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Ms \m.   1 
GEORGE L. MORGAN 
Route U, Box 301 
Edgewater, Maryland 21037 

and 

EDWINA C. MORGAN 
Route U, Box 301 
Edgewater, Maryland 21037 

and All Other Persons 
Similarly Situated 

Complainants 

v. 

THOMAS T.  KENNEY 
Turnbull Estates 
Route U 
Edgewater, Maryland 21037 

and 

MARGARET B.  KENNEY 
Turnbull Estates 
Route \ 
Edgewater, Maryland    21037 

and 

TURNBULL HOMES ASSOCIATION, INC. 
A Body Corporate 

Serve on: Thomas T. Kenney, 
President 
Turnbull Estates 
Route h 
Edgewater, Md. 21037 

and 

THE TURNBULL COMPANY, INC. 
A Body Corporate 

Serve on: Thomas T. Kenney, 
President 
Turnbull Estates 
Route U 
Edgewater, Md. 21037 

and 

TWOMAS T.  KENNEY 
T/A The Turnbull Company 

Serve on: Tbomas T. Kenney 
Turnbull Estates 
Route U 
Edgewater, Maryland 

21037 

Respondents 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

» 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

» 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

*. 

EQUITY NO.    J 0/ ^ ^ 7 

•   II 

•HJWJJ  : 10:22 
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BILL OF COMPIAINT FOR DECIARATORY JUDGMENT 
AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

Your Complainants respectfully represent as follows: 

1. That they are the owners of record of lot 10, as designated 

and shown on a plat entitled "Part of Section 1, Turnbull Estates, 1st District 

Anne Arundel County, Maryland" dated May 1957, by Edward Hall, III, Registered 

Surveyor, and recorded among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County, Maryland, 

in Plat Book 30, folio 72. A copy of their deed which can be found among the 

Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Book 1980, page kkQ  is attached hereto, 

marked as "No. 1" and made a part hereof by reference. 

2. That there are approximately seventeen (17) other lots upon 

which there are improvements in Turnbull Estates, Sections one and two, and each 

said lot and the improvements thereon being owned by a separate man and wife. 

3. That the questions of law and fact presented in this Bill of 

Complaint are common to all persons, numbering approximately thirty-four (3U), 

who own the said seventeen (17) lots and the improvements thereon in Turnbull 

Estates, sections one and two, and their joinder is impracticable and would 

serve no useful purpose in that the Complainants represent each of their claims 

and can adequately protect the interests of all; and that the Complainants have 

been authorized and empowered to bring this action as the representatives of the 

owners of thirteen (13)   said lots and that all said persons have agreed to 

share in the expenses of this litigation. 

U, That the remainder of the lots within Turnbull Estates, sections 

one and two, are unimproved, number more than one hundred, and are owned by 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney and/or The Turnbull Company, Inc. 

5. That the deed marked as No. 1 and attached hereto refers to 

certain convenants and restrictions set forth in a Declaration dated September 30, 

1959 and recorded among; the land records of Anne Arundel County in Book GTC 1338, 
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page 1+71.    A copy of said Declaration is attached hereto and marked as  "No.  2" 

and made a part hereof by reference. 

6. That under    Definition of Terms" in said Declaration the word 

"association" is defined as  " .   .   , non-profit, non stock association or corpora- 

tion to be organized under the laws of the State of Maryland by the property 

owners of the lots as shown on the plat aforesaid, or any further plats of Turn- 

bull Estates,  in the tract of land hereinbefore mentioned or adjacent thereto, to 

be known as The Turnbull Homes Association",    (enrphasis added) 

7. That Turnbull Homes Association was incorporated under the laws 

of Maryland in June I96U.    Nori^of the members of the Complainant's class partici- 

pated in the said incorporation. 

8. The By-Laws of the Corporation are dated September 30,  1959 

and are attached hereto and marked as  "No.  3" and made a part hereof by reference 

and state that "property" means Section one  (which contains 22 lots) and Section 

two  (which contains in excess of 100 lots).    No members of the Complainant's class 

participated in the drafting and adoption of the said By-Laws. 

9. Section one of Turnbull Estates was recorded among the plat 

records of Anne Arundel County on June 6, 1959. 

101    Section two of Turnbull Estates was recorded amorbthe plat 

records of Anne Arundel County on June 8, 1965. 

11. That "N" of said Declaration states that,  "The owners of each 

building site shall be entitled to one membership in the Association and to parti- 

cipate in all of the affairs of the Association in accordance with the By-Laws of 

the Association." 

12. That the By-Laws of the Turnbull Homes Association have never 

been made a part of the Land Records of Anne Arundel County nor have they been 

filed with the Maryland Department of Assessments and Taxation, nor were they given 

to the purchasers of the lots within Turnbull Estates, Sections one and two. 

-3- 



# 

bm ISO m   4 
13. That  the By-Laws of The TurhbuU Homes Association provide 

for each building site to have one vote within the Association resulting in 

'Hioinas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney having over one hundred votes and the 

remainder of the lot ovmers having only 18 votes. 

Ik, That the By-Laws of The TurhbuU Homes Association provide 

that an annual meeting of the iTembership is to be held each year on the second 

Monday of July at 8:00 p.m. 

15. That the By-Laws of The Tumbull Homes Association provide 

that the books and records of the corporation are subject to inspection at all 

times during reasonable business hours by members of the Association. 

16. That the said Declaration provides (N) for an annual charge 

for each building site of $18.00 which shall be paid to The Tumbull Homes 

Association. 

17. That the By-Laws of the TurhbuU Homes Association make par- 

ticipation in the Association dependent on the payment of the said $18.00. 

18. That the By-Laws of The Turnbull Homes Association were 

adopted without the participation of the Complainants or any member of their 

class. 

19. That Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, individually 

and as officers of the Association, have refused, after being specifically re- 

quested on numerous occasions to do so, to hold an annual meeting of The Turn- 

bull Homes Association. 

20. That Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, individually 

and as officers of the Association, have refused, after being specifically re- 

quested on numerous occasions to do so, to allow for an inspection of the books 

and records of the association, 

21. That Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, individually 

and as officers of the Corporation, have refused, after being specifically 

requested on numerous occasions, to give an accounting of the income and expendi- 

tures of the Association; and more specifically, have refused to state as to 
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whether they are paying the $18.00 per year to the Association for each of the 

lots that they own. 

22. Complainants state further; that certain lands were set aside 

on the plat of Tumhull Estates for recreational purposes with an agreement that 

said land should be deeded to an association which represents the people of the 

community upon request and upon the approval of the Office of Planning and 

Zoning of Anne Arundel County; that said land is still in the name of Thomas T. 

Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney and that the Office of Planning and Zoning of Anne 

Arundel County will not approve the transfer to an association until an agreemrnt 

is reached as to who will administer the development of said land; and further, 

that Ihomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney have done nothing to develop said 

land set aside for recreational purposes 

23. Complainants state further; that there is and has been 

constant turmoil for a number of years between the Complainants and the members 

of their class and Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, individually and as 

officers of the Turnbull Homes Association and The  Turnbull Company concerning 

the proper interpretation and legal effect of the restrictions and convenants 

in the said Declaration especially as they relate to the uniformity of the en- 

forcement and their constitutionality and legality. 

2k,    That a multiplicity of suits can be avoided by the Court 

making a Declaratory Judgment as to the rights and obligations under the said 

Declaration. 

25. That the majority of the restrictions and convenants in the 

said Declaration are illegal and unenforceable as for vagueness and for consti- 

tuting a restraint on alienation of a fee simple deed. 

WHEREFORE, your Complainats pray that this Honorable Court: 

A. Issue a Declaration as to the rights and obligations of the 

parties hereto under the Declaration, more specifically; 

1) That the By-Laws of the Turnbull Association are void for 

the lack of participation of the members of the Complainants class in their adoption. 
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2) That the By-Laws of the Turnbull Homes Association are 

void in that the members of the Complainants1 class were not given notice that 

they, as a class, would be a small minority of the voting members of the Associa- 

tion, when they purchased their lots. 

3) That each and every one of the convenants and restric- 

tions set forth in the Declaration are illegal, unenforceable, and/or unconsti- 

tutional, for vagueness and/or for being a restraint on the alienation of a fee 

simple deed. 

B. That "Hiomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney be ordered to 

provide an accounting of the income and expenditures of The Turnbull Homes 

Association. 

C. That Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney be ordered to 

call a meeting of the members of the Complainants class for the purpose of 

drafting By-Laws for the Turnbull Homes Association and that said By-Laws be 

drawn so as to give the owners of property in Turnbull Estates equal representa- 

tion. 

D. And for such other and further relief as their case may 

require, 

o 

AND, AS IS DUTY BOUND, etc.; 

fane T. 
Duke of Gloucester ^bfeet 

mpolis, Maryland 2lU01 
263-2658 
Attorney for the Complainants 

George L. Morga! . Morgan 

t^luf^n^^^-   /fL&lff-^ 
Edwina C. Morgan 
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7HI3 LLrD,  wade   tl*i&/AtVw u*7 ^r Joi.o  1CCC,  by 
end between THOHAS T.   KE^fEY ^'cl^AHGAf^T B.   KniKY,  hl3 v/llo, 
parties of the  Plret Part,   ond  OEOROK L.  MORGA:!    Jr.,   and 
EDHINA C.  MORGAN,  his wife,  parties  of  the  Second Part,   all 
of Anno Arunael County,  State of r.aryland. 

WITNESSETH,   that for end in consideration of One   (cjl) 
Dollar and other good and valuable  consideration paid by said 
parUes  of ?ho  Second Pert  to said Parties of ^e First Part 
the receipt whereof is hereby aclmowledgea by said parties  of 
the firstpart,   said parties of the First Part,   *8 tenanta by 
the  entireties'   do grant and convey unto  said parties   of  the 
^Lnd Part    their loirs and assigns,   in fee  simple   (subject, 
hSSever! to'the covenants and restrictions hereafter referred 
fcM    all  that lot or parcel of land situate,   lying end being 
l^the First VistrictPof Anne Arundol County,  State  of Maryland, 
described as  follows: 

All of'Lot  10,   as designated and shown on a 
plat entitled "Part of Section 1,  WRNBULL FSTA^S, 
let District Anne Arundol County,  Maryland"  dated 
May 1957.  by Edward Hall,  111,  Registereo Surveyor, 
end recorded among the  Plat Records  of Anne Arundol 
County,  Maryland,   in Plat Book 30,   folio 72. 

BEING a part of the  same property which was ^     . 
convoyed to said parties of the First Part by Howard    ^ 
R.  Taylor and Hannah S.  Taylor, his wife,  by ^oa 
Sited July 16,   1945 end recorded among the Land hecores 
of Anno Arundel County aforesaid in Liber JEH oo7. 
Folio 126. 

IcHc^TUTirprn    HOWEVER,   to the  covenants   .  ^ 
^ef forth in a rECLARATION dated September 30, 1659 made by 

end restrictions  specifically 
otember 30.  1959 made by said 

V^rtfer^he rirr^Part^nr^co^ed'emong the Land Records  of 
^S Arundel County aforesaid  in Liber GTC 1338,   folio 471. 

^ TOGETHER with the buildings and  improvements  thereon 
~£L^f«rt Jda or belna. end ell end every the rights, elleys, 
SS -tfrs prlvlielesrappurtenances and edvanteges to the 
o^ame belonging or In anywise eppertaining. 

TO FAVE ABD TO HOLD said lot or parcel of ground and 

Sfber heirs end assigns.   In fee  simple. 

AND the parties of the First Pert hereby eovenimt thAt^ 
^hey have not done or suffered to be done  any act,  matter or thing 
Whatsoever ?o encumber  the property hereby ^^J^t  that they 
l^will warrant specielly the property hereby granted,  end that  they 
i will execute  sSch further essurences of the  same as may be 
^ Requisite. 

'O'O 
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YJITNKSS the l^nd arid  seal of  said partloc  of  the 
First Part: 

o- 

WITNESS: 

QJ^JC 6-CC. L^-L-sy^ 

ThouiQs  T,  Kennoy 

Margare t B. Kennoy 
ty^Au* t^tX^  (SEAL) 

/ 

STATE OF MARYLAND     j 
COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL:  1U V,J-1' ^ *^ 

I flEHEBY CERTIFY, that on this //   day of June 
1966, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State 
of Maryland, in and for the County aforesaid, personally 

• appeared THOMAS T. KENNEY and MARGARET B. KENNEY, his v/ife, 
^>^Chd they acknowledged the foregoing Deed to be their act. 

WITNESS my hand and notarial seal the day and year 
M?**S 1 ast above written. 

Notary Public 

fieo'd for recor 
to-^2 Vailed 

10 
/ 
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THIS DECLARATION, made this 30l;h day of September in the 
year Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-nine (1959), by THOMAS T. KEKMi-IY 
and MARGARET B, KENNEY, his wife, of the County of Anne Arundcl, 
State of Maryland. 

WHEREAS, the said Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. 
Kenney, his wife, are the owners of a certain tract of land, in fee 
sinple, situate, lying and being in the First Election District of 
Anne Arundel County, State of Maryland, said owners being herein- 
after referred to as "The Developers"; 

AND WHEREAS, The Developers have sub-divided certain 
portions of said tract of land into residential building sites or 
lots for sale to the public as such, which said lots are hcrein- 

| after more particularly described, SlJ3JECX,JJ0;^EVER,--to.-cer.taiji 
condit ions, res trict ions,. covenants^ reservat ions L eggements^ 
lXc.niland..charges,lail as hereinafter specTficatiy set forth, which 
arc to run_with_the_land and to be binding alike upon The Dcvelop- 
ers'a'riH'air purchasers,"'their successors, assigns, heirs, executors 
and administrators; " . 

NQW, THEREFORE, WITNES5ETH, that for and in consideration 
of the premises and the mutual benefit to be derived by The 
Developers and the purchasers, and for other good and valuable 
consideration, all of the following described lots or parcels of 
land shall be, and are hereby declared to be subjected to the 
following conditions, restrictions, covenants, reservations, ease- 
ments, liens, and charges, to run with and bind the land, to wit: 

ALL^OF LOTS Numbered_One_through Eleven, inpJusjLye,_ and 
Thirty-nine through Forty-nine ,. .inclusive, ...as_dcsignated and shovrn 
qi^ pUit'entit^ 
trictJV^nerA^ndel .CoV^Md".!1 dated May l^T'by EBWrOaTl, III, 
Registered Surveyor, and recorded among the Plat Records of Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland, in Plat Book 30, folio 72. 

BEING a portion of the land which was granted and con- 
veyed by Howard R. Taylor and Hannah S. Taylor, his wife, unto the 
said Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, his wife, by Deed 
dated July 16, 1945, and recorded among the land records of Anne 
Arundel County aforesaid in Liber JHH 337, folio 126, etc. 

SUBJECT TO the following Definition of Terms, Reserva- 
tions, and Covenants, to wit: 

Definition of Terms 

"Building Site" shall mean any lot, or any portion there- 
of, or any two or more contiguous lots, or a parcel of land of 
record and in unity of title, upon which a dwelling may be erected 
in conformance with the Covenants herein. 

^JUBSoclatlop^ _shfell -mtianjajnon-profit^ OTR-tftotfk CT. socir~ 
tlon or .corporation to be organized, under ..the. laws_of the Stato ol... 
Maryland by the property ovmcrs of_loto .as _shown on . the rial:  afore,- 
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said, or upon any further Plato of Turnbull Estates, in the i-rpc^ 
p.r_land hereinbefore mentioned or adjacent thereto, to be Knov7njas 
The Turnbull Homes "Association."  -      — 

"The Turnbull Company" shall mean a business firm, or a 
corporation to be organized under the lav;s of the State of Maryland 
by The Developers with full corporate powers as set forth in its 
charter, including specifically the power to develop the tract of 
land aforementioned, or any extensions thereof, known or to be 
known as Turnbull Estates, or any portion thereof. 

Reservations 

No property other than the aforesaid enumerated lots as 
shown on said_Plat of "Part of Section 1, TURNBULL ESTATES" shall 
be subject to this Declaration, unless and until specifically made 
subject thereto; provided, however, that The Developers may, from 
time to time, subject additional land to the Covenants herein, by 
appropriate Declarations with reference thereto. 

