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IN THE

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia
AT RICHMOND.

Record No. 3166
NICHOLAS SPIAK, Plaintiff in Error,

versus
T. WILSON SEAY, SHERIFF OF THE COUNTY OF
HENRICO, STATE OF ·v1RGINIA, Defendant
in Error.

PETITION FOR WRIT OF ERROR.

To th.e Honorable Chief Justice and Justices of the Supreme
Court of Appeals of Yirginia:
Your petitioner, Nicholas Spiak, aJ.so., known as Nicholas
Speak, respectfully represents that he is aggrieved by the
final judgment of the Circuit Court of Henrico County, Virginia, evidenced by an order entered on the 6th day of March,
1946, discharging a writ of h.abea.'l corpus ad subjiciendum
arid dismissing the petition therefor; ancl ordering the petitioner remanded to the custody of T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of
He:µrico County, Virginia, for delivery of the petitioner by T.
Wilson Seay into the custody of one, H. B. Workman, agent
for the State of California., as theretofore directed in the
warrant for the Governor of the Commonwealth of Virginia.
A transcript of the record of the proceedings is hereby presented.
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THE FACTS.

Petitioner was indicted on the 16th day of November, 1945,
by the grand jury of the County of Los Angeles, State of
2* California, for grand ~theft, the indictment stating that:
'' on or about December 5, 1944, at and in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, the said defendant, Nicholas
Speak did wilfully, unlawfully and feloniously take $9,000.00
in money, lawful money of the United States then and there
the personal property of one M. G. Blackwell'',
.
which, under the laws of the State of California, constitutes a
crime (see Page 13 of the Re.cord). The petitioner was absent
from the State of California when the indictment was returned, and was a citizen of and domiciled in the County of
Henrico, State of Virginia.
On January 7, 1946, His Excellency, the Governor of Virginia, on demand of His Excellency, the Governor of California, which said demand was based on an application dated
December 19, 1945, signed a warrant of arrest directed to the
Sheriff of Henrico County, Virginia (see Page 8 of the R.ecord)., and pursuant to the said warrant, the petiti.oner was
placed under arrest.
On January 12, 1946, petitioner filed his petition in the Law
a.nd Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part Two, praying for a writ of habeas corpus ad sitbjiciendum (see Page 2
'of the Reco~d), which request was granted and an appropriate
order entered on ,January 14, 1946, petitioner being permitted
to post bond in lieu of remaining in the phvsical custodv of
the Sheriff of Henrico County, and he being ordered to present himself in Court on February 5, 1946, to which said date
the matter was continued (see Pages 5 and 6 of the Record).
The matter was further continued to the 6th day of March,
1946, upon which date the Judge of the Circuit Court of Henrico County, Virginia., to which Court the matter had theretofore been transferred, after hearing argument upon the petition, and writ theretofore awarded, dismissed said petition
and writ, and did direct the Sheriff of Henrico County, Virginia, to take charge of the body of the petitioner, and deliver
him to the person as directed in the warrant •of the
3* Governor of Virginia., to be returned to the State of California for that State to proceed against him on the indictment theretofore found (see Pages 7 and 8 of the Record).
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ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR.
Assignment of Error Nitmber One:
The record discloses that the criminal prosecution in the
State of California was brought primarily to collect a debt,
and the entire transaction forming the basis of the indictment
was of a civil nature.
The only evidence of any sort presented in support of the
extradition proceedings, and for the purpose of defeating the
petition for a writ of habeas corpus, was in the form of requisition papers signed by the Governor of the State of California, which were accompanied by an affidavit of the complaining witness, one, M. G. Blackwell, a· resident of the
County of Los Angeles, State of California, by which affidavit
the complaining witness undertakes to show that the said
Nicholas Spiak obtained $9,000.00 from him under such circumstances as to constitute the crime of grand theft (see
Pages 18 to 22 inclusive, of the Record).
The plaintiff in error, your petitioner, respectfully submits
that the alleged facts as set forth in the said affidavit, even
if true, fail to show that the said Nicholas Spiak ''did wilfully, unlawfully and feloniously take'' the sum of $9,000.00
from· the complaining witness, M. G. Blackwell, as charged in
the indictment (see Page 24 of the Record), but on the other
hand do clearly show that the transaction complained of w:as
nothing more. than a loan from M. G. Blackwell to Nicholas
Spiak, and was evidenced, in the usual business methods, by
a promissory note signed by the said Nicholas Spiak and delivered to the said M. G. Blackwell, which transaction was
testified to by the said :M. G. Blackwell in the supporting affidavit above referred to (see Page 21 of the Record), which
affidavit contains no statement of fact whatever •to sub49 stantiate the affiant's contention that the money in question was obtained by fraudulent means.
It is respectfully submitted that the entire transaction is,
therefore, properly the subject of a civil action to enforce its
collection, and that the criminal proceedings brought in the
State of California were at the instigation of the said M. G.
Blackwell, and were brought for the purpose of intimidating
the said Nicholas Spiak, and to collect the said debt.
There do not appear to be any Virginia cases directly in
point on this question, and your petitioner readily admits that
it is not within the province of the Court to inquire into the
validity of the laws of the State of California regarding the
offense charged, or to form an opinion as to the outcome of a
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trial in the State of California in the event your petitioner is
returned to that State and tried on the offense charged in the
indictment, but your petitioner does respectfully submit that
this Court may properly give its consideration to the question
of whether the State of Virginia should countenance the use
of its criminal procedure for the purpose of enforcing the
collection of a private debt, for which there is adequate remedy
by means of a civil action at law.
The States of Ohio and Oklahoma have met this question
squarely, and have held repeatedly that where the extradition
p1:oceedings are for the purpose of collecting a private debt,
the person sought to be extradited will be released on habeas
corp,us.
In the case of In re TVilliams (1915), 37 Ohio C. C., 385, the
Court, in considering this question, said:
''Neither the Governor nor the examining judge passes upon
the question of the ultimate guilt of the accused, but upon the
question as to whether or not an offense is charged under the
laws of the State demanding extradition; whether or not the
identity of the party charged is established; whether or not
the party charged is a fugitive from justice, and that the extradition is not for the purpose of enforcing any civil liability
agai~t the accused." (Italics ours.)
5*

•in Ex Parte Maddox (1933), 55 Oklahoma Criminal
Reports, 114, the Court said:

