
VIRGINIA:  
 

 In the Supreme Court of Virginia held at the Supreme Court Building in the  

City of Richmond on Thursday, the 5th day of March, 2026.  
 

Present: Powell, C.J., Kelsey, McCullough, Chafin, Russell, and Mann, JJ. 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,                 APPELLANT, 

 

 against Record No. 241105 

  Court of Appeals No. 1132-22-1  

 

RASHEEM WATTS,              APPELLEE. 

 

UPON AN APPEAL FROM A 

JUDGMENT RENDERED BY THE 

COURT OF APPEALS OF VIRGINIA. 

 

 On December 18, 2025, the Court vacated the judgment of the Court of Appeals, stayed 

the appellate proceedings, and directed the Circuit Court of the City of Suffolk to consider the 

entry of nunc pro tunc orders incorporating certain gang-related probation conditions into the 

revocation orders entered on September 14, 2021.  The circuit court entered these nunc pro tunc 

orders on December 30, 2025.  Watts subsequently filed a motion challenging the entry of the 

nunc pro tunc orders, and the circuit court denied the motion on January 29, 2026. 

 The circuit court’s decision to enter the nunc pro tunc orders was appropriate under the 

circumstances of this case.  During the revocation proceedings held on September 8, 2021, the 

circuit court expressly stated that the gang-related probation conditions were “special conditions” 

of Watts’ probation.  The circuit court also explained that the gang-related probation conditions 

were to be “part and parcel” of the court’s orders.  The gang-related probation conditions, 

however, were not expressly set forth in the corresponding revocation orders entered on 

September 14, 2021.  The nunc pro tunc orders correct this omission.  See, e.g., Council v. 

Commonwealth, 198 Va. 288, 293 (1956) (“[T]he purpose of a nunc pro tunc entry is to correct 
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mistakes of the clerk or other court officials, or to settle defects or omissions in the record so as 

to make the record show what actually took place.”). 

The nunc pro tunc orders confirm that the gang-related probation conditions were special 

conditions of Watts’ probation, thereby resolving the issues presented in this appeal.  Therefore, 

the Court lifts the stay, reinstates the judgment of the circuit court, and dismisses this case. 

 This order shall be certified to the Court of Appeals and the Circuit Court of the City of 

Suffolk.   
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