General Purpose of Conditions 
« 
• 

The aforesaid enumerated lots as shown on said. Plat of 
("Part of Section 1, TURNBULL ESTATES" are subjected to the follow- 
ing Covenants,-to insure the best use and the most appropriate 
development and improvement of each building site thereof; to 
protect the owners of building sites against such improper use of 
surrounding building sites as will depreciate the value of their 
property; to preserve, so far as practicable, the natural beauty of 
said property and neighborhood, to guard against the erection 
thereon of poorly designed or proportioned structures, and struc- 
tures built of improper or unsuitable materials; to obtain harmon- 
ious color schemes; to insure the highest and best development of 
said property; to encourage and secure the erection of attractive 
homes thereon, with appropriate locations thereof on building sites; 
to prevent haphazard and inharmonious improvement of building 
sites; to secure and maintain proper setbacks from streets, and 
adequate free spaces between structures; and in general to provide 
for a high type of home ownership in said subdivision and thereby 
stabilize the investment in homes and secure to the owners thereof 
the better type of environment for family living. 

• 

Covenants 

A. All building sites in the tract shall be known and 
described as Residential Building Sites.  No structures shall be 
erected, altered, placed, or permitted to remain on any building 
site other than one detached single-family dwelling not to exceed 
two and one-half stories in height and a private garage for not 
more than two cars and other outbuildings as may be approved by The 
Turnbull Company. 

B. No building, fence, bulkhead, dock, shore improve- 
ments or excavations shall be erected, placed, or made on any 
building site or on contiguous waters thereto until the building 
plans, specifications, plot plan rhovlng tlic type anfl location ol 
such building or other work have been approved in writing as to 

V. 

2 
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material and construction, grade, elevation and conformity and 
harsiony of external design with existing structures in the develop- 
ment, by The Turnbull Company. 

C. No building shall be located on any Building Site 
less than Fifty Feet from the front lot line for all sites covered 
by these Covenants, nor less than Twenty-five Feet from any side 
street line. No building shall be located less than Ten Feet from 
any side lot line. The Turnbull Company may v/aive minor violations 
of these provisions. 

D. No residential structure shall be erected or placed 
on any Building Site which has an area of less than Fifteen Thous- 

IUHU 

and Square Feet and a width of 
front building setback line. 

less than One Hundred Feet at the 

E. No noxious or offensive trade or activity shall be 
carried on upon any Building Site nor on the waters contiguous 
thereto, nor shall anything be done thereon which may be or become 
an annoyance or a nuisance to the neighborhood. No advertising 
sign, billboard, or other device shall be permitted, erected, 
placed, or suffered to remain upon said premises; nor shall the 
premises be'used in any way for any purpose which may endanger the 
health, or unreasonably disturb the quiet, of any owner of the ad- 
joining or adjacent land. 

F. No trailer, basement, tent, shack, garage, barn or 
other outbuilding erected on a Building Site covered by these 
Covenants shall at any time be used for human habitation temporar- 
ily or permanently, nor shall any structure of a temporary 
character be used for human habitation. 

G. No main residential structure shall be permitted on 
any Building Site covered by these Covenants, the habitable floor 
area of which, exclusive of basements, porches, and garages, is 
less than One Thousand Square Feet in the case of a one-story 
structure or less than Eight Hundred Square Feet in the case of a 
one and one-half, two or two and one-half story structure. 

H. An easement is hereby reserved over the rear five 
feet of each Building Site for utility installation and main- 
tenance. An easement is also reserved over five feet of any  side 
lot line where it is necessary to permit utility services. 

I, No animals or poultry of arty kind other than house 
pets shall be kept or maintained on any part of said property. 
Dogs shall not be permitted to range at will if they constitute a 
nuisance to n'eighbors. 

J# None of the property subject to this Declaration 
shall be occupied, leased, demised, rented, conveyed or otherwise 
alienated, except by way of a Mortgage or Deed of Trust and sale 
for default tJiereundcr, nor  shall thr title or possession thereof 
"be txanslerrcd, without the consent In \n:iting had and obtained 
from The Turnbull Company, except that The Turnbull Company may not 
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withhold such consent, if written request has been made to it to 
ncinat sucli oucupaulouj lea&JLng, r«siiting, corive>I.a^9 ^i a^j.vjiic'.Cj.«jii, 

j signed by a majority of the ov/ners of the lots v/nich are subjccL to 
|this Declaration, and which adjoin or face said lot upon both sides 
of the street, or streets, and within a distance of five lots from 
the side lines thereof. 

K.  In order to facilitate operation of Covenant J above, 
the owners of property subject to this Declaration covenant for 
themselves, thai/heirs and assigns, that in the event at any time 
they shall desire to lease, rent or sell said property they Will 
appoint The Turnbull Company agent for such purpose. 

L. No fence, wall, hedge, or mass planting shall be 
permitted to extend beyond the minimum building setback line estab- 
lished herein except upon approval as provided in Covenant B above. 

M. The Turnbull Company shall have the right; in case of 
any violation of any of the conditions or, upon a breach of any of 
the Covenants or agreements herein contained, to enter the property 
upon which, or as to which, such violation or breach exists, and 
summarily to abate or remove the condition or thing that may exist 
or be thereon, contrary to the intent and meaning of the provisions 
hereof, as interpreted by said Company.  The Turnbull Company shall 
not, by reason thereof, be deemed guilty of any manner of tres- 
passing for such entrance, abatement or removal, which shall be at 
the cost and expense of the owner of the property.  Failure by The 
Turnbull Company to enforce any of the Covenants or conditions of 
this Declaration shall in no event be deemed a waiver of the right 
to do so thereafter, or of the Covenant or condition itself. 

•• m atma i   • '  ~; 

( 

N. The owner of each Building Site shall be entitled to 
one membership in The Association and to participate in all of the 
affairs of the Association in accordance with the By-laws of the 
Association.  Each Building Site, from the date of its purchase 
from The Developers, shall be subject to the payment of an annual 
charge of Eighteen ($18.00) Dollars, which shall be payable to the 
Association on the first day of January of each year and shall be 
applied as dues for said membership.  Said annual charge due the 
first day of January of each year, if not paid on or before the 
first day of March of that year, shall bear interest from said 
last-mentioned date at the rate of six per centum per annum. 

• 

0.    These Covenants are to run with the land^giMLfihlOi 1 .he 
binding._on._all  parties  and^lijersoiis_cia'iming. under .The .Develop- 
exs_pntil January\i',._1986^ .at".v;hich_timeT.said. Covenants  shall be 
automatically extended.for  successive.periods._of..Ten.(10)  years 
unless by "a two-thirds vote of ..the. then ovmersof_ the Building 
Sites"covere'd by ..these Covenants_it.J.8-aggeed to changLe_saij 
Covenants•in whole_or_in_part, 

•llW        I I I     • I   ••••  »    ii     ••'   —^ 

P. If the owners of property subject to this Declaration, 
or their heirs or assigns, shall violate or attempt to violate any 
Covenant herein, it shall be lawful for The Developers, or any 
attor parsoa ox persons  owning juay  real property situated in said 

- 4 - 
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tract, or The Turnbull Company as provided in Covenant H, to prose- 
cute any proceedings at law or in equity against the person or 
persons violating or attempting to violate such Covenant, and 
cither to prevent him or them from so doing or to recover damages 
for sueh violation. 

i 
Q.  The Turnbull Company shall have the right to assign 

to the Association, in whole or in part, its rights, duties, pov;ers 
and functions under this Declaration. 

R.  Invalidation of any one of these Covenants or any 
part thereof by judgment or court order shall in no v;ise affect any 
of the other provisions which shall remain in full force and 
effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said The Developers have hereunto 
set their hands and seals. 

Witness: 

jfe&Kttf^S \ ii&'tzff*^ 
Thomas T. Kenney     yp 

^ // Har2arei/li. Kenney L    f Sjare*/ 

• 

to wit: State of Maryland 
County of Anne Arundel 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this z7-^^ day oiQSZZ&t/      , in 
the year 1959 before me, the subscriber, a Notary Itiblic of the 
State of Maryland in and for the County of Anne Arundel aforesaid, 
personally appeared Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, his 
wife, and acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be their re- 
spective acts. 

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal. 

Wfi^as'     'Ok'si^tel 

My commission expires 

Ttua, /. /ft/ 
B«oM for recordJl'iL-^wlS^^Z/i^iia. 

<m Notary Public 

^ 
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TURNBIJLL ESTATES HOMfiS ASSOCIATION.  INC. 

'AORJB Arundel Cotmty, Maryland 
w^»-' 

BY   -   LAWS 
Dated September 30,  1959 

ART1CLT: 1. - DejBnitionsj 

Section .1—'Hie worda "said pr^erty" as used in these ^-Lsws shall be deemed to msan the 
following dsscribed real property situate in the County of Anne Arundel, Stc-:e of Mary la .d, end 
more particularly described as follows:, 

All of die real property shown on that certain map entitled, "Turnbull Estates Subdivision* 
Section one and two filed in the office of d;e County Recorder of the County of Anne 
Arundel, "State of Mary la \d on January 6,  1959 and January 8,  1965 respectively. 

In Plat Book 30, Folio 72 and Plat Book 33, Folio 30, respectively. 
—  *        ^ .. .   . --"\ 

Together with any arid ail other real property which may hereafter, through the opcradon 
of conditions, cc tenants, restrictions, easements, reser/ations or charges pertaining to 
the same, be placed under or suhrr-i^jed to the Jurisdiction of this Corporation. 

Section 2--The words •'building site" wherever used in these By-Laws shall be deemed tc mean a 
building site as delteed in any declaration of conditions, covenants, restrictions, reservations cr 
charge? affecting the portion of said property in which die building site is located. 

ARTICLE 2 -- Membership: 

Section 1--The members of this Corporation shall be; 

j(a) - All parties who are owners of record of any buildinj site in said property, provided that no 
person or coiporationtd'dng" title as securitjTfor the payment'of money or the performance of any 
obligadon shall thereby b^c^me enticed -lo m smbership. 

(b) - All persons who are purchasing or have purchased a building site and who have filly complied 
with the provisions of the Frctective Covenants recorded in the Land Records in Ubf-r CTC 1338, 
Folio 4 
Incorpor 
and paiticipation in the affairs of 'che Tu^sbull Estates Homes Ass;>eia:io: 

When a building site is owned of record in jcirt tenrncy or tena-cy In common, or when two rr 
more.residsniiis'are p^ircEasiigTbiiilding'site under,.a coneraot cf agreement cf purchase, the 
membership as to such building site shall be joint and Che rlgh: cf such _membersh-pjlnc:ud'rg the 
VOt^g powf^r 'arising dxref ro-.n) chali be excrcired only hy the j.int action of all cm/ rs of rrcOrd 
of such buildjrig site,' orof all purchasers ;gder said cofeact or agreement of piujshagf^ 
respectively.' 

Any person claiming to be a member in this Corporation shall establish his right to membership 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of this Corporation.   No membership or initiation fee sliall be 
charged, nor shall members he required to pay at any time any amount to can-yon the business^ 
of this Corporation, except to pay annually the charges or assessments set fordi in die declaration 
of conditions, covenants, restrictions, easements and charges dated die 30th day ol September 
1959 executed by Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney and recorded on the 9th day of 
October 1959, in the office of the County Recorder of the County of Anne Arundel, State of Mary- 
land, in Volume G.T.C. 1335 ci: the Oftieial Records at pagevT/l thereof, or as set forth in any 
other declaration affecting any portion of said property. 

71 anJ Articles of Incorporation and By-Lawa of tfce Turnbull Estates Homes A*8'-ciation 
rated under tlw Laws of the State cf Maryland on June 17,  1964 are entitled to membership 

aM/w 

/ 

\ 
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Mciubersliip in this Ccrprration sliall termin&te v.hc.i any member shall cease 10 be the ov/ner of 
record of a building site, or when his interest in the property has been sold to a purchaser there- 
of under a contract or agreement o2 purcliase, 

ATJI'TPI TV     -J     _    -uv,.:,^   p-•,.}-,. ~. 

Section 1--In aUjnattexSJKhlch sliail come before the members .of .this Corporation, and in all 
corporate matters, the .votinrj pov/er of die members.of tlr.s .Corporation shall be.unequal, BSZ 
C<^(fing to the foHowitog relcs.:. . * ' 

(a) - Except as provided in (d) '^f this SectAon, each member ofjSlls Corporation shall have, a^ 
least one vote^ 

(jo) - Except as provided !n (d) of th?.s section, each member of this Corporation.cwnl^g of record 
one or more buikllnj sites shall have th-i rlgh^ to the number of votes equal to the total raiTrbcr of 
bu3Jdtog sites of,v/tUchltie/ls.thg.owner ofjeecord, '" 

(c) - Except a^ prcWded in (d) cf this section, each purchaser v/ho is a resident on a building site 
and is purchasing it under a ccs£ract or agreement cf purchase shall be entitled to one vote. 

(d) - 'When a bitldSng site is ovrricd of record in joint tenancy or tenancy in common, or when two 
OILSJOre fesicfents are purchasing a'fiiillding site ir-def a contract or. agreement cf piarchase arid 
residing thereon,  the several,ovm^rs or purchasers of said building site shall collectively be 
entitied to one vote only therefor.^ 

(f\ - Vc'Jnc rights may be exercised only When all dues and obligations set out in the Protective 
Covenants and By-Laws have been complied with in full. 

ARTICLE IV - Property Rights: 

Section 1 - Each member of this Corporation shall have such an interest in all of the property 
owned by ihiF; Ccrporaticji as is represented by the ratio of the number of votes to which said 
member is entitled to the total number of votes in this Corporation.   Such interest is and shall be 
appurtenant to the building sites in all said property which qualify such person for membership 
in this Corporation. 

ARTICLE V - Co3:pora:e Powers: 

Section \ - Tic corporate pewsra of fliis Corporation shall be vested in, exercised by, and 
under the authoriiry, of, and the business a^-d affairs of this Corporation shall be controlled by a 
Board of Three or more Directors.   The Directors, other than these named in the Articles of 
Inccrpcra^on shall be members of the Corporation.   Three of said directors shall constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of Visir.oss. 

^ARTICLR ^J^^ion fl^DuVgetors:^ 

Section 1 - The Directors named in the Articles of Incorporation of this Corporation shall hold 
office until ShTnexTannual meeting'thereafter and until their successors are elected, either at^ 
an annual meeting or at a special meeting called for that purpose, unless otherwise provided by 
the'By-Laws of this Corporation. 

Section 2 - Unless otherwise provided by the By-Laws of this Corporation the Directors, other 
than those named in the Articles of Incorporation, shall be elected at the annual meeting cf the 
members, and shall hold office until their successors are elected. 

-2- 
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Section .'5 - Unlesa othcrv/!se provided by the Cy-Lav/a of tiila Coiporation, tiie tenn ol office of 
any Director shell begin immedirtely after election.  The term of office of members of the lioard 
of Directors of this Corporation may b^ determined by a majority of the members of this 
Corporation and may, from time to time, be changed if demanded In writing by fl mwjoriry of thf 
members of this Coiporation. 

ARTICLE Vll - Vacancies: • > . - • 

Section i - Vacancies in the Board of Directors shall be filled by a majority of the remaining 
Directors though less than a quorum, end each Director co elected shall hold office until his 
successor is elected at an annual meeting or at a special meeting called for that purpose.   If any 
Director at any time tenders-his resignation to the Board of Directors; the Board of Directors 
shall have power to elect his successor to take effect at such time as the resignation becomes 
effective. 

ARTICLE VIII - Power of Directors: 

Section 1 - The Board of Directors shall have power: 

(a) - To call special meetinga of the members whenever it deems it necessary, and it shall call 
a meeting at any time upon written request of the members who have the right to vote or of at 
least one-third of all of the votes of the entire membership. 