"In any extradition case the question of the good faith of
the prosecution is always open to inquiry on habeas corpus,
and where it appears that tl1e extradition is for the purpose
of collecting a debt, the person soug·ht to be extradited will
be released on habeas corpus."
The Oklahoma cases of Ex Parte Owens, 34 Oklahoma Criminal Reports, Page 128, and Ex Parte ,Johnson, 55 Oklahoma
Criminal Reports, 154, were decided in accordance with the
holding in the Maddox case, S'ltpra.
Assignment of Error Nu11iber Two:

The application for requisition was not made in conformity
with the -requirements prescribed by the Conference of Governors.
At the conference of Governors, where proceeding·s in connection with extradition were considered, certain rules were

Nicholas Spiak v. T. Wilson Seay
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passed regarding the formal requirements of such proceeding·s, said rules being set forth in a document entitled

''FORM TO BE OBSERVED AND USED
IN

MAKING APPLICATIONS FOR REQUISITIONS
FOR FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE,''
and carries the following provisions:
''The application must be made by the Commonwealth's
Attorney for the County or City in which the offense was committed, and must be in duplicate original papers, or certified
copies thereof.
''The following must appear by the certificate of the Commonwealth's Attorney:
· '' 1. If the offense charged is not of recent occurrence a
satisfactory reason must. be given for the delay in making the
application.
6*

*''In all cases of fraud, false prete:nces, embezzlement
or forgery, when made a crime by the common law, or
any penal code or statute, the affidavit of the principal complaining witness or informant that the application is made in
good faith, for the sole purpose of punishing the accused, and
that he does not desire or expect to use the prosecution for
the purpose of collecting a debt, or for any private purposes,
and will not directly or indirectly use the same for any of
said purposes, shall be required, or a sufficient reason be given
for the absence of such affidavit.
"8. No requisition will be made for the extradition of any
fugitive except in compliance with these rules.

"ADDITIONAL SUGGESTIONS.
'' All papers presented in connection with an application
must be in duplicate.
"The agent should, when possible, be the Sheriff of the
County, or his deputy."
Your petitioner respectfully submits that the requirements
of the above rules have not been complied with.
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The record shows that the offense charged in the indictment
took place on or about December 5, 1944, whereas the application for requisition was made on December 19, 1945, more
than one year after the alleged offense took place, and no reason for the delay is given. Furthermore, the affidavit of the
complaining witness, M. G. Blackwell,-fails to follow the requirement of Rule 1, above, in that it is nowhere stated in the
said affidavit that the application _is made in good faith; for
the sole purpose of punishing the accused, and that the affiant
does not oesire or expect to use the prosecution for the purpose of collecting a debt, or for any private purpose. In view
of the specific wording of Rule 8, above quoted and set forth.,
the action of the Trial Court in dismissing the petition and
discharging the writ of habeas corpus constituted reversible
error.
Your petitioner further contends that the papers presented
in connection with the application for requisition were not
7* in duplicate as suggested •in additional suggestions, paragraph 4, of the form approved by the Conference of· Governors, nor was the agent of the State of California a sheriff
·or deputy sheriff, as was desired and suggested in the forin
approved by the Conference of Governors, which non-compliance was a proper ground for the granting of tl1e writ of
habeas corpus, and the action of the Trial Court in dismissing
the petition and discharging the writ was reversible error.
CONCLUSION.
For the foregoing reasons, the petitioner prays that a writ
of error and s·u.persedea.~ may be awarded him; that the judgment of the Circuit Court of Henrico County, Virginia. evidenced by its order of March 6, 1946, discharging the writ of
habeas corpus and dismissing- the petition., may be reviewed
and reversed by this Honorable Court, and that your petitioner may be restored to his liberty, and may have such other
and further relief as he may be entitled to under the law.
Counsel for petitioner have mailed a copy of this petition
to Mr. Harold M. Ratcliffe, Commonwealth's Attorney for
Henrico County, Virginia, and attorney of record for the
defendant herein this 3rd day of July, 1946.
Respectfully submitted,
HARRY N. PHILLIPS, JR.,
LEITH S. BREMNER,
Counsel for Petitioner.

Nicholas Spiak v. T. ·wnson Seay
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Leith S. Bremner and Harry N. Phillips, Jr., ....t\.ttorneys- atLaw, practicing in the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.,
do certify that in their opinion the decision and judgme_nt
complained of should be reviewed and reversed by the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.
8*

*Respectfully submitted,
HARRY N. PHILLIPS, JR.,
LEITH S. BREMNER.
Counsel for Petitioner.
Copy of Petition rece!.ved on July ~/46.

H. M. RATCLIFFE,
Atty. for T. Wilson Seay.
Writ of error and supersedeas awarded . Said su,perse(leas
however not to operate to discharge the petitioner from custody, if in custody, or to release his bond if out on bail.
August 3, 1946.

GEORGE L. BROWNING.
Received August 3, 1946.
M. B. WATTS, Clerk.

RECORD
VIRGINIA:
County of Henrico, To-wit:
Pleas before the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico,
at the Courthouse, on Wednesday, the 6th day of March,
in the year 1946.
Be It Remembered, that heretofore, to-wit: At a Circuit
Court begun and held for the County of Henrico, at the
Courthouse, on Saturday, the 12th d~y of January, 1946, the
following copy of an order of the Law and Equity Court of
the City of Richmond, Part Two, was received and entered
in the Common Law Order Book of this Court:
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ORDER OF JANUARY 12, 1946.

Virginia:

In the Law and Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part
Two, the 12th day of January, 1946.
Nicholas Spiak, Plaintiff,
against
T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of the County .of Henrico, State of
Virginia, Defendant.
This day came Nicholas Spiak, by his attorneys, and asked
leave to file his petition, duly verified, praying for a writ of
habeas corpus ad subjiciend1t-m, which leave is granted, and
petition accordingly is filed.
Upon consideration whereof, it appearing to the Court
that there is probable cause to believe that he, the petitioner,
is detained without lawful authority in the custody of T.
Wilson Seay, Sheriff of Henrico County, Virginia, a writ of
habeas corpus ad subjicienditm is granted him, dipage 2 r rected to the said T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of Henrico County, Virginia, commanding him to have the
body of the said Nicholas Spiak, otherwise known as N~olas
Speak, before the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico,
Virginia, on the 14th day of January, 1946, at 10 o'clock, together with the day and cause of his capture and detention.
And the Clerk of this Court is hereby directed to transmit
all the papers in this proceeding to the Clerk of the Circuit
Court of Henrico County, including a copy of this order.
A Copy Teste:
LUTHER LIBBY, JR., Clerk.
The Petition referred to in the foregoing order is in the
following· words and :figures :

Nicholas Spiak v. T. Wilson Seay
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PETITION.
Virginia:

In the Law & Equity Court of the City of Richmond, Part II.
Nicholas Spiak, Petitioner;

v.

