed.
Q. Didn't you go to New York or New Jersey to see a doctor
up there to have an abortion Y
A. Yes.
Q. You did. Who located the doctor for you, who found his
name!
A. I don't know, someone in New York.
Q. Mr. Harmon found the name of the doctorY
A. From somebody else.
Q. From someone else T
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Then the two of you went to New Jersey or New York,
one or the other, and saw him Y
page 48 } A. Yes.
Q. What did the doctor advise you?
A. He told me I could have one.
Q. He told you that you could have one!
A. Yes.
Q. Did he advise against it?
A. No. From a medical standpoint it would have been all
right.
Q. So you abandoned that thought and then you came on
hack to Richmond Y
A. Yes, sir.
(J. How long after your pregnancy commenced, as well as
you can tell, did you go to New York to see this docto·r Y
A. About two and a half months, or three.
Q. In fact, didn't the doctor tell you that the pregnancy
was so far advanced that it might be a little dangerous, danger attached to itY
A. No.
Q. Didn't he tell you you should have come earlier to have
discussed it?
A. No, sir.
Q. You have been to my office and you had expressed dis ..
satisfaction with Dr. Llewellyn, isn't that true?
A. The only dissatisfaction that yon might be expecting of
would be the fact that he told me to get a lawyer.
page 49 }- Q. In connection with arranging for an adoption t
A. Yes. If that would be what would be done.
Q. You had then discussed with Dr. Llewellyn the possibility of having the child adopted when it was born Y
A. He said it had been done before?
·
Q. You discussed it with himY
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A. Yes, he knew I was not married.
Q. Do you recall when you came to my office!
A. No, I know it was in the fall.
Q. What say!
A. It was in the late fall.
Q. Before your child was born 7
A. Yes.
Q. Think about that a little more, Mrs. Harmon. Didn't
you come to my office sometime between a month and one-half
and a month before the child was born 7
A. That could be possible. I will explain it this way: I
didn't go to see Dr. Llewellyn until perhaps it was December,
that would make me come to see you about January or Februarv.
Q. Did you tell your mother you were coming to my office T
A. No.
Q. You came with Mr. Harmon?
page .50 } A. That is right.
Q. At the hospital on the 10th of April, which
was the day you left, you talked all of this over with Mr. Harmon about the adoption f
A. That day?
Q. Surely.
A. No.
Q. You never discussed it with him at the hospitaH
A. Repeat your question, please.
Q. You never discussed with Mr. Harmon in the hospital on
April 10th, the day you left, when these papers were signed,
for the adoption, you never discussed the question with Mr.
Harmon about the adoption Y
A. Why certainly he was there.
Q. Surely he was. "\Vhat time did Mr. Hannon get there!
A. Before you did.
Q. Did Mr. Harmon remain in the hospital until you left?
A. Yes, he went home with me.
-_Q. During that time you went over the matter of having the
child adopted with him?
A. You went over the matter, I mean I didn't say anything
about it with him.
Q. You just said that you had discussed it with him while
he was at the hospital. You said of course he was there.
A. I mean he was there when the discussion was
page 51 } going on.
Q. Didn't you discuss it with him alone in the
hospital as well?
I

'
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A. I don't know when it was.
Q. Mrs. Harmon, you should remember your husband has
testified on a former trial in this matter, and of course I can
open that up where he is concerned, and once again I ask
you: Didn't you have several private conversations with
your husband in the hospital as to what decision you wished
to make about this adoption while I waited?
· A. Jerry asked me to leave the room once, asked you, I
mean, asked you to leave the room.
Q. At the time you two did discuss it?
A. Yes.
Q. vVe later went downstairs to the waiting room in the hospital, do you remember thatY
A. Yes.
Q. At that time your husband asked me to leave the room
again, and you and he discussed it there, do you remember
that?
A. I am not quite sure about that, and for this reason: The
nurse came back in and told you that you would have to leave
because my room mate had to come back in. She had been
out such a long period of time, sitting up, and would have to
take the conversation downstairs .
.. page 52 ~ You said was there a waiting room around.
f::u:-f!st
Q. So we all went down there and then you and
;. . , ..,,·your husband, your present husband, discussed the matter
while I was in the hospital, there in the hall, don't you remember thatY
A. I believe Jerry followed you downstairs, and I came
soon after.
Q. And then we reached the room and you and Jerry went
over the matter further, isn't that true Y
A. You were there, Mrs. Harris was waiting outside. You
were in the room with us then, in and out.
Q. In and out. Then after that you signed a consent to the
adoption¥
A. Yes.

r~

RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
Q. Mrs. Harmon, do you feel your pl1ysical and mental co:nclition on the afternoon of April 10, 1951, was such that you
can now give us accurate details of exactly what went on there
1bat afternoon Y
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A. Not exactly. I had only gotten up out of bed that morning for the first time.
Q. ·what consequences if any did you have in your own
mind or discuss with your present husband on that
page 53 ~ occasion as to foJlowing upon a refusal on y01:ir
part to execute the adoption consent Y
A. ·what consequences?
.
Q. "That would you have been faced with in your mind, or
what would your plans have been in your mind if you hnd
declined to sign the consent on that occasion Y
A. "\Vell, then we could have been married, if I had refused
to sign t\ie consent we could have taken the child with us.
Q. Could you have done it there that afternoon?
.A. I don't know.
Q. What did you think in your own mind at the time when
you signed the consent was possible to you with referen~e to
marriage, would you think you could be married there that
day, or not '1

A. Yes.
.
Q. Anyone tell you that you could be married there in the
hospital that day 1
A. No one told me I could be, no, but Jerry wanted to be /~~
married that day. It seemed perfectly all right.
.· -- ·
Q. ,vhat if anything was said by anyone there that clay,>·
with reference to marriage being possible or impossible Y
A. Mr. Crouch said he didn't see how we could support tlld
child.
•
page 54 ~
Q. Did he say anything about whether or not you
could get married Y
A. He said there was a three-day waiting period.
Q. '\Vere you scheduled for discharge from the hospital that
<lav?
A. No. I wasn't scheduled for discharge until ten days
after February 6.
Q. How dj,d you happen to leave on that day, if you know!
A. Because of Dr. Llewellyn finally releasing me.
Q. ,vhere did you want to go; to your mother's hornet
A. Yes.
Q. W'ith reference to the finality if any of the consent certificate which yon did eyentually sign that afternoon, did
yon understand that it was irreYocable or that you had a
period during which you could g·et the child back!
A. I had one year from the cla fo that is was signed.

3.8
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RE-CROSS EXAMINATION.

r

By Mr. Crouch :
." Q. What action did Mr. Harmon take in the hospital on
:.April 10, 1951, to attempt to arrange for a marriage Y
· A. He told me we could be married then, Jerry told me
that.
Q. -Did he do anything, did he go clown and try
page 55 ~ to get a license f
·
A. No, he dicln 't do that at that time.
Q. Did you want to marry him Y
A. Yes.
Q. And be wanted to marry you?
A. Yes.
Q. That was April 10?
: A. Yes.
· Q. 1951. Then why dic.]n 't you get married before September 21, 1951, if you wanted to marry?
A. 1Nell, I would be finished school by then, by September.
. . Q. You said that you and he both wanted to get married
rig·ht then and there on April 10, but even after you left the
hospital and all those months passed you still didn't marry
until September 21?
A. "\Ve did have plans to make as to where we were going
to live.
Q. Then you really weren't planning on g·etting married on
April lOY
A. Yes, we were.
.
Q. Didn't vou have all the time in the world?
A. But after we got married then and it was about three
weeks before I was up, so then I started to school
page 56 ~ and we just waited until I finished school, and got
a lease on our apartment.
Q. Why didn't you marry at the time you went to the hospital to have the child, you had all through the fall and winter?
A. You asked me that before, and I told you that tl1e reason
why was because the notice would be in the paper if we went
and lived together then everyone would know why we were
married then. It wouldn't have been a secret.
Q. If you got the child back now wouldn't there be just as
much question 1
· A. I don't see why there should be. ·we have been married
two years, people just don't associate things like that.
Q. You mean that in your neighborhood you could· be go-
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ing as a childless couple, and then today walk out with a child
and people would think nothing of it?
A. What about people who adopt children T How do they
explain?
·
Q. You would tell the people then you adopted this child T
A. It could be one of the reasons.
Q. In other words, the main thing you were concerned
about was_ avoiding discovery in the community Y
A. Yes.
page 57 }

And further this deponent saith not.

Signature waived by agreement of counsel.

"'\VALTER JEROME HARMON,
the petitioner, first being, duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
Q. Your name is Walter Jerome Harmon, and you are the
petitioner in this proceeding, is that correct f
A. That is correct.
Q. How old are you?
A. I am 21.
Q. You became 21 on what day?
A. July 1, 1952.
Q. When did you first make the acquaintance of your present wife Nancy Louise Harmon f
A. I would say maybe in 1950 to 1951, can't remember exactly. I met her through another girl I was going with at the
time.
Q. Prior to the time of the birth of a daughter, to what extent had you been go'ing steady with herY
page 58 } A. I had been going steady for a period of about
.
six months to maybe a year.
Q. When did you first learn that she was going to have a
-child?
.,
A. The exact date I can't remember. It was approximate,
oh, maybe as much as a month from conception.
Q. Do you know whether or not you were the first person
in whom she confided Y
A. I was.
Q. What did you do then 7
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A. ,veil, it was a question raised of course that she tnougI1t
she was. We went to see a doctor and he said that ·she was ..
We then discussed what should we do, better get married or
what. I mean, it was a question about that.
Of course, we were botl1 upset at tl1e time, because I was
still attending scl1o_ol and working part time, and f~·om then
on I suppose we pursued every ang·le anybody does m such a
situation. Didn't discuss it with anyone, kept it more to ourselves.
And tl1is trip tliat :Mr. CroucI1 refers to, we went to New·
York and talked to tlle gentleman there wl10 said he could
perform it. "'\Ve then left this place agreeing that we would
come back if we decided wbat to do, and we talked _it over and
decided that it was a life involved, that we couldn "t very well
· control that, and tllat it was up to us to at least
page 59 ~ bring it into tI1e world whetI1er we could financially
supnort it or not, we would at least be feeling that
we l1ad done tlle job of getting it here.
We then returned to Riclunond and then contacted Dr.
Llewellyn, who was the obstetrician in the case.
Upon going to I1is office he examined her, and talked to her
and said not to worry about it, be said if you want to you can
keep it, and if anybody says anything· to you about it you can
, tell them it is none of their business, or words to that effect.
·; The discussion of adoption came up, as far as getting married at that time it would be a little bad to be standing· up at
the pulpit with her, sI1e being in her obvious condition get.ting
married, embarrassing for J1er, that would be one good reason
not to get married rig·I1t there.
So we contacted l\fr. Crouch through an acquaintance of
mine for the purpose of investigating tI1e adoptive parties
that had been suggested by Dr. Llewellyn.
He said he had several people in his file that he had one
particularly in mind.
Well, we knew that tiie State Welfare or somebody here investigates tllem, tlie adoptive parents, and didn ''t exactly like
the idea that it was going in tI1e way it was, just had in mind
. taking· the child and tJu1t is that. ·we didn't like
page 60 f tllat. '\Ve felt like if we did agree to let it be
adopted tllat we were going to make good and sure
that it went out into tI1e proper I1ome, so we went to Mr.
Crouch 's office and talked to liim about the matter, just told
him that we would like to have him as Rn impartial investig·ntor to act in our behalf and find out if Dr. Llewellyn's people were suitable..
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Mr. Crourh Raid that on sever-al occasions after that he contacted Dr. Llewellyn but was unable to g·et any satisfaction
from him. ·we discussed it among· ourselves, and then Mr.
Crouch mentioned tliat he knew two people who were childless and he thoug·llt would like to adopt a child, but he didn't
know, asked if we would like to have him look into that fo1·
us and talk to them. We said since yon are getting away from
Dr. Llewellyn, said to g-o ahead and do that. He talked t.o
these people, then later said that they would like to have the
child.
To go back just a little hit: In his offi ··e that afternoon, we
first went there, he read to us from the Code of Virginia, the
Adoption Statute. He mentioned the Interlocutory Order
there which was a temporary thing, while investig·ation would
be made to be sure everything was satisfactory, and the home
was satisfactory. At least, we gained that impression.
From that point on, and I will go back again:
page 61 ~ Mr. Crouch, I talked to him on several occasions
before my wife went to the hospital, and he talked
to us, or I don't know whether it was the two of us, I mean
whether iu person or by telephone, and said we were ready
for him to come to the hospital, be had said that when we were
ready to call him and he would come to the hospital.
She, went into the hm;pital, and I Higned her in under my
own name, ag-ain with the idea of publicity and not wanfo~g
to have an illegitimate child, we thought it was better for theJ
child's sake nnd certainly as well as our own.
We thoug·ht that was the thing to do, nnd that is what we
did. It ,vas a lot of discussionQ. Just one momeiit. In that connection you say that you
signed her in, and we have introduced in evidence the Summary Sheet described as Petitioner's Exhibit 1, in which you
gave her name as Kancy Louise Harmon. Did you recognize
to yourself at least at that time that this child which she was
going to have was your child, is that correct 1

