
Hon. Steven C. McCallum, Hon. Pamela O’Berry and Hon. James D. Rigler 
Courts of the County of Chesterfield 

 
In its continued effort to promote the administration of justice in the Richmond area and to facilitate 
cooperation between the bench and the bar, the Bar’s Administration of Justice Committee recently 
concluded its annual interviews with the Honorable Judges of the Courts of the County of 
Chesterfield. As in years past, the Judges were gracious with their time and spoke with candor to 
Committee members regarding the Court’s work and the performance of the bar in their courtrooms. 
 
The Honorable Steven C. McCallum, Chief Judge of the Chesterfield County Circuit Court 
 
Judge McCallum continues to value the professionalism and congeniality among members of the 
bar.  He offers several helpful practice points for attorneys.   

 
In keeping with the upcoming change in Henrico County Circuit Court eliminating civil docket 
call (effective May 1, 2016), Judge McCallum advises that Chesterfield has long-encouraged 
attorneys to preset their cases for trial rather than waiting for docket call.  To remove previous 
inconsistencies in handling cases that are not preset and where the parties fail to appear for 
docket call, the Judges have newly established a uniform procedure in such instances by 
requiring the attorneys to appear for a status conference.   

 
Judge McCallum requests attorneys to promptly submit orders after a hearing, preferably within 
a week to ten days.  While it would be best practices for attorneys to bring a sketch order to the 
hearing, the Court understands that is not always possible.  Judge McCallum prefers orders to be 
minimal where a court reporter is present.  Orders may be more narrative if a court reporter is not 
present and depending on the nature of the matter.  If attorneys cannot agree on the content of an 
order, Judge McCallum requests the parties to promptly submit their competing orders and 
schedule a telephone conference call with him.  The Court is amenable in most short matters to 
telephone conferences with the parties.   

 
It is important to the Court that motions be set for realistic durations.  Attorneys should also 
avoid piggybacking off the hearing date by subsequently adding more motions, without securing 
a longer hearing time or a new date.  When a matter cannot be concluded in the allotted time, it is 
challenging for the Court and the parties.  The continued hearing date may be months later, 
making assessment of witness credibility particularly diffficult. 

 
The Court also notes that Rules 4:15(b) and 3:25(B) of the Rules of the Supreme Court of 
Virginia are rarely complied with by attorneys.  Although Rule 4:15(b) requires a meet and 
confer certificate in “[a]ll civil case motions”, not just discovery matters, attorneys typically do 
not include the required certification with non-discovery motions.  Judge McCallum often finds 
that the dispute could have been resolved if the attorneys had conferred as required.  Attorneys 
also routinely fail to state in their ad damnum clauses the “basis upon which the party relies in 
requesting attorney’s fees”, as required by Rule 3:25(B).  He encourages members of the bar to 
pay closer attention to both these Rules. 

 
There are ongoing logistics issues with having six judges and only five Circuit Court judge’s 
chambers and courtrooms in Chesterfield.  The 1917 Courthouse is still being used for some civil 



matters.  Accordingly, Judge McCallum reminds attorneys setting cases for hearing to pay 
careful attention to the location of the hearing and expressly include that location in the Notice of 
Hearing. 

 
Judge McCallum wishes the bar to be aware that it now has a Court Clinician, Ms. Jericia 
Johnson-Robinson, serving both the Chesterfield County General District and Circuit Courts.  
Among other duties, Ms. Johnson-Robinson will serve as a consultant to the court, attorneys and 
defendants regarding mental health and substance use disorders.  She brings a substantial 
knowledge of community resources, enabling her to make connections to treatment, and can be 
called into the courtroom when necessary.  Her office is located on the First Floor of the 
courthouse. 
 
The Honorable Pamela O’Berry, Chief Judge of the Chesterfield County General District Court 
 
Judge O’Berry expressed her happiness in serving as Chief Judge of the Chesterfield General 
District Court.   She finds the attorneys practicing before her to be a hard-working, well-prepared 
group and considers herself fortunate to be part of this community.   
 