..

T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of the· County of Henrico, State of
Virginia, Defendant.
To the Honorable John L. Ingram, Judge of said Court :
Your petitioner, Nicholas Spiak, whose name is set out as
Nicholas Speak in the warrant hereinafter mentioned, respectfully shows unto your honor that on the 7th day of
January, 1946, His Excellency, the Governor of the Commonwealth of Virginia, on demand of His Excellency,
page 3 ~ the Governor of the State of California, signed a
warrant of arrest directed to T. Wilson Seay,
Sheriff of Henrico County, State of Virginia; that pursuant
to said warrant your petitioner was, on the 7th dav of January, 1946, arrested and is now detained and confined by the
said T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of the County aforesaid, in the
jail of said Henrico County, State of Virginia.
Your petitioner alleges, charges and avers that he is a citizen of the State of Virginia and resident of Henrico County;
that he has not committed any offense against the laws of
the State of California, the Commonwealth of Virginia, nor
has he violated any of the laws or statutes of the United
States of America; that therefore he is held and confined by
the said T. ·wnson Seay, Sheriff of Henrico Co1mty, Virginia, without lawful authority.
Your petitioner represents, charges and avers that the
requisition papers pursuant to which demand was made by
the Governor of the State of California on the Governor
of the Commonwealth of Virginia, and pursuant to which
said warrant of arrest was signed by the Governor of the
Commonwealth of Virginia, are not sufficient in law; that
the said extradition papers constituting and made a part of
the record for the demand of the arrest of your petitioner
are not sufficient in law and do not comply with the Constitution and statutes of the United States of America; with
the statutes of· the State of California or those of the Commonwealth of Virginia; that the said requisition papers disclose upon the face thereof that your petitioner did not com-:-
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mit any crime or violate any law of the State of California.
. Your petitioner further states that he is advised and believes· and therefore represents, charges and avers that tµe
indictment returned by the grand jury of the Counlty
page 4 ~ of Los Angeles, State of California, was found 1>n
false testimony given maliciously before said gra~1d
jury by M. G. Blackwell, and by reason thereof the GovernJor
of the State of California was deceived and imposed upon Jin
demanding the extradition of your petitioner and the G9vernor of the Commonwealth of Virginia in signing the said
warrant of arrest for your petitioner pursuant to which y9ttr
petitioner is detained and held by the said T. Wilson Se~LY,
Sheriff of the said County, without lawful authority.
Your petitioner further represents, charges and avers that
the said indictment was not secured in good f aitb but out Iof
malice and as a pretext for collecting a private debt.
That your petitioner is advised and believes and the ref or
represents, charges and avers that H. B. Workman, Agent
of the State of California, in the proceedings afore said, is
an acquaintance and friend of M. G. Blackwell, the prosecuting witness, and upon whose testimony the said indictment
was found; that he was instr1:1mental instigating criminal
proceedings against your petitioner which he was advised and
knew was not of recent occurrence and that he is not a dis·
interested person.
Your petitioner, therefore, prays that your honor will
award to him the writ of habeas corpus ad subjiciendum directed to T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of the County of Henrico,
State of Virginia, requiring him to bring before you the body
of your petitioner together with the causes of his dentention,
so that the same may be inquired into, and relief afforded
your petitioner according to law.
I certify that notice has been given the attorney for the
Commonwealth of the County of Henrico, and to the agent
of the State of California, pursuant to the statutes in such
-cases made and provided.
.
page 5

~

LEITH S. BREMNER,
DAVID MEADE WHITE, JR.,
GEORGE B. WHITE,
Counsel for Petitioner.

NICHOLAS SPIAK.
(NICHOLAS SPIAK.)

Nicholas Spiak v. T. Wilson Seay
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State of Virginia,
County of Henrico, To-wit:
I, A. B. McClung, a Notary ,Public for the county aforesaid, in the State of Virginia, do certify that Nicholas Spiak
personally appeared before me in my county aforesaid .and
made oath that he is the same person as Nicholas Speak; that
the statements and allegations contained in the foregoing petition, which he makes of his own knowledge, are true; and
that all other matters therein stated he believes to be true.
. Given under my hand this 11 day of January, 1946.
A. B. McCLUNG,
Notary Public.
NICHOLAS SPIAK, Affiant.
And at another day, To-wit:
At a Circuit Court continued by adjournment and held for
the County of Henrico, at the Courthouse, on Monday, the
14th day of January, 1946, the following order was entered:
ORDER OF JANUARY 14, 1946.
Virginia:
In the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico.
Nicholas Spiak

v.

T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of the County of Henrico, State of
Virginia.
page 6 }

This day came T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff of Henrico County, in answer to a Writ of Habeas Corpus
ad Bubjiciendum and produced the body o~ Nicholas Spiak, ·
otherwise known as Nicholas Speak, who - is charged with
Grand Theft in the State of California, and who is being detained under an order of the Governor of Virginia.
On motion of Nicholas Spiak, otherwise known as Nicholas
Speak, that he be released upon bond with good and suffi-
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cient surety for his appearance before this Court on February 5, 1946.
Whereupon the Court, after consideration of said motion,
ordered that the said Nicholas Spiak, otherwise known as
Nicholas Speak, be allowed to give bond in the sum of $2,500.00, with James H. Sweeney as surety.
.And also crune James H. Sweeney, surety, and thereupon
Nicholas Spiak, otherwise known as Nicholas Speak, and his
surety entered into a bond in the sum of $2,500.00 for his
personal appearance on February 5, 1946, at 10 :30 o'clock
a. m. and not to depart thence without leave of Court, and
that in the meantime he keep tthe peace and be of good behavior toward all citizens of this Commonwealth.
And at another day, To-wit:
At a Circuit Court continued by adjournment and held for
the County of Henrico, at the Courthouse, on Thursday, the
28th day of February, 1946, the following order was entered:
ORDER OF FEBRUARY 28, 1946.

Virginia:
In the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico.
Nicholas Spiak

v.