(b) - To appoint and remove at pleasure ell officers, agents r id employees of the Corporation, 
prescribe their duties, fix their compcnsailon, end require from them security or a fidelity bond 
for faithful performance of the duties to be prescribed for them. 

(c) - To conduct, manage and control the affairs and business of this Corporation, and to make 
rules and regulations not inconsistent with the laws of the State of Maryland or tho By-Laws of 
tlus Corporation for the guidance of the officers and management of the affairs o{ the Corporation. 

(d) - To establish, levy £nd assess, and collect the charges of assessments referred to in 
Article 11 hereof, and to fix the rate for such charges or assessments within any proper limita- 
tions. . . -   . 

(e) - To exercise for the Corporation all powers, duties and authorities vested in or delegated to 
this Corporation or which it may lawfully exercise. 

ARTICLE IX - Duties of Directors^ 
* * 

Section 1 - It shall be the duty of the Board of Directors: *; 

(a) - To cause to be kept a complete record of all of their minutes and acts, and of the proceed- 
ings'of the membeis, and present a full Statement at the regular annual meeting of the members, 
showing in deteil the assets and liabilities of this corporation) and generally the condition of its_ 
affairs.   A similar statement shall be presented at any other meeting of the members when re- 
quired by members who have the right to vote at least one-third of ell the votes of the entire 
membership. ;,•, "'•—«  — 

(b) - To supervise all officers, agents and employees of tliis Corporation, and to see that their 
duties arc properly performed. .      .- 

ARTICLE X - Directors Meetings: -    ' ,.       - 

Section 1 - The annual meeting of die Doard of Directors shall be held on the Second Monday of 
July of each year at the hour of 8:00 o'clock P.M. 

-3- 
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Section 2 - A regular mcctir.g ct the Eoord of Directors shall be held In the Second Monday of 
each month at 8t00 o'clock P.M., provided that the Coard of Directors may, by resolution, change 
the day and hour ofhclding such regular meetings. . 

Section 3 - Notice cf such annual meetiDS rnd such regular meeting is hereby dispensed with.   If 
thf duy for the annual or regular meeting shall fall v;on a holiday, the meet&g shall be held a*, 
tlic same hour O

T
: the first day following which is not a holiday, and no notice thereof need be 

given. 

Section 4 - Special meetings of the Docr'd of Directors Bhall h- held v/hen celled by the President, 
the Vice-President, or Secretary cr Treasurer, cr upon the written recfuet.t of any two dire etc . . 
Writfcn notice cf .each special meeting of the Board cf Directors shall be delivered personally to 
the Directors, or'given or sent to each Director, aUeast rbrer days b^>rft fV ttar for he?d? : 
said mestizic  by letter, post^^s thereon fully p • ^"'d r^d flddresfttfd to (he direetc      Ea/ 
Director shall register his sddrera with t'.e Secr« U ry, and ncaces oi meetings Bhi 11 be mailed 

JIU*t 

Sectic- 5 •- The transactions cf any meetiri» i of r^•• Poard or Directors, however called and 
noticeo, or whenever hsl'J, shall.' 3 as v&iivi ts Li ..^h 1   .: at a meciiof: dulj hclo aftej )  < ^ ^ 
call and notice, or a consent to holding such meeting, or an approval of the minutes thereof. All 
such waivers, consents or approvals shall be filed with the corporate records and made a part 
cf the minutes of the .meeting. 

Section 6 •• livery act CJ decision do <i o. made iv a mejdrity of the Direc tors present at r nice 
ing duly held at which a quorum is present shall be regarded as the act of the Board erf Directors. 
In the ateence of H i\n rv>v., the mnjoritj of rlio Dlrrctoys present may adjourn trmn Hme to 
time uniil Ux- L'trie flv'd foj  o  •    •   •. ••e^i. '. •   n;. u^'      (••,.< •:.)- . 

ARriClf. Xj  • Moe.--;> r •    "•• • f-ci   . 

Section l - n^e regular omm^ meeting of the members shall be held on the second Monday of the 
moii&'oijuh/In each year, at the hour cf 8:00 o'clock P.M.  If the day for tb£ a.-ual n.-  •• g of 
the members shall fall.upon a holiday, the meeting shall be h-ild at the same hour or. the first day 
following which Ls not a holiday. 
... ^ * I 

Section 2 - Special meetings of ':he members for any purpose may be called at any time by the 
President   tfw VlcfrrPresiderit, the Secretdry, the Treasurer, or by the Board of Directors, or 
by anv two or mco? meTTibers th*.n h >f, or i^pcn wr!.t-rtn re-juest cf the memb< rs wh.-« hfiyc frc 
rightV'. vo':e'a': I esc one-third of all of the vo:es of ch.e entire men-he..MUD. 

Secao.i t - Notices c: asEiual asd special meeUn-go shall J - gh  •n ^ l 
the Sccre^rv,   Noti-e may b? give/- to tie members either personally, or by scnu. a^ • ^ J , 
the notice through thfi mail, postage.therno-i fully prepaid to hie cd r^ss aupe*. i1    or. t 
of th.e Corporation.   Each memVer shall register his adoresb with Uie Secr«lar> ^ - uo. cc^ i 
meetings shall be mailed to him at such address.   Written notice cf each meetlns shall, at least 
three efffrs fcefcre ^e time for holding such mee^ng, be given cr sent to eacb member by letter, 
postage thereon fully prepaid addrf.gsed to the member.   Notice of each anneal or special meet- 
ing cf the members shall specify the place, the date, end the hour of the meeting, and the 
general nature of the business to be transacted.   . 

Section 4 - The transactions of any mcetteg of the members however called or noticed shall be 
a^ valid as though had at a meeting duly held after regular call and notice if a quorum be present, 
in person or by proxy, if either before cr after the meeting each member entitled to vote nor 
present signs a written waiver of notice, cr c cons wt to the holding of such meeting, c 
of the m^rut-es thereof.  All such walversi consents or apprctta?* shall b« filed with th 

\.> V 

I i1 2 mill " * Ui^ J. The presence fn pc a< 
f iVTM 

Corporate records end made apart d I 
proxy cf a majoritv of the members of tins Corporeiion shall constiuite a quormn for th< 
action of business.'   In the abser.ee cf a quorum any rneetln- of the members may oe adjourned 
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from time to time by n. vote of a majority of the.mcmb3rs present, but no other businusa may be 
transacted.   Members present at eny duly called or held meeting at which a quorum is present 
in person or by proxy may continue to do business notwithstanding the withdrawal of enough 
members to leave less than a quorum. 

ARTICLE XE - Officers: -  -      • 
-•••••, - . 

* ' 

SecuioiT 1 - The officers of thU Corporation shall be a President, a Vice President, who shall at 
all times be members tf &e Board of Directors, cr.d a Secretary and a Treasurer, and such 
ether efdeer? a=: the B^aid of Directors may, from time to time, by resolutions create. 

Section 2 - The officers of this Ccrporau'on, except such officers as may be appointed to ac- 
cordance with Sections 3 or 5 of tins Article, shall be chosen eimually by the Board of Dir* ctore, 
and each shall hold his office for one year unless he shall soonei resis" or sh< 11 bo rerii. ved, or 
otiierwise disqualified to serve. 

)D 3 - The Board of Directors may appoint such other officers as the business of the Corpora 
lay require, each of whom shall hold office for such period, have such authority, and perlor 

Section 
tionmay req. 
such duiics as the Board of Directors may, from time to time, determine 

m 

Section 4 - Ar.y officer msy be removed ixom o'ifice either with cr without cause by a majority of 
the Directors at time in criice at any annual, regular or special meeting of the Board.   Any oflicer 
may resign at any time by giving a written nctlca to the Board of Directors, cr to the President, 
or the Secretary of the CorporftiM .   Any cuch vr '; nrtion shall take effect at the dr.tr of recelp 
of such notice, or at wry latei Ume epsci?;ccl tlioie:,:), end unless olUcrwiG<3 specified the: el • • i- 
acceptance of such resignation DhaH not 1:^ neccss/ jyvto make it effective. 

SoctloaS - A vacancy Ja any office because of death, resJ^iatiou, removal, dicquallficetlou, or 
other cause shfTt b-: fi^.ed tn the manner prescribed In the By-Laws for repular ^ojntmer*" t" 
such office. 

Section 6 - The cfrce of Secretary or AfiSisfant-Secretary, and Treasurer may be held by th' 
same person. 

ARTICLE JGH -.PrcsMert 

Secticr. 1 - The t<«;ard of Directors shall at their first regular meeting elect one of their number 
to act as PresldsfK, ard shall also at said meeting elect a Vice-Presidant. 

Section 2 - If ai a&y time the President shall be unable to act, the Vice-Presidm shall take hif-- 
place and r- ^'^ *';.• di^ie.«r.   It tto Vice-Presid^t, for any cause shall be unablmo ac the 
fccard U Vlxvrtn s yhall ay-pclnt P- ne mcmh;?t o- th? Board to act, iw who::    shj 11 he vestec! f'i?r 
the 'Jr.r^ being all the e:;<-o- :t:-d ic:':-:l' - cf the Pre.?id: 

Section 3 - Tne Presidirit, cr the Vice-President or. In the absence or inability to act of both 
the President a-.i iho Vife-Pce^de^t, t':c Director rppoteted as, above provide^: 

<a)  - Shall preside over all meetings of die members and of the Board of Directors. 

(b) - Shall sign as President all deeds, contracts and other instruments in writing which have 
been first approved by the Board of Directors. 

(c) - Shall call the Directors together whenever he deems it necessary and shall hajve, subject 
to the advice of the Poard of Directors, general supervision, direction and control pf rV 
hiisJncss affairs of 0- Corp^rrr;--^, anr:rep^v-ali: s^filic-'^-'^' 
required cf li?ir. by the j'-c; I'd c<f Diracers. 

-5- 
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Section 1 - All duties and powers required by law, or by thcae Dy-L^v/s o', and all powers con- 
ferred by law or by these By-Laws upon, the Prosidont shall, in IUG absence, Inabilit)' or x^fusai 
to f>cf.  be pftTfOTlI,'id W the ^^i^r^-J,---' "^ jt 

ARnCLE XV - Secretary and Ae.sistant-Secretary: 

Section I - The I3c=i:d oi Directors shall elect a Secretary, and it fliaH be the du'.y cf the Secretary: 

(a) - To keep a record c.l all mest&gs ond proceedings of the Board of Directors and of cx .'.;inci' . '.:. • 

(b) - To keep ihi.Covporate ee-il of. the Corporation, and to Sxfib: it on all papers requirlijg tlis sen] 
of the Corporation. 

(c) - lo keep proper i •• !. , 

(d) - To servo notices of. meotin^s of tlio Board of Directors and the members required either by 
la\M or hy the By-Laws of tb!.,-; Corporation. ....... 

(e) - To keep appropriate records showing the members of this Corporation together with their 
addresses as furnirVied h?jni by si;c:h members. .•        .• 

f • 

Section 2 - The Board of Dii ecior::. may eppoint an Assistant Secretary vfbo, in cf-:   of the she ?nce, 
Inability or refusal to act of the Secretary shall perform tac dudes of the Secretary, 

Section 3 - The Ar^lsiant^Sccretary shnli also j'.-n-'oL-Pi such oih-v." duties as may he • aquii  -• ; 
him by the Board of piroctoxs. 

« 

ARTICLE xrvi • rreas*..... 

Section 1 - The lioard of pirectora eh-jli elect the Treasurer who sh' 11 receive and deposit '•• such 
barJ: or ban^s, as the IVjai'd ol Directors may, from tLine to time, direct, all of t'. e funds of the 
Corporation, which fcrds shall bo withdrawn by such oH^icer, or officer as the Board of Direc:~rs 
shall, from v^aeito time, desigcate. 

•' i.    •' • 

.ARITClJa ?CV111 B-soks and Tapers:       ••    . '        '• 

Section 1 - Tfts iv^olcs, loeord^ and s;.^h p^ers as may be placed on file by the vote cf tUe mon.i 
beis or the Beard :f Directors shall as all Jimes, during reasonable business houra, be su'Tjec'. ( 
the itispsctlv:: '. I rcy men^r. 

Af/ii»JLR KvTii - Pro:- •. 

Section 3. - A; all corporats mset^ga of Jnembere, each member may wou in perc-^n or by proxj 
• s-. .' 

r 

Section 2 - Ml proxies shall ire i.-. vvritli^ a:»3 ixi^l wlti tae Sscrataiy. 

ART1C LE XiX - Ccxporats Ss al: 
•   • • • <    - • *• • 

Section 1 - This Corp-irado i shall lave r. seal in circuler form having v/ithin its circumference 
the words: 

THK WRNBULL HOME^ AiSOOih'HOK 
Ihcoi'pLj- I-':. ]'• •   1V,  }:  ' .... 

#»• 

•c • 
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ARTICLE XX - Amendments! BOOK   199 P/.GL   20 

Section I - By-Lav/s may be adopted, amended, or rcpealad. 

•a) " Fiv tne lioard of Otiectojcn, ^uojtcl ttlway* to tii^,j^u.vc£ oi Uie bicmocib to cntsu^. v-j i.cp( .w. 
such Dy-Laws:   or 

(b-) - By the vote or written ascm oi a majority oi tha membera entitled vote, or the vole of a 
majority of a quorum at a meeting duly called for such purpose. 

V. 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN 

EDWINA C. MORGAN 

Complainants 

vs 

THOMAS T. KENNEY 
and 

MARGARET B. KENNEY 
and 

TURNBULL HOMES ASSOCIATION, INC. 

THE TURNBULL COMPANY, INC. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY 
T/A The Turnbull Company 

********* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

JTllt. 

EQUITY NO.  20,947 

********* 

ANSWER OF DEFENDANTS THOMAS T. KENNEY, MARGARET B, 

KENNEY AND TURNBULL HOMES ASSOCIATION, INC.  

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

For Answer to Bill of Complainant filed herein by Defendants 

Thomas T. Kenney, Margaret B. Kenney and Turnbull Homes Associa- 

tion, inc. by their attorney C. MAURICE WEIDEMEYER, says as 

follows: 

1. They admit the allegations of Paragraph 1. 

2. They admit the allegations of Paragraph 2. 

3. They admit that matters contained in this suit may be common 

to all persons owning property in Turnbull Estates.  They further 

say that there is not attached hereto or filed herewith any auth- 

orization by the other 13 owners of lots in Turnbull Estates and 

these Defendants in no way have seen or have been shown any 

authorization and therefore neither admit nor deny authorization 

of the other 13 owners for Plaintiffsto proceed in their behalf 

and demand strict proof of any such authorization.  These 

Defendants further say that the other 13 persons may not, under 

the law, be bound by any decision herein and the other 13 persons 

are not actually parties to this suit. 

4.   These Defendants deny that there is any company as the Turn- 

bull Company, Inc.  They do admit however, that about 100 lots 
o» 
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are owned by Defendants Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, 

his wife, and that they do business and operate as The Turnbull 

Company. 

5. Admit allegations of Paragraph 5. 

6. They admit allegations of Paragraph 6. 

7. They admit that Turnbull Homes Incorporated was incorporated 

under the law of the State of Maryland in June 1964.  These 

Defendants do say however, that the corporation was organized by 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney and Stacey McCubbin, who 

were all property owners of lots within Turnbull Estates. 

8. They do admit that By-Laws are dated September 30, 1959, and 

were written before lots were sold in Turnbull Estates.  They 

further say that all purchasers thereafter were bound by the Deed 

restrictions which were of record and thereby bound by the By-Laws 

of the Turnbull Homes Association incorporated. 

9. They admit the allegations in Paragraph 9. 

10. They admit the allegations in Paragraph 10. 

11. They admit the allegations in Paragraph 11. 

12. They admit allegations of Paragraph 12 and  further say that 

while the By-Laws of the Turnbull Homes Association have never 

been made a part of the Land Records of Anne Arundel County or 

filed with the Department of Taxation that said recording is not 

necessary or required by law, however, these Defendant do say 

that copies of the By-Laws were given to owners of Turnbull Estate^ 

from time to time and are well known to property owners of propertj/ 

in Turnbull Estates as evidence by the fact that these Plaintiffs 

knew about the By-Laws and had a copy thereof in order to file 

same as Exhibit 3 as attached to Bill of Complaint. 

