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e me and no further time being

of further gepositions
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No other witnesses being nsmed or produced befor

ix-equi::-m:l for the examination of witnesses OT the taking
request of the solicitors for the respective parties

{n said oause,I then at the
rre.

in said oauss and now return t‘ho same (O
and the signatures of all

oclosed the depositions 80 taken by me

your Honorsble Court ,(Signed by some of the witnesses
depositions were taken by the stenographer and olerks were

of Solicitors)this 25th day of August,1913,at the City of

the witnesses whose _
the

waived by agreement
Frederick,State of Maryland, Witness my hand and seal.
. D.Princeton Buckey (SEAL)

Examiher. 16T
—Plaintiffs costs of Depositions- 3C
D.P.Buokey,Examiner fee Feb,19-Moh,28 July,i2. $12.00
Miss Ruth Habercorn,Clerk 5.00
Jerry M.Dutrow Witness,l day & Milage 3.25
J.H.Cline . - 'e 55 3.25
Helen B.Stonebrsker )5 s 99 .« 25
$27.05
Prank L.Knode for copy depts,testimony 1.40
) ‘28-"'5 | H . E
Defendants cost of Depositions. . L1v
HeY
D.P.Buckey, Examiner fee May 21,& July 12 $8. 00 ®
Frank L.Knode, Clerk & Sten. 4.90
H.J.Mentzer, Witness and milage ’ 3.25 ’ . Hel
8.K.YaukeYy —_— 22D

’ ‘15.99

I hereby certify that the above ocosts are correoct.
D.Princeton Buckey.
Examiner.

Piled August 25th, 1915.
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6.Livingston Thompson, z In the Cirouit Court for | 01
her husband. %
& Frederiock County, 1
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The Complainants, H.Edith Thompson, -nd G. LLivingston Thompson,hor husband, by

the admissability of t.ho

l,evin Stonebraker,their Solioltor,exoeps and obJoot.a to
the witnesses, J.H.Mentzer,on May 21,1913,in answerrio quest in

ause (a) the said answer was not responsive

testimony given bY
9,on page one,of sald testimony, beo

to the question asked,(Dd) because said wit
in that ocomunity;(o) because the same is immaterial

ness was not qualified as an experi on

the value of the real estate

and irrelevant ) and for other reasons to be assigned at the hearing.

Also to the testimony of said witness giveﬁ answer to questions 10 and 11, 0on |
witness was not qualified as an exp-

page two,of said testimony beocause (a) said
id immaterial and irrelevant;(o) and

ert,in said matters;(b) because the same

for other reasons to be assigned at the hearing.

Also to the admissability of the testimony given by Helen D.Rowland, in answer 10
' ' Y

The same id immaterial and {rrelevant;(b) and

quostién 5,0n page six, because (a)

for other reasons to be assigned &t the hearing.

ALSO to the testimony of sald witness given in answer 10 question 7,0n page six

beosuse(a) the said quut.ion is leading;(b) beosuse the same is immaterial and \

iprelevant; (o) and for other reasons 10 be assigned st the hearing. |
n 10,0n page six |

ALSO to the testimony of said witness,given in answer to questlio
and seven,of said testimony;(a) becsuse said witness was not qual:l.t:lod as an

—_N

expert; (b) beosuse said witness had stated in her prior examination, that she did

thereof; (o) beosuse said question was leading;(d) and for

not know the value
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