T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff, Etc.
page 7 }

This day came Nicholas Spiak, also known as
Nicholas Speak, by counsel, and T. Wilson Seay,
by counsel, and on motion of counsel for Nicholas Spiak, also
known as Nicholas Speak, this case was continued until March
6, 1946. And it further appearing to the Court that the bond
of Nicholas Spiak, also known as Nicholas Speak, expired on
this date, it is ordered that he execute a new bond which
bond should continue until final disposition of the case or
until released by order of the Court.
·

-

(Bond in the penalty of $2,500.00 with Jas. H. Sweeney,
his surety, executed February 28, 1946, by Nicholas Spiak,
also known as Nicholas Speak.)

Nicholas Spiak v. T. Wilson Seay

13

And now, at this day, To-wit:
At a Circuit Court continued by adjournment and held
for the County of Henrico, at the Courthouse, on the day
and year first herein written, to-wit: On Wednesday, the
6th day of March, 1946, the following order was entered and
the warrant and requisition in this case filed:
ORDER OF MARCH 6, 1946.
Virginia:
In the Circuit Court of the County of Henrico.
Nicholas Spiak

v.

T. Wilson Seay, Sheriff.
This day came Nicholas Spiak, also known as Nicholas
Speak, by counsel, and in person and also came T.
page 8 ~ Wilson Seay, Sheriff by counsel, and in person,
and the Court having heard argument upon the petition and writ heretofore awarded, doth, upon consideration thereof, dismiss the writ and petition and direct T.
Wilson Seay, Sheriff, to take charge of the body of Nicholas
Spiak, also known as Nicholas Speak, and deliver him to
H. B. Workman, .A.gent for the State of California, who is
duly authorized to receive him into his custody and convey
him to the State of California as directed in the warrant of
the Governor of Virginia. Thereupon the said Nicholas
Spiak, also known as Nicholas Speak, by counsel, intimated
his intention to apply to the Court of Appeals of Virginia
for a writ of error.
On motion of the Attorney for the Commonwealth, bond
for the said Nicholas Spiak, also known as Nicholas Speak,
was fixed at $4,000.00, returnable six months from the date
hereof.
(Bond in the penalty of $4,000.00 with James A. Sweeney,
his surety, was executed March 6, 1946, by Nicholas Spiak,
also known as Nicholas Speak.)
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WARRANT.
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
The
Governor
of Virginia

To Sheriff of Henrico County and the Sheriffs, Under Sheriffs and other Officers of and in the several cities and counties of this State:
WHEREAS, It has been represented to me by the Governor of California that Nicholas Speaks stands
page 9} charged with the crime of grand theft which said
·
Governor certifies to be a crime under the laws of
said State, committed in the County of Los Angeles, in said
State, and that the said Nicholas Speak has fled from justice
in said State, and has taken refuge in the County of Henrico, in this State, and said Governor of California having,
in pursuance of the ccmstitution and laws of the United
States, demanded of me that I shall cause the said Nicholas
Speak to be arrested and delivered to H. B. Workman, who
is duly authorized to receive him into his custody and convey him back to the said State of California.
AND WHEREAS, the said representation and demand is
accompanied by application, copy of bill of indictment, etc.,
whereby the said Nicholas Speak shown to have been duly
charged with the said crime and with having fled from said
State and taken refuge in the County of Henrico, in this
State, which duly certified by the said Governor of California
to be authentic and duly authenticated.
WHEREFORE, you are required to arrest and secure the
said Nicholas Speak wherever he may be found within this
State, and afford him such opportunity to sue out a writ of
Habeas Corpus as is prescribed by the laws of this State,
and to thereafter deliver him into the custody of the said
H.B. Workman to be taken back to said State from which he
fled pursuant to the said requisition, and also to return this
warrant . and make return to the Governor of this State,
within thirty days from the date hereof of all your proceedings had thereunder, and of all facts and circumstances relating thereto.

Nicholas Spiak v. T. Wilson Seay

15

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND as Governor, and under the
Le_sser Seal of the Commonwealth at the Capitol in Richmond, this 7th day of January, in the year of our Lord one
thousand nine hundred and forty-six and in the 170th year
of the Commonwealth.
page 10

~

COLGATE W. DARDEN, JR.

(Lesser Seal of the Commonwealth)
By the Governor.

JESSE W. DILLON,
Secretary of the Commonwealth.
REQUISITION.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT
The Governor of the State of California
To His Excellency the Governor of the State of Virginia:
WHEREAS, It appears bv the annexed application for
requisition and copies of indictment and supporting papers
which I certify are authentic and duly authenticated in accordance with the laws of the State of California, that under
the laws of this State NICHOLAS SPEAK stands charged
with the crime of Grand Theft, committed in the County of
Los Angeles, in this State, and it has been represented and
is satisfactorily shown to me that he has fled from the justice of this State, and has taken refng·e and is now to be
found in the State of Virginia;
NOW, THEREFORE, Pursuant to the .provisions of the
Constitution and laws of the United States, in such case
made and provided I do hereby respectfully demand that the
said Nicholas Speak fugitive from justice, be arrested and
secured and delivered to H. B. Workman who is hereby authorized to receive, convey and transport him to this State,
here to be dealt with according to law.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia
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and caused the Great Seal of the State to be affixed, this
27th day of December, 1945.
page 11
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Seal

EARL ·wARREN,
Governor of the State of California.

By the Governor:
FRANK M. JORDAN
Secretary of State
By .................. , Deputy.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY O~.., STATE
I, FRANK M. JORDAN, Secretary of State of the State
of California, hereby certify that J. F. MORONEY, whose
name is subscribed to the certificate annexed to this requisition, is, and was at the time of said subscription, the duly
elected, qualified, and acting County Clerk of the County
of Los Angeles, State aforesaid, and ex officio Clerk of the
Superior Court thereof; and that MYRON ,vESTOVER,
whose name is subscribed to the certificate annexed to this
requisition, is, and was at the time of said subscription the
duly elected, qualified, and acting Judge of the Superior
Court of the State of California in and for the Countv of
Los Angeles; and that the Seal of said Court affixed to annexed certificates is genuine ; and I verily believe the signature of aforesaid County Clerk and Judge of the Superior
Court, as affixed to certificates annexed hereunto, to be
genuine, and that full faith and credit are due to their official
acts as such.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and
affix the Great Seal of the State of California this 27th day
of December, 1945.
Seal