13 and 14.  They admit the allegations of Paragraphs 13 and 14 

under the assumption that when Plaintiffs use the term Turnbull 

Homes Company they mean the "Turnbull Homes Association 

Incorporated." 

15.  They deny allegations of Paragraph 15 and further say neither 

the members nor Board of Directors have voted to place on file 

28 
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any papers, books and records as provided by Article XVII of the 

By-Laws. 

16. They admit the allegations of Paragraph 16. 

17. They admit the allegations of Paragraph 17. 

19.  They admit that the By-Laws were drawn up before Plaintiffs 

became lot owners and were in existance when Plaintiffs became lot 

owners and Defendants say that By-Laws of Turnbull Estates were 

given to each lot purchaser when they purchased lots in Turnbull 

Estates. 

19. They deny allegations of Paragraph 19. 

20. They deny allegations of Paragraph 20. 

21. They deny allegations of Paragraph 21. 

22. They admit that a certain area is shown on the Plat of Turn- 

bull Estates for recreational purposes.  There has been no agree- 

ment to Deed said recreational areas to the Turnbull Homes 

Association Incorporated.  Defendant Kenneys say that before 

, Deeding said area to Turnbull Homes Assn. Inc. that they must be 

satisfied with the plans for development to be made by the 

Association of the recreational area and also that the Office of 

Planning and Zoning of Anne Arundel County must be satisfied by 

any development agreement as to how and who will administer any 

development of recreational area.  Defendants Kenney deny and say 

that they are not obligated to develop land set aside for 

recreational purposes. 

23  They admit allegations of Paragraph 23 but qualify same by 

saying that many of the property owners in Turnbull Estates have 

not been involved in turmoil with the Kenneys as stated but 

Plaintiff and a few others have attempted to create turmoil where 

none should exist.  They do say however, that because of the fact 

that some of the property owners do violate covenants and 

restrictions and fail to pay their annual maintenance fees, that 

some controversy exists in regard to same. 

24.  They deny allegations of Paragraph 24 and the Defendants 

29 
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are advised and believe that the other property owners who are not 

parties to this suit and in not having given authority for 

Plaintiffs to appear and litigate for them, therefore, may not be 

considered as legally bound by any action taken herein. 

25.  They deny the allegations in Paragraph 25 and demand strict 

proof in fact and in law. 

THEREFORE having fully answered, these tenants pray: 

a. That the Bill of Complaint filed herein be dismissed. 

b. For such other and further relief as the matters of 

this case may require. 

y:/4. -V • ( ^ r 
Thomas T. Kenney 

i 222LA 

Margaret B. Kenney 
/—-g-t-C-^ f 

/. a '&2A - T-  ^. // /6Cv 
Thomas T. Kenney, President 
Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. 

^ s /•«r4>»**^  r. ^  
C. Maurice Weidemeyer, Attorney for 
Plaintiffs Thomas T. Kenney, Margaret B, 
Kenney and Turnbull Homes Assn., Inc. 

CERTIFICATION OF MAILING 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this  , (jg ^ day of August, 1972, I 
mailed a copy, postage prepaid, of the foregoing Answers to 
Jerome T. May, Esquire, 212 Duke of Gloucester Street, Annapolis, 
Maryland 21401, Attorney for Complainants. 

Z.   Maurice Weidemeyer, Attorney 

XUNU 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN,  et al 

Conrplainants 

v. 

THOMAS T.  KEMEY,  et al 

Respondents 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 20,9^7 

*********** 

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE 

STATE OF MARYIAND 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
TO WIT 

) 
) 

) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 26th day of July 1972, before me, the 

subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Jerome T. May, attorney for the Complainant in 

the above entitled case, and he made oath in due form of law that he caused to 

he posted by registered mail at the Post Office, Annapolis, Maryland, a sealed 

envelope containing a copy of the Summons together with a copy of the original 

Bill of Complaint for Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Relief with said 

registered mail restricted to the addressee in accordance with the Maryland Rules 

of Procedure; and that said envelope was addressed to Thomas T. Kenney, Turnbull 

Estates, Route U, Edgewater, Maryland 21037, which is the present address of the 

Respondent, and that attached hereto is the registered return receipt requested 

by the Affiant and signed by the Respondent, Thomas T. Kenney, showing delivery 

of said envelope to said addressee only and receipt of saine by him. 

My Commission Expires: July 1, 197*+ 

.y 
^jMSfe' y 'v • fe g^ A-AA £g5S   ' 
Notary Public 

F1L   . 

I97ZJUL26 Pll 3:36 
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GEORGE l_. MORGAN, et al 

Complainants 

v. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

THOMAS T.  KENNEY,  et al 

Respondents 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 20,947 

+  J|(  + ****** 

DECREE 

The above-captioned case having come before the Court, testimony 

heard and considered, exhibits received,  read and considered, and arguments 

of counsel heard and cons jidered,  it is this JV^y  day of (J^SJMW 

by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, ADJUDGED, ORDERED, and 

1973 

DECREED that: 

A.    Declaration found among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Book 1338,  Page 417 through 475 consisting of Restrictive Covenants 

affecting all those lots numbered 1 through 11 , inclusive, and 39 through 49, in- 

clusive, as designated and shown on a plat entitled "Part of Section One, Turnbull 

Estates,  First District Anne Arundel County.    Maryland." dated May 1957 by 

Edward Hall,  III,  Registered Surveyor, and recorded among the Plat Records of 

Anne Arundel County,  Maryland, in Plat Book 30,  Folio 72 is void and unenforceable 

and of no effect as to the following parts thereof, to wit; 

1 .   The last sentence of Covenant C 

2. All of Covenant J 

3. All of Covenant K 

4. That part of Covenant L which reads as follows:   "Except 

upon approval as provided in Covenant B above." 

o 

FILED 
I973AUG3I  nHI0:O7 
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5.    All of Covenant M. 

B. Covenant N is interpreted as meaning that the owner of each building 

site purchased from the developers is entitled to one membership in "the Association' 

More specifically,  Thomas T.  Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney, his wife, are not 

entitled to a membership for each lot that they own.    The Eighteen Dollar ($18.00) 

annual charge recited in Covenant N attaches to each building site as of the day it is 

sold by the developers and the money goes to the "Association" as opposed to the 

developers and/or Thomas T.  Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney, his wife. 

C. The Turnbull Homes Association,  Inc.  is a duly incorporated,  legal 

entity but all actions taken by said Corporation subsequent to its formation are de- 

clared void. 

D. Thomas T.  Kenney, one of the incorporators of the Turnbull Homes 

Association,  Inc. ,  be and hereby is ORDERED to call a meeting of all the residents 

of the Turnbull Estates within thirty (30) days from the date hereof for the purpose 

of organizing the Turnbull Homes Association,  Inc., adopting By-Laws and electing 

officers.   At said meeting, the owner of each building site shall be entitled to one 

vote. 

E.    Within five (5) days from the election of a Treasurer of the Turnbull 

Homes Association,  Inc. ,  Thomas T.  Kenney be and hereby is ORDERED to turn 

over to said Treasurer all monies collected as covenant fees and to provide a full 

accounting of when said monies were collected and from whom they were collected. 

F,    Upon presentation of a deed in proper form,  Thomas T.  Kenney and 

Margaret B.  Kenney be and hereby are ORDERED to execute said deed transferring 

all land which is designated on the plat of Turnbull Estates as recreational land to 

the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. 

XUHU 

O- 

-2- 
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G.    The costs of these proceedings shall be paid by Thomas T.  Kenney 

and Margaret B.  Kenney. 

-JUDGE »fe»4 

A 35 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 20,94? 

GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al., 

Complainants 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al., 

Respondents 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

MR. CLERK:: 

Please enter an appeal in the above entitled cause to 

the Court of Special Appeals from the final judgment or decree 

of this court entered hereon on the 31st day of August, 1973. 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer' 
Attorney for defendants 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 26th    day of September, 

1973, I mailed a copy of the aforegoing Notice of Appeal to 

Jerome T. May, Esquire, 212 Duke of Gloucester Street, Annapolis, 

Maryland 21401, Attorney for Plaintiffs. 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer 

iL.ED 
lU nnio-53 

36 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 20,947 

GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al., 

Complainants 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al., 

Respondents 

ORDER TO ENTER APPEARANCE 

MR. CLERK: 

Please enter my appearance as Attorney for Respondents 

in above entitled case. 

r^p- 

FILED 

I9730CTIO flll 10: II 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 29,9^7 

GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al., 

Complainants 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al., 

Respondents 

ORDER TO STRIKE APPEARANCE 

MR. CLERK: 

Please strike my appearance as Attorney for Respondents 

in the above entitled cause, 

C. Maurice v/eldemeyer 

FILEC 
WlKtlfl PM2:0 

38 



CO 

CD 

en 

# 

THOMAS T.   KENNEY 
BOCK    133 PAGE    22 
 ^/ittorneu at oLai 

# 

nv 

October 15, 1973 

Equity C urtj 

ROUTE   4.   BOX   294 
EDGEWATER,   MD. 
TELEPHONE   798 0140 

AREA   CODE   301 

Gfoorgo Li  Morganj   ot P1.. 
Complainants 

Thomaa T. Kenney, et al 
Respondents 

(In the 
(  : rcuit Court 
( Anne Arundel County 
(Equity #20,947 

PETITIONl   •: Kule #1025 (a) - Request is herewith laoe to extend the 
ie to file the record to b- transmitted to Court of Special Appeals, 

for &n additional period of time of Sixty Lays. 

Mrs. Irene Hazel, Court Stenographer, advises that bec&use of 
her crowded docket, it would be very difficult to comply with 
any snorter term. 

9^ T'.orm-:s T. Kenney ' 
Counsel for Respondents 

'/ 

«»»« 

CO 

ORDER OF COURTl    It is hereby ...ecreed that the extension of time 
of Sixty Lavs is hereby granted. 

TTK-MB 

*** i ARL* 
/o • /J--7 3 

FILED 
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GEORGE  L.  MORGAN, et al., 

Complainants 

Vs. 

THOMAS T.  KENNEY,  et al. , 

Respondents 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.  20,947 

******* 

MOTION TO DISMISS 

Complainants, by their attorney, Jerome T. May,  move that the 

Appeai in the above captioned case be dismissed pursuant to Rule 813 and 

for cause say: 

1 .    Final Decree was entered by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 

County on August 31 ,  1973. 

2. The Notice of Appeal was filed on September 26,   1973. 

3. The record has not been transmitted to the Court of Appeals 

for Maryland as of the date of the filing of this Motion. 

-ome T. May 
162 Duke of Glouceste£yStreet 

/Annapolis, Maryland   21401 

268-7707 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES; 

Maryland Rule 813 
Maryland Rule 825 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the aforegoing Motion was 

mailed to C.  Maurice Weidemeyer,  Esquire, 236 Main Street, Annapolis, 

Maryland,  on this    3    •    day of November,   1973, 

IS73DLC-4 RNKI: 
•10 
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GEORGE MORGAN, et. ai.. 

Plaintiffs 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et. al.# 

Defendants 

IN  THE  CIRCUIT   COURT 
FOR 
ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

EQUITY  NO.    20,947 

T.TMF. ENTERING APPEARANCE 

Please enter my appearance as attorney for Appellants- 

Defendants. 

S C. CAWOOD, ^JR. /JAMES C. CAWOUU, ^JK. 
/ Attorney for Appellants-Defendants 
^^700 Auth Place, Suite 201 

Camp Springs, Maryland  2002J 
Phone: 423-1363 

rE-prrTFTCATE OF SERVICE 

X HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ^L-  -S **  ^^^.    1973, 

a copy of the foregoing Line was mailed, postage prepaid, to 

Jerome May, Esguire, Attorney for Appellees-Plaintiffs. 182 

Duke of Gloucester Street, Annapolis, Maryland. 

iii- 
C.   CAWOOD,    JW. 

1973 wr; 30 RMIO- n 41 
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GEORGE MORGAN, et. aL., 

Plaintiffs 

BOOK   199 PACE, 25 
IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT 
FOR 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

vs. 
EQUITY  NO.   20,947 

THOMAS  T.   KENNEY,   et.   al., 

Defendants 

nPPO.qTTTON TH MOTION TO DISMISS 

Now come Appellants-Defendants and would show the Court: 

!.  The time to docket the appeal was in fact extended to 

December 24, 197 3. 
WHEREFORE, the premises considered, Appellants-Defendants 

pray that the Motion to Dismiss be denied. 

xfAMtS C. CAWOOD, JaR. 
Attorney for Appellants-Defendants 
^700 Auth Place, Suite 201 
Camp Springs, Maryland 200^ 
Phone: 423-1363 

^pprpTyTPATE OF SERVICE 

! HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _^_ day of November, 1973. 

a copy °£ the foregoing Opposition to Motion to Dismiss «as 

mailed, postage prepaid, to Jerome May, Esquire, Attorney for 

Appellees-Plaintiffs, 182 Duke of Gloucester Street, Annapolxs, 

Maryland. 

C. CAWOOD, JR/" 

l9/3fiOV3G AH 10- 10 
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GEORGE MORGAN, et al., 

Plaintiffs 

vs 

THOMAS   T.   KENNEY,   et   al.. 

Defendants 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 
ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

EQUITY   NO.   20,947 

CO 

J 
CO 

» • 

CD 

\ 

MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO DOCKET APPEAL 

Now come defendants and would show the Court: 

1. That the time to docket the appeal herein will expire 

on the  24th  day of December, 197 3. 

2. That they have been informed by the Court Reporter 

that, because of the length of the transcript and the press of 

business, she will need another sixty (60) days to complete 

the transcript. 

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, defendants pray: 

1.  That the time to docket the appeal be extended to 

March 5,     > 197__4_. 

c ^f 

r 

JAMES C CAWOOD, JR. 
Attorney for Appellants-Defendants 
4700 Auth Place, Suite 201 
Camp Springs, Maryland 20023 
Phone:  42 3-1363 

C ERTIF ICATE_ OF^ERV igE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this  .'/  day of December, 1973, 

a copy of the foregoing Motion and Order Extending Time to Docket 

.Appeal were mailed, postage prepaid, to Jerome May, Esquire, 

Attorney for Appellees-Plaintiffs, 182 Duke of Gloucester Street, 

Anr\«polis, Maryland. 
--r 

^    . 

sO 
JAMES C CAWOOt), JR. 
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GEORGE MORGAN, ET AL      *   IN THE 

Plaintiffs 

v. 

CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 20,947 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, ET AL 

Defendants 

ORDER 

LO 

2=» 

'.-'• 

cn 

The aforegoing Motion having been read and 

/> 
con sidered, it is this     V" ^ ^  day of December,  1973, by 

the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland, ORDERED, that 

the time within which the record in the instant appeal is to 
p 

be transmitted be extended to and including       ; y ^     day 

of jfaltMi f , 1974. 

/bat£: //S. 
CHIEF JUDGE 

46 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al 

Complainants 

VS. 

THOMAS T. KENNEYf et al 

Respondents 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NUMBER 20,947 

HEARD  IN  OPEN  COURT 

BEFORE 

HON. GEORGE SACHSE 

12, 13 DECEMBER 1972 

PRESENT: 

Jerome May, Esquire, Solicitor for Complainants. 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer, Esquire, Solicitor for Respondents 

Mrs. Edna Love, Deputy Court Clerk. 

Mrs. Irene Hazel, Senior Court Reporter. 

Mrs. Emily B. Hantske, Court Reporter. 

I 
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BOOK   199 PACE   40 
GEORGE  L.   MORGAN,   a witness  of   lawful  age, 

being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

George L. Morgan, I live on Leritz Lane at Turnbull Estates, 

the mailing address is Route 4, Box 301, Edgewater, Maryland. 

You are the complainant in this case? 

Yes. 

And what is your marital status? 

I'm married. 

How many children do you have? 

I have three children. 

What is your occupation? 

I'm an electronic engineer. 

Where do you work? 

I work for the I.I.T. Research Institute in Annapolis. 