A. I did.
Q. You may proceed.
A. Upon her entering the hospital the child was born
around 8 o'clock at night. She cmne down from the delivery
room, she was still under the auer.;tbetic, and she was very
happy over it. As I started to Ray just before then,
page 62 ~ though: She herself had been an adopted child,
and while she had been happy in her home with her
parents, they had been kind to her, children at various ages
at school would just say things that. didn't particularly set
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well with her, and because of that there was one reason in her
mind that she was worried about the adoption of the child,
and she thought she would like to take the child and give it
a chance that she did not have. We discussed that. We were
upset at that time, hadn't asked anyone else for advice.
The next morning· I saw Dr. Llewellyn, I was at the hospital
early, I had a cold, so he gJ1ve me a shot of penicillin and told
me to go home and go to bed, not to get too close in contact
with her for the chance that I might give her the cold. That
was one of the reaRons probably I didn't see her as often as
I would liked to have. Also slie was in a semi-private room,
and I could not go over to her and get close enough to her to
talk to her without being heard without having the chance of
g·iving her the cold. I went home and Mrs. Janetos called my
mother and said that her daughter wanted to keep the child.
A friend of mine dropped over and I rode with him to the hospital to see her.
"'\Vell, it was so many· people in the room and visitors all
around there, that we coulcln 't talk there.
In the meantime I was talking to Dr. Llewellyn, said better
talk to him,. better call up Mr. Crouch and tell him
pag·e 63 ~ to come up here and_get the child out of here by a
certain date. I think following ·Wednesday or
something like that, beeause if she is going to have the child
put in her arms it will be hard on her to later leave it and that
would be the best thing for her t.o never see it. It would be
better for her to be kept away from the child for a certain
length of time, otherwise the nurse would go in there with the
child and it would be mighty hard on her later on.
I talked to her about that, and then I called Mr. Crouch to
come to the hospital on the date that he did come, and at that
time it was Saturday, I believe. I think it was. I believe it
was a Saturday moming after the child was born.
I talked to him by telephone. Then that night I went up
there, then tl1e day that he came to the hospital I went up a
little ahead of visiting hours, I went up the back steps, and Mr.
Crouch came in a little later, "How are you, how is everything.'' Put. his briefcase down and put the first order for the
release of the child into his custody from the ]1ospital in front
of ber and explained to her what it was, asked her to sign it.
Then she was hesitant about signing it, and then started
crying.
It is ha rd on me to remember exactly the propage 64 ~ ceedings that ensued in the afternoon, but finally
amid crying and hysterics she did sign that paper.
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Her mother came in during the period, and then there was
more upset because sh~ was upset anyhow, her mother was
upset, she dicln tt want to sign it.
It was during that period we talked to 1\fr. Crouch, said
·we could not keep it, so he pointed out about the financial
.status, we must think that over, too, for the child's welfare.
vVe discussed that, finally I asked l\fr. Crouch to leave the
room and asked him to let me talk to her alone for a few minutes.
He did. He went out in the hall, and was probably out there
.all of five minutes, when the nurse came back into the room
· and said that the other patient who bad been previously asked
to stay out of the room for a few minutes now had to come
back in the room and lie down.
Mr. Crouch then of course and the other patient came in
the room ag·ain, and then one of the nurses came in and said
that I was wanted downstairs. I didn't know of anyone who
would be wanting me downstairs, but I went downstairs to
see about that.
When I got down there I found nobody was there, nobody
that wanted me. I don't know what that was all about. Anyhow, I never saw anyone there.
I then returned to the upstairs, and Mr. Crouch
,,,;~
page 65 } I think had talked to the nurse about using the,,,,.,.
waiting room at the far end of the hall, and ha-:
talked to Miss Harris. Miss Harris was very impatient t():
-go, she had someone else to meet' or something.
Q. Who was she?
A . .She was the Notary. Mr. Crouch and Mickey had been
talking down at the end of the hall. By this time everybody
was sort of craning and sticking their necks out of the doors
to find out what was going on up at the room at the end of the
hall.
Then Mickey thought it must be pretty obvious in her distressed condition, and she did not want people wondering
aboutit. So in that time :Mrs. ,Janetos I think probably called
l1er father, I a~;ain called her father, and I think I asked Mr.
Crouch to call Dr. Llewellyn and ask him if it would be OK
if we left the hospit~l that· afternoon during the ensuing publicity.
At least somebody called him and got permission for her
release, then we talked to her father on the telep110ne, he was
-coming over to remove her from the hospital. She still did
not want to sign the papers, and we got in there, in the little
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reception room or whateveT it was, and she still did not want
to sign. She started cryiug·, and lfr. Crouch was talking to·
her, tcilling her that it was the only thing· that he
page 66 ~ could see that she could do. She talked to Dr
Llewellyn a:nd m;;kecl him if he could give her any
advice, did he know of any otbcr way she go about handling
this case. They went on, and finally she sort of bit down on
her lip, and hurriedly sig,1ed the paper, and threw them down
on the floor and just started sobbing.
Then the Notary came over with tears in lier eyes, she later
denied tllat, and said, '' If there is anything· that I can do for
you ever please let me know·.''
Then she notarized tl1e papers, and tllat was about the time
Mr. Janetos came into the room. He was a little excited, hecause his wife had been upset and I didn tt know what was
going on. I;-Ie vlanted to know what was going on. Mickey
was in tears. 1\fr. Crouch was trying to talk to him,. and he
llimself was excited.
There was considerable chaos in tllere for a few minutes.
It was mentioned earlier in the testimony here about him being· favorable to having me as a son-in-law, and I don't think
he ever made any definite statement about that because Im
was very hig·hly upset, and dming that time Mr. Croucl1 was
":'\ trying to say something to him, and he kept on talking~
ig,10red his existence for a few minutes. Finally Mr. Crouch
asked him, said, "Mr.•Jnnetos, I would jnst like to know before I go if there is anything at all-''. No, he said, "I would
just like to know before I go if this thing· is all right with you,.
the way it is going." Mr. Janetos turned to him
page 67 ~ quickly and said, '' If this is what my daughter
wants, all right.'' Then he turned back and started
talking· again. Mickey did not want to go to tlle home. Partially becam:;e her mother wmi upset, and everything was upset there. She clidn 't want to stay in the l1ospital, since this
publicity had been going on up and down tlle hall, and she
thoug·ht maybe if she could go over to my house and be quiet
over there it w·ould be fine. He said home is the place she
should be in, and there was an ensuing arg11111ent about that.
I believe he did state to me that since ae saw me there bad
hefm nothing but trouble, latm· he took that back.
Q. What time of clay wm~ this consent actually signed, if
vou know¥
" A. I would think it was around 5 :30 or 6 o'clock, becan~c:;e
lier suitcase had been packed, and I went up with her to help
r

r
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her get 11er tllings out of the room, mid Mr. Crouch and Mr.

J anetos were there for a few minutes.
Then when we cflme dovm Mr. Crouch left, rather her father
<'ame upstairs, and we left the hospitnl it was dusk, it was beg-inning to g·et dal'k~ and I remember tuming the liµ;hts on.
Q. How long did this business nbout getting the consent
signed la st?
A. It lasted from the time l\Ir. Crouch got there, which I
think started, he came in· a hout five minutes after
page 68 ~ the vjsiting· homR started. Until around when we
left the hospital that afternoon. It was a period
of several hours.
Q. Mr. Harmon, after the birth of this child did you an<l
your wife discuss marriage?
A. Yes, we discussed it then.
Q. In vour discussions with regard to marriage did the ~ubject of the child come into your mind, or enter into your discussions 1
A. Yes, it did.
Q. "\Vhat if any plans did you make with reference to the
child successful or unsuccessful?
A. At the time we discussed it we were torn between two
emotions. Now the child hnd been tnken hy these people, we
felt it would be lrnrcl to hurt them. vet she wanted the child
back. She called me at work and sl1e was hysterical several :
times. Several times she was so hysterical on the telephone ;
I g·ot practically to the point that it wfls just nothing I could
do except hang up the phone and tell the people that I worked
with that I didn't feel too well, I will be back tomorrow, left
and went home.
·
Talked to her on the telephone, Rhe was uncertain, I was
uncertain. It was during that period that I thought of everything;, even going out and shooting· myself. That is the thing
Mr. Crouch mentioned earlier .
.A.nd in that period I called }fr. Cronch on anpage 69 ~ other matter, and not even related to this case at
all one way or the other, and during that conversation be mentioned to me tlrnt she hn<l cnllcd him and said she
wanted her baby back. I thereupon ('nlled her and talked
· to her a bout it. She was hysterical, said if we can't do anything, take what action is 11ecm;sary. I said we will get married and let's talk it over sensiblv.
She at that time was upset. · I mran~ she was totally irrational, crying, sobbing. She said all right, then, just drop
it. So I called Mr. Crouch back, I am the one made that can.

·1
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She did not. I think it was mentioned earlier in the testimony, and told liim to forg·et about it, and at that time, within two days period sl1e was hysterical again, went back and
forth. We finally decided that we would g·et married and take
the child back. We were under the impression that we could
get it back at what time we asked.
·
We then started laying foundation as to just exactly how·
we were going to work it out, g·oing to get married and get
things squared away. Dming the period of time when she
was pregnant, and ,vas canying the child, people knew us,
and for during that time she was supposed to be in Carolina
in school. \Ve didn't g·o out around in town where people
could see us together.
Then about that fall thev started-she started to be seen
with me again. She was still staying at home durpage 70 ~ inp: this period nrior when the upset was going on.
Q. On the 17th day of September, 1951, as shown
in one of the Exl1ibits attached to your petition in this case,
did you and your wife go to the Clerk's Office of the Hustings
Court of the City of Richmond and apply for a license to be
married f
A. That is right.
Q. Did you have anv lmo,vleclge on that day as to whether
or not there was an adoption proceeding pending in t_he Circuit Court of Henrico, and that on tliat day there either had
been or would be entered an Interlocutory Order of Adoption
for this child?
A. No, I did not.
l\fr. Crouch: His an~wer was to which question? You
asked him two questions. All right, you asked two in one.
Q. You answered both of them, if I asked two 7
A. Let's go over the quei;;tion again now. I understood your
question to be one questi01_1, did I know it was a proceeding
pending in the Court at the time I applied for marriage license. I did not know it.
Q. As set forth in y·our petition you do now recognize the
child as yours and desire to have the custody, is that correctf
A. I do.
page 71 ~ Q. If you sl10uld be successful in this proceeding, or if your wife should be successful in her proceeding, you feel that you and your wife with the assistance
of your parents woukl be able to give this child the necessary
.care and attention and affection f
A. Ido.
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CROSS EXAMINATION.

J3v Mr. Crouch:
·Q. Mr. Harmon, when I spoke with Mr. Janetos in the hospital when he arrb;recl there, didn't l\fr. J anetos tell me to go
ahead with the adoption, that I would have no more trouble
from them?
A. If that is what s11e wantecl, that is correct.
Q. He said that?
A. Yes.
.
Q. To µ;o ahead with the adoption, have no more trouble.
She left the hospital on April 10, 19517
A. I presume that was the date.
Q. The same day I was there t
A. That is correct.
·Q. In the waiting room on the first floor Y
A. That is right.
Q. Her semi-private room was on the second floor?
A. Yes.
page 72 } Q. You and I came downstairs together and a
little later she followed, is that correct, to the waiting room?
~
A. I believe I came down, and then you came down, ancl
'·Y,l
then I went back and then w~ came down and you ·went bac~·.x,:.,i\:.a,
. "".i.,·. ·
and then you came down agam.
.
.'N
Q. Witi1 the Notary the last time?
·:-.c',:
A. Because you remember someone had said that I was
wanted downstairs, that is what I originally went down for.
Q. After Nancy J anetos left tbe hospital dicln 't her mother
proceed to quarrel with her and berate her for signing the
papers for an adoption and get her npset Y
A. They had some discussion on the subject. I was not
there at the time.
· Q. At the hospital didn't her _mother argue with her about
iB
A. She talked to her and told her she didn't think she
should have done it, I mean have it adopted. And Mickey of
course at that point didn't know, and she said she wanted to
be able to make up her own mind. Her father said if that
was the case then for her to do that.
Q. How about this, Mr. Harmon: On the former trial you
testified Page 30, as I understand her mother had come in and
had something to say to her about giving the child up, and she
was rather upset, and we argued about the financial situa-
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tion. "'Ve Iiacl an ag1."l.1merrt eoncernirrg it, whicIT
I was a wee bit selfisI1, and we argued concerning
Hurt. Finally sI1e said in a sort of a rage 'Go ahead
and kill me, I won't take you ba:ck', and broke dow11 sobbing~,.,.
A. Said wf1at, nowf
Q. "Go ahead and IdlI me, I won't take you back."' That
is what is in the record here.
A. Take who back?
Q. You, I suppose, I don't know. I a:m reading from your
testimony in tiie former procedure.

page 73

~

A. That I d011 it r~mcmber- saying·..
Q. '\V'oulcT you like to look at it?

A. Yes. (Looking_ a:t transcript ..)

r·

:Mr. Yourrg: I object to a:sidng the witirn-ss to examine
earlier testimony. I tI1ink the- proper way to do it is to ask
Jiim conceming some foci, if you desire to use the record fo1~
purposes of impeachment that is perfectly all right.
l\ifr. Crouch: Exactly. For purposes of impeachment.
l\Ir. Yomw;: I don't believe you have laid arry proper foundation at all to use that.
Mr. Crouch: I think tI1e foundation is laid by your direct
testimony that you adduced from him.
Mr. Young: ,vhat statement has I1e made today under oath
·
that you think is at variance with his testimonv on
page 74 ~ some· earlier occasion t
.,
Mr. Crouch: He has made these statements.
He made- statements to the effect that all was well between
Nancy J anetos and himself' at the hospital, and thereafter
that they were all very am.ions to get married, they were going to keep the child.
Now I wanted to sI1ow a little different situation existed in
the hospital and after they left the hospital..
Mr. Young: That may be true-. You can ask him about it,
but we object to your just showing him the record on some
isolated point from anotI1er case.
Mr. Crouch~ On the same case..

Q. You have jnst testified tiuct with relation to the call from
your wife to me about g·e1:ting the child back that you later
had a discussion with her and sl1e finally had you tell me and
tell be to forget the fact that sI1e had requested the return f
A. Yes ..
Q. That was wI1en I believe you called me at my home at
that time, was that iU

W. J. Harmon v. J. J\L and H. R. D'Adamo.

49

Walter t!erome Hannon.

4.

I talked to you twice that day, the second call.
Q. Did Mrs. Janetos do anything· to agitate her daughter
about this matter after she left the hospital 7
page 75 ~ A. You mean Mrs. ,J anetos, do you!
Q. Mrs. J anetos, yes.
A. All I could offer on t}mt was that "11er and her motlier,
I think, as I testified earlier, that maybe her parents felt that
I had something· to do with her not adopting it at the time.
I think there was some cfo,cussion on tlrnt. Was it my will or
her own in the case, as to which there was a misunderstanding.
Q. vVas it true that before she went to the hospital lier
father did not want her to get married 1
A. I don't quite unders1 and that.
Q. Do you recall this. Mr. Harmon, from your testimony
before the Circuit Court of Henrico County, "We discussed
g·etting- married, Mickey clidn 't want to get married because
her father thougl1t auite a bit of her, and didn't want her to
get married until she was older.''
Can,you remember that 1
A. Yes, I remember that.
Q. You recall thaU
A. Yes, that was a question. That was before however his
feelings-that was before the preg11ancy, yes, before the
preg·nancy question.
Q. That was during· the time that you went ,·vith l1er to see
Dr. Llewellyn, or somebody else?
A. Someone, don't remember.
page 76 } Q. .Somewhere around in there. Uh huh. When
you came to my office with the then Nancy Janetos,
there was some items tlmt you did not mention to me, were
there not, such as any· ouestions about, any point about your
being father of the child¥
A. That is correct, it was. Q. You told me that it was anotlier man, I think University
of Virginia man, that was the father of the child?
.· A. That was what was presented to you.
Q. ·when I asked why Nancy Janetos 11ad not gone to the
Welfare Department you said t11at Rhe clidn 't want to go, in
fact both of you said fliat, because of the publicity involved?
A. That is right, wl1ich is natural.
Q. Wanted to avoid that?
A. That is rig-ht.
Q. When :finaily she went to the hospital and had the child,

·.~
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Dr. Llewellyn talked to you about it and you called me and
told me it was then time to come and get the child?
A. That is rig·ht, as I stated before.
Q. What about the efforts to have an abortion, what happened along that line?
A. As I said earlier in the testimony we went to see this
party, and he said yes it could be done, then we talked among
ourselves, and decided that it was not the best
page 77 ~ tl1in~: to do, that we would at least give the child
a chance whether we could take care of it financially or not, because then we could at least bring it into the
world.
Q. Did you finally earn the name of the doctor?
A. Did I what f
Q. Did you finally learn the name of the doctor?
A. It was a friend of mine.
Q. Friend of yours told you about it 1
A. Yes.·
Q. Did you go with her to New Jersey or New York or
wherever it was to see about it Y
A. Yes.
Q. You as· a matter of fact wanted to have the child adopted
at that time, did you not, Mr. Harmon 1
A. It w·as not the wish to have it adopted. That had not
\yet entered into the question, what to do with it. We were
thinking about our financial circumstances at that point, and
at that point also her parents were unaww·e that she was
pregnant.
Q. Let me call this to your attention: In your testimony on
the other case, other trial, when I asked you why you called
me on the telephone to come to the hospital, you answered:
"Because, I don't know, I left it up to Mickey and told l1er
whatever she wanted to do in the matter, she
page 78 ~ seemed undecided. I have to admit probably I was
selfish and wanted her adopted, which I had
changed my mind on since to have the child adopted.''
Do YOU recall that·t