FRANK M. JORDAN,
Secretary of State.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , Deputy.
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page 12 ~ APPLICATION FOR REQUISITION
To_ the Governor of the State of California:
I have the honor herewith to make application for a requisition upon the Governor of the State of Virginia for the
arrest and rendition of NICHOLAS SPEAK who is charged
in this county with the crime of felony, to-wit: Grand Theft
and who, as appears from the accompanying proof, and particularly the annexed affidavit of H. B. WORKMAN ( a responsible person and entitled to credit) is a fugitive from·
the justice of this state, and has taken refuge in the State
of Virginia at Richmond
I hereby certify:
a. That the full name of the person for whom requisition
is asked is NICHOLAS SPEAK.
b. ·That I have carefully examined the case, and verily believe that the facts stated in the accompanying proof are
true and that the fug·itive is guilty of the crime charged;
that the ends of public justice require that the fugitive be
brought back to t_his state at the public expense; that I have
as I believe sufficient evidence to secure his conviction; that
the charge was preferred and this application is made in
good faith and not for the purpose of the collection of a
debt or for any private purpose, and that if the fugitive· is
returned to this state the criminal proceedings will not be
used for any of such purposes, but that it is my intention to
diligently prosecute said fugitive for the crime with which
he is charged.
c. That no other application has been made for a requisition for this fugitive growing out of the transaction from
which the charge herein originated.
d. That the fugitive is properly charged, in due
page 13 ~ form, in accordance with the laws of this state
with the crime of GRAND THEFT a felony, committed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, on
or about the 5th day of December, 1944; that to the best of
my belief the fugitive was personally and physically present
in this state at the time of the commission of said crime,
and to avoid arrest and prosecution, fled from the justice
of this state; that the definition of the aforesaid crime of
which the fugitive is charged, and the punishment therefor,
as prescribed by the laws of this State in the Penal Code
thereof are as follows :

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

18

SEC. 484. THEJi1 T DEFINED. Every person who shall
feloniously steal, take, carry, lead or drive away the personal property of another, or who shall fraudulently appropriate property which bas been entrusted to him, or who
shall knowingly and designedly, by any false or· fraudulent
representation or pretense, defraud any other person of
money, labor or real or personal property, * * * is guilty of
theft.
SEC. 484. GRAND THEFT DEFINED. Grand Theft iR
theft committed in any .0f the following cases:
1. When the money, labor or real or personal property
taken is of a value exceeding two hundred dollars .

*

•

*

SEC. 487. PUNISHMENT OF GRAND THEFT. Grand
theft is punishable by imprisonment in the state prison for
not less than one nor more than ten years.
SEC. 808. PERSONS WHO ARE MAGISTRATES. The
following persons are mag·istrates : 1. The justices of the
Supreme Court, 2. The justices of the District Courts of Appeal, 3. The Judges of the Superior Court, 4. The Judg·es of
the Municipal Court,

*

*

SEC. 2093. CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE.
JUDICIAL AND CERTAIN OFFICERS AUTHORIZED TO ADMINISTER OATHS. Every
court, every judge or clerk of any court, every
justice and every notary public, and every officer or person
authorized to take testimony in any action or proceeding, or
to decide upon evidence, has power to administer oaths or
af:firmations.
·

page 14

~

e. That the fugitive is now under arrest in the State of
Virginia, at Richmond and the proceedings upon which such
arrest is based and the grounds for my belief relative thereto
are as follows : Indictments returned by the Grand Jury of
the County of Los Angeles, State of California, and Bench
Warrant issued thereon out of the Superior Court of said
county and state, and communications between the Chief of
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Police of Los Angeles, California, and the Sheriff of Richmond, Virginia.
f. That .in support of this application, the following papers, all of which are authentic and properly authenticated
in accordance with the laws of this state are hereto annexed:
Indictments; Bench Warrant; Affidavits; Certification; Exempli.Jication; that I have carefully examined said papers;
that all papers purporting to be copies are true and correct
copies, together with all endorsements and filing marks to
be found on the originals thereof; that the annexed papers
include all the proofs upon which the indictment against the .
fugitive is based, and that the duplicate (indictment or complaint) copy of the petition submitted herewith, together with
all papers thereto attached and all endorsements therein and
certifications thereof are exact counterparts of this petition
and attachments.
I nominate and propose the name of H. B. ·woRKMAN
for desig-nation as agent of the state to return the f~gitive
and represent that he is a proper person for such desig·nation; that he is a public officer, to-wit: Detective, Police Department of Los Ang·eles, California; that be has no private
interest in the arrest of the fugitive other than in
page 15 ~ the discharge of bis duty as such officer, and that·
.
he has not been supplied with private funds for
the purpose of defraying his expenses, or otherwise in connection with the extradition of the fugitive.
Respectfully submitted,
FRED N. HOWSER,
District Attorney.
By DANIEL BEECHER,
Chief Trial Deputy District Attorney of the
County of Los Angeles, State of California.
Dates at Los Angeles, California, this 19th day of Decembe~ 194~
·
State of California,
County of Los Angeles, ss:
DANIEL BEECHER being first duly sworn, deposes and
says:
That he is a Deputy District Attorney of the County of
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Los Angeles, State of California; that he has read the foregoing application for requisition and knows the contents
thereof; that be is informed and believes and on such information and belief alleges that the statements made therein
are true.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of December, 1945.
DANIEL BEECHER.

Seal

J. F. MORONEY,
County Clerk of Los Angeles County,
State of California.
By ROSCOE DENNY,
Deputy County Clerk.
In -the Superior Court of the State of California in and for
the County of Los Angeles.
The People of the State of California, Plaintiff,

v.

Nfoholas Speaks, Defendant.