Now, Mr. Morgan, I show you a document marked for identification 

as Plaintiff's Number 1 and I wonder if you could identify this 

for the Court, please. 

Yes, this is a list of names of people in the community who 

have gotten together and cooperated in bringing this complaint 

to the Court.  There are one more family than is shown here 

that are participating but their names are Colonel and Mrs. 

Stoneberger, Colonel Stoneberger is currently in southeast 

Asia and I could not get his signature. 

Now, when you say participate, what do you mean? 

They are contributing and sharing the legal expenses and we 

have had meetings to decide what we as a group wanted out of 

the community and in the way of an association. 
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Now, how many homes does that represent, the signatures on theite 

represent? 

The signatures on here represent thirteen homes. 

And you're saying that there is one more to participate?  . 

There is one more that is to participate. 

And what is the total number, if you know, of homes in Turnbull 

Estates, not counting Mr. and Mrs. Kenney? 

There are sixteen. 

Therefore, there are two whose signatures -  there are three 

whose signatures are not represented on that paper, is that cori 

rect? 

That is correct. 

And there would be only two who are not participating as far as 

expenses are concerned, is that correct? 

That is correct. 

Now, in some instances you have husbands but you dop't have 

wives and you have wives but you don't have husbands, is that 

correct? 

In one case there is a wife but I do not have the husband's 

signature. 

is there —  to your knowledge, is there any problem here wherjj 

the wife feels one way and the husband feels the other or is it 

just a matter that you don't have that signature? 

It was matter of convenience, I just don't have the signature 

and I didn't get around to going to get it. 

Have these people either received a copy of the bill of complaijit 

in this case or in what fashion do they know what this case is 

all about, that authorization that we have the titje on it, will 
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you tell the Court about that? 

Yes, we have had several meetings, and when the bill of com- 

plaint was completed we had a meeting of this group of people 

and I read the bill of complaint to them, we discussed it, 

they then signed this, and I subsequently gave copies of the 

bill of complaint to everyone involved. 

You gave  — what,fourteen copies, fourteen plus the one whos<fe 

names were on there? 

They have at least had access to a copy, I don't know if we 

gave out exactly that many copies. 

MR. MAY:  I would offer this into evidence  — 

^ well, first of all, cross-examine? 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER -  CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Do you know of any of them on that list who are not now par- 

ticipating? 

I have not been informed that anyone who is on this list has 

withdrawn his support — their support. 

You wouldn't jay that it wasn't true that some of them have 

withdrawn? 

MR. MAY:  I'm sorry. Your Honor, he's already an- 

swered the question, he says he doesn't know 

To his knowledge, everybody there is still 

supporting it. 

COURT: Well, he may be cross-examined on it.  The 

Court will sustain the objection. 

Are they contributing toward the legal fee? 

They are. 

How much are they contributing? 

m 
n 
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MR. MAY:  I object. Your Honor, I don't think that 

relevant. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll withdraw it.  I have no ob- 

jection to it. 

MR. MAY:  I'd offer this into evidence and would 

ask the Court at this timre to rule as to 

where Mr. Morgan — you know, stands in 

a representative capcity as far as these 

other people are concerned. 

COURT:  Under the circumstances, as far these people 

are concerned, unless there is something to 

the contrary, I don't know, what is the pur- 

pose of determining that question at this 

time? We may have all these people here to 

say no. 

MR. MAY:  Well,  —  0. K. ,  — 

COURT: They may all say it's a forgery, I don't 

say they do^ but at this particular point I 

don't think I'd be — later on until the 

defendant has a right to offer what he has 

to offer. 

MR. MAY: Very well, I'll withdraw my request. 

COURT:  I think the procedure will be practically 

the same. 

(MR. MAY - RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

Did you purchase a lot in the Turnbull Estates, and if so, wheji? 

I signed the contract to buy a lot in September, 1965. 

6 
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And when did you settle on that lot, when did you eventually 

get a deed? 

The deed was transferred to me me in June of 1966. 

In June of 1966, did you have in your possession and have you 

read the covenants or —  that restrict the use of the land in 

Turnbull Estates? 

I had a lease, an abbreviated version of it, I had seen the 

covenants and I had read them. 

0. K., you have heard us refer this morning to bylaws of the 

Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., at the time you took the deec 

to your lot did you have in your possession a copy of those 

bylaws? 

I did not, and I had been informed that the bylaws were not ye": 

prepared and a copy was unavailable. 

COURT:  And were what? 

Not available. 

You were informed that there was an association and there were 

bylaws but that you couldn't see a copy? 

COURT:  What were you informed, now?  You had been 

informed that the bylaws  —  something. 

The bylaws had not yet been prepared and a copy was not avail- 

able.  No, I was informed when I bought my lot that there 

would be an association as soon as we got enough families in 

there to organize one, and that this was something that would 

be done in the future. 

And that there were no bylaws available at that time, in other 

words, nothing in printing that could be handed to you? 

That's right. 

JUl. 
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Now,  you bought  the  lot and then you built the house,   is  that 

correct? 

That is correct. 

And there was settlement on the house, is that correct? 

There was settlement on a construction loan, yes. 

And about when did that take place? 

That took place in September of 1966. 

And at that time, at that settlement, did you receive a copy, 

in 1966, of the restrictive covenants? 

Yes, I did, at settlement. 

COURT:  Restrictive covenants, that is, the cove- 

nants that were recorded, is that what you 

mean? 

Yes. 

You received a copy at that time? 

Yes. 

And did you receive or did you read copies of the bylaws 

governing the association? 

No, I did not receive a copy of the bylaws. 

And this was in 1966? 

That is correct, September. 

Now, could you tell us up through the time that you actually 

settled on the mortgage for the construction loan, in other 

words, when you first became involved, through the time that 

you moved into your house, let's put it that way, would you 

advise the Court as to what, if any, conversations you had 

with Mr. Or  Mrs. Kenney concerning an association and what 

was the substance of those conversations? 

8 



A IHi 

A 

35 

BOOK 199 fAK 46 
Well, when we first went down to buy the lot in 1965  —  uh 

I  repeat, we were told that some day there would be an asso- 

ciation.  I was also shown a plot plan that was on the wall in 

the sales office that showed two recreation areas in the com- 

munity that would be developed in the future.  On that plot 

plan it had words to the extent that that recreation area woul 

belong to that association. 

COURT:  It would what? 

That that recreation area would belong to that association. 

I was then shown an area down at the end of Leritz Lane that 

had a sign that said temporary recreation area, Turnbull 

Estates, and said that until that permanent recreation area 

was developed that would be used by the residents of the com- 

munity for a temporary recreation area.  Now, the plot plan 

that showed this permanent recreation area had a club house 

and it was explained to me that there would be also installed 

tennis courts 

COURT: What happened to the club house? 

The plot plan showing the permanent 

COURT:  Temporary or permanent? 

The permanent recreation area. 

COURT:  The permanent recreation area showed what? 

Showed a site for a club house, and I was informed that there 

would alloOTor tennis courts and a swimming pool, and I asked 

specifically how much that would cost and was informed by Mr, 

Kenney that that would be within the association dues except 

possibly for participation in a swimming pool. 

And all of these conversations took place prior to your actuallLy 
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moving in the house or settling on your construction mortgage 

loan? 

That — those conversations took place before I signed the 

contract to buy the lot. 

Were there any conversations after you signed the contract to 

buy a lot up to the time you actually moved into the house? 

No. 

COURT:  You say there were no further conversation^ 

between then and the time you moved in in 

regard to recreation or — 

That is right. 

And during this period of time there was a sign saying temporary 

recreation are., in a particular place? 

That is correct, my children went down there to swim while we 

were in the process of construction. 

I wonder if I could see those plats so we could just identify 

something on those plats.  Mr. Morgan, I show you a plat that 

has been entered into evidence as Complainant's Number 4, and 

I ask you if you can tell us, tell the Court, perhaps, in this 

way if this plat shows the recreation areas^club house,et cete::a, 

that you referred to, not the temporary ones, would you just 

kind of point out? 

Right, this is a plot plan similar to the one that was in the 

sales office, this is the large recreation area — 

That I have underlined in green? 

Right, and also underlined are the words clubhouse under here, 

there's a second recreation area over here — 

And I have marked on Lot 10 here the words George Morgan. 

10 
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Right, that's the lot I bought. 

Now, where, in which direction is this temporary recreation 

area? 

Approximately north, it's at the end of this street that con- 

tinues in that direction. 

Is it generally in the direction I have under the area where 

I've written temporary or temp. rec. area? 

Yes, it is, in that direction. 

O. K., and in that direction that's part of Turnbull Estates 

Number 1 up there, is that correct? 

It passes through Turnbull Estates Number 1 and Turnbull Estates 

ends approximately the end of the road and then the temporary 

recreation area is between the end of the road and the water. 

COURT:  What?  I didn't quite get the question. 

What did you ask him,if it what? 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor, this plat shows 

Turnbull Estates Number 2, and I'm asking 

him if the temporary recreational area is 

in the area covered by Turnbull Estates 

Number 1. 

COURT:  Well, is it in the recorded plat on Sec- 

tion 1? 

MR. MAY:  No, Your Honor, we're not alleging that, 

it's — my next question is does he know 

who owns the propeisy,do Mr. and Mrs. Kenney 

own the property, it's not set out in — 

COURT: No, but in the area of — it's ambiguous 

does it mean it's in the plat or it's out of 
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the plat, that's what I want to — 

MR. MAY:  Oh, very well, Your Honor, that's what 

COURT:  YOU say it's in the area of something, I 

don't know whether you mean it's in the area 

of the plat or it's in the area of the area, 

so just straighten that out, that's what I | 

MR. MAY:  Very well. Your Honor, 

is the temporary recreational area within the boundaries of 

the plat which covers Section 1 of Turnbull Estates? 

No, it is not, it is adjacent to it. 

Do you know who owns that land that is listed as - or you 

were told the temporary recreational area? 

Yes, it's owned by Mr. and Mrs. Kenney. 

And Mr. Morgan, would you have bought your lot had you known 

that you had no 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

COURT:  I don't think his state of mind would be 

a question.  It's a question of whether he 

got — whether he was persuaded to buy 

something for a certain reason, and not what 

might have been in his mind.  The Court will 

sustain the objection.  I have to decide what 

he was entitled to according to what was saiji 

Then in making your decision concerning buying the lot, what, 

if any, part did the access to the recreational area and a 

beach play? 

Well, I can answer that because prior to coming to this area 

we had been searching for a lot in the Morien Reserve which is 

12 
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in Accokeek, in Charles County, and we decided not to purchase 

in that area because there was no access to a waterfront and w€ 

came to Anne Arundel County because we wanted access to water- 

front. 

Is your lot on the water? 

No, it is not. 

And what, if any, part did the access to a temporary recrea- 

tional area pending the development of a permanent recreational 

area play in your decision to buy a lot? 

That was a tantamount feature for this community that I — or 

the paramount feature for this community that made me buy that 

lot. 

Would you ~ had that feature, in other words, the temporary 

area being available immediately, would you have bought the lot. 

had that not been available? 

No, I would not have. 

Now, Mr. Morgan, did you -  let's get one little thing out o^ 

the way right away, did you — the covenants that have been 

admitted into evidence call for a — I suppose we can call 

them say covenant fees, when you settled on your lot in 1965 

did you pay any covenant fee? 

I paid a portion of it for the remainder of 1965. 

Did you pay in 1966? 

I did. 

Did you pay in 1967? 

COURT:  Pay for what, now, what is this? 

MR. MAY:  Pay the covenant fee, the eighteen dollars 

to the Turnbill Homes Association, Inc.? 

my 
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I  did. B00 

Did you pay  in '67? 

Yes. 

Did you pay  in '68? 

Yes. 

Now, have you paid anytime since that time? 

No, I have not. 

Why not? 

Well, those fees were supposed to be for association dues and 

in 1968 they refused to have an association meeting and there 

has not been one since '68 so it did not appear that there was 

any longer an association and I have not paid any dues. 

Have you been sent a bill? 

I was sent a bill on — handed a bill on December 10th of 

this year but not prior to that time. 

Then _. December 10th of this year, you mean two years ago 

two days ago? 

Well, no, I'm sorry, December 3rd of this year. 

Oh, I see, a couple of weeks ago. 

About a week ago. 

But no one has made a demand on you for this money since that 

time? 

No. 

Now, let's go back to when you built your house, as I under- 

stand it, you contracted to build your own house, is that cor- 

rect? 

That's correct. 

Did you seek a bid for building a house from Mr, Kenney? 

14 
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COURT:  What? 

MR. MAY:  A bid for building the house from Mr. 

Kenney. 

We prepared a general description of the type of house we 

wanted and submitted that to Mr. Kenney and other builders in 

the area for estimates on construction of that house. 

And what happened? 

When we got the estimates in some of the estimates were a little 

more than we wanted, Mr. Kenney's estimate was much higher than 

we wanted to pay, and as a result, I informed them that they 

did not win the bid and that we were going to go to other 

measures to build our house. 

And then what occurred? 

Well, in accordance with the covenants along the way we sub- 

mitted the plans, et cetera, for the house to seek approval 

for construction and I received a letter from Mr. Kenney that 

said that the house as we showed the plans did not satisfy the| 

levels for architectural design that they had, but they would 

not object to construction based on that point.  But there was 

no approval to begin construction in that letter. 

What did you do? 

I wrote a letter back to Mr. Kenney expressing shock about this 

- any weakness in the plans whatsover and asking him to pro- 

vide me with specifics en anything further he fteeded and sug- 

gested he may be acting a little arbitrary and stating that if 

he didn't give me the approval that I would have to go ahead 

and build the house anyway. 
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Did you ultimately receive the approval? 

Yes, shortly after that we received a written approval from Mr^. 

Kenney to start construction on our house. 

How much did you pay, or what was the cost of your house? 

Construction costs were somewhere in the range of thirty-one 

or thirty-two thousand, I don't know exactly. 

How much did you pay for the lot? 

The lot cost was five thousand dollars. 

And this was when, in 1966 about  — when? 

We started construction in September or October of '66. 

Now, you moved in in January of '67, is that correct? 

That is correct. 

And at that time in '67 were the recreational facilities, the 

beach and that sort of thing made available? 

Yes, they were made available from the time we purchased the 

lot, effectively until this spring of 1972. 

So that as far as you were concerned, as I understand it, everv 

thing that was promised you as far as recreation area was ther^ 

until the spring of 1972? 

That is correct. 

And you had no complaints during that period of time? 

No, we  — no real complaints. 

I'm sure you had a lot of little ones, but as referred to the 

recreational area. 

No. 

Now, up until the spring of 1972 what, if any, work did you 

do in this temporary recreational area and more importantly, 

what, if any, work, meaning with relation to improvements, did 

16 
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you observe or you know of others doing? 

In the spring of 1967 Mr. Kenney called an association meeting* 

or a meeting of the residents for the purpose of handing out a 

memorandum concerning the use of the temporary 

You don't mind if I may interrupt, I'd like you to tell  — ncft 

go into that right now, we'll get to that next, but I'd just 

like you to say if the citizens participated in the improve- 

ment of this temporary recreational area, and if so, what did 

they do, specifically as to that? 

0. K., alright  — 

MR. WIEDEMEYER:  Objection, it looks to rae like 

they're putting the cart before the horse, 

he asked him first about  --  the witness 

started to testify about the proceeding 

thing, the memorandum, the 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor, I'll get to that next, 

but I have a reason for wanting to do it 

this way, I just wanted to — 

COURT:  He may say what he saw done there, I mean 

that wouldn't  — 

MR. MAY:  That's all I'm asking him — 

COURT:  He may say what he saw done there. 

Was the property improved by the citizens, and if so, what did 

the citizens do, briefly?  I merely want to establish that 

fact. 

Alright, the citizens went down one weekend and cleaned up the 

area, constructed picnic-type facilities out of things like 

electric cable spindles 
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COURT:  Electric cable 

word. 

I didn't get the la^t 

Spindles. 

COURT:  Spindles? 

Yeah, like a spindle for a big electric cable. 