~: X!d

you and she talked it over after you asked m:":\
leave the room¥
A. That is right, reaching a decision, because the nurse·
came back in the room before we could reach a decision.
Q. Mr. Harmon, can you say that I acted improperly at the
hospital, really 1
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A. That you acted improperly in any manner?
Q. Acted improperly. Did I act in an ungentlemanly manner in any way?
A. No.
Q. Was I courteous at all times 7
A. Yes, you were courteous.
Q. Were you classified as 4F by the Draft Board in the attempt at induction into the Army?
A. That is right.
·Q. For what reason f
A. Duodenal ulcer.
Q. Any other reason besides thaU
A. Yes, I had chorea, as a child.
Q. Chorea!
page 79 } A. Yes.
Q. Were there any other reasons besides that?
A. That is all.
Q. Hasn't this trouble over the child leading to the suit
been caused fundamentally by ~Irs.. Janetos agitating her
daughter to get the child back?
A. I don't believe so.
Q. All through it she has exhorted her daughter to keep
/ - 7l
the child?
A. I don't think she bas exhorted her daughter to keep i t
. ·. . ~
. . ·:
I think she would like to see the child back, and she has ex/, ·
horted every effort in her power for the return of the child. f
\
Q. You called me on numerous occasions about various an~
sundry matters not connected with the adoption of the child
after the hospital episode?
A. That is right.
Q. We had in fact a number of pleasant conversations Y
A. Surely.
Q. Why did you not marry your wife until so long after the
adoption proceeding was commenced f
A. As I said previously if we had g·otten married at that
time it would not have been good publicity either for us or
Jor tl1e child in the future.
,,.
Q. After the child came into the possession of
( page 80 } the D 'Adamos you could have married her then
without being- troubled on that score immediately?
A. "\Vell, her condition kept her confined to bed for some
time after that, and as I stated here earlier in my testimony
she was supposed to be in school in North Carolina, which accounted for her disappearance from her friends around here.
And if as you said we got married she would have had to
,i ,... ,,.\:,
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leave scI100I and it would have appeared odd to the people
that she knew.
Q. In fact, she took a vacation to Florida with her father
at one time¥
A. That is right.
Q. You told me about tllat ..
A. Yes.
Q. You and I were on pretty good terms up to the time tlle
law suit started, were we not f
A. Yes.
Mr. Crouch: That is a IL
And further th.is deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel..

r··

Mr. Young: That concludes our testimony, I think at tliis
time. We will not nave anytlling else, I don't think, but if
we should have one witness we can run him on on
page 81 ~ Saturday with your evidence, can't we 1
Mr. Crouch: That is pel'fectly all right.
,J)ag·e 82
'

~

State of Virginia
City of Richmond, to-wit:

I, H. James· Edwards, a Notary Public for the State of Virginia at Large, do hereby certify that the foregoing depositions of Miss Dare Alexander, T. L. Janetos, Mrs. Sallie G.
Harmon, Mrs. Rosalie J anetos, Nancy Louise J anetos Harmon
and Walter Jerome Harmon, were duly taken and sworn to
before me at the time, place, and for the purpose set out in
the caption hereto; that the two exhibits filed herein, being
marked as Petitioner Exhibit 1 and Petitioner Exhibit 2 are
properly marked and returned I1erewith.
Given under my hand this 25th day of Marcl1, 1953.
H. JAMES ED,VARDS
·~
Notary Public for the State of Virginia
at Large.
:My commission expires October 5, 1956.
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page 83

~

•

*

•

•

•

The depositions of Miss Olive R. Harris, and others, taken
before H. James Edwards, a Notary Public for the State of
Virg-inia at Large, pursuant to Notice hereto attached, on
March 28, 1953, begfoning- at 10 o'clock A. M., at the Offices
of H. James Edwards, 1231 Central National Bank Building,
Richmond 19, Virginia. Said depositions taken to be read
as evidence in behalf of the Rm,pondents in the certain habeas
·corpus proceeding in the above styled Court.
Appearances : ( Same as before noted).
page 84

~

OLIVE R HARRIS,
a witness introduced in behalf of the respondents,
first being duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIRECT E~AMINATION.
By Mr. Crouch:
.. '.c~
Q. Please state your name, age, residence and occupation.
' .:\:
A. Oliv~ R. Harris, over 21. Residence :2502 Hanover Ave-~./"··"'·\\,.;,,,. ".•
nue; pubhc stenographer.
/
Q. Mrs. Harris, do you know the purpose of this proceed-·
..,
ingf
·
A. Yes, I do.
Q. In what capacity did you act in the facts surrounding
this matter?
A. As a Notary to notarize the papers in connection with
the adoption.
Q. Will you please tell in your own words what happened
from the time you first became acquainted with this matter
all through tl;le entire case?
:A. Well, the 9th of April when l\Ir. Crouch asked me if I
/Could g·o up to the Retreat for the Sick and notarize some
, · ;;tdoption papers and I told him tliat I would and asked him
to let me know when he wanted me to p;o.
page 85 ~ So the morning of April 10th he called me and
said that he wanted me to go up at 3 o'clock and
he said Mr. D 'Adamo would come for us to take us up to the
Retreat and be ready at 3 o'clock. So I told Mr. Crouch to
come to my office at 3 o'clock· when he was ready. So at 3

Ji
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o'clock :Mr. Crouch came to my office, and I put the time down
on the book because I charge by the hour. "\Ve left the office
promptly at 3 o'clock.
vVe went down to the street and Mr. D'Adamo was there
in his car. :Mr. Crouch and I got in the car and went up to
the Retreat for the Sick. Mr. D 'Adamo parked his car on
the side street and l\fr. Crouch and I got out and went in.
Mr. Crouch said he had to· go to the office in reg·ard to the
paper authorizing· him to take the baby out of the hospital.
So he went in the office and I waited out in the hall.
He came out and we went on upstairs to the room and went
in and 1\fr. Crouch gave the mother the papers and sl1e signed
the paper authorizing- him to take the baby out of the hospital right away, witl1out any hesitation whatever. Then Mr.
Crouch gave her the adoption papers. She said she wanted
to think it over a little; she wasn't ready then to sign. So we
went on out and Mr. Crourh went down to tlle office to take
the paper authorizing him to take the baby out of the hospital. A superintendent was going off and he wanted to take
the babv to her before sl1e left.
page 86 ~ Then ·he came back on upstairs. I was out in the
hall and we went in to see if she was ready to sig'll
the adoption papers and she said she wanted to think ahout
it a little more, so 1\fr. Crouch anc1 I went out in the hall and
we
sat clown on the steps and waited there for an hour and
\
one-half.
And then I bad to be hack. I told Mr. Crouch I had to be
back about half past five, so it was nearly five o'clock and he
said that he would sec if she was ready to sign. So be came
back and said that she wasn't ready to sign just yet. So he
sat down there again.
I would say a few minutes after five o'clock Mr. Harmon
came and came to the door and said she was ready to sign.
So Mr. Crouch went in and I told him to let me know when
he was ready for me to come in and notarize the paper. So
I sat out there in the hall on the steps where I had been all
along and my back was to the door. I never saw at any t ~
who went in ·the room or who rmne out.
· 7m7'.
About ten minutes past five Mr. Crouch came and said she ··.~
was ready to sign tl1e paper, that she was downstairs in the
reception room. So we went downstairs, :Mr. Crouch and I,
to the reception room and the mother and 1\fr. and Mrs.
Harmon were there and she was perfectly calm and collected,
nothing seemed to be upsetting· her whatever. She was very
composed.
--'7i"
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She had the paper, the adoption paper, and she
signed it right then and there without any hesitation whatever and I notarized it and then I came on out and
Mr. Crouch went with me out to the car. I came back down
to my office, Mr. Bell brought me there, and as I went by the
First and ::Merchants Bank we had to stop on account of a
traffic light and I noticed the clock said 5 :30 and when I got
back down to my office it was 5 :30 or a few minutes after and
I made a note on my book '' T. C. Crouch, April 10, two and
one-half hours, $5.00". That was for t11e time I left the office
until I got back at $2.00 an hour which is my price. That was
the only connection I had witl1 this case.
Q. Miss Harris, when we :first went into the room of Nancy
at the hospital, did she appear to you to be calm and collected
and in her right mind f
A. She certainly did.
Q. Can you recall whether or not I read the papers to her
explaining them?
A. Yes, you did. You read them to her.
Q. When I brought you down to the first floor to acknowledge and witness her signing of the consent to adoption, what
was her frame of mind and demeanor at that time?
A. Well, she was perfectly calm and collected. I never saw __ ..---,
anybody more composed and she just signed the paper with-out any hesitation whatsoever. Seemed to be en,
})ag·e 88 } tirely calm.
'
Q. ·was the atmosphere pleasant?
A. Yes, it was just as though it was a social visit, you might
say.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
By ]\fr. Young:
~
Q. Miss Harris, bow many years have you been a Notary Y
A. Since 1949-no, '48.
Q. Do you work at an attorney's office?
,,.-. A. No, I have my own office.
Q. During that space of time how many notary acknowl:
,(_ -edgements would you say you had taken?
A. Oh, I don't keep any count of them. · I have taken hundreds of them.
Q. Hundreds, perhaps thousands, I dare say, is that right?
A. Yes.
Q. Do you recall ever having- taken the acknowledgement
on a legal paper before of a child 18 years of age?
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A. 18 years of age f
Q. Yes ma'am.
A. Child 18 years of agef
Q. Yes.
page 89 ~ A. No, I have never taken a cllild 18 years of
age.
Q. I mean to say n person under the legal age of 21?
A. Yes, I bave taken them under the age of 21 ..
Q. What kind of paper?
A. Well, the other day a lady came to my office from R. P. I..
Sh-0 was a student there and she had gotten married and she
had to have a notary paper, I mean a Notary to notarize a
paper to chang·e l1er name.
Q. I mean Jrnve you acknowledged for persons under 21
any deeds or other legal papers conveying an interest in property?
A. Deeds orQ. Or other legal papers- conveying inte1·est in property 'l
A. I don't re~au any deeds.
Mr. Young: No further questions.
Mr. Crouch: That is aII.
And further this deponent saith not.

Signature waived by agreement of counsel..
page 90

f

ROBYN LEROY,
a witness introduced in behalf of the respondents,
first being duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION..
By Mr. Cronch:Q. ·wm you please state your name, age, residence and occupation?
A. R?byn LeRoy, age 30; residence, 15 East Cary Stn:~t~,
.•; · ·., ..
occupation, free lance photographer.
·
· ,,,<t:t
Q. Are yon familiar with the purposes of this suit °l
A. Yes, I am. .
Q. How long have you known Walter Jerome Harmon and
Nancy Louise J anetos Harmon f
A. I believe I met Mr. Harmon the first time in November
of 1948 only one time. Then I assumed an acquaintance with
him starting in late June of 1949 and I have known him con-
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sistently since then. Nancy Louise J anetos Harmon I have
known as mi ac,1uaintanec since sometime in late spring of
1950.
Q. Has Mr. Harmon ever discussed the subject matter of
this proceeding with you "1
A. Ye8, sir, he has, 011 numerous occasions.
Q. Did he at any time mention any matters concerning the
child f
page 91 ~ A. Yes, sir. On many occasions.
Q. Will you start from the beginning when those
matters were first brought to your attention and tell the story
in your own words straight through to the present time, those
things that you know he either told you, by Mr. Harmon, ob~erved directly by you, those things said to you by anyone
in the presence of Mr. Harmon or Nancy Louise Janetos
Harmon7
A. vVell, the beginning of the thing I suppose was after the
young couple ha<l been going tog·ether for a while and one
time in late summer or early fall I think around September
of 1950 Mr. Harmon announced to me that he thought he
might be a poppa and naturally being his friend I was curious
~
enough to ask him, "Ob, how come", and what were the circumstances.
<
He a~vised me tI:at of course nothing was definitely lmo. wn ,,·,.·~.'.·'.':'··.·.·.
yet as Nancy, 01· Mickey as I knew her, had only had one ex-.:
;'
amination by the doctor and it wasn't as yet determined. I···
,
asked in that case it must be very early. He said yes that
it was and if that contributed to his not knowing was he the
father because he had not been seeing the girl under those
circumstances in the immediate past; that if the conception
had taken place prior to some time in June of that year that
he could readily be the father; if it had taken place sometime
later than June or in July that he believed he
page 92 ~ couldn't be. He kept me advised of occurrences
following that and their finding out decidedly that
,the lady had conceived. He also kept me advised of the dis/«flsions growing out of Mrs. J anetos' attitude toward his
/ going with the girl and she also during that period suggested
the possible situation that might arise from the conditions.
The possible situation entailed their choice of whether to
marry and retain the child, have the child aborted or place it
for adoption. I castigated Jerry quite severely about the
thoughts of abortion, telling him exactly what I thought of
persons who would commit that and thought it was murder
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and he at the time explained that he did not entirely agree
with me; that after all I was not in his position.
Late in the fall the young couple made a trip of which they
di<l not directly advise me but after _which they directly advised me by describing the trip to New York City, the trip
out to a suburb community to meet an abortionist and their
decision not to have the abortion undertaken.
At the time Jerry was loudly proclaiming he was going to
get
for having delayed them in Mr.
efforts to find an abortionist for them, because that delayed
the activity long enough that the New York abortionist advised them there was a danger to the health of the mother.
They also advised me that having made their depage 93 ~ cision not to have the abortion undertaken that
they were contemplating having their child
a<lopted. On one occasion Jerry directly approached me suggesting that it was, he wished that I could take the child and
I advised him that because it was so close to home I felt the
ensuing difficulties would make it far untenable, too untenable
a situation.
Sometime in Febr:uary of that same winter·, that would be
r-1951, the young couple visited us on which occasion Jerry
<lescribed again the abortionist's place of business and the
~ ins~mment~ he. used, his personality, the fact that he was I
rx·,·· · · ·' heheve an 1m1mgrant from Germany and unusual and an un.
orthodox person and so on.
.
·
Again definite statements about intending to have the child
adopted were brought up and serious complaints about Mrs.
J anetos' attitude toward Mickey and toward her relationship
with Jerry.
It wasn't until I believe late February or early March that
their decision to have the child adopted came to be crystalIiz0d. Again they advised me obstcnsibly, rather they consulted me ostensibly for my advice concerning their predicament.
I told them that since they semed to be so deeply and seriously involved in this decision to have the-:~
page 94 ~ adopted I couldn't act like a true friend, give them:";\
what I thought was adequate and true advice, unleRs they advised me precisely what was the situation, amongother things who was the father of the child. Mickev's ~espouse to that was the name Pitt. I asked who-prim~·rily to
reinforce what she said because she had spoken in such a low·
t.one of voice. Jerry said, "Pitt Bernard, you know Bob I
1

\

W.