AFFIDAVIT OF H. B. WORKMAN.
• State of California,
County of Los Angeles : ss.
Personally appeared before me this 19th day of
page 16 } December, 1945, H. B. Workman of the County of
Los Angeles, State of California, who, being· duly
sworn, on oath deposes and says :
. That he is over the age of twenty-one years; that he resides in the City of Los Angeles, said county and ste; that by
occupation he was at all times herein mentioned and now is a
Detective of the Police Department of said City of Los
Angeles; that during the month of August, 1945, report was
made to said department of the theft of the sum of Nine Thousand Dollars from one, M. G. Blackwell, by the defendant
herein on false and fraudulent representations; that an investigation was made of t}lP. matter by said department, and
search instituted, but that the defendant could not be found;

\
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that it was ascertained the facts reported by the said M. G.
Blackwell were substantiated and thereafter on the 16th day
of November, 1945, an Indictment was retur;ned by the _
Grand Jury of the County of Los Angeles, State of California,
chargfag the defendant with the crime of Grand Theft, a
felony; that upon said Indictment, a Bench Warrant was issued out of the Superior Court of said county and state on
the 19th day of November, 1945; that copies of said Indictment and Bench Warrant are attached to and made parts of
these papers; that further search was made for the defendant,
but that he could not be found within the State of California;
that on the 4th day of December, 1945, the photograph and
description of the defendant was published in the Daily Police
Bulletin of said department, and on the 6th day of Decemher,
1945, information having been received from a reliable source
that the defendant was· probably taking refuge in the State
of Virginia, the Chief of Police forwarded a letter to the
Sheriff of Richmoud, Virginia~ inclosing copy of said Bulletin,
giving information as to where the defendant might be located, and requesting his arrest and detention for
page 17 ~ return to California ;
· That on the 15th day of December, 1945, the
Chief of Police of Los Ang·eles, California, received the following radiogram :
Richmond, Virg. Dec. 15, 1945
NR 425 WPGQ 234-5 Dec. 15.
PD Los Angeles, Calif.

Refer one three one KGPL We have vour Bulletin Volume
number thirty eight and number two · three one December
forty five on Nichola Steak where warrant has been issued
Grand Theft warrant number one zero four three five three
issued by Judge ·wmiam E. Mc.Kay Department forty four
certificate number five two one six three zero one.
PD Henrico County, Virginia.
That on tl1e 15th day of.Dec.ember, 1945, the Chief of Police
of Los Angeles, California., sent the following radiogram:
LOSA Dec. 15, 1945

PD Henrico County~ Yirginia
REUR NR 425 WPGQ 2345 Dec. 15
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Vve hold felony warrant charging Grand Theft for Nicholas
Speak as described in our Bulletin #2:31 12-4-45. Warrant
104353 whiqh we will airmail to you. Please airmail photo
and :fingerprints of subjeGt at once.

C. B. HOR.RALL, Chief of Police
That on the 18th day of December, 1945, the Chief of Police
of Los Angeles, California, received the following telegram:
Richmond, Virginia Dec. 18, 1945
C. B. Horrall
Chie~ of Police, LOSA
Nicholas Speak will not w~ive extradition.

T. WILSON SEAY,
Sheriff Henrico County
That on said 18th day of December, 1945, the Chief of Police
of Los Angeles County, California, airmailed certified copies
of the indictment and Bench Warrant to the Sheriff of Richmond, Virginia.
·
. Affiant states that diligent search has been made for the defendant throughout the City of Los ...t\..ngeles, the
pag~ 18 ~ County of Los Angeles, and the State of California, but that subsequent to the commission of
the crime with which charg·ed, defendnnt left the State of
California, fled from the justice thereof, and cannot now be
found therein.
WHEREFORE, affiant does state, and charges the truth to
be, that the defendant., Nicholas Speak, is a fugitive from the
justice of the State of California and is now m1der arrest and
awaiting extradition in the City of Richmond, in the State -of
Virginia.
Further affiant sayeth not.

H. B. ·woR.KMAN
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· Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th day of December, 1945.

J. F. MORONEY,
County Clerk of Los Angeles County
State of California
By ROSCOE DENNY,
Deputy County Clerk.
In the Superior Court of the State of California in and for the
County of Los Angeles
The People of the State of California, Plaintiff

v.

Nicholas Speak, Defendant ·

AFFIDAVIT OF M. G. BLACKWELL.
State of California
County of Los Angeles, ss:
Personally appeared before me this 19th day of December,
1945, M. G. Blackwell of the County of Los Angeles, State of
California, who, being duly sworn, on oath deposes and says:
That he is over the age of twenty-one years; that he resides in the City of Los Angeles, saicl county and state; that
by occupation he is Retired; that he has known· the defendant
herein for about two years last past; that affiant did not know
the defendant to be eng·aged in any kind of business; that
he knew him as the financee of an adopted sister
page 19 ~ of affiant, one Ruth Woodward; that the defendant
informed affimJt about the month of June, 1944,
that he was engaged to the said Ruth Woodward; that the
defendant visited the home of affiant with the said Ruth Woodward on ma.ny occasions; that during the month of September, 1944, the defendant talked to affiant about going into some
kind of business, and asked affiant how much monev would
have to engage as partners in a business and affiant was of
the impression he had considerable wealth himself; that thereafter the defendant mentioned the matter of money and business on several occasions, but that affiant did not enter into
any agreement to engage in a partnership with him in anv;
that affiant endeavcred to ascertain from the defendant his
financial standing, but was unable to, except that the defendant stated he had sufficient to take care of himself, but that
he wished to bring bis relatives to the United States from
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Csechoslovakia, which nationality he claimed; that the- defendant stated that this money and assets were in the City of
Chicago, in a safety deposit lock box;
That about the first part of December, 1944, the defendant
made the statement to affiant that he was going to marry the
said Ruth vV oodwarcl right away, and was going to bring his
boy from Chicago, and that his wife was going to raise him;
that he was going to purchase a residence for her, and defendant requested that affiant meet him downtown in Los
Angeles; that affiant met him, and the defendant represented
to affiant that he bad a nice residence sele~tecl in Beverly Hills
that he could purchase at the price of Seventeen Thousand
Dollars; that when affiant asked where the house was located,
defendant replied that he was not familiar with the town, and
did not know the number and street. but that he could go to
the house; that if he paid cash for the house he could get it
for the said ~um, but that it would cost more if
page 20 ~ purchased on installments; that the defendant made
request of affiant that as he had to have the deposit required of $9,000.00 at once to hold the house, he would
prefer to pay cash for it, EJnd aRked affiant if he would advance him the full price of the house; that defendant represented that he had money in Chicago, or property, on which
he could secure money, and would pay affiant back within
thirty days; that affiant refused to loan or advance him the
said full sum, but did agree to let him have the sum of
$5,000.00; that an appojnment was made with affiant to meet
the defendant on the 5th day of December, l.944, at which time
affiant was to deliver him the said sum of $5,000 to deoosit
on the purchase of the said residence, on the representation
that he was intending to marry the said Rutl1 V·l oodward at
once, and that he had money or securities in Chicago and that
l1e would repay the said money within the period of thirty
days; that on said 4th day of December, 1944., affiant withdrew
the money from a branch of the Bank of America in Los
Angeles, and on the 5th day of December, 1944, affiant met
the defendant in downtown Los Angeles and delivered over to
him the sum of $5,000.00 in cash; then at said time the defendant repeated the statement that tl1e seller of the house
was demanding the sum of $9,000.00 ns deposit on s~id house,
And further assured affinnt that if he would advance the full
deposit, he would repay him in full within a period of thirty
days; that affiant consented to advance him the said sum bv
check upon his account in the bank, but that defendant claimed
he could not be identified in the cashing of the check and requested cash; that affiant and defendant went to tl1e bank of
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affiant and there affiant withdrew the additional sum of
$4,000.00 and delivered the same over to the defendant.
Affiant states that the defendant would not at any time inform affiant of the real estate broker handling the
page 21 ~ deal, but represented that he was dealing with the
owner, and that there were no commissions asked,
and defendant also represented that the said Ruth Woodward
was familiar with all the facts concerning the purchase of the
house., and affiant therefore assumed that she was aware of
the name of the owner and of the location of the house to be
purchased.
Affiant states that he mentioned the fact that the deal should
go through escrow, but that defendant made the statement it
was a fast deal and wouldn't last and they needed the cash
immediately; that he had tl1e balanee of the price of the house
in his locker at Chicago but would have to go there to get it;
that he would get the money ~rom his locker before the end
of thirty days and pay this affiant back what he had advanced
him.
Affiant states that he wished some documentary evidence
of the money so advanced the defendant for the purpose of
purchasing tl1e house, and wrote out a note for the amount of
$9,000.00, due in thirty days, and the defendant signed the
same, but was reluctant to do so.
Affiant states that thereafter, on the 10th day of December, 1944, the defendant gave a big dinner to affiant and his
wife and Ruth ··woodward at the Biltmore Hotel and took
them to a show, and affiant states that affiant has not since
seen the defendant; that he was informed by Ruth Woodward that the defendant telephoned her on the 14th day of
December, 1944, stating he was leaving for San. Francisco to
see his son, and would return within about ten or fifteen days.
Affiant states that the said Ruth Vt1 oodward l1as informed
this affiant tlmt she knew nothing about the matter of the defendant purchasing any ]1ouse for them., but that they were
intending to be married about Christmas .
.A.ffiant therefore, states and l1ereby charges that
page 22 ~ the defendant did, on the ·aforesaid dates, make
false and fraudulent representations to ·affiant concerning his mercantile wealth and concerning the matters pertaining· to the purchase of the said residence, and affiant believing the representations to be true, relied upon them and
advanced the said sums of money to the defendant for the
purpose represented by him, and° the defendant t11ereby obtained the personal property of this affiant and· did appropriate the same to--his own use and not to the uses and pur-

Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia

26

poses for which the same was obtained, and did defraud af:fiant of such personal property.
Affiant states that the defendant has not paid back to him
any part of the sum of money so advanced him for said purpose, nor has he delieverd over to affiant any property or
other thing of value in lieu thereof.
Affiant states that the defendant was present in the county
of Los Angeles, State of California on the said 5th day of
December, 1944, the day he is charged in the Indictment accompanying these papers with the crime of Grand Theft; that
the photograph attached to this affidavit is a good likeness
and is the true photograph of the said Nicholas Speaks who
fraudulently obtained the personal property of affiant as hereinabove set forth.
Further affiant saevth not.

M. G. BLACKWELL
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 19th dav of Decem·
ber, 1945.

J. F. MORONEY,
County Clerk of Los Angeles County
State of California.
By ROSCOE DENNY.,
Deputy County Clerk.
COPIED FROM DAILY. POLICE BffiJLETIN
OFFICIAL PUBLICATION OF POLICE DEPARTMENT,
CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNLi\.
Tuesday, December 4, 1945.
pag·e 23 ~

ARREST FOR GRAND THEFT.
(Picture of Nicholas Speak)

·we hold f elonv warrant No. 104353, issued bv Judge William R.. McKay in Dept. 44, Superior Court, cl1a rging'--' Grand
Theft, for the arrest of Nicholas Speak, alias Minolaj John
.Spiak, L. A. No. 0183115; Naturalization Certificate No.
5216301. Bail $5,000.00.
.
The Lo.s Angeles County Grand Jury returned an indictment against the above suspect on November 19, 1945, charging with with Grand Theft.
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He was described as Caucasian,: 55 yrs., 5 ft. 11 in., 221 lbs.,
fair complexion, light brown, brown eyes-blind in right eye.
Suspect was born in Lug·, Garlice, Austria. No :fingerprints
available at this time.
Suspect stays at middle class hotels, represents himself to
be a substantial business man and induces women to advance
him money on the promise of marriage.
Hold. We will extradite.
Attention Captain Steed or Sgts. Ruppers and orkman
(Bunco-Fugitive Div.).
Kindly notify Chief of Police C. B. Horrall, Los Angeles,
Calif.

,v

In the Superior Court of the State of California in and for
the County of Los Angeles.
The People of the State of California, Plaintiff

v.

Nicholas Speak, Defendant
CS#l04353 INDICTMENT GRAND THEFT.
The said Nicholas S1Jeak is hereby accused by the Grand
Jury of the County of Los Angeles, State of California, by this
indictment, of the crime of Grand Theft, a felony.,
page 24 ~ committed prior to the finding of this indictment,
and as follows :
On or about December 5, 1944, at and in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, said defendant, Nicholas Speak
did willfully, unlawfully and feloniously take Nine Thousand
Dollars ($9,000) in money, lawful money of the United States,
then and there the personal property of one M. G. Blackwell.
Witnesses before the Grand Jury:
, M. G. Blackwell
Ruth Woodward
Larry Ruppers
(Endorsed) No. 104353
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In the Superior Court of the County of Los Angeles, State of
California.
The People of the State of California: Plaintiff

v.

Nicholas Speak, Defendant
INDICTMENT.
A True Bill
WHEELER CHASE,
Foreman of the Grand Jury
Presented by the Foreman of the Grand Jury, in the presence of the Grand Jury, in open Superior Court of the State
of California, within and for the County of Los Angeles, and
filed as a record in said Court this 16th day of November,

1945.

·

J. F. M:ORON~Y,
By A. B. YORBA,

Clerk.