COURT:  I see, like insulators, or something, 

that you wrap the wires around? 

Yeah, you wrap  --  huge cables wrap around.  And cleaned up 

the area, cleaned glass out of the beach area, distributed 

seaweed killer out there to kill seaweed around the beach and 

three or four of the men spent the entire weekend with my 

truck hauling sand down there to establish a sandy beach. 

And this was on Mr. Kenney's property? 

Yes, it was. 

What was referred to as a temporary recreational area? 

Yes, it was. 

Now, speaking generally, descending from the time you moved 

there, January, 1967, until the spring of 1972, was this area 

kept by the citizens as a recreational area? 

Yes.  We had use of it.  There was a little bit of routine 

maintenance that was done any time anybody was down there, 

like Picking up trash and things like that, and for a long 

period of tim^e had trash cans available the residents even 

went down and carried the trash cans off of the property up 

to the place where the trash delivery would pick it up. 

Who provided the trash cans? 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney provided the trash cans. 

Did Mr. and Mrs. Kenney or Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., 
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provide any money for the upkeep of this beach? 

Money was provided on the original weekend of work somewhere 

on the order of twenty or thirty dollars to buy seaweed killer 

I don't know exactly where those funds came from, but Mr. and 

Mrs. Kenney made them available. 

To your knowledge, were any other funds expended for the upkeet 

of the beach by the Kenney's or the Turnbull Homes Association 

Inc.? 

Not to my knowledge. 

Did you observe anything that appeared like it cost money and 

you don't know who did it? 

Well, the only other thing that took place was another weekend 

a few of us got together and constructed a float, a beach floa : 

out there, but I seem to remember that we just used spare 

building materials and drums that just seemed to appear, I don 

know exactly where they came from. 

What kind of drums? 

Fifty-five gallon drums. 

Now drawing your attention once again back to the time that 

you first moved in there, would you tell the Court the date 

upon which you first attended the community association meet- 

ings? 

The first association meeting I attended was in December, 1966 

That was actually before you moved in your house? 

One month before, yes. 

MR. MAY:  I wonder if I might have those two agendks 

I think were the last two exhibits? 

Mr. Morgan, I show you a document that's admitted into evident 

't 
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as Plaintiff's Number 6 and it says agenda on top, and it is 

dated December 13, 1966, and you glanced at this before we 

came over here today, didn't you? 

Yes. 

Using that to refresh your recollection, would you state gener- 

ally if that agenda represents pretty much what you recall 

happening at that meeting? 

Yes, the meeting was essentially as shown here on this agenda 

COURT:  What exhibit is this? 

MR. MAY:  Number 6. 

I would like you to comment on Number 2 where it says 'Bylaws 

- Turnbill Homes, Incorporated, next meeting of Turnbull Homes 

Association'.  What, if anything, do you recall being said at 

that meeting concerning the bylaws? 

Mr. Kenney announced that the bylaws were not yet ready and 

they would be available at the next meeting. 

Was anything else said? 

About the bylaws? 

Yes. 

No. 

Now, was anything said at that meeting about election of offi- 

cers, do you recall anything about that? 

Mr. Kenney started the meeting and he said that he had a slate 

of officers that he would like to appoint and he then announcejl 

who the officers were and gave the reasons for those appoint- 

ments and asked for objections. 

COURT:  You say he did announce? 

Yes. 
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Now, did anybody make any objections? 

No one made any objections to his selection. 

So there weren't any problems at that time?  Is that correct? 

That is correct. 

You hadn't even moved into your house at that time? 

That is correct. 

What is the next meeting that you attended? 

The next meeting I attended was in May of '67. 

Now, I show you a document and it's marked 'copy', and dated 

Monday eve, May 7, 1967, and I ask you --  first of all, you 

looked at that before we came here today? 

Yes. 

COURT:  Which exhibit is that? 

MR. MAY:  That's Number 7, Your Honor. 

And you've looked at that, using that to refresh your recol- 

lection, I wonder if you would first of all tell us if that's 

pretty much the way that meeting went? 

Yes, essentially that way, yes. 

What, if anything, was said or what happened concerning the 

bylaws at that meeting? 

This was the first time I ever saw the bylaws, they were dis- 

tributed at that meeting, and I read them and called attention 

to the fact of the unequal voting distribution in the bylaws 

and made a motion that we amend the bylaws to equalize the 

voting. 

What happened to that motion? 

Mr. Kenney as president said 'we will not discuss that subject 

any further'. 
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Was there any further discussion? 

Not of that subject. 

Now, either during that meeting or -  let's say after that 

meeting was there discussion, did you discuss the fact that the 

bylaws seemed to give all the votes to one person with anyone 

or did you just accept the proposition that it wasn't going to 

be discussed? 

Well, no, I discussed it with one or two of my neighbors sayinc 

that — uh -  I was going to attempt to get those bylaws 

modified at every meeting I went to because it just wasn't rigljt 

to have those voting privileges that way, and some day there 

may be a conflict and so/between the association and the de- 

velopers and I thought it was necessary that we equalize the 

voting so that the association would be representative of the 

home owners. 

Now, drawing your attention to the 1967 meeting again, the one 

which we just talked about, what, if anything, occurred at that 

meeting concerning the recreational area? 

There was a memorandum of understanding passed out to the resi- 

dents at that meeting which set forth an agreement under which 
to use 

the residents would continue/the temporary, recreation area 

until the permanent recreation area could be established. Theije 

was one sentence in there that I raised a question about at 

this meeting. 

What was that sentence? 

That sentence said that privileges could be revoked at any time. 

Why did you raise a question about that? 

Because it was too vague, I didn't understand under what con- 

ditions that might happen and we subsequently had a committee 
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appointed to establish rules and regulations for the use of the 

temporary area. 

I show you a document marked as Exhibit Number 8 and I move for 

its admission right now, I understand that Mr. Weidemeyer doesil't 

object.  Marked as Plaintiffs Exhibit Number 8 and ask you if 

this is the memorandum that was passed out by Mr. Kenney at th<| 

1967 meeting? 

That is. 

(MEMORANDUM FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 8) 

Would you please read the part of this memorandum that you ob- 

jected to at that meeting? 

There's a sentence in here that says 'This privilege applies 

to lot owners only/is non-transferrable and is revokable at 

any time.'  I objected to the 'is revokable at any time'. 

And what was the result of your objection? 

A committee was formed, a committee met and established rules 

and regulations for use of the beach and we then got together 

with the executive committee of the association and we all 

signed it and it was subsequently distributed as the rules and 

regulations for the use of the beach. 

Now, in order that this is perfectly clear, this memorandum 

of agreement, did you sign that? 

Yes, I signed it. 

Did you sign it after these regulations were promulgated? 

I can't recall whether I signed it before or after the regu- 

lations but it was after there was an agreement to have a com- 

mittee to establish regulations. 
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Was it your understanding that the regulations that resulted 

from the committee meeting would be a further explanation of 

the agreement that you had — you know, that Mr. Kenney had 

given you? 

Yes, as a matter of fact, I was on the committee and one of 

the regulations  —  or one of the statements in the regu- 

lations says that privileges will be revoked only because of 

violation of those rules. 

MR. MAY:  I move for admission of the documents 

marked presently as Exhibit Number 9. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No objection. 

(DOCUMENTS FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 9) 

Mr. Morgan, I show you the document marked as Exhibit Number 9 

and there's a lot of scrawling on that, I assume that doesn't 

have anything to do with that, some child got hold of it? 

Yes, I believe my child got hold of it. 

And is this  — are these the rules and regulations that the 

committee made subsequent to the meeting in 1967? 

They are. 

Do you recognize the signature of Tomas T. Kenney and Margaret 

B. Kenney on the right? 

I do. 

And is your signature on this? 

It is on the left at the bottom. 

Oh, I see, you can hardly read it, it looks like a straight 

line? 

Yes. 
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Now, what was your understanding after this memorandum of agree- 

ment and after these rules and regulations, was that the tem- 

porary recreational area could be used as the restrictions and 

rules and regulations were obeyed?  Is that correct? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's clearly stated in the 

MR. MAY:  He's sustained the objection, there's 

no need to argue about it. 

COURT:  I might say that you were testifying for 

him. 

MR. MAY:  Well, frankly. Your Honor, I'm going 

to ask him in a different way and I think 

it's alright to do that and I 

COURT:  Well, you'll have to ask him without 

suggesting what his answer might be. 

What was your understanding after - as in relation to your 

right to use the temporary recreational area 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

COURT:  Sustained.  You can't go into what his con- 

struction was, you've got to tell me what 

the facts are and I have to assume whether 

he construed it properly or not.  A lot of 

people make mistakes on what they construe 

But not his understanding.  So he's intro- 

duced what he has and shown me what he might 

have arrived at in understanding, but we car 

abide by each individual's understanding 

•t 
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because I assume that he and Mr. Kenney are 

different at this point, so if we're going 

to assume the understandings are correct we'^t 

going to get two different versions. I thinl: 

you'd better stick to the facts. 

O. K., now, was there a meeting in — what was the next 

meeting that was held? 

There was never really another meeting held.  In 1968 on the 

day stated in the bylaws that there would be a meeting — 

COURT:  Bylaws — on the July date? 

On the second Monday in July, '68, all of the residents of the 

community went to Mr. and Mrs. Kenney's house and said that 

they were there for the annual meeting, there had not been one 

called prior in that year. 

And what occurred? 

Well, as soon as we got there Mr. Kenney said that he had not 

called the meeting and he would not have a meeting and there 

would be no meeting, and after that statement was made there 

was an altercation between Mr. Kenney and one of the residents 

with whom he had been having some kind of personal problems, 

I guess. 

Did that —  is that resident still living in the community? 

That resident does not live there now, no. 

And did that altercation, to your knowledge, have anything to 

do with the community association wanting a meeting? 

No, I don't believe that altercation had anything to do with 

the meeting itself, but it sure put a damper on the residents 

wanting a meeting after that point.  On that day. 

JO 

26 



i IU» 

116 

117 

A 

118 

119 

A 

120 

A 

121 

A 

122 

A 

BOOK 199 M 64 
And has there been — have you attended a meeting since that 

time?  Not counting this month. 

Since that time I have not been notified of any meeting other 

than this month. 

Now, between 1968 in the summer and the spring of 1972, or 

let's say late 1971, did you still have the use of the com- 

munity recreational area? 

Yes, we did. 

Did the community keep the recreational area clean, do you 

know, pick up trash and that sort of thing? 

I would think relatively so, I don't know of any serious thing 

that happened down there. 

Were there any serious problems, were any problems brought to 

your attention or were they brought to other citizens' atten- 

tion, to your knowledge? 

Not — 

Pertaining to the recreational area? 

There may have been one or two cases where Mrs. Kenney may 

have told me or something, that my kids had allowed their dog 

to follow them down there and don't let him down there again, 

and we would do what we had to to try to prevent that from 

happening, but it's just minor stuff like that.  I don't know 

what problems may have occurred with others. 

Did you receive anything in writing concerning any problems 

with the use of the beach? 

No. 

To your knowledge, did anybody else? 

No. 
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Generally speaking, could you say that things were just going 

along nicely, there weren't any serious problems in relation 

to the beach? 

I don't think there was anything serious there.  There seemed 

to be always minor things. 

Generally, in the community, accounting from '68, when this 

last meeting almost was held, until the  - you know, until 

about a year ago, were there any problems that the community 

as a whole had with Mr. Kenney? 

I don't think there was anything serious that the community 

as a whole got involved in. 

Were there some problems that you knew of? 

There were some minor things, I know that a group of the 

residents wanted to provide an easement to the County for 

COURT: What? 

To provide an easement to the County for storm swale and I 

understand that Mr. and Mrs. Kenney did not make an easement 

available on their property so that was killed, and — but 

again, that was more or less individuals and groups of indi- 

viduals and not the whole community. 

And you know of no dispute between the community as a whole 

and the Kenneys during that period of time? 

No. 

And during that period of time the beach was kept up, was any 

more sand hauled in or did you need any more sand? 

After that first year the only further maintenance that was 

done that I know of was cleaning the glass out every year, in 

the spring. 
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Every year was this done with a group of people? 

Small groups, maybe two or three would go down in the spring 

and try to clean up glass. 

It was an informal manner? 

Yes. 

No planned work on the beach? 

No. 

Now, what occurred in the fall of 1971 in relation to the 

community's relationship with Mr. and Mrs. Kenney? 

On a Saturday morning, I believe it was in November of '71, I 

received a phone call from Mrs. Kenney who said 'we'd like you 

to come down to our house and talk about the marina'. 

Now, let's talk about the marina for just a moment.  Is the 

marina in the same location as this temporary recreational 

area? 

Well, at that time of the call I didn't know what was going on 

because I'd never heard anything about a marina prior to that 

time, so I — 

Well, I don't mean a marina, what I mean a pier, was there a 

pier down there? 

^v ,q•m ai- the end of — down in the temporary There was a pier down at rne euu WJ. 

recreation area. 

Now, in this period of time when you first arrived in the com- 

munity until the fall of 1971 did the citizens of the community 

park thebr boats, or dock them, I suppose sailors say, at this 

pier at the temporary recreational area? 

Yes, some of the people left their boats there during the sunonejr 

And to your knowledge, were there any fees involved? 
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No, there was no fee involved. 

What ~ did you ever observe any activity as far as maintainiiig 

this pier? 

I personally did not see anything going on that would maintain 

the pier. 

Was this pier a part of the temporary recreational facility,to 

your knowledge? 

Yes, it was. 

Now, I understood you to say that Mrs. Kenney called and wanted 

you to come down and discuss the marina? 

Yes, those were her words, 'the marina*. 

And did you discuss it with her on the telephone at that time? 

No, I was installing a thermopane window and couldn't make it, 
to 

so I did not go/that meeting, my wife went to the meeting. 

NoW/  __  so you have no first-hand knowledge of what took places 

at that meeting? 

That is correct. 

When your wife returned did she tell you about what occurred 

at that meeting? 

Yes, she did. 

And as a result of what she told you what did you do? 

I went and talked to each and everyone of the neighbors and 

residents of the neighborhood and suggested that a commercial 

marina down there might not be in our interests and I tried to 

line up signatures for a petition to be filed with the County 

Commissioners, in opposition to the marina. 

And how many signatures did you get? 

I believe I got thirteen families represented on that petition. 
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And what did you do with the petition? 

On the following Monday, two days later, I appeared before the 

County Council and indicated that those thirteen residents of 

the community were opposed to the marina in spite of the fact 

that the County Council apparently thought that the entire 

neighborhood was supporting that marina, and the County sub- 

sequently voted down a zoning change. 

Now, this was at a hearing on the comprehensive zoning map, is 

that correct? 

That is correct. 

And they voted to change the map in some fashion so that it was 

not a commercial marina? 

No, the proposed use of that for a commercial marina was put iii 

as an amendment to the comprehensive zoning map. 

Do you know who put it in as an amendment? 

I can only give you hearsay. Councilman Collison told me that 

it was an administration amendment. 

And did Councilman Collison give you any indication as to why 

this was put in? 

Not why it was put in, he told —  again this was a telephone 

conversation, he said that he was surprised that no one in the 

community was objecting to it, that he had been informed that 

the community was supporting this. 

And you obtained thirteen out of seventeen families to oppose 

the marina? 

That is correct. 

And the amendment was defeated? 

That is correct. 
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MR. MAY:  Your Honor, there is one  —  there are 

just a few questions I need to ask of some- 

one who attended this meeting in order to 

make the rest of the testimony at this point 

a little more meaningful, and I would like 

to go through with him and then come back 

at a later date so that my next questions will 

be a little more meaningful and make a little 

bit more sense, if I could ask that he be ex- 

cused without having to go through all the 

cross-examination and call another witness 

just to make a few statements. 

COURT:  Do you have any objections? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  About what meeting? 

MR. MAY:  The meeting concerning the marina. 

COURT:  In other words, you want somebody to testi- 

fy now something about the meeting before 

you ask this man any further questions? 

MR. MAY:  Do you have any objections? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I have no objections. 