J. Harmon v. J. l\L and H. R. D'Adamo.

59

Robyn LeRoy~
have told you all about him in the past," which was a true
statement.
I asked then if that were the case, their objections to the
birth, because of financial situations, could possibly be solv~d
by their approaching Pitt Bernard or his family and asking
their assistance. Mickey insisted that they couldn't do so
because he would make her a liar. Jerry said yes and Pitt's
-cronies would all, if necessary, swear that they had had the
young lady by turns.
I tried to suggest possible alternatives to their situation,
simply marriage and keeping the child among other things. It
was voiced very vehemently that Mrs. J anetos would absolutely not tol~rate that situation; that Jerry couldn't undertake such a thing because he was under age. I suggested tentatively a subterfuge that they elope, go elsewhere; that the
same New York engineer who had helped Jerry find the abortionist might help him find a job and that having removed
themselves from the vicinity they might be able to find a life
stru~gling as it was, or one which might become
page 95 } happy. They found that that would be a highly
impractical thing because of their desires to go to
school, their as yet uncrystallized notions of whether to marry ~
or not. They, at the same time, voiced their extreme dissatis- ., - ·\
faction with treatment they were ~etti!1g from their Dr.A··.
Llewellyn whom they had consulted m tlus matter.
·;
·1;,
Dr. Llewellyn it seems had agreed with the children to find
·
suitable foster parents for the child. :Mickey, however, was
convinced that Dr. Llewellyn was taking money both from her
for the birth and from the foster parents-in a manner of
speaking, selling the child, as she expressed it-making her
into a baby factory for other people's benefits.
In spite of my clonbts that any ethical man with reputation
would undertake such an action they insisted that they should
-they sm,pected Dr. Llewellyn of treating them badly in this
matter. It was then suggested that maybe they should get
lli \private investigator to help them £ind out about the back•ouncl of these parties, these foster parents. I suggested it
as far less dramatic but perfectl~r ethical if they felt that
ncerely upset to consult an attorney and have him undertake to see that things were undergone with propriety.
I even suggested they go to Mr. Crouch whom from past
experience I knew to have a very fine reputation
page 96 } and to be able to give a client an adequately earnest
service. Taking my recommendation I understand

n
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that they approached Mr. Crouch; some few days later in fact
.Jerry came and asked me if l\Ir. Crouch would handle the
matter for Mrs. ,Janetos c·oncerning a new ordinance about
safety devices in her nursing home and her hopes to avoid the
expenses those ordinances would incur. I advised him that
ves of course l\Ir. Crouch could find in the- Code what was re~1uired and if there was a way to avoid those expenses he undoubtedly could find that also on an ethical plane.
Jerry advised me that :M.r. Crouch disappointed Mrs. ,Janetos in that matter and told l1er he couldn't ethically undertake to do her any service because he couldn't accomplish the
results she wanted.
Nevertheless, Mr. Crouch did undertake to i·epresent the
youngsters in their dealings with Dr. Llewellyn. Jerry Har~
mon reported to me that he was sure somebody was putting
a finger in the pie, probably Mrs. J anetos, because she was
raising hob with Mr. Crouch and Dr. Llewellyn and calling and
disturbing them both and that Dr. Llewellyn had refused to
cooperate with Mr. Crouch in this matter, would not reveal
any information about his own choice of foster parents.
Jerry also stated that as a result the youngsters had had
.M:r. Crouch undertake to find foster parents. That 1\11'.
Crouch had advised them he was acquainted with
~. page 97 ~ some people whom he had personally l?Iown for·
fl#>"' ' ·
some 12 years or more, I am not certam of that
factor, and that he was certain that their background was
more than just acceptable and that they had advised him that
tl1ey would be interested in taking the child.
Events subsequent to that time and prior
the birth involved a number of crises from which Jerry passed one to
the other, muddled up with his worries about the child was
his worry about whether the psychiatrist's letters to the draft
board would help him evade the draft, I shouldn't say evade,
rather escape the draft. It was a sincere and honest desire
to not be called-don't want to be misinterpreted there-and
his relief at finding that the draft board had decided to over-

1

to

Io°lt11:
~r~:r~tfi1!0:~t~1e,:~~1~:11!~\1;~!\!:i~f.to be co!'
panion to Jerry over a period covering two or three days or ·
~pots therein. He asked me to accompany him on a morning·
that Mickey J anetos and her father came to the hospital
around 8 :30 in the morning.
e sat in the hall, joked about
the various conditions that were supposed to surround births.
![ickey pointed out the moans and howlings coming from

,v
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down the hall possibly from expectant mothers as being pretty
ridiculous if they were coming from her that it wasn't that
serious a matter. She also was in high enough spirits to remark she was a pretty experienced mother, she had
page 98 ~ helped her cats go through so many of them and it
.
was really sort of a simple matter.
'\Ve waited a lengthy period for Dr. Llewellyn who was a
little later than I unders(ood that he should have been. He
came in and .M:r. J anetos and Dr. Llewellyn scurried around
and up and down arranging things. Finally a lady who had
some executirn position I take it call1Jd :Mickey J anetos and
Mr. Janetos and Dr. Llewellyn into a room at the end of the
ball and after they had entered that room she reappeared and
called Jerry Harmon. Said :M:r. Harmon we will need you too.
Jerry got up, walked toward the room, shrugged toward
me with a cryptic sort" of an expression. I said, "Jerry, it
Jooks like you are going to be a poppa after all." I did not
accompany the people upstairs as they went with Miss
.Janetos to her throne room. After they had gone about their
normal business up there Jerry returned to the lower hall
and he ai1d I left the hospital.
vVe kept companionship the rest of the day until late that
::?ii
evening when Jerry became aware of the fact that the young· ,.,
ster was a little later in delivery than they had expected and . ~. .
I was of course not present or advised of the exact momentr·
';''
of that delivery though I have been advised of almost every-~
'{,
thing else prior.
.
page 99 ~ I didn't see Jerry then until Sunday or Monday
following the birth when I accompanied him to the
hospital to see ::Miss Janetos. On that occasion we talked,
chatted light talk, small talk. She was in very good spirits
and it was just a friendly little chit-chat. There was nothing
unpleasant occurred. No ill tempers or anything. The only
unpleasantry on that occasion I believe was Miss Janetos'
expression thµ.t the woman who shared the room with her was
!le·ss th'an ·desirable as a room mate. It seemed that she was
-foo dirty or something for a woman in her condition as I
·' understand the expression. That observation having gone
over at that time, and I remained until Mr. Janetos came into
the room. I felt something of an interloper since I didn't
know Mr. J anetos too well and I felt that he wanted to talk
with his daughter alone. I volunteered to leave and Jerry
left the hospital with me.

1
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I saw Jerry again the day after :Miss J anetos was released
from the hospital. On that occasion he described to II).e with
high good humor the actions of Mrs. J anetos as she came on
the scene of the signing· of papers of consent and one thing
and another. He described how Mr. Crouch had been trying
to talk with Miss Janetos and that each time Mr. Crouch
,vould say something Mrs. J anetos having entered the room
unannounced would start to harangue and talk in a high temper to Mickey J anetos.
page 100 ~ Mr. Crouch having not recognized the mother
apparently due to her nurse's uniform, at first
tried to pay no attention to what she said, but finally looked
np and recognized her and then apologized for having not
taken recognition of her and in a gentlemanly fashion tried
to explain exactly what was the situation up to that point.
Jerry also. described to me the periods of indecision, that
there was a great deal of waiting around and a great deal
of chaos introduced by Mrs. Janetos, that he thought probably
l\fr. Crouch figured this thing was a madhouse before it was
done. He stated also he had to g·ive Crouch credit for one
thing· at least he quieted down old man J anetos when Mr.
Janetos came in also in a bad temper about things Mrs. Jar·
netos had told him.
~
He recounted very short conversation of some kind that
(!r ""·\ he had heard through the doorway when Mr. Crquch had
·
_asked Mr. J anetos, "\Vell, if there is going to be continued
trouble in this matter, I just as soon drop it and forget the
whole thing", or words to that effect and that Mr. Janetos•
had told Mr. Crouch, '' vVell, if that is the way she wants it,
if that is what my daughter wants, you will hear nothing more
from me. You will have no more trouble out of us in this
matter".
Following that Mickey J anetos and Mr. Harmon and Mr.
J anetos had left the hospital and gone to her home
page 101 ~ and there had been one moment of anxiety in
Jerry's mind for fear that Miss Jauetos would
see l\Ir. Crouch in the prepnrations to remove the child,.,~
that anxiety had not materialized and they had gone on thefi?\
wa:v without i:mch an occurrence.
After that I saw Jerry Harmon not so frequently and
l\Iickey Janetos I believe not at all for a period of time. She
was taking I believe a vacation to help her rest up from the
trying ordeal she had undergone and to recover from the oppressions of Mrs. J anctos who all during her lying-in period
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had not allowed her to get out of the house to walk and exerdse. The doctor told her, had only allowed her to go from
house to automobile in order that the neighbors would never
hear of the thing, that all this had been so trying on her that
:Mr. Janetos had taken her to Florida or something. Jerry
then ironicaly complained he believed it was purely a device to get Miss Janetos away from Jerry Harmon. That he
4Cast implications of Mr. Janetos' lecturous attitude toward
his own daughter. Many other nasty things were said during
that period and the next thing that I knew the youngsters
were preparing for marriage.
Even that was a highly indeterminate thing according to
Jerry Harmon until, oh, sometimes two weeks before the
actual marriage itself. Then on a Friday, I believe it was,
they were married and my wife and I began visiting them and
I began visiting them alone after their marriage within a
short period of time.
page 102 ~ The first visit with them or two was a happy
occurrence but shortly all sorts of dissensions began to show up. The expressions of Mr. Harmon and his
mother Mrs. Harmon both told me and sometimes verbal
statement told me that Mrs. Janetos was introducing these
dissensions trying to divide the two young people trying to .----~
~
eonstantly irritate them.
Mrs. Harmon in his presence, in his presence, Mr. Har~
··.,"l
mon 's presence, complained to me that Mrs. J anetos was visJ
\
iting too often, telephoning constantly plaguing the young
people, inviting Mickey to various functions at home and
r,ointedly not inviting Jerry and that all sorts of disharmonies were coming into the picture.
Then finally late in the fall the young people advised me
that they were going to try to regain custody of the child.
They stated at first their dissatisfaction with things as they
- were binged on the fact that the child had been placed in a
home that was dark, that is the people were dark. They
· didn't think that tliat was right because the child was so fair.
/--:Also the home was a mixed home, that is one of the members
/ was Catholic. In spite of my telling them if they intended
/ to impress a Court with that kind of big·otry that they would
really hurt themselves they said well that was good enough
for them. Mickey Janetos even stating that she
Jlage 103 ~ knew what it was like to be in such a home since
she was adopted into such a home herself.
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TI1en shortly thereafter they achrised me how Mrs. Harmon
approached two attorneys in the matter, a Mr. Jim Turner
and a Mr. Flowers. That both attorneys declined to handle
the case but finally a Mr. Bowles had accepted the case and
advised them that he was sure they could not lose the case.
Among the reasons stated was that Mickey J anetos now
Mickey Harmon was under age at the time of the consent.
Among other reasons was the fact that, according to Jerry's
statement, Mr. Bowles was so well acquainted in the Juvenile
Courts he could hardly lose such a case as this. That he actually knew Judge Ricks so well that he had New Year's Eve
celebrations at his home in the past number of years.
On top of these charges were the statements ostensibly
made by Mr. Bowles that first on the list was to get Mr..
Crouch for his ~~tivities in this matter. I was highly sur:..
prised by that statement because Jerry had always spoken
highly .and well of Mr. Crouch, had continued pleasant relations with him after the time of the consent.
Mr. Harmon, however, advised me that now he was going
to get Mr. Crouch just as he had been going to get Pitt Bernard and he had been going to get George Dumis and the
.
statement that he was going to get Crouch for
'
page 104 f having pressured Mickey Harmon into the con£'"),
sent that she gave, that he had hung over too long
f:"";,c,, . . . -in the hospital and various other things. Again I told him it
-s"Oundecl like a highly chaliced approach before a reasonable
C01.:p·t of Law to try to charge arr ethical member
the Iega~
profession with such actions and I clidn "t believe l\fr. Crouch
was capable of tliose actions-. I felt he could highly substantiate bis own actions because he was a conservative man, one
whom by my own experience I knew had to be pushed into
pushing people in any direction.
They stated that again l\fr. Bowles had told them that was:
fhe proper approach on this occasion. On subsequent visits
fo tliei r I1omc the dissensions increased. Arguments became
commonplace. Arguments especially involving what sort of'
testimony they would give at tlrn hearing. Arguments. -,mr:rl.~
cerning who was right and who ,vas wrong in tl1e adoption ·
of the cI1ild. Wl10 liad been responsible for it, Mrs. Janetos
or Jerry Harmon. All sorts of dissensions followed one auother so rapidly I couldn't possibly recount them all. UntiI
finally about the time of' the hearing one of those meetin!!'S
woun? up with Mickey Harmon flouncing off to bed leavi~g
my wife and me, her guests, pretty well stranded and trying
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to extricate ourselves as pleasantly as we could from the
situation.
Continuously during that time they asked my advice. Continuously, to be candid about it, I advised them that as I had
called an attempted abortion a criminal thing, as
page 105 ~ I had called an adoption and rejection thereby a
criminal thing, I would now state that attempt to
destroy the child's life by snatching it away from its parents
was also a criminal thing because they couldn't let sleeping
dogs lie and let the child have happiness where H bad been
ebosen. Somewhat as an upshot of that I believe, Mickey
Harmon then made the statement that my wife and I were too
old to have good judgment in this matter, my wife being in
the age area of 30 as was Mrs. D '.Adamo. It was Mickey
Harmon's sincere conviction that people of that age had no
right to children, children should be snatched avrny from
them, they weren't fit to take care of them at that age and
Rfter.
Excusing that by as for what it was I still tried to get out
of them why they wanted the child back -and elicited from
Jerry statements that he believed primarily to appease Mrs.
J anetos and his admission that he believed yes. they would
try to use the child as a club over his head much as Mrs.
,Janetos had used the adopted ch~ld Mic~ey Janefos as .a c!ub /~·.·.
over Mr. J anetos' head to keep lum a milktoast all of his hfe. ,'
··?I
At the time of the hearing I very candidly was forced to '
"'
admit that I Q. What hearing was that?
.A. The first hearing in this matter. I was forced to admit
my dislike for the matters undergone and then as
page 106 ~ now I was highly reluctant to testify in matters
which might hurt the feelings and the friendship
between me and Jerry Harmon. However, I have been telling
many more details this time because I am certainly tired of
what I consider a criminal mess, and I feel that honesty in
,toto is required for the s.ake of justice and the welfare of the
C'hild involved.
For that matter I would like to report what happened after
the hearing. After the hearing I saw Jerry Harmon perhaps
not so frequently as before hut -on repeated occasions. The
dissensions have not lessened but instead they had increased.
There was one occasion after the hearing in which Jerry repeated one of his all night visits with me. On this occasion,
in order that my wife might get sleep and rest I steered liim
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awav from our home and walked with him down to Grant's
Store frankly hoping to shuck him off on the way back
and get home alone.
During that visit Jerry was castigating Mickey Harmon
and again as he had repeatedly before had continuously suggested the possibility of divorce or annulment or something.
He ag~in repeated that he had never had true consummation
of the marriage, that he and his wife had not slept together,
even lived together in true companionship. Not only that,
but Mickey had revealed to him certain infidelipage 107 ~ ties other than that with Pitt Bernard. I told him
that Jerry at the time of your marriage you
agreed that what was past was something to be forgotten.
He said yes Bob but that wasn't the point. vV11en we were
married she assured me Pitt Bernard was the only man.
However, now I find out after she got me on the hook she
has lied to me and she has told me that during that time and
afterward up until July of that same year she was having
relations with three other men. I said Jerry how could she
have found time during the short period. He said she had
had those relations and she told me she had registered in a
local hotel with those men.
I then told him it would be an easy enough matter to subRtantiate his belief by checking the, registers of those hotels
, if he knew anything about the details. He said he knew the
. names of those men, I think l1e even reiterated them, and described that he thought :Mickey J anetos herself had acquired
the rooms and invited the men there, too.
Following that there ·were other dissensions brought to the
fore and up to this date it has been a continuous thing. Repeatedly Jerry expressing to me the fact that the J anetos
family has tried to separate the two, have tried to introduce
unhappiness and as recently as the last couple of weeks stated
to me that he believed they had coerced him into his cooperations in these present actions. I asked him what he meant by
coercions. They didn't have a gun at his head or
page 108 ~ anyth!ng. H~ said that they had threatened,.,~
effectively with the fact that thev would
Mickey to divorce hiin, they would take the child and cause
him to supply alimony or maintenance money or something
snch as that and that would be a severe threat to his hopes for
nn education, his medicine- school and one thing and another.
I asked him if that was the case why he bad fallen in with this
pressure of this coercion. He said that he had gone these
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steps with them just to keep them from doing such a thing,
but that he had advised them just as recently as I guess about
.a week ago that this last step was the last one he would take,
he was done, he was completely finished, he would have no
more to do with it and he knew a divorce would follow these
.actions whatever the outcome and that he would have nothing
further to do; that he would not supply support for Mickey or
the child and that was to be their agreement in return for his
support for these present actions.
Again I asked him well if you feel they will turn on you before the actions, wlmt makes you feel they will not turn on
you afterwards? He said that he felt he had an adequate
defense in that matter because as he had expressed to them
if they destroyed his hopes for the future they would be destroyed in any event so he would just as well do it for himself.
He would tell of various dirty works that lmd gone on in the
lawyers' offices. He did not elaborate on that;
page 109 ~ I didn't ask him for elaboration. He would also
tell that he had perjured himself in the matter of
the parenthood of the child and at least if he went to jail for
a year or two he would have the comfort of knowing that they
were in the cell alongside him.
That is just about all that I know of what has gone on in .· ~~
this case. At. least, all that I can recall up to this 12resent time . ~
. /,'"· ·.· · · .
Q. What did Mr. Harmon tell you after returnmg from th~ ·· ·,\.
trip to tl1e abortionist in New York or New Jersey as to wh~t
'· ·. ,
:advice the abortionist gave Nancy Janetos, to him?
·
A. He advised me, I believe, they both advised me, that the
ft bortionist had told them yes the thing could be undertaken.
He felt it could be done safely but due to the lateness of the
case since the case had extended beyond a period of about
three months I believe it endangered the health of Mickey
Harmon. In fact, it might pose a severe threat to 'her welfare because examination of the entire situation seemed to
reveal to him she was not capable of holding up under such a
:shock.
Q. Diel Mr. Harmon ever tell you whether or not he had
heen to sec Nancy J anetos during 1950? If so, for how long
m1d during what period?
A. He Imel been requested according to his story at that
time to not visit the girl so often early in the spring of 1950,
that he had too suddenly started taking up too
page 110 ~ much of her time. That Mrs. Janetos felt she
· should have more to do with other fellows as was
·

