


id " arks

ient for wearing face coverings should be implemented consistently with this Court’s
Order provides that the requirement does not apply to judges or magistrates only to the
ine it inhibits their ability to facilitate a proceeding, or where there are health concerns.
ceeding and health concerns are not at issue. both magistrates and judges should be
riate face covering.

ave received complaints from attorneys appearing in the local courts, who state that (i)
ot wearing a face covering, and are not requiring bailiffs, clerks, attorneys and litigants
ering, at all or when not speaking, and (ii) some courts are not enforcing the minimum
| separation or distancing. We are aware of one court where 13 complaints have been
¢ to the Virginia Department of Health regarding the court. Although the presiding

ze removal of a face mask to facilitate a proceeding, or for health concerns, this should
limited circumstances.

ing more from medical experts about how COVID- 19 is spread through respiratory

in the air and spread the disease when others breathe that same air. If physical

e coverings are not required and someone in the room has COVID-19, the risk that the
s greatly increased. Experts advise that physical distancing and wearing a face covering
se and mouth can have a significant impact on containing droplets from an infected

ting others who are in close proximity. Physical distancing and wearing a face covering
ortant in a courtroom, where people are required to be in the same room for a prolonged

id clerks, you are the leaders of your courts. The public and those in your courthouse,
s, litigants, clerks, court staff and members of the press, are dependent upon you to
irtroom and working environment. [ believe you have a legal obligation to take all
cautions, and by requiring the wearing of a face covering in compliance with the orders
ourt of Virginia.

Sincerely,

Donald W. Lemons