MR. MAY:  Would you step down, Mr. Morgan? 
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VINCENT CHICK,   a witness  of  lawful  age, 

being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

Vincent Chick, I live at Leritz Lane, Turnbill Estates, 

Edgewater, Maryland. 

COURT:  How do you spell your last name, sir? 

C-h-i-c-k. 

Now, Mr. Chick, you have heard Mr. Morgan refer to a meeting 

which took place on a Saturday morning in 1971, he referred 

to it as a meeting called to discuss a marina, did you attend 

such a meeting? 

I did. 

And is it your recollection that it was recalled for the 

purpose of discussing the marina? 

Yes, it was. 

And could you tell the Court what took place at that meeting? 

Well, when we entered into the room which they had the meeting 

there was a gentleman there I didn't recognize and later on 

he introduced him as some sort of a military gentleman that 

was proposing and showing us what this marina would look like 

and to ask for our support in this marina, and sometime during 

the meeting I brought up the question would I be allowed to 

put my boat 

Now, let me stop you right there.  How long had you lived at 

Turnbull Estates? 

I had lived there seven years. 

O, K,, what date did you move in? 
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During that perbd of time did you always have a boat? 

Except for one  —  I think it was one season, yes, sir. 

And did you park your boat or dock your boat at a dock that 

was near or at the temporary recreation area? 

It was at the temporary recreation area with a designated area! 

by numbers. 

COURT:  What? 

It had numbers on the area where you were supposed to dock. 

You had a place assigned to you? 

I did. 

Did you pay a fee? 

For docking? 

Yes. 

No. 

You say you paid no fee up until 1971 for docking? 

I never did pay a docking fee. 

Did you pay your covenant fee? 

I did. 

And you've paid it every year you've been there up to this yea^? 

I have. 

Now, would you go on and tell us a little bit more about what 

you were told when you asked if you'd be able to dock your boat 

there? 

Well, he went on stating that my little fifteen-foot runabout 

wasn't big enough for this marina and I would have to get a 

larger boat or pay the price they were a«king for this marina 

About how much was that? 
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In the area between three and four hundred dollars. 

Per year? 

Per year. 

For dockage? 

Yes, sir. 
COURT:  You'd have to pay the same as a larger 

boat, is that it? 

No, I wouldn't be able to dock my small boat there, I would 

have to get a larger boat. 
r, ii  T,^a4-«e <-h^ three or four hundred? COURT:  Well, what s tne tnj-ee v^ 

That was for if I got a larger boat. 

COURT:  I see. 

For docking privileges. 

Now, did you indicate to the Kenneys that you supported the 

idea of a commercial marina? 

I did not. 

A„d did the other citizens there indicate that they supported 

it? 
At the time, to my knowledge, everyone was against it. 

At that meeting? 

lirj^. if any, indication did you receive as to what actior 

the Kenneys might take if you failed to support their appli- 

cation for a commercial marina? 

They said they would have to - according to law they would 

Ft I 
n 

have to not -- would not let us use the temporary recreatio 

area. 

And what did they say about the dock? 

,, 

35 



,5 U-t, 

A 

39 

A 

40 

A 

41 

42 

A 

43 

A 

44 

A 

*5 

BCOX ISO PME 73 
Or the docking facilities. 

And did they say anything eise about what their actions might 

be if you didn't support them? 

I don't remember anything. 

And did this cause you concern? 

It did. 
MR. MAY:  I have no further questions, I merely 

wanted to establish those matters so that I 

could go back to Mr. Morgan. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

v ,•  — are vou going to bring him back, Mr. I do want to ask one  —  are you y^ ^ 

May? 
MR. MAY:  Well, I'm going to examine him again, 

I don't know - any way you want to handle 

it. 

COURT:  You may cross him for this part of the  - 

It was made clear to you at this meeting that you would no 

longer get free dockage as you had but if the marina went uP  ^ 

you'd have to pay the normal rates, three to four hundred 

dollars a year? 

He didn't say anything about free dockage. 

well, I say you found out then that you would lose your free 

dockage and if the marina went up you'd have to pay the con- 

ventional fees? 

No, sir. 

Huh? 

No, sir.  He stated that — 

COURT:  Excuse me, didn't he say that if you got 4 
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where was the marina to go up in relation to 

the free dockage? 

Right in that same area. 

COURT:  Well, now, if they told you if it went up 

that you'd have to put a — get a larger 

boat? 

Right. 

COURT;  Or if not, that he would have to deprive 

you of the use of the dockage you already ha4, 

wouldn't that mean that he told you you 

weren't to dock there anymore, you were goin<f 

to lose your free dockage? 

That's right, but I could of had it if I paid the fee and got 

a larger boat. 

COURT:  Well, that isn't the question Mr. Weidemey^r 

is asking.  In other words, you could not 

have parked your same boat that you had, the 

small boat, and even if the marina didn't go 

up you were told that you couldn't continue 

to park your boat there, is that what you 

had in mind, Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That's right. 

Now, all the others, it was made clear to all th^other people 

too, that they would no longer have free dockage/if the marina 

up they'd have to pay the man who was leasing it or proposed 

to lease the place to put up a marina they'd have to pay him, 

you knew that, didn't you? 

Yes. 

JCK: 
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And they knew that they would lose free use of this temporary 

recarea,   too,   didn't  they? 

Not to my knowledge, as far as 

Well, if there were going to be a marina there where you'd had 

a temporary recreation area and where you had free dockage of 

the boat and it was to be taken over by a marina, the natural 

assumption is that you'd lose the free use of it, isn't it? 

That's correct. 

And so you knew about the memorandum agreement under which the 

people were allowed to use this temporary area, then? 

That's right. 

And you knew that in that one of the provisions that the use 

would be contingent upon full compliance with the provisions 

of protective covenant and bylaws of Turnbull Homes Estates, 

or Homes Association, and such other regulations as may be 

promulgated, now, if the covenant provides for payment of annual 

fees and any number of the people using that were in violation 

of that, that would be a ground for the Kenneys terminating 

the use, would it not? 

MR. MAY:  I'm going to object. Your Honor. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain that, I think that's 

a matter of legal argument as to what they 

would do. 

Now, you also knew that there was a provision in the memo- 

randum agreement that this privilege applies to the lot owners 

only, and is not transferrable and is revokable at any time? 

MR. MAY:  I'm going to object again. Your Honor, 

and I'm going to ask that cross-examination 
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be limited.  I only called him out of order 

in order to establish that they were told at 

this point in time that they either were or 

they might lose this recreational area. 

COURT:  Well, that's what he's talking about, thoucjh, 

le's talking about the fact that he knew he 

was losing it, that's the only difference, 

that's what Mr. Weidemeyer is getting to. 

MR. MAY:  He's cross-examining about his knowledge 

concerning all of this 

COURT:  No, but it's the same thing, he says I'll 

lose my area, and you brought that in ap- 

parently to show that he's losing something 

and Mr. Weidemeyer is bringing this in, and 

I assume that is to show that he is losing 

something that he had a right to expect to 

lose.  I think that's Mr. Weidemeyer's ap- 

proach, now, whether that's so or not, that's 

another matter. 

MR. MAY:  0. K. 

COURT:  But he may cross-examine him on that point. 

Alright, sir.  But when you refer to this 

you'll have to say what it is, Mr. Weidemeyej:, 

I don't know just what — 

You didn't want to use the use of the reoreation area, did yout 

What area? 

The temporary area, you didn't want to lose the use of it, 

did you? 
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No,   I didn't. 

None of the others wanted to lose it either, did they? 

To my knowledge, no, they didn't. 

They didn't want to lose free dockage at the pier, did they? 

Free dockage? 

Free dockage that they had at the pier, none of the others 

wanted to lose it, did they? 

I wouldn't think so. 

So that the best way to assure free use of the temporary area 

continued and the free dockage would be to oppose the com- 

mercial marina, wouldn't it? 

No, sir 

MR. MAY:  I object. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I have no further questions. 

COURT:  That isn't the only reason people oppose 

a commercial marina.  If so, we would^t hav€ 

so much opposition to them.  Alright, sir. 

MR. MAY:  No further questions.  I ask that he stej 

down and I'll reserve the right to call him 

again. 

COURT:  For other matters? 

MR. MAY:  Yes, well, and matters related to this. 

I just wanted to establish one thing. 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN, having been previously 

sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name for the record, please. 

George L. Morgan. 

Mr. Morgan, we were at a point where there was a meeting held 

and when you found out what occurred at the meeting you passed 

a petition that went to the County Council and this amendment 

was defeated.  What did you do either individually or as a 

group after that? 

Well, after that I again contacted all of the people involved 

in signing the petition and opposing the marina and I pointed 

out to them that certain statements had been made by the 

Kenney's and that we needed to establish a line of communi- 

cation with them, that they should never have gotten that far 

without this community knowing about it — 

You say that thing, you mean 

The marina 

—  the amendment on commercial 

The amendment to the comprehensive zoning map for a commercial 

marina. 

As I understand it, you only found out about it a few days 

before the hearing? 

Two days.  Two days. And that I thought it would be in the 

interest of the community as a whole to get together and try 

to seek meetings with the Kenneys to try to discuss what's goijig 

on and what the plans are so that the community could get in- 

volved, and if necessary, as it appeared it might be necessary 

h 
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to hire an attorney for that purpose, to act as a disinterested 

party. 

Did you want to hire an attorney to act as a liason at first 

because of your opposition to the conunercial zoning may have 

created some tension? 

That is correct.  Or anything else that may have been ere- 

ating tension. 

Did the withdrawal of the - or the potential or possible 

withdrawal of the right to use the temporary recreational area 

have something to do with your wanting to get something going? 

Nor that didn't bother me particularly as much as the possi- 

bility that there might be other plans for development that 

would detract from the value of that community.  The temporary 

recreation area does not bother me at all as far as my own 

personal family, I have a different money sink and I take my 

temporary recreation area with me to any place I want to go. 

So you then called a meeting and you retain an attorney to 

meet you at that meeting and I was that attorney, is that 

correct? 

That is correct. 

Now, after  —  let me run through here. 

MR. MAY:  I would just mention to the Court that 

it would appear that I'm going to have to 

take the stand to give testimony, I'm not 

going to interrupt Mr. Morgan again, I'm 

going to go ahead and finish with him and 

then I'll take the stand. 

After a series of meetings between myself and Mr. Kenney, and 
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I was at the community two or three times to meet with the 

citizens, is that correct? 

I understand you had meetings with them and you were in the 

community at meetings with me. 

And I also - you know, met with groups of citizens in the 

community two or three times. 

That is correct. 

Two or three, I can't recall. 

No, I don't remember how many. 

And in approximately March or the end of February, 1972, do 

you recall that communications between myself and the Kenneys 

somewhat broke down, is that correct? 

Yes, that is correct.  It appeared that we might have a 

meeting and then there was no meeting, so it looked like our 

choice of an intermediary had not worked. 

And at that time, dating from the end of March, 1972, did you 

write a letter to Mr. Kenney? 

I did. 

And did you hand-deliver it? 

Yes, I did. 

Now, I show you a 

MR. MAY:  I'd like this marked as Number 10. 

(LETTER FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 10 FOR IDENTIFICATION) 

Now, this -  I show you a copy here and ask you if this is 

a copy of the letter that you gave to Mr. Kenney? 

It is.  It is a copy of it. 

It's dated 26 March '72? 
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And you personally handed it to him? 

I personally handed it to Mrs. Kenney and Mr. Kenney per- 

sonally handed me back a copy with his signature on it, as 

having received it. 

Now, can you read your own writing? 

I can. 

Has anyone ever complained to you about not being able to 

read this letter? 

I have never gotten any reaction about that letter at all. 

Did you hear any response from it from the Kenneys? 

None at all. 

Would you mind reading that letter into evidence? Can you 

read your own writing? 

I certainly can. 

Very well. 

I took extreme pains to print this, Your Honor, it is not 

writing.  It says:  'Dear Mr. Kenney, I'm writing this letter 

to obtain clarification on certain aspects of the status and 

activities of the Turnbull Estates Home Association, Incor- 

porated.  I have heard so many conflicting claims and counter- 

claims recently that I thought it advantageous to communicate 

with you directly in writing to resolve the situation. As you 

may recall, the last annual meeting announced to me was held 

on 10 July 1967.  I attended that meeting and was apparently 

a member of the association in good standing at that time. At 

that meeting I pointed out how easy it was to overlook the due 

date for the annual dues and suggested that written statements 
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be provided as a reminder for such payments.  You agreed to 

provide such statements in the future.  In 1968 I received a 

dues statement, although it was late, and paid the association 

dues for that year.  Apparently I was a member in good standinc 

for the calendar year 1968.  This is my last recollection o^ 

receiving a dues statement or paying such dues.  On 8 July 196{ 

I accompanied a group of association members to your residence 

for the purpose of attending the 1968 annual meeting of the 

association.  In spite of the fact that such a meeting on that 

date was required under Article 11, Section 1 of the Associaticjn 

Bylaws you refused to convene the annual meeting, refused to 

give a reason for failing to hold the meeting and refused to 

specify an alternate date for the 1968 annual meeting.  To my 

knowledge, no annual meeting was held in 1968.  In any event, 

I was not given notice of any alternate date in accordance witt 

Article 11, Section 3 of the Association Bylaws.  I also have 

been uninformed of any 1969, 1970 or 1971 annual meetings. 

Since no meeting was held in 1968 and no statement regarding 

dues was sent to me after 1968 I assumed that the association 

had been deactivated.  This belief was recently reinforced by 

information provided to me by Mr. Vincent Chick.  He has stated 

that he paid dues to the association in 1969, 1970 and 1971 

but has never been informed of an annual meeting.  Certain re- 

cent events, however, seem to present conflicting views of the 

status of the association.  During the fall of 1971 Mr. Robert 

Saul sold his house to Mr. Drew Hughes. Mr. Hughes attempted 

to pay his association dues and you refused to accept the pay- 

ment.  In January of 1972 a group of the residents of Turnbull 
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Estates engaged an attorney to attempt to arrange a meeting 

with you to discuss the association but after you seemed to 

agree with these discussions you refused to have such a meetincj. 

In March, 1972, Mrs. Agnes Stickley sold her house and was in- 

formed that a lien had been placed against her property for 

failure to pay association dues in 1969, '70 and '71.  Further, 

the family that purchased her house was required to include 

associatioryin their monthly payment through their mortgage 

institution.  Mr. Kenney, all of these apparent inconsistencies 

are very confusing to me and I would like to understand and 

learn what the actual situation is as it relates to me.  There- 

fore, it is requested that you provide me with the following 

information:  1, is there an active Turnbull Homes Association 

or Turnbull Estates Homes Association, Incorporated?  2, was 

there an annual meeting in 1968, '69, '70 or '71? Was a notice 

of such meeting provided to me in accordance with Article 11, 

Section 3 of the Bylaws? Have you sent to me a statement for 

association dues since 1968? Do I owe you any association 

dues, if so, for what years and how much? Have you placed a 

lien against my property for non-payment of dues, if so, why 

didn't you inform me that such action might be taken? Covenant 

N of the restrictiv^ovenants for the development appears to 

define elegibility for association membership and defines the 

amount to be paid as dues for such membership.  Is membership 

in the assocation mandatory or do I have freedom of choice In 

the matter? Covenant N of the restrictiv^ovenants appears 

to entitle me to membership in the association solely on the 

basis of my property ownership.  If this covenant is legally 
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binding can the association refuse to inform me of all meetings; 

of the organization? If the association is still active what 
receive 

must I do to ensure that I/full rights of membership as de- 

lineated in the association bylaws.  I would appreciate it if 

you could answer these questions at your earliest convenience. 

It is also requested that you correct any statements I made 

above if they are not true.  It is my sincere desire that any 

misleading information be clarified.  I am most anxious to hav^ 

written explanations of your position with respect to these 

apparent misunderstandings.  Sincerely,' and my signature. 

Mr. Morgan, you prepared this letter on your own, did you not? 

I did. 

This was not something that you did in conjunction with me as 

the attorney that was representing the group at that time? 

I did not inform my attorney, I didn't until after I did it. 