·i
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normal for a girl her age and by I believe it was June or J ruy
of that year he was complaining to me that he had been requested to please stay away from their home and leave that
girl alone. That they ilicln't like the association and they
didn't want him around there because he had just been too
much of pain coming around so often, taking so much of her
time away from her normal activities.
Q. Did he tell you or indicate to you how long a period it
remained that way, he remained away from her?
A. Not definitely, although he stated sometime in September I believe that for a period I believe his vacation from the
radio station and other events he hadn't seen her since or at
least gone witµ her since around June, I believe the early
part of June. That would make it a period of maybe a month
and a half or a little more.
Q. After the trial first had in this matter in tlie Henrico
Circuit Court did Mr. Harmon ever express to you any matters showing approval of Thomas C. Crouch, Jr. f
A. Yes, of course.
Q. ·what were theyT
A. ·wen, l1e had thougbt Tom was a fine guy, that really
he didn't believe that the anger he had shown toward Mr.
I
Crouch on this matter pending concerning the
£"""\page 111 ~ child had been truly justi~ed because 1:1fter all
> 'fi.
Tom had only gone about his normal duties as an
r
· nttorney and that he was not so thorougl1Iy in sympathy with
this eharge tllat Tom had been a nasty man toward Mickey
Harmon as lrnd been expressed before the Court. In other
words, that he and Tom Crouch had been pretty friendly people and then he in fact lie asked me after that :first hearing on
this matter if he thought tllat Tom would still be mad with
him because he might require Tom Crouch"s services to set up
legal matters for a magic show he hoped to have to help support his college education and he might even have to consult
Tom Crouch to ask about possibilities of annulment or divorce
and Im would like to have that man represent him in the matter berause of his acquaintance with the things that had gone:,,
on in the past.
·
Q. Subsequent to the hospital episode at which Nancy
.Tanetos signed her consent to the adoption of the child please.
tell what faults you found with the concluct of Thomas C.
Crouch, Jr., in flle l1ospital. TI1is is now before they consulted Mr. George T. Bowles.
A. Before tlley advised me of talking with Mr. B.owles I
1
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had heard only one complaint ab(?ut Mr. Crouch issuing from
anybody in the Harmon family. 'J~hat complaint was on the
day following the release of Mickey Harmon from the hospital
and that complaint concerned Mr. Crouch having allowed
Jerry to see the names of the adoptive parents on
page 112 ~ the papers that were signed, because Jerry felt
in lieu of my prior advice that it was better had
they not known that so that they would not be later tempted
to trouble those foster parents and his natural curiosity in
overcomiug it, and that Tom Crouch had allowed that curiosity to be sa te<l.
.
Q. Did he say Thomas C. Crouch, Jr., had called it to his
attention f
.A... No, he didn't say that. He said that he merely allowed
Jerry to see it, that he had left the papers available or something of that nature so that Jerry could see it. I think Jerry
described to me the fact that Tom had concealed those names
from Mickey J anetos at the time of her signing.
Q. Before the trial in the Henrico Circuit Court commenced, during the trial in the Henrico Circuit Court or after
the trial in the Circuit Court on this matter, did Mr. Janetos
make any expressions as to his opinions concerning Thomas
C. Crouch, Jr.?
.A.. Yes, he did. The first morning of the two mornings ~
o_f hea~ing prior to the hearing itsel~ I had a short convers~- :
.\ii
hon with Mr. Janetos about the trick photography used m
·,
the Christmas cards I had prepared for Mickey and Jerry
Harmon and other things, during which time Mr. J anetos expressed to me that Mr. Crouch seemed to be a fine fellow, that
he knew how these things went in law that a lawyer had to
undertake his own job and just as in this hearing
page 113 ~ un<loubtedly Mr. Crouch would have to defend his
own position; that it really didn't mean a matter of personal conduct or anything and I was a little amused
to see how .quickly one's opinions can change because immediately after that morning's hearing Mr. Janetos came into the
hall and told me that that Mr. Crouch is a Truman S phrase if
you don't mind because of the embarrassing questions that
Mr. Crouch had insisted upon asking Mr. Janetos.
Q. After that trial in the HenriC'o Circuit Court and prior
to this day, did Mr. Harmon ever make any expressions to
you concerning the approval of the conduct of Thomas C.
Crouch, Jr., -in this matter!
A. I am sorry, I did not adequately catch the question.

70

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

Robyn LeRoy.
Did he make expressions of approval 1 Yes., he has. On a
number of occasions he has admitted that actually he had
nothing, no grudge against Mr. Crouch; that the charges made
against him he felt were more a device to regain the child than
anything else; that he himself had not seen that Crouch had
excessively persuaded or done more than delineate the rights
of the people in the case of adoption or signing of consent and
so foi·th and on those same occasions Mr. Harmon did admit
that perhaps he had pressured !frs. Harmon or Mickey ,J anetos more than anyone else and that that on top of Mrs. J anetos' constant statements that they must keep
page 114 ~ this whole thing secret, they must dispose of the
child without anyone knowing of it had persuaded
her to undertake the action of removal of the child from their
home.
Q. Can you recall the approximate date that Nancy Janetos
and
alter Harmon returned from the abortionist in New
York1
A. I believe that was late November; it might have been as
late as December, but I am not certain.
Q. Was any expression made to you by either Mr. or Mrs.
Harmon as to their opinion of the welfare of the child in its
r--~ · present location with its adoptive parents?
c:·
A. Yes, l can most clearly recall a recent expression of
~ \ .Jerry's and the other night when he stated that he did not
fa:.·· . '(. agree with me that tbe child's welfare was of paramount importance. That in spite of my frequent assertions that the
normal parents would undertake any pain or travail to protect
the welfare or life of course of its offspring; that all of the
troubles and tribulations that had been undergone had taught
l1im to look oitr for number one, meaning of course himself,
nnd that he felt that since the child was just a young thing it
could adjust to anything since the lives being now entered
upon by him and Mrs. Harmon were to them more important
and particularly !.frs. Harmon's welfare was more important ·
he felt than those welfares were far more imporpage 115 ~ taut to him and to Mrs. Harmon than that of the
child, especially clue to the fact that since tJ:rey
would undoubtedly separate after this present action if the
child were regained she would be able to convert her way of
living· to something more happy and that ~be would then be
happier having the child with her probably g·etting married
to a man whom be felt even then that he knew.
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Mr. Crouc11: That is all.
Mr. Young: I do not have any questions.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
MRS. PHYLLIS M. LEROY,
a witness introduced in behalf of the respondents, first being

duly sworn, testified as follows:
DIBECT EXAMINATION.
Bv Mr. Crouch:
.,Q. Will you please state your name, age, residence and occupation?
A. Phyllis l\L LeRoy, age 31; 15 East Cary Street. I work
at 1-Iill 's Directory on Governor Street.
Q. How long have you been married, Mrs. Le~
page 116 } Roy!
A. About 11 years, approximately 11 years.
Q. Are you acquainted with the purposes of this suiU
A. Yes.
Q. Are you acquainted with Mr. and Mrs. Harmon,
A. Yes.
· Q. About bow long have you known them?
A. Well, it was in the spring· of 1950 that Jerry first spok~
of Mickey J anetos then, and he was going with some other
girl at the time and he ,vas complaining about this Mickey
was trying to break him up. Always interferring and it was
a few weeks later then that he started going· with Mickey.
Q. Were they going together at the time that you first met
them?
A. No. "\Vhen I first met Mickey they were going together
some time in-oh, early summer, they were at our place andQ. What year?
A. 1950, and they complained a lot at that time about Mrs.
;Janetos didn't seem to want Jerry to go with Mickey at that
time, and she didn't seem to want him to be around and they
were having their troubles about that.
Q. Are you familiar with the pregnancy concerned·?
A. Yes, they talked of that. It was e_arly in the
page 117 } fall.
Q. They talked to you about that or you heard
about it?
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A. Yes, Jerry did, Jerry talked-to me.
Q. What was said as far as you can recall. TeH the story
as you know it.
A. They didn't know wl1at to do. Mrs. Janetos was bothering them. I don't think sl1e knew of it then but anyway she
was always botl1ering· them. She had confused, according. to
bis words, and didn't want him to see her and they didn't
know wha_t to do about the baby and so finally they started
talking about this in tJ1e fall I believe it was of 1950, started
talking about the abortion and my husband was very bitter·
against an abortion. He told them it was like killing, it was
the same as killing. Bnt they didn't seem to be concerned
about that. They figured that is all they could do, that was
the only alternative and so the next that I recall was theircoming back from a trip _which they claimed had been to see
about the abortion to New York, something about across the
river, tlle doctor's office, and they described the doctor's office
to me that night. My Imsband wasn ''t tller-e right at that

time.
They told bow it was tllis beautiful reception room of his
office and I10w when they went back into the part where hewould do tile worl{ I1ow barren it was back there; they were
I
so surprised and anyway t11at he had told them at that time
~i
that he would do it- for them, I1e would take care
f'i' "page 118 f of tl1e abortion but Mickey seemed to be too far
along· and it would be a danger to I1er health and
they were relieved because they didn't realize before it would
endanger her health, that is according to them.
So, they went on ontQ. You mean relieved that trie doctor advised tnemA. Yes, told them it would be a danger to the health, they
npparcmtly Imdn 't thoug·ht of it before in that way, and so
they went on to New York and had fun, told me of the differ~
ent tbings they did, about naving tTieir pictures talrnn and so
forth and the run they had in the stores. Then they came on
back.
·
This was after the trip. Then they spoke of it again l rpmember anotlier trip wl1en my husband was tl1ere and at that
time they were speaking of' having· adopted, you know, they
were considering it, tl1e baby, that was in the rate winter.
Q. What did your husband say, if arrytI1ing, about thaU'
A. Oh, he said-oh, I don''t remember wbat he said at that
time about having it adopted. He was just discussing it wftTll
them. They were i:;ort of asking his advice; you see 2 and that
is the first I heard them speak of it..
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Later they came to our place, it wasn't long before the baby
was to be born, it was approximately March and at that time
they were asking his advice and very definitely
page 119 ~ wanted to know wliat to do, it was getting so close
to the time. So ]ie suggested several altematives
and all of them seemed to turn down, didn't suit him for one
reason or the other.
Q. Can you remember wlmt he sug·gested Y
A. One of tl1em was why don't you get married and no, they
couldn't do tllat, Mrs. Janetos woulcln 't stand for it and all
the way through it seemed to be l\frs .•Tanetos was causing
tlie confusion in tl1eir lives and what to do.
So finally he said if I am really going to make any suggestions, I mean really help you, l1e said he wanted to know who
was the fathei· of the child. Mickev said it was Pitt and then
Jerry said Pitt Bernard. He ~mid: ''Yon know, Bob, I have
told you all about this before,'' and Bob said he knew tliat
later that he knew that but be wanted to hear it from her to
be sure.
So anyway later then just before they went home t11ey told
us about the fact that they decided they were going to have
it adopted and tl1ey wanted my husband to suggest a good
lawyer, somebody that was competent that they could depend
upon and my husband said well if you are going to adopt it·:.·:.•. ~.·.·:····:.·.
out please he said take care of it in the right way and don't_
::,
do like some people do, find out who it is and g·o there and"
.\
visit the child, don't plague them and try to get it back, and
always giving child trouble and pestering it all
pag·e 120 ~ of its life. He said don't be like that and Jerry
agreed that tl1ey wouldn't do that and then I don't
think I saw them, or any conversation after that, until during the birth I didn't pay too much attention to what was going on then. Jerry was talking to my husband a lot but it
was man talk and to me it was very confusing seemed like,
you know, all that was going on and so I didn't }Jave any con-versation with Jerry about it.
Let's see, the next thing I remember we went to their place
after they were married, we started visiting back and forth
in the fall of 1952. ·when we first went there everything was
all right, about the first visit or two, and then it began tothey began: to arg'Ue and never agree on anything and Mickey
would make a statement that tT errv never had done the things
that he had promised to before thev were married and that
that trip they had made to New York she thought that he
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actually just went there for the fun of it, not to really get the
abortion at all and she seemed to be resentful, and it kept on
that way everytime we went there they were quarreling and
one night she was hysterical because they didn't ag·ree. In
fact, that was just before the bearing, though, that night.
Q. What reason did sl1e get hystericaH
A. That night they dicln 't agree on what they were going
to say in Court and they coulcln 't seem to agree
page 121 ~ and quarreled rig·ht there in front of us when we
were visiting them. Mickey got more· angry and
more angry and finally she founced on the bed and she-we
didn't know what to do, I mean. After all, a scene like that,
she woudn't talk or anything. And they were angry. So we
told them good-bye and went on home.
And another time when we were there always Mrs. Ormand
- I beg your pardon it was Mrs. Harmon, Jerry's mother, is
what I meant to say. She told us and Jerry told us. and also
times when he came over to our place by himself and told us
about how Mrs. ,J anetos was always interferring and always
there, always bothering them and causing them trouble and
causing them not to be getting along-.
During this time when I saw ]\Iickey she seemed happy
,enough except when she was quarreling with Jerry.
Q. V'v ere their quarrels frequent T
~ \ A. Oh, yes, everytirne we saw them and whenever I saw
(
Jerrr he was always carrying on about how Mickey was doing- and how they coulcln 't g·et along and he sEtid, he told us
all about how thev had no sexual relations whatsoever and
they slept from the time they were married in separate rooms.
He slept in the front room on the couch and she slept in her
bedroom and that all the furniture in the bedroom was hers
and she wouldn't even allow him to touch it and things like
that all the time. Always he wished he badn 't
page 122 ~ married her and that soi·t of thing. Then they
started talking about-oh, all this time they had
spoken well of Mr. Crouch until sometime there in the fall of
1952, late fall or winter, that I remember that Jerry started
talking; about it, they telling· us that they were g·oing to, ~et
their baby back and tlmt Mrs. ,J anetos and Mickey felt that ·
the baby was in a home where they were too dark complected
and also there were Catholics in the home and tl1ey just
wouldn't have that, and that they wanted it back. That is the
only reason they gave for not wanting it in the home.
Q. Will you describe to the Court lVIr. and Mrs. D 'Adamo
who are sitting here now¥
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A. Mr. D'Adamo is not quite as dark as Jerry Harmon is.
His hair is not as dark and his skin is approximately the same
:shade in my opinion, if not lighter and his eyes are certainly
lighter shade, and Mrs. D 'Adamo's hair is light brown and
she has a very light complexion, at least it is medium, certainly
not dark. I told you just before the hearing· when you were
over there and they couldn't agTee on what they were going
to say and Mickey said that they had better agree because they
would g·et up in Court and have different stories and it
~vouldn 't sound very good. So that is what they were quarrelmg a.bout, they couldn't get together.
I have already gone over that. That is the
page 123 ~ night she flounced off to bed.
Q. Did you keep on visiting them after the hearing?
A. It was the first evening of the hearing, not this hearing,
the other one, they invited us to come in for supper. So we
went in there that night and they discussed the case a little
and· tlien later on 1\fickey was telling me why she didn't want
that baby in their home and she went over again the fact that
they were so dark complected and tl1at they were Catholics
and not only that but she said anyone as old as I am or as old
as Mrs. D 'Adamo is, or in fact anyone in their thirties should __.~
never be allowed to have a child and if they should have a ,
child it should be snatched away from them, that is the way·'/··~. .
she told me.
.'r,
:'
And Mrs. Harmon, Jerry's mother, she of course dicin 't
a~i;ree but she did say that she had had so much trouble with
«Terry all the years that he grew up but nevertheless in spite
of all that trouble that she would do anything to protect that
boy. .She believed she would oven murder.
Q. Did Mr. Harmon at anytime express the desire that he
himsef would like to have the child involved in this proceeding?
A. He did not to my hearing. I beg your pardon-you said
-did he want-would you repeat thaU
Q. Did l1e ever say that be himself would like to have the
child t
page 124 r A. That is what I understood you to say. No,
he told us all the time that it wasn't he that
wanted the child, that it was l\Irs. J anetos and Mickey. And
he just went along to keep peace. He also said many times he.
didn't want that child because he wanted to go on to school
and it would be a burden and besides they didn't get along.
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Q. You stated a while ago tlmt there was a quarrel between
Mr. and Mrs. Harmon the night before the biaI of tllis case
in the Henrico Circuit Court.
A. It was not tl1e night before, it was a few nigl1ts before ..
Q. Few nights before Y
A. Yes, sir.
Q. Why did tliey not seem to be able to agree on tl1e evidence they would give f
A. It seemed according to wlmt tlicy were saying tlmt they
clidn 't know wlint they had signed or who I1ad signed for if
or who had been where anrl their times was all mixed up. It
was just genernl disagreement.
Q. At anytime after Nancy ,Janetos left the hospital where
she had given birth to t11e cllird, did she ever gTieve to your
knowledge because of not having tile cI1ikH
A. She neve_r showed any grief' about tnnt at all in my
presence. WJ;ien sT1e spoke of wanting tlle cI1ild back it was
always coldly and in my opinion in a possessive
page 125 ~ way in all these talkings and an about the darkness of tl,e family ..

