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' MARY K. LONG % NO. 25,314 EQUITY
i { COMPLAINANT * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
% E V. * FOR FREDERICK COUNTY
? ﬂFRANCEs C. LEATHERMAN * MARYLAND
1 ; RESPONDENT *
B ‘ i x % Kk x Kk ok %k Kk %
MOTION FOR DECREE PRO CONFESSO
% E Mary K. Long, complainant, by Peyton Paul Philltips, her
E iattorney, moves pursuant to Maryland Rule ‘310 b for decree pro
é ?confesso against Frances C. Leatherman, respondent, for fTailure
. é Eto comply with requirements as to the time for pleading in that
2; % ;service or process was made on respondent on February 12, 1975

iand that the time for filing her answer to bill of complaint
¥

EeXpired on April 14, 1975 and said pleading has not been filed.
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. PEYTZN PAUL PHILLIPS
] Attorney for complainant
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Upon the aforegoing motion for decree pro confesso and

%Hmi’]itary affidavit, it is this _/é% day of April, 1975

ORDERED by the Court that the bill of complaint is taken

:pro confesso against the respondent Frances C. Leatherman and the

complainant is directed to take evidence in support of the [
I | ! _
allegations in the bill of complaint. , 3
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ROSENSTOCK, BURGEE, BOWER & PHILLIPS, P.A., FREDERIGK, MARYLAND
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