Deputy Clerk
FRED N. HOWSER,
District Attornev
By H. L. ARTERBERRY,
..
Deputy
Bail recommended: $5,000.00.
SEAL.
The foregoing instrument is a correct copy of the original
on :file and/or of record in this office.
Attest-December 17, 1945.
page 25

~

,J. F. MOR.ONEY,
County Clerk and Clerk of the Superior
Court of the State of California in and
for the County of Los Angeles
By D. M. FORBES, Deputy.
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No. 104353.

In the Superior Court of the County of Los Angels, State of
California.
The People of the State of California, Plaintiff

v.

Nicholas Speak, Defendant
INDICTMENT.
A True Bill

WHEELER CHASE
Foreman of the Grand Jury
Presented by the Foreman of the Grand Jury, in the presence of the Grand Jury, in open Superior Court of the State
of California, within and for the County of Los Angeles, and
filed as a record in said Court, this 16th day of November,
1945.
J. F. MORONEY,
Clerk
By A. B. YORBA,
. Deputy Clerk
FRED N. HOWSER
District Attorney
By H. L. ARTERBERRY,
Deputy
Bail Recommended $5.~000.00.

page 26 } In the Superior Court of the State of California
In and for the County of Los Angeles.
Dept. 44.
State of California
County of Los Angeles, ss :
No.104353.
The People of the State of California
To any Sheriff, Constable, Marshal or Policeman in this
State:
An Indictment having been filed on the 16th dav of November, 1945, in the Superior Court of the County of Los Angeles,
charging Nicholas Speak with the crime of Grand Theft.
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You are therefore commanded forthwith to arrest the above
named Nicholas Speak and bring him before that Court to
answer the said Indictment, or if the Court be not in session,
that you deliver him into the custody of the Sheriff of the
County of Los Angeles, or if he require it, that you take him
before any Magistrate in that County, or in the County in
which you arrested him that he may give .bail to answer to the
Indictment in the sum of $5,000.00 Dollars.
Given under my hand, with the Seal of said Court.~ affixed,
this 19th day of November, 1945.
By order of said Court :
J. F. MORONEY. Countv Clerk
Seal
By E. S. GOODMAN, Deputy.
·No ...... .
Superior Court, County of Lo·s Angeles.
The People of the State of California
.Agaim~t

page 27 ~
BENCH WARRANT.
Filed ............ , 194 ... .
L. :m. LAMPTON, County Clerk
By .................. , Deputy

SEAL
The foregoing instrument is a correct copv of the original
·
issued by this office.
Attest. Dec. 17, 1945.

J. F. MORONEY,
County Clerk and Clerk of the Superior
Court of the State of California in and
for the County of Los Angeles
By D. M. FORBES, Deputy
CERTIFICATION FORM-INDICTMENT.
State of California
County of Los Angeles, ss :

I., J. F. Moroney, County Clerk of the County of Los
Angeles, State of California, and ex officio Clerk of the Su-

··~
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p·erior Court of said county and state, do hereby certify and
attest the annexed and foregoing to be a full, true and correct
copy of the original indictment, duly returned by the grand
jury of Los .Angeles County, said state, now on file in my
office together with all endorsements and filings thereon and
the bench warrant issued thereon, and that I have carefully
compared the said copies with the originals.
I further certify that Fred N. Howser is the district attorney of the aforesaid county and state; that Daniel Beecher
and H. L. Arterberry are deputy district attorneys of said
county and state; that ·wheeler Chase was the foreman of
the grand jury of said county and st.ate at the time of the returning of the aforesaid indictment; that Myron Westove1~
is the judge of the Superior Court of said county
page 28 ~ and state (which is a court of record having a seal)
and full faith and credit are due to his official acts
as such; that Roscoe Denny, A. B. Yorba, E. S. Goodman and
D. M. Forbes are deputy county clerks of said county and
state; tha.t each of the above-named officers was, at the time
of signing the annexed instruments, which I have examined:
such officer duly elected or appointed, qualified and acting,
and duly authorized by law to execute the same. And I further certify that I am well acquainted with the handwriting
of each of the above-named officers, and do verily believe the
signatures affixed to said instrument:9 are genuine.
IN WITNESS W1IEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal of the Superior Court of Los Angeles
County, State of California, this 20th day of December, 1945.
Seal

J. F. MORONEY.
County Clerk of the County of Los .Angeles,
State of California, and ex officio clerk of
the Superior Court of said County and
State.

State of California
County of Los, Angeles, ss:

I, Myron Westover, J·udg·e of the Superior Court of Los
Angeles County, State of California, clo hereby certify that
J. F. Moroney is the County Olerk of the County of Los
Ang~les, State of California, and ex officio Clerk of the Superior Court of said county and state (which is a court of
record having a seal) and that full force and credit are due
to his official acts as such-; that Roscoe Denny, A. B. Yorba,
E. S. Goodman and D. M. Forbes are deputy county clerks of
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said county and state; that the signature to the foregoing
certificate and attestation is the genuine signature
page 29 r of said J. F. Moroney as such officer; that the sael
annexed is the seal of the said Superior Court;
that the said J. F. Moroney· as su0h clerk is the proper officer
to execute said certificate and attestation, and that such attestation is in due form according to the laws of the State of
California.
·
MYRON "WESTOVER
Judge of the Superior Court of the State
of California in and for the County of
Los Ang·eles.
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
(S.eal)

Office of the

SECRETARY OF THE COMMONvVEALTH

I, Jesse ,v; Dillon, Secretary of the Commonwealth, do
hereby certify, that the foregoing is a full, true and correct .
· copy of all papers in the Rendition Warrant file of Nicholas
Speak, recorded in my said office on 7th day of January,, 1946.
:Given under my hand and under the Lesser Seal of t4~
Commonwealth at Richmond, this 22nd day of .January, in
the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred and fortysi~.and in the 170th year of the Commonwealth.
(Seal)

JESSE W. DILLON
Secretary of the Commonwealth

County of Henrico, to-wit:
I, Helen D. Clevenger, Clerk of the Circuit Court of the
County of Henrico, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true transcript of the record, and I further certifv that the
Defendant had notice of the Plaintiff's intention to· apply for
said transcript of the record.
page 30 ~ Given under my band this 17th day of May, 1946.
HELEN D. CLEVENGER,
Clerk, Circuit Court, Henrico Co.
Fee for Transcript-$11.65.
A Copy-Teste:

M. B. WATTS, C. C.
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