Mr. Crouch: That is alL

(

~

if
.

A. (Continued) Wait, I wanted to say something. I
"<wanted to tell in tlle last, just the last two weeks-can I tell
thaU
Q. Yes, go ahead.
A. Jerry came over to our place and be told us that definitely wI1en this is over whetller he gets tlle baby or not that
they are going to get a divorce; tllat they never got along;
tl1ey never lmd had sexual relations and he has reason to he-Iieve that Mickey is getting· Tier sexual relations· outside the
home and that he was coerced into 8igning this thing for this
hearing· today and tliat they said tllat he would have to pay
alimony if he didn "t, and he- said an rig·ht, he said-he cal1ed
again that night a.nd said I will go through with it again this
time, but this is a:Il. He said, "I don "t want any more of it"~
and he made them promise tlrnt there would be no more that
would involve him in it. And he said in case tlmt U1ey did
that he would just come-be would have to tell tI1at }le had
perjured himself at the last hearing about them.
He said he was-He said be had prejudiced himself wI1en
he said-perjured I1imself-when be said he was father of
the baby at the last hearing. I asked him what are' you go-
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ing to do if you a re not going to live together
when you get the baby. "\Vhat is Mickey going to
do, and be said well live with l\fr. J anetos, he
would take care of it. I said, "And bring it up with her, all
the things you have said about her, how. hysterical she is and
everything·?" And J errv says oh, well, she won't bring it up,
she won't live that long. And then he also said that one night
in the last two weeks that he had been given the devil by the
lawyers because he talked too much about this case.
page 126

~

Mr. Crouch: I have no further questions.
Mr. Young: No further questions.
And further this deponent saith not.
Sig-nature waived by agreement of counsel.
Mr. Crouch: At this time counsel for the respondents
wishes to invite the attention of the Court to the fact that tl1e
Court now has in its possession and as a part of its Court
records a photostatic copy duly certified of the records of the
Bureau of Vital Statistics of this State pertaining to the birth
and paternity of tl1e child and asks that the Court take judicial notice of the same, part~ct~larly tl!at originally the .1~
.
baby's name was or1gmally gwen as '' J anetos, ~
page 127 ~ born April 6, 1951 ", that this child was origi-''·
!!ally reported as being illegitimate, this being
confirmed by the report of Dr. Llewellyn, the attending physician, and that the duration of pregnancy was reported by
Dr. Llewellyn as being of a duration of 40 weeks, and that Mr.
Walter J. Harmon, the petitioner in this cause, gave his affidavit of paternity on October 27, 1952.
Thomas C. Crouch, Jr., counsel for the respondents, though
reluctant to do so flncls it absolutely necessary that he now
take the witness stand as a witness in behalf of the respon'dents. This being necessary because of the fact that he has
certain matter within his know ledge that cannot be adduced
by any other witness.
Mr. Young: We think it is hig-hly irregular and improper
for counsel for the respondents to testifv in this case, particularly since the issues in the case are fully developed by the
evidence already introduced.

'
.

".::'
'\
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THOMAS C. CROUCH, JR.,
a witness introduced in behalf of the respondents,
heing· counsel in the case. first being duly sworn, testified as
follows:
1

My name is Thomas C. Crouch, Jr., age 41, Attorney at
Law, 512 Travelers Building, Richmond, Virginia. ·
I am fully aware that it is highly irregular and unusual for
an attorney for parties in a proceeding to offer himself as a
witness. However, in tl1e interest of justice, as embarrassing
as it may be to me, in as much as I have dreaded the necessity
of my doing this, I mu:-:t speak of these matters:
On March 13, 1951, Nancy Louise Janetos and ·waiter J.
Harmon came to my office and said that they had a matter to
discuss with me.
They advised me tlrnt Nrmcy Janetos, who is now Mrs.
Harmon, was pregnant and that she was unmarried. They
told me that they had heen to New York to consult a doctor
about an abortion, that the doctor had advised them the case
had progressed too far for hjm to safely conduct the operation. They told me that Dr. Charles E. Llewellyn was now
her attending physician, and that they had discussed with him
his lmving some people to adopt the child. At that time I
r -·
asked them the name of the father and I was told
~ page 129 ~ that he was a Universi~y of Virginia m~n, but
I" · "thev would not tell me lus name. Thev said that
(
.they desired me to investigate the matter to fincl out what
kind of people Dr. Llewellyn l1ad to adopt the cllild because
he had refused to give them any informtion whatsoever on
the subject.
I told them that I was not too familiar with adoption proceedings, but that I would get the Code of Virginia and we
would go over the entire chapter together and then I would
be in a better position to ach-ise them along those lines.
I got the Code and read section by section and discussed
each one with them, from the beginning· to the end of the chapter. I told them that it would appear that if I handled the
adoption proceeding as they said they wished me to that I
would have to represent the adoptive parents in the matter.
They said thev weren't concerned about that but that they
definitely wanted me to handle any adoption proceeding and
they wanted me to learn from Dr. Llewellyn the background
of the proposed adoptive parents.
I called Dr. Llewellyn quite a number of times, oh, I suppose it was perhaps as many as eight times, it was quite a few
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times, and I could never reach him until one night about 8
o'clock when I was at home I called tbe doctor and reached
him there at his home. Dr. Llewellyn was very
page f30 } brusque, be told me he considered the matter none
of my business. I tried to explain to Dr.
Llewellyn that I was merely trying· to obtain .sufficient information to assure Nancy Janetos that the people that he had
in mind were suitable parents. But he still refused to give
me anv information.
So the following· clay I called Nancy J anetos at her home
and told her that Dr. Llewellyn refused to give me any information.
Throughout this time Walter Jerome Harmon was calling
me at frequent intervals and I kept him posted as to the developments. At the time I talked to Nancy Janetos she became very agitated and saia under the circumstances she refused to allow Dr. Llewellyn to select the people to adopt the
child and asked me what we were g·oing to do. I told her I
did not know but perhaps between the two of us we could think
of something and that meanwhile she had several weeks before the child was born.
For a while I couldn't think of any solution and I felt very
distressed about her plight. Then one day I called :Mr. and ,--·~
Mrs. D 'Adamo at their home and told them that I had a girl ·
who was unmarried and who was going to have a child a n ~
she wanted somebody to adopt the child and I wondered ~-•
,
they were interested, because they had no children and were
unable to have any.
page 131 } They came over to my house immediately and
evidenced more interest than I would ever imagine that they bad. I did not tell them the name of the
mother. I pointed out that the child might be deformed, it
might be born dead or any number of things could happen and
I clicln 't want them to be disappointed or hurt.
They said to me that if they were having the child themselves they would have to take that risk and they would be
verv anxious to have the child.
I called Nancy J anetos and told her of this and she asked
me was I satisfied they were good people. I told her I considered tl1em excellent people and she said well all right then.
Walter Harmon was calling me as I said before during this
time; I told him about it, and I told Nancy J anetos that she
would have to let me know or have someone advise me of when
she went to the hospital and when the child could be bad, and

So
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such matters, because that would be the only way that I could
know.
During this period M~s. J anetos, Nancy J anetos' mother,
called me, she had been in my office previously on another matter and she asked me please to I1anc1le the matter with great
secrecy, because if it got out tl1ey would be ruined in the community and would have to leave town. She asked me was it
necessary for tlle matter to get in the paper and a lot of matters like that.
page 132 ~ I told her I would do the best that I could to
keep it a secret, but of course it would have to be
reported to the_ Vital Statistics and it would have to go into the
Court for the.adoption.
Several days later Nancy Janetos called me and told me
tllat Dr. Llewellyn had her scheduled to go to I believe the
Johnston-Willis Hospital. It has been so long now it is difficult to remember, tllat she knew a lot of tlle nurses up there,.
or other personnel, and that she did not desire them to discover I1er condition, and that she therefore wanted Dr.
Llewellyn to let her go to the Retreat for the Sick, where she
was not known.
But that she was having difficulty with Dr. Llewellyn on
this matter, and would I please see what I could do.
~
I called Dr. Llewellyn and he seemed irritated about the
t··· · ··matter, but I .finally prevailed upon bim to cl1ange tl1e hospital. His only reason for not doing- so was that he could not
give Nancy Janetos a private room at the Retreat for the
Sick.
Then I received a ca11 from Nancy J anetos telling me when
she would go to the Retreat for the Sick. Then if my memory
serves me correctly I got another calI from her telling me a
definite date would be set between March 19, 1951, when she
called and l\farcl1 27, 1951, according to my notes
page 133 ~ in the file, that sl1e would be registered as Walter
J. Harmon. I told her the birth certificate would
I1ave to be given accurately as the mother of the child being·
Nancy Louise Janetos in order to Irnep the records at the Vital
Statistics Bureau straight.
On March 29, 1951, accordin~ to my notes I was advised
that she would e:o to the Retreat for the Sick on April 5, 1951.
I didn't hear anything of importance that I can recaII until
around the ~th of April, at least it was just before I went up
to the hospital, I got a call from Walter J. Harmon saying
that he bad tafked to Dr. Llewellyn, that he had be·en told that
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Nancy Janetos was going to be discharged from the hospital
on April-no, I bep: your pardon, it was around April 8 or
9, that I g·ot a call from Walter Harmon because I went up
there on the 10th, and he told me he had talked to Dr.
Llewellyn and that Dr. Llewellyn had said that Nancy Janetos
was going· to be clischa rg·ed on the 10th of April, and that I
should go up there at that time.
He said that he wanted to talk to me before I went to the
hospital on April 10. So I cal1ed Miss Harris the Notary
Public and told her I would need her services and would let
her know for sure what date it ,voulcl be, because this wasn't
definite at that time, as to when I would go to the
page 134 ~ hospital.
So on the 10th of April I went up to Dr.
Llewellyn's office sometime in the morning and he told me
that the child was ready to be taken from the hospital on that
elate, Nancy Janetos would leave on that date, and that I
should tell the adoptive parents to be sure to get a doctor tohe recommended a Dr. ,Jones, to attend the child because the
child was a little anemic. And I promised him that I would
do that.
So I called Mr. D 'Adamo and told him that we would go
to the hospital at three o'clock that afternoon, and that I had
· · ~~
Miss Harris, to notarize the papers. I called her sometime . .
·
I think during that morning 01· ar·onncl noon. .Anyway I went ~
with Mr. D'Adamo down to the Travelers Building where!.
,,,
Miss Harris' office is, we picked her up at three o'clock, and
went up to the hospital, and on arriving· there we went in the
hospital. I went to the office and showe.d the-I think she was
the superintendent-the authorization form that I had made
to take the child from the hospital, and it met with her ap·
proval.
She said Dr. Llewellyn had called and she was expecting
me. I went up to· Nancy Janetos' room on the second floor
with Miss Harris, and we went in and greeted Nancy Janetos,
and I took out the authorization to remove the child from the
hospital, showed it to her and told her what it was. Theil she
signed it.
Walter Harmon was there when I arrived.
page 135 ~ Then Miss Hards notarized tha.t paper and I took
out the consent to the adoption which I had appended to the bottom of the petition for adoption, and I told
.her what that was, and I said since you and the adoptive parents have both agreed that you don't want to know each
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other's names I am going to put this blank sheet of paper over
the petition and leave just the consent to the adoption exposed.
I gave it to her. She read it, and sat there for oh, I reckon
a few minutes, few seconds, and then asked me was it necessary for her to sign it then. I told her it wasn't necessary for
her to sign it at all, but she was leaving the hospital that day
and she ought to make up her mind what she wanted to do.
I thought she had decided that.
She said she wanted a little time to think about it, so
I told her I would go down and give the authorization to take
the child from the hospital to the superintendent before she
went off duty, then I would come on back up there.
·when I got back up Miss Harris and I went on back in and
I asked her had she decided yet what she was going to do.
She and Walter Harmon talked about it for a little bit and
then they asked me what I thought about it. I told them I had
talked to Dr. Llewellyn nnd asked Dr. Llewellyn if he thought
this was the best thing· to do, if he knew of any other solution
to the case, and Dr. LlcwC'llyn said he didn't know
page 136 ~ of any other solnt.ion, that he had seen these cases
before, or sometlung to that effect.
rI told her that she had to consider of course the question of
the financial support of the child, and taking care of the child,
~. rearing it and things like that, and she said she wanted to
f'
· think about it a little bit, and they asked me to wait outside.
So Miss Harris and I went out and sat on the steps, and we
were sitting out there I guess a little over an hour, and it is
very tiring sitting there twiddling your thumbs for so long a
period, and I began to wonder if they had forgotten we were
out there. So I rapped on the door and stuck my head in
there and asked were they ready yet. They asked me to wait
just a few more minutes. So I sat down again, and I guess a
·half an hour passed, and then Mr. Harmon told me to come
on in the room.
I came in the room and before anything happened this
woman in a nurse's uniform came in the room, I didn't recognize her, and slie began making a big row over the entire-matter. She began quarreling loudly with Nancy Janetos, and
I thought it was rather presumption~ for someone to come in
nnd start a big argument like that for no apparent reason. So
I was somewhat bewildered as to what to say or do.
Finally I believe it ·was Jerry Harmon who said that is Mrs.
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J anetos, Mr. Crouch, and I immediately told Mrs.
J anetos I was very sorry that I didn't recognize
her in a nurse's uniform because I had never seen
her dressed like that before.
:Mrs. J anetos said to me that she did not know what orders
was making Nancy J anetos do such a thing as this, that she
had told her she would regret this to her dying day.
I looked at Nancy Janetos and Jerry Harmon to see what
they wanted to do because after all I thought it was Nancy
.Janetos' decision and not her mother's. An·d Mrs. J anetos
said, "Mr. Crouch, why don't you take your hat and go." So
I kept looking at Nancy Janetos · and was completely bewildered at that time. The thought occurred to me if I went
out of the hospital and just washed my hands of the matter
they might later say that they were relying on me to take care
of the child and turn it over to the adoptive parents, but I had
left them at the last minute, leaving them with no alternative
but to take the child home to their embarrassment in front of
the neighbors.
So I just stood there. And then a nurse came in the room
and said that the bed patient in the adjoining bed in that room
had been out too long, and that she had to get back in the
bed. Either the nurse or someone mentioned that there was a .· -·~
waiting room down on the first floor and we could continue
·
our conversation down there.
.~
So Nancy J anetos started to get out of bed, an&
';~
page 138 ~ I was surprised that she could walk, and I left the
room because she had on only a nightgown and it
was a little embarrassing to me to be there when she wasn't
dad. So I went outside in the hall and a minute or two later
Mrs. J anetos came out' and sat down on a little settee, and
looked up at me and she said tJiat she had told Nancy that she
would regret this action, and that she ,vould regret· it to her
dying day, or words to that effect.
I was enormously embarrassed, so I didn't say anything.
Then Walter Harmon came out, and presently we all went
downstairs to the waiting room. I was under the impression,
I ,·vent down a little in advance of Walter Harmon, but I
frankly can't remember whether vValter Harmon and I walked
down together and whether Nancy came later or whether we
all went down together.
At any rate, when we reached the waiting room we sat down,
l brought my file in the matter with me, and I brought out
the consent of the adoption and asked what they wanted to do.
page 137