She has been on the bench for seven years and has seen a steady increase in case filings, 
particularly civil filings since the jurisdictional amount was raised to $25,000.00.  In December 
2014, Judge Nelson joined the Court as its fifth judge.  The Judges continue to stay extremely 
busy, with full dockets every day and two judges having Friday afternoon dockets each week. In 
the last two years alone, the judges in Chesterfield General District Court have presided over in 
excess of 260,000 hearings.   
 
The Court and the Clerk’s office are working diligently to be more accessible, efficient and 
effective.  As an example, the Clerk’s office is open for mass filers to review their pleadings 
prior to their trial date and organize the documents needed for each matter to expedite the 
process for the Court.   
 
The Court wants to be responsive to the needs of the Bar, but appreciates that those needs must 
somehow be communicated.  With this in mind, the Court hosted an “open house” in the Fall of 
2015, inviting the local Chesterfield bar to an informal gathering at the courthouse.  The judges 
and attorneys met to identify and discuss areas each thought worked well at the Court and what 
needed improvement.  It was well attended and felt to be informative by Judge O’Berry.  She 
expects to make this at least an annual event, with another open house anticipated for later this 
year.  Judge O’Berry advises that the next meeting will be publicized to a much greater extent in 
order to draw in a larger group of local attorneys.    
 
The Court is very proud of the attorneys on its court appointed list.  They do a wonderful job.  
However, because they are often in high demand, the Court has difficulties when these attorneys 
are in other jurisdictions on days they are scheduled to be in Chesterfield.  The Court asks these 
attorney to “be present” and “fully engaged” when representing these clients.  
 
Judge O’Berry wants to remind all attorneys that practice in her Court that trials are being set 60-
90 days from the docket date.  Having five Judges that all work on civil, criminal and traffic 



matters allows the Bench to move cases more quickly through the system than some other 
jurisdictions.  She asks that attorneys and their staff come prepared with dates to set matters 
starting in 60 days. 
 
Finally, the Court frequently finds that attorneys ask for judgments to be stayed after the trial, 
presumably to enable settlement discussions.  The Court wants it known that it will not grant 
such requests for a stay.   
 
 
The Honorable James D. Rigler, Chief Judge of the Chesterfield County Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations District Court 
 
From the Chesterfield Juvenile and Domestic Relations Court, Judge Rigler complimented the 
bar on its continued exceptional representation of clients in that Court.  
  
The Court would ask that in representing individuals to keep in mind that attorneys impact 
families in many ways.  One example is asking for a continuance.  When this is done right before 
a hearing, for non-emergency purposes, it means that another family has not had an opportunity 
to use that slot and those other children have to wait longer for resolution of their parents’ 
conflict.  Use continuance requests conservatively and appropriately.  Another example is to be 
sure to focus your case on what is important for the Court to know; be conscientious of the time 
constraints and hone the issues to what is necessary for the Court to hear.  Although the Court 
may wish it could allot more time to each matter, docket times and control are necessary to 
ensure that every family has an opportunity to be heard; each case that goes over the designated 
time impacts another family’s access to the Court. 
  
In presenting custody cases, be sure to go beyond simply asking for custody; present the Court 
with a proposed plan of custody with details with the ability to deviate if necessary.  In 
advocating for a client’s position, maintain civility with the other attorney and party.  To the 
extent possible, reach stipulations of fact and positions with the other side (i.e. if both parties 
agree to joint legal custody, then focus the court on the physical custody and visitation aspect of 
the case).   The Court seeks to avoid entering orders with nondisparagement requirements as they 
are difficult to enforce and will not enter an order that contains unenforceable 
provisions.  Remember in framing your case that the Court has to focus on what is in the child’s 
best interest not in what a parent wants. 
  
In representing juveniles in criminal matters, the Court would like to feel like the children had a 
better understanding of the process and the consequences of their pleas.  The Court believes that 
the attorneys are explaining these matters to their clients but that perhaps additional methods 
could be developed to further help children retain the information they are being told as it 
impacts their future. 
  
The Court again commends the bar on its preparation and presentation of cases. 
 