·'

~
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Nancy J anetos took the consent to adoption and petition for
the adoption I still bad the top part covered up, and W altetr
Harmon was talking with her. I couldn't hear what they were
saying, because they ,vere speaking- very low to each other.
Walter Harmon asked me if I would leave the room, and that
they would not keep me very long.
page 139 ~ I went out of the room and I walked up and down
the hall, and finally Mr. Harmon told me to come
on in, that Nancy J anetos had decided that she would consent
to the adoption and sign the papers.
So I came in and aske<l her and she said yes that she would ..
So I told them that I would have to get Mrs. Harris because
she would have to notarize it. So I went upstairs and got Miss
Harris and brought her down, and frankly, I didn't see anything wrong; all of the hysterics that were described in the
case at that time, I didn't see any of that.
Miss Janetos seemed to know what she was doing, and Miss
Harris seemed to think so. She came in the room and Nancy
.Janetos signed the consent to adoption, and Miss. Harris aclmow le<lge<l it, and we had some pleasant words. Everything
was very pleasant, and then Miss Hanis said she had to get
back.
Now, it is my recollection that the adoption consent was
£-... sig11ed a little before five o'clock. I could be wrong on that,
,!'"' · ·'.i·c:, it might have been a little after five o'clock, but that was my
r
impression. Anyway, it was around five o'clock ..
Then I took Miss Harris out to Mr. D'Adamo's car and
told :M.r. D'Adamo Miss Harris had to get back to the office
because she had an appointment, one of them asked me if I
was going with them, and I told them no, -I was
page 140 } going back to the hospital to be of any assistance
that I could be, because I thought that was the
polite thing to do.
I asked Mr. D 'Adamo to come back, after he had taken Miss
Harris to the office.
So I went back in the hospital and Nancy J anetos asked me
to call her father because of her mother's conduct i:n the hos.pita!. And she wanted him there with her. So I went out to
a little public phone in the hall and called him. He said that
he could not come. I do not know who else had called him,
so I went back and told Nancy J anetos that he said he could
uot come. She said let me talk to him, and she went out and
closed the door and talked a few minutes with him. Then she
came back in and said that he was coming.

W. J. Harmon v. J. M. and H. R. D'.Adamo.

85

Thomas C. Crouch, ,Jr.
I didn't think it was a very nice thing to walk up and ta~e
the child out of the hospital while ~ancy Janetos was sitting
there in the hospital, so I thought I should wait until they had
left. So I sat down and started smoking. In a little while
l\fr. J auetos came in and to my surprise he was highly agitated.
A discussion ensued between Nancy J anetos, "':valter Harmon, and Mrs. Janetos-1 mean l\fr. Janetos. :Mrs. Janetos
had gone somewhere. I didn't see her any more .
.After a little bit M1'. J anetos asked me to leave the room,
so I did. In about 15 minutes later I guess they
page 141 ~ caJled me back in and told me it was all right then
for me to be in the room.
Mr. Janetos was telling his daughter to get ready and come
home with him. Nancy Janetos was refusing to go home saying that her mother was quarreling with her, and that she
would have to listen to all that. Jerry Harmon was very upset about the whole thing. He was trying· to get Mrs. ,J anetos
to allow Nancy Janetos to come home with him. At any
rate, Mr. Janetos finally turned to me and asked me if I were
married and had any children and I told him yes I had a
daughter, and he asked me to confirm his position, Nancy
Janetos at this time needed a woman's care so soon after the
~
pregnancy.
I agreed with him that that was so. Finally he told Nancy · •··· >.~
J anetos in a more positive tone to get up, get her things and
come home with him, and she did so. .After she left the room,
I called ].\fr. Janetos as everyone had been having conversations in private with other people except myself, and that I
would like just one short conversation in private with him,
that it wouldn't take over two or three minutes.
Jerry Harmon ,vent out of the room and I told Mr. Janetos
that I considered myself a reputable lawyer, and that I had
not· anticipated anything like this in the hospital, that although everyone and that included his family, seemed to have
been in accord about this adoption that when I
page 142 } bad arrived at the hospital Mrs. Janetos had come
in after that and had been very rude to me, which
I could not understand, beeause she seemed to be as anxious
as much as the others in the beg·inning to have this thing
done quietly, tl1at when he arrived he had been all up in the
air about the matter, and that if there was any ·question about
this matter, since we were now involved-involving third persons-that is people who were going to adopt the child, I
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thought that that matter should be straightened out right
now as to just exactly what they wanted to do. I told him
that since he seemed to be acting for his daughter I would
like to know whether or not they wanted the child adopted,
and if I remember correctly I even told him that I would
tear off his daughter's signature and return it to her if they
didn't want the adoption to be had. I don't know whether I
mentioned that on the other trial or not.
At any rate, Mr. Janetos said, "Mr. Crouch, my wife had
told me that you had an old woman with you to take the child.''
1 told him the only person I had in the hospital with me was
the Notary Public Miss Harris, who is an elderly woman, but
that she was there merely to notarize the respective papers.
He then told me that I could then see what he had been up
·
against with his wife since they had been married.
page 143 ~ and that the fact that they had adopted Nancy
J anetos was the only thing that had held them together.
He mentioned that he ha<l made every sacrifice for Nancy
Janetos., and I told him I didn't doubt that he had. He said
that he wanted to know something about the people that were
going to adopt the child. And I told him that they were very
-. fine people, I had known them for many years, around 14 or
15 years, something like that, and that if it were my own child
involved I couldn't tbink of it having a better home, or words
, to that effect.
He told me that since that was the case to go on with the
adoption and that I would have no more trouble from them,
and he apologized for what happened at the hospital. He became very friendly and invited me out to his grill or restaurant on the Washington Highway, he said it was called the
Naney Lee Grill, and he told me that I would always be welcome there.
He asked me how much he owed me, and I told him that I
had already explained that I was to handle the matter for the
ncloptive parents, and that they would be the ones to pay me
for my services, and that he didn't owe me a cent, or any of
the rest of them .
. He told me that if I should find that they owed me any
money to please let him Imow and he would send me a check.
He asked me if I were going to take the child
page 144 ~ then. I told him I thong-ht it would be certainlv
a lot kinder to wait until he and his daughter and

/7\,
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the rest of them had left the hospital, and then I would go up
and get the child and turn it over to the people adopting it.
So he went on out, and I didn't see him any more. I remained in the waiting room for a while, and then went out,
and asked the girl at the desk if the Janetos had left, she told
me they had.
So I went up and got the nurse, and had the nurse to prepare the child to leave the hospital.
Mr. D'Adamo came up at my request to the door, and the
nurse came out bringing· the child. .And we drove immediately to Mr. D'.Adamo's home, and his wife took the child in.
She had already made preparations for it.
I suppose we left the hospital in the neighborhood of around
6 :30, might have been ten minutes either way.
Two days later, the 12th of April, 1951, I took the adoption
petition and consent for adoption clown to the Circuit Court of
Henrico County and filed it in the Clerk's Office. I did not
hear any more from it for about a month or six weeks, when
l got' a call from Nancy Louise J anetos and she told me she
had changed her mind and wanted the child back.
I told her that the only thing that I could do was to convey
her wishes to the adoptive parents and leave it up
page 145 }- to them. I called them at once, that is that night, ,,.~
and they said they wanted to consider it. Several
·.
<lays later they called me back and told me that they thought~
H wrong to return the child, and that they would keep it.
ffr
.,,,
Before I could call Nancy J anetos I got another call from
her while I was in my office and she said she had thought it
over and had changed her mind again, and had decided to
leave the child with the people adopting it.
I told her that was fine. I didn't hear any more from it
except sometime subsequently I got a call from Mrs. Janetos
-this might have been after the second call from Nancy
..Tanetos or a little before-I don't remember, Mrs. Janetos
chatted about the matter ,vith me generally. She reiterated
that she thought it was a terrible thing that she had told her
daug·hter that, and her daughter would rue it to her dying day.
I told her I coultln 't help it. She said that, she asked me,
rather, didn't I agree with her, and I told her that I was
merely the lawyer handling the legal machinery, and I didn't
know what to say about it. So she hung up.
Between a month and two after the last talk I had with
Nancy Janetos, this must have been sometime during July, I
got another call from her. This time her manner had changed
to one of sharpness or anger. She said again that she wanted

8&

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

Thornas C. Crouch, Jr.
the child back. And I reminded her of the whole
business of her agreeing to it in the beginning and
bringing into it the two adoptive parents, in the
picture, that she had told me before that she had changed
hei- mind and decided to leave the child with the adoptive
parents when she last called me, and she told me she didn't
care about that, she bad changed her mind again and she
wanted the chikl back.
I told her tµe only thing I could do was to take it up with
the adoptive .parents. So as much as I I1ated to do it I ca1led
the adoptive parents again and,advised them of this development. In a day or two they called me back and told me that
they would keep the child. Then the same night that they
called me back I lafor received a call from Walter.Jerome Harmon telling me that he lmd talked with Nancy Janetos and that
she had requestd that he call me and said she had changed her
mind again, that she felt the child was better off with the
ndoptive parents, and that she was sorry she had disturbed
me and that I would not be disturbed any more about the matpage 146

~

ter.
I immediately called the D 'Adamos and told them of this.
Then sometime in August of 1951 I got a calI from R. Pinkney
Sowers, a Richmond Attorney, saying Mrs. J anetos had come
over to see him a bout getting the child back.
I told him what had happened here, ·and told him to do
whatever he thought he i;:houkl do in the matter. Mr. Sowers
ended his conversation with me, and I never
page 147 ~ heard any more from him.
All during the summer months Mr. Harmon
would call me on frequent occasions each week and we chatted
about one thing or another very pleasantly. And sometimes
he complained abont the J anetos faro.Hy in one way and another.
Then sometime subsequent to the date of Nancy J anetos'
marriage to Mr. Harmon be called me and told me they were
married. It was in the fall of I951, and we cllatted about
that, and I wished him every happiness. Then as far
I
. remember I I1eard no more from Mr. Harmon or the Janetos:
family or anyone else until in January 1952.
I got a call much to my surprise from Mr. Bowles, who ad,1ised me he was representing the Harmons, and that unless
the adoptive parents were willing to give the child back he
would find it necessary to file a proceeding saying that Nancy
.T nnetos was pressured into signing the consent ..

r,
r
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I told him before he made any such charges that lie had
better talk to Miss Harris about it, and see what she had to
say, about my conduct in the hospital. Mr. Bowles said that
if the child wasn't returned he was g·oing to file a petition to
set asi<le the adoption. I told Mr. Bowles I would talk to the
adoptive parents immediately and advise him of their answer.
Mr. and Mrs. D'Adamo told me immediately they would not
give up the child, an<l the next day I called Mr. Bowles and
conveyed that information to him. Whereupon
page 148 ~ he filed the suit to set aside the interlocutory
adoption.
I cannot understand why these charges were made rather
than simply laying the matter fairly and squarely before the
Court. These people know perfectly well that all I did was
exactly what they asked me to do. I read the Code Section
to them, I explained it truthfully to the best of my ability
what each one of them meant, and I haven't since changed my
opinion as to what the Code Section in regard to the adoption
means, and I feel that the course they took in desiring the
adoption to come about was entirely a m~tter done in their
own discretion.
I think that is enough.
CROSS EXAMINATION.

By Mr. Young:
;'
Q. You never have been a licensed child placing agency,
have you, Mr. Crouch 1
A. Certainly not.
Q. When these calls came to you to the effect that Nancy
wanted her child back, and you told her that the only thing
that you could do was to notify the adopting parents, and pass
hack to her their answer, you never did bring these occurrences to the attention of Judge Snead, did you!
A. Why no, because you see as I said I had made it very
clear to Nancy Janetos and Jerry Harmon from
page 149 ~ the beginning that I would have to represent the
adoptive parents, and they insisted that I represent whoever adopted the child.
Now let me answer further: And when she made her first
call to me, and I got the answer from the adoptive parents,
I got the second call from her saying that she had changed
her mind before I even told her that the adoptive parents
weren't willing to give up the child.
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Q. You didn't feel under any of the circumstances of this
case that there was any duty upon you since you represented
the adopting parents and Miss J anetos knew it and Jerry
knew it there was no duty upon you to advise the Court of any
circumstance except such circumstance as the attorney for
ihe adopting parents thought that the Court ought to know,
is that correcU
A. No, I never expected after I walked out of the hospital
I had Mr. J anetos' assurance that the whole matter was settled. That when Nancy Janetos called I was completely,,
floored. And then before anything was s.aid at all I received
the call back that she had decided to let the matter stand as
it was. It would be rather foolish for me to go down and
say, ''Judge Snead, Nancy J anetos has called me and says
she wants the child back, and then she called me again and
said she didn't." That is what I meant. The same was true
Jn the second instance she called me.
Q. In any event since they knew you were repage 150 ~ presenting the D 'Adamos, and you took it up, the
matter up with them, rather than taking it up
with the Court, is that correct f
A. Surely, that is exactly as I told you in my testimony.
Q. Do you feel, Mr. Crouch, that you are violating any professional confidence in going over this whole matter in your

~ \ te~tm:~:;oung, I dreaded having to testify in this case be.cause it is naturally embarrassing. I do not feel that I have
violated any confid·ence, because there is a section of evidence
in tliis case given which I know is not true, which was given
by the other side. And I· think that only in the interest of
justice and fair play that I should have to swallow my embarrassment and do it. Of course, I am embarrassed.
Q. l\Ir. Crouch, while we are on this subject of false testimony: Can you give us any explanation of why this man LeRoy and his wife went so much further here today than they
did at the other trial?
A. Before the other trial I called :Mr. LeRoy and asked him
to come to my office knowing that he was a friend of Mr. and
Mrs. Harmon. I asked him if he would be willing to testify
in the case and what he~ knew about it. He told me the things
that he testified in the other case, and then he told
page 151 ~ me some other things. But he made me promise
that I would not ask him those other questions because of his friendship with Jerry Harmon. So as much as I
would like· to have done so, I kept my promise to him and
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didn't ask him the questions. Just a few days before today
I didn't know where to locate Mr. Harmon and it was only by
luck that I contacted him. I asked Mr. LeRoy to come once
more to my office, and he did not appear too enthused to come
into the matter at this time. I told him that all I wanted him
to do was to please come in and tell the whole truth about the
matter, and not hinder me with requiring me not to question
llim on the other matters that he had been unwilling to tell
in the former trial, and in the sake of humanity and the welfare of the child for Heaven's sake to lay the whole thing
before the Court and let the chips fall where they may. That
is the whole story.
·
Mr. Young: I have no further questions.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.

Mr. Young: ]\fr, Crouch, I know that you are about to call
•on Mr. and Mrs. D'Adamos as witnesses. We do not question
that these people desire to retain this child, that
page 152} they are capable of giving it a proper home, and / ~
the attention that any other adopting parents '
;
·could give an adopted child.
/~
Under those circumstances, I wonder if we could not stipuil
···,
late those facts so as to shorten the matter.
Mr. Crouch: That is agreeable and we· will have that so
stipulated.
MR. JOSEPH M. D'ADAMO,
one of the respondents, being being duly sworn, testified as
follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION,
By Mr. Crouch:
Q. Please state your name, age, residence and occupation.
A. Joseph M. D'Adamo, 8021 Patterson Avenue, 36 in June.
Advertising· l\fanager, Standard Drug Company.
Q. Mr. D 'Adamo, tell the Court as briefly as you can what
you know of the facts surrounding the matters that led to this
proceeding as concisely as you can from the beginning.
A. Well, came back in March, '51, Mr. Crouch called me at
home and asked me about adopting a baby, would we consider
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Snpi:eme Court of_ Appeals of Virginia

92

Joseph M. D' Adama.

it. At the time I was so bewildered and didn't
really know what was going on, and didn't have
any idea of anything like that would come to me·.
I talked to my wife about it> and I told him I would call. \Ve
decided we would run over to his house immediately after
supper, which we did.
Then when we got there he wasn't trying to build up any
hopes of ours, we didn't want to be too confident or anything,
we didn't know anything about it. He told me what the situation was, and said the girl had come to him, it was an illegitimate child to be born, and tl.tat wanted a place for adoption.
My wife and I did discuss it, and decided that we would like
to have the child, we would give it a home as if it was our own~
and he caution~d me that the fact the child hadn't been born
it may be born crippled, maimed or even dead.
Well, we knew about that, we beard of cases before where
a child had been born under those conditions, and we realized
that if we got it it would be just like having our own, if we:
did we would have the same responsibilities,. and we would g_o
ahead with it.
So he said he didn't know for sure at the time that it would
come about, and he would let us know.
r....
So we began to talk it over more and more, getting a little
~ more enthusiastic as we went along just hoping that we would
get it. WP: never told anybody,, I won't say any1r· ·· ·
,
page 154 ~ body, not many people because it wasn't definite.
I don't recall how much later it was he did tell me
that he talked to these people, und that they had decided or
agreed that it was all right for us to adopt it.
Now we had a discussion with Mr. Crouch that we thought
it was better not to know the name of the people or for the
people to know our names. That was for the benefit of the
child, which was understood.
I believe-oh, when it was definite my wife had been working, at the Life Insurance Company, very good job, and she
gave up this job approximately two weeks more or less, day
or two either way, I don't recall, to devote full time to this
child. And we began making preparations and buying thing.s
necessary to take ca re of the child, take the child in.
It has been so long now I don 1t remember too clearly the
exact times and days, but I know the date was April 10th,.
that :Mr. Crouch called me,. and told me that we were to be· at
the hospital around 3 o'clock, to get the child. In the meantime we,. Mr. Crouch and my wife and I had discussed and
page 153

~
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agreed too that it was better to have the child taken from the
hospital rather than brought to the mother's home, it was
better for her not to take it to her home, to bring it directly
to our home, and that was agreed upon as I said, and that
day I did go pick up Miss Harris and Mr. Crouch and drove
them down to the hospital.
page 155 ~ As I saicl it was around 3 o 'cloock. Vile got
there, I did park my car maybe a block or block
and a half from the hospital, and waited there.
Now I don't remember exactly how long it was, I know I
didn't have any magazines or anything, I was just smoking
cigarettes, and Mr. Crouch did come down with Miss Harris,
I guess around five or five after, maybe ten after, I don't
know, and told me that Miss Harris had to be back to her
office. I noticed he didn't have his briefcase or anything with
him, he was empty-handed, and I asked him if he was going
with me, and he said no he was going back to the hospital to
see if he could be of any assistance to the people.
And he said for me to come back after I let Miss Harris out.
I drove dO"wn, don't recall the street, that isn't important,
let Miss Harris off at her building, I believe it was the Travelers Building, and came back, headed back toward the ·hospital.
I drove up approximately the same space I had been the
earlier time. A few minutes later I hadn't been there very !"~·.
long when Mr. Crouch came down and told me that were·
going to get the baby in a few minutes, it was being prepared
·
to be taken home, and I could drive my car a little closer to
'
the entrance to the hospital so they wouldn't have
page 156 ~ to walk too far with the baby out in the open,
which I did.
Then he went back and then I noticed a nurse was at the
door with the baby, ready to come down. She brought the
baby down herself, ,and she had the formula that was made
up for- about two feedings, as I recall. Had to make the
formula after we got her home for the re Rt of the time. And
Mr. Crouch held the child and I drove home slowly.
We got to my house approximately twenty minutes to or
maybe quarter to seven, as I remember, maybe ten minutes
to, don't remember the exact time on that. It was before
$even o'clock.
Then my wife was waiting, Mr. Crouch testified to that, that
is true. We took the baby in and then Mr. Crouch left and
went on home.
1· ·

.r'
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vVe were told inci<lentally before we left the hospital with
the baby through Mr. Crouch, at least it was told to him, that
the baby was anemic, very sickly, and it needed a specialist
eare, an<l don't know whether it was the hospital or Dr.
Llewellyn suggested it. Suggested John Paul Jones a pediatrician was an excellent doctor, and we took the advice and
engaged his services.
In fact, the next day we called Dr. Jones and told him that
we had adopted a baby, told him who we were, and that he
had been recommended, told him nothing more than that, took
her to the doctor the next day, he asked us to bring the child
in the next day, and we did, and he was not
page 157 ~ shocked but he looked kind of odd at the baby being so small, and all, and began to put her on iron
or medicine containing iron to build her up. Then ,,.re were
requested to bring hor back every two weeks, for quite a time,
don't recall exactly how long it was.
Then he lengthened it to three weeks or a month, then we
went monthly for a while. Then six months, and she is due
back again the first of April or thereabouts.
The baby has grown, she was five pounds 5 3/4 ounces according to the little hospital sheet we got with the baby. She
has grown up, she is healthy. She is walking, talking, happy,
has the love of my family, my wife's family and our friends.
~ . Anyone in the world could go into our house alone with us
(F
/ or when we are with other children or relatives, no one would
'
.: be a Lle to tell which is the adopted child.
Q. ,vhat about the calls f
A. I will get to that. l\Ir. Crouch did mention a call. That
is true. Despite the fact that it is in the record the last depositions taken last l\:Ionday in Mr. Bowles' office, which I was
there of course, Mrs. Harmon, now Mrs. Harmon, said that in
less than a week she contacted Mr. Crouch. In the previous
trial, according to the record I believe, you will find that she
said that at the end of April, which would make it
page 158 ~ considerably a little longer than a week, but to
my recollection it was closer to six weeks, I might
say five and a half, but I will say six weeks that Mr. Crouch
called us and said that she had changed her mind and wanted
the child back, and he asked us what we wanted to do about

r· · .

it.

Naturally my wife and I discussed it, we were all upset
about the thing and we figured we had the child and made all
the preparations and the mother didn't want it apparently,
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sl1e gave it away apparently in the beginning, so we decided
and told Mr. Crouch that we wanted to keep the child. I relayed the message to him and he in turn turned it over to her .
.And then we heard nothing more about it, ourselves. Maybe
it was two months, might have been several weeks, seven weeks
or nine weeks, but I will say two months conservatively, Mr.
Crouch called again, in fact I am not sure, he might have come
to see us that night.
Mr. Crouch as you probably know from the testimony, and
he and myself are very good friends, have been for a number
of years. · We visit very frequently.
Anyway, he told me what the situation was, and we were
disturbed more than ever then after going that much longer,
and rearing and raising the child and nursing it along, and
we told him definitely that we wanted to retain the child.

Bv Mr. Bowles:
·
Q. Was that the second request!
page 159} A. That was about eight weeks later, I would
say. He related that, to them. Then I didn't
bear any more, I don't know for how long, then he did mention to me what sometime later that he had heard that they
bad engaged an attorney, and I asked him what it meant. At ~
the time he said he didn't know, he didn't know what they/
'
:e~~-going to do, he hadn't heard anything what they wante1~
So I never heard any more until I believe jt was, I know it
was after Christmas, because I don't know whether it was
before New Year's or after New Year's, we got this paper
or, I don't know, not a summons, I don't know what it was,
that Mr. Bowles was entering suit in Henrico County Court
to set aside an interlocutory order, which we were very disturbed about, because we would know the parents and the
parents would know us and all that. We didn't have any idea
who they were, whether they knew who I was I don't know.
Bv Mr. Crouch: ( Continued)
"Q. Is the child happy now?
A. The child is happy now, as far as I can say, as far as
friends of ours can see. I don't know of anything. She is
teething, she is up during the night, sometimes late at night,
fretting. She has been teething practically ever since we have
had her. She is a well behaved child, considering the child
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is almost two years old, will be two years old next·
month.
Q. Do yon love the cbild f
A. Of course we do, Mr. Crouch. I think tbat was brought
up.

page 160

~

Mr. Crouch: That is all.
Mr. Young: We don't have any questions..
And further Olis deponent saith not.
Signature· waived by agreement of counsel.

MRS. HEDWIG ROSA D''ADAMO,
one of the respondents, first being duly sworn,. testified as follows~
DIRECT EXAMINATION.

By Mr. Crouch:
Q. Please state your- mrrrre, age, residence and occupation..
A. Hedwig Rosa D 'Adamo, age I was 39 in January this
year. My acld:ress is 8021 Patterson Avenuea. Occupation,.
~ ' housewife.
,. •. ·
· Q. Are you the wife of J osepI1 M. D 'Adamo, and one of the
respondents in this case f
A. I am.
page 161 ~
Q. Do you concur· in tI1e testimony given by
your- husband in tms matter·!
A. Ye·s, I do.
Q. Have you anytfling else to sey Y
A .. Well, I would like to state that it wmr appr-oximately
six weeks after we had been well adjnsted to the child and I
had gotten well into the routine of taking care of her and!
loved her and she was well adjusted to the family when Mr-..
Crouch informed us that the girl I1ad asked for her baby back..
We discussed it and were very upset about it, but we decided for the best welfare of tlle child that we would not give
it up. And we to Id him so. Informed ::Mr. Crouch so. He
told us before he told them what we had decided that they
had called him back and told him that she had changed her
mind and didn't want the child back.. To let things stay as
they were.
,.,.
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Then it was approximately two mont11s, good two mont.l1s,
thereabouts, that Mr. Crouch told us that she again asked for
the child back.
We were more upset than ever naturally because she was
entrenched in the whole family, and our lives, and we loved
her very much. Na tu rally we again decided that it was for
her, the child's best welfare, tbat we keep her. And Mr.
Crouch, we told him so, and he again told us that
page 162 ~ even before he l1ad given our decision that they
had said they had changed their minds again, and
they wanted the child to stay with us.
And then we didn't l1ear anything until like my lnrnhirnd
said it was the first of January. vVe were then informed Mr.
Bowles said unless we gave the child back tlrnt he was going
to bring this suit in Henrico Circuit Court, and I think it was
the 9th day of January that the Sheriff delivered the paper
to me.
CROSS EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Young:
Q. Mrs. D'Adamo, when you and your husband on tlJe firHt
message that the mother would like to have the child back,
and on the second message that the mother would like to have
the child back, according to your testimony, determined that
for the best interest of the child vou should refuse to allow
her to have it back without litigation, I believe according to
your testimony. Now in reaching that conclusion with reference to the best interest of this child you knew nothing of the
mother herself, did you t
A. No, I did not.
Mr. Young: I have no further questions.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
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page 163

~

W AL,TER JEROME HARMON,
recalled in rebuttal, having previously been duly
sworn, testified further as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.

Bv Mr. Young:
·Q. Jerry, you have been bere today and heard the testimony of Mr. and Mrs. LeRoy, is it true or false T
A. I would say that it is false.
Q. You and your wife live a normal life together since you
have been married?
A. That is correct.
Q. Do you look forward to a happy manied life with your
wife throughout your natural life!
A. Ido.
l\fr. Young: I have no further questions.
Mr. Crouch: I have no questions.

And further this deponent saith not.
Sig·nature waived by ·agreement of counsel.
; ~ · page 164
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NANGY LOUISE JANETOS HARMON,
being· previously duly sworn, being recalled, testified further as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION.

By 1\fr. Young·:
Q. Nancy, you have been here today all during this hearin~;, and heard the testimony of Mr. and Mrs. LeRoy, is it
tru.e or false¥
A. It is not true.
Q. Are you and your husband happy together? Do you
live normally?
A. '\Ve a.re happy, very happy.
Q. And is your relationship with your husband a normal
relationship between lmsband and wife?
A. Yes, sir, as far as I know.
Q. Do you look forward to being the wife of Jerry the rest
of vour natural life?
A. I do.
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Mr. Young: I have no further questions.
Mr. Crouch: I have no questions.
Mr. Young : That is all.
And further this deponent saith not.
Signature waived by agreement of counsel.
_page 165

~

State of Virginia
City of Richmond, to-wit:

I, H. James Edwards, a Notary Public for the State of Virginia at Large, do hereby certify that the foregoing depositions of Miss Olive R. Harris, Robyn LeRoy, Mrs. Phyllis M.
LeRoy, Thomas C. Crouch, Jr., Joseph M. D'Adamo and Mrs.
Hedwig Rosa D'Adamo, Walter J. Harmon and Mrs. Nancy
Louise J anetos Harmon were duly taken and sworn to before
me at the time, place, and for the purpose set out in the caption hereto, pursuant to Notice hereto annexed.
I further certify that there were no exhibits filed with me
during this taking of depositions on March 28, 1953.
Given under my hand this 3rd day of April, 1953.
H. JAMES ED"\VARDS
/~
. Notary Public for the State of Virginia.~
. ·. ,. · '· .· .· .
at Large.
1' /
··'";·,

1
.

\

My commission expires October 5, 1956.
A Copy-Teste:
H. G. TURNER, C. C.
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