And you gave me a copy saying that it had already been done, 

had it not? 

That is correct. 

0. K., and did you receive any response whatsoever from that 

letter? 

None at all. 

Would it be correct to say that the purpose of that letter 

was of major concern to the community at that time was that 

you almost had a commercial marina on your hands and you didn1 

know about it until two days before this hearing, and that 

pushed you to be concerned about the assertion? 

That is correct, plus other statements that were made at this 

marina meeting. 

47 



30 

A 

31 

32 

33 

m 
BOOK   109 PAX   85 

At which,  of course,  you weren't there? 

I was  not  there. 

And you can't testify.  During this period of time that you've 

lived there, what, if anything, do you know about the expend- 

iture of Turnbull Homes Association funds? 

Well, up until Mr. Kenney's deposition I knew absolutely nothing. 

Now I know what he testified to at his deposition. 
a moment 

Let's talk for/about the meeting that has been referred to 

of just a few weeks ago, could you tell us what you know about 

that meeting? Did you receive a notice of the meeting? 

I received a notice that there would be a meeting last Tuesday, 

I believe that was —  last Monday, it was the 4th, and that 

if I were going to attend the meeting and wanted to have a 

vote that I must be — have satisfied all the convenants and 

I'd have to pay them eighty-three dollars and some odd cents. 

Attached to that notice but not in reference in the notice was 

a copy of 

COURT: What was attached to the notice, you said 

that in order to what — to attend the 
and to vote 
meeting/you'd have to do what? 

In order to vote at the meeting I could not be in violation 

of any of the covenants and I would have to pay eighty-three 

dollars in dues.  Now, attached to the notice but not referenced 

in the notice was a copy of a letter from Mr. May to Mr. Weide- 

meyer pointing out that — 

COURT:  Attached to the notice but no reference 

in the notice, what was that, in reference 

to what? 
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There was a letter included in the notice for this meeting, bun 

that — 

In the envelope? 

COURT:  Was this a notice  ~  did you have a notice 

of the meeting? 

It was included in the envelope.  There was a notice of the 

meeting but the notice did not say what the purpose of the 

meeting was. 

COURT:  Did it say whether it was annual or not? 

It did not say what the purpose was, it just said there would 

be a meeting. 

COURT:  0. K.r and then what about a letter? 

Now, in the envelope that held this notice there was a copy 

of a letter that Mr. May sent to Mr. Weidemeyer which contained 

some of the terms that the community had gotten together — or 

at least, the people involved in this action had gotten to- 

gether and stated as terms - or as subjects which could be 

negotiated to prevent this from coming to a hearing. 

Now, Mr. Morgan — 

MR. MAY:  Let's see, do you have a stapler?  I'm 

stapling two of these papers together. Your 

Honor, the statement is marked as Exhibit 

Number 11, I'd move for its admission. 

(NOTICE AND LETTER FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S 

EXHIBIT NUMBER 11 FOR IDENTIFICATION) 

Now, Mr. Morgan, I show you a letter and a copy attached and 

this letter says 'Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hughes' and it has a figurj* 

of two hundred and forty dollars and fifty-four cents - 
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signed by Thomas T. Kenney — 

COURT:  How much was it? 

Two forty fifty-four.  Now, is this the exact letter — the 

exact copy that you received except for the fact that it is 

addressed to Hughes instead of yourself and except for the fad 

that the number is different? 

Yes, I got one exactly like that except for the name and the 

amount owed. 

COURT:  For the same amount of money and all? 

No, the amount of money in my case was eighty-three dollars 

and some cents. 

MR. MAY:  I'd ask that that be put into evidence. 

(LETTER AND NOTICE ADMITTED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'^ 

EXHIBIT NUMBER 11) 

Now, did you go to this meeting? 

Yes, I did go. 

Who was there? 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney, Mr. Nick Constantine and myself were the 

only people there. 

Prior to going to that meeting did the other citizens of the 

community meet or in any fashion group together to discuss 

this meeting? 

Yes, we did. 

Did they decide not to go to the meeting? 

Yes, for various reasons.  Before we got together at the meetijig 

one of the citizens tried to call Mr. Kenney to find out what 

the purpose of this meeting was and Mr. Kenney was not avail- 

able at that time and the person who was there did not know 
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the purpose of the meeting, and that call, to my knowledge, ha 

not been returned and so the community got together to discuss 

what this meeting might be about and whether or not we should 

attend this meeting. 

And you decided in the community not to go? 

It was the decision of our group that it was an eleventh hour 

attempt to point out that there had been a meeting aad that 

nothing really that would contribute anything would occur. 

And therefore, did the group choose you as a representitive 

or a watcher or something? 

No, the group agreed that I should go as an observe^but I did 

not go to represent them. 

And what occurred at the meeting? 

Nothing occurred, the meeting was never called to order becausej 

there was no quorum.  I did have discussions with Mr. Kenney 

at the meeting, at the session. 

And what did Mr. Kenney say that the purpose of the meeting wa^? 

He said that he wanted to discuss some wetlands decisions and 

what the community might be able to do to oppose those de- 

cisions, and I tried to discuss some of the things that were 

affecting the community and he said that he thought that the 

best thing for the community would be that we set up our own 

organization and they would stay out of it and we could do our 

thing and they'd do their thing and that he was not willing to 

discuss any of those four points that are in that letter. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Now, you say that when you go^our notice of the meeting there 
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was this letter attached from Mr. May to me, a copy of it? 

Couldn't the people that you were dealing with, couldn't they 

understand that that would be probably on the agenda of the 
# 

meeting? 

MR. MAY:  Object as to understand and probably. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection if 

that was in there, if it was in there for 

whatever purpose it served. 

Now, according to your testimony there had been various dis- 

turbances from time to time and I think you admitted on direct 

examination that you had more or less been the grand insti- 

gator of a lot of the things 

MR. MAY:  I would object. Your Honor. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

— opposing the zoning and things like that, is that right? 

MR. MAY:  If Your Honor please, I don't like to 

.object but — 

COURT:  I don't see that it makes any difference, 

I mean that it's according to the legal 

rights that a person can be very mild or a 

person can be very agressive, and it doesn't 

interfere with the rights except sometimes 

when they get agressive they might cut out 

some papers, but I might say as far as who 

is agressive or who isn't I don't think that 

has anything to do vith the legal rights of 

a person, a person can be either passive or 

agressive as to his rights. 
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Now, in 1968, I think you testified, and also said in your 

letter to Mr. Kenney under date of March 26, 1972,'on July 8, 

1968, I accompanied a group of association members to your 

residence for the purpose of attending the 1968 meeting of 

the association.'  Now, who was with you at that time? 

As I recall, Mr. and Mrs. Chick, my wife,  — 

Chicks? 

Mrs. Morgan, Mrs. Stickley, Mrs. McCubbin, Mr. and Mrs. Hahn. 

Hodges? 

Hahn. 

COURT:  H-a-h-n? 

H-a-h-n.  I have to do this in my own order, if you don't mind 

because  —  uh 

COURT:  You have to do what, sir? 

I have to name names in my own order because it's been a time, 

Mr. and Mrs. Higdon, Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard. 

COURT:  Mr. and Mrs. Higdon and who was the other 

one? 

Hubbard, H-u-b-b-a-r-d, and I believe Mrs. Stickler. 

COURT:  I thought you mentioned Stickley. 

Stickler, there was a Mrs. Stickley and a Mr. and Mrs. Stickle^ 

COURT:  Oh, they're two people. 

Right.  And there may have been others, but I don't remember 

exactly. 

Well, now, who got this group together? 

I don't recall who got it together, we had had informal dis- 

cussions about the fact that there was a meeting coming up and 

we seemed to arrive together. 
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And did you tell Mr.lS Kenney"that you wanted to have a meeting 

of the association? 

I did not personally. 

Who did? 

I don't know. 

Did one of them tell him you wanted to have a meeting of the 

association? 

I do not know that. 

Well, you said there was an altercation there with someone, 

who got into an altercation and struck Mr. Kenney? 

Mr. Kenney was involved in an altercation and Mr. Hubbard. 

Did Mr. Hubbard strike Mr. Kenney? 

Yes, he did. 

Now, you hadn't sent out any notice of this meeting, had you? 

I myself had not> no, it was called for in the bylaws. 

Well, you just —  no notice had been sent out, written notic4» 

to the Kenneys are anyone else prior to going to the Kenney's 

door, is that right? 

I don't know that, I did not send out a notice. 

Uh - huh — 

I also did not receive one, I'll volunteer that. 

Now, this roughly represented one, two, three, four — six, 

seven, seven out of seventeen, if they were going to have a 

meeting demanding holding an association meeting, what did you 

assume was going to happen with the other people, the other teij? 

Are you asking me? 

Yes, what was 

At that time there were not seventeen, Mr. Weidemeyer. 
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The ones who were not represented at that meeting that lived 

in that community at that were Mr. and Mrs. Gill and Mr. and 

Mrs.  — or Mr. Bob Sauls, the rest of the community was thera. 

What was going to happen to their representation at the meeting? 

Well, I don't know that.  There would have been a quorum there 

You didn't just expect to walk in cold on Mr. Kenney and walk 

in his house and hold a meeting, did you, just off the bat? 

Well, I was led to believe by the bylaws that that was the dat€ 

and time for a meeting and that's where we'd had all the other 

Were you led to believe by the bylaws that you could expect to 

walk into a man's home and say we've come, we're coming into 

your house to have a meeting? 

That's where we'd had all the - other two meetings, so I - 

So you thought that was perfectly alright? 

MR. MAY:  I think he's answered that. 

COURT:  The Court will sus-  —  do you object? 

MR. MAY:  I object. 

COURT:  Alright, the Court will sustain the objectijon 

as to the — it was either right or wrong. 

Well, I ask you again, now, did you assume just because it 

was written in the bylaws that the meeting was to be held on 

that date, that without any notice being sent out, without any 

warning to the Kenneys, without having all the people there 

and all of them notified, that you could just walk with a crowc 

of people and demand  - it was on a Sunday night, wasn't itl 

MR. MAY:  Objection, I'm going to 

COURT:  Look, let's get a question — a question 

in here. 
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Did you assume that you could just walk right in and demand 

that you go into their house and have a meeting? 

MR. MAY:  I object to the characterization of 

demand. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection as to 

the characterization.  If you want to ask hin 

whether, under those circumstances, if he 

testified to either that or you would have tc 

enumerate all the circumstances, so it woulc 

be one or the other, but not characterize 

it. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I asked  — 

COURT:  You can say he demanded a meeting, in fact, 

you asked him whether anybody asked Mr. Kenmy 

if he wanted to call a meeting and I don't 

think he answered the question, but there's 

no testimony as to demanding a meeting. 

They just went there for that and it's up to 

me to decide what they demanded or not. 

As I understood you, a group went there to have a meeting that 

night — 

Would you like me to tell you what happened, maybe that'll be 

easier for you. On that evening that group that I mentioned 

went to Mr. Kenney's door and knocked on the door and when he 

came out we said 'Mr. Kenney, we're here for the annual meet- 

ing. Today's the day in the bylaws.' We did not demand that 

we be allowed to go in his house. 

What did he say? 
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He said that he had not called a meeting and that there would 

be no meeting, and that was all that was said. 

And then he and Mr. Hubbard got into an altercation? 

Right after that point. 

Was Mr. Hubbard drinking at that time? 

Not to my knowledge, I don't know for sure. 

What did Mr. Hubbard do? 

As I recall, Mr. Hubbard struck Mr. Kenney on the side of the 

face. 

And there was no meeting? 

There was no meeting. 

Now, you mentioned this memorandum of agreement which you put 

into evidence on the date of April 18, 1967  -- 

That date does not sound right? 

Huh? 

That date does not sound right. 

At the 1967 meeting, wasn't it? The memorandum of agreement? 

COURT:  Let's refer —  look, I'm not going to 

struggle to try to connect up exhibits with 

testimony, you're going to have to do that 

while you go along and pick out what exhibits; 

you're talking about, and not just to say 

this and later on I'm supposed to find out 

what you're referring to.  You'll have to 

refer to exhibits as we go along. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't know what the exhibit 

number is but 

COURT:  Well, I don't know either, you'll have to 

mi 
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refer to exhibits whenever you refer to 

paper, I can't assume the responsibility 

of trying to pick out the paper that some- 

body may have had in mind. 

I remember a memorandum of agreement dated in May. 

COURT:  Well, wait a minute, did we get the exhibit 

number, and then we can see it. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'm talking about Exhibit Number i 

which is - uh - Plaintiffs Exhibit 

Number 8, memorandum agreement dated May 1, 

1967, 

That agreement on the use of the temporary rec. area preceded 

the regulations which were subsequently drawn pursuant to this, 

is that right? 

That is correct. 

COURT:  Pursuant to regulations? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Preceded the regulations which 

were drawn up pursuant to this agreement. 

COURT:  I see. 

And Exhibit -  Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 10 which you've 

introduced are those regulations which you drew up for and 

with which the Kenneys agreed on regulations for just the use 

of it? 

That is correct. 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, wait a minute, I object. 

COURT:  Regulations for what it is, it speaks for 

itself. 

MR. MAY:  Excuse me. Your Honor, this is very im- 

portant, that characterization, he did not 
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characterize it in that way at any time. 

There's been testimony that 

COURT:  No, I say doesn't it speak for itself as 

to what it is?  If that's in evidence it'll 

have to say what it's for on its own face, 

if it does, because that is the exhibit and 

you're asking what the exhibit means, aren't 

you, or what? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, I mean what's on the top of 

the exhibit,'the following are the operating 

regulations currently in effect for the rec- 

reation area at the foot of Leritz Lane and 

Turnbull Estates, Anne Arundel County, Edge- 

water, Maryland, and will be enforced."  This; 

is just the regulations, which under Plain- 

tiff's Exhibit 8  — 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, now, I'm going to object 

to argument now, Your Honor, this is obviously 

an important point but I don't know, is this 

a question? 

COURT:  Well, what do you wish to ask him, now? 

That is the instrument? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I asked him first if Exhibi" 

Number 8 preceded the regulation. 

COURT:  That's right. 

Yes, it preceded it. 

And did you know that the memorandum of agreement did provide 

that quote this privilege applies to lot owners only and is 

* 
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nontransferrable  and is  revocable  at any  time'? 

I certainly did know that, that's why I suggested that we have 

regulations. 

Did you know that the use would be contingent upon full corn- 
protective 

pliance with provisions of/covenants and bylaws? 

Yes, I knew that. 

COURT:  Now, what's all this in, is this in Number 

or 10? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  This is in Exhibit Number 8. 

And you do know that Exhibit Number 8 provided that all lia- 

bility for any acts performed by the lot owners or their guests 

will be the sole responsibility of said lot owners? 

Yes, I understood when I signed it that I was signing a waiver 

of liability. 

Now, not withstanding your knowledge of those provisions, do 

you say that you are back in your covenant fees? 

I said that I had not paid association due%6ince 1968 because 

there had been no meetings since 1968 and I thought that the 

association was inactive. 

And then you say that you are the one — after your wife 

attended the meeting about the marina you were the one who 

got thirteen in opposition to it? 

That is correct, I did that. 

And you were the one who engaged a counsel? 

! __ no, I did not, as a matter of fact, it was someone else 

who made the original contact on counsel. 

Do you recall if there was anything in your covenantF against 

having trailers on your lots? 
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There is nothing in the covenants against having trailers on my 

lot. 

Well, do you think having a trailer parked in front of your 

house or in the front of the garage part of the house consti- 

tutes a use of your property in keeping with the rest of the 

neighborhood? 

MR. MAY:  Objection to what he thinks. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

It is there, isn't it? 

I have a camper unit, camper-trailer on my driveway.  It has to 

be kept on the driveway so I can tow/in and out of there and go 

camping, at least during the camping season, which for our family 

runs from March through my Christmas vacation in December. 

COURT:  What? 

My Christmas vacation in December. 

COURT:  What runs? 

Our camping season, our family camping season. 

COURT:  Well, how many months a year is it? 

Roughly nine. 

During the months when you're not doing camping where do you 

keep your camper? 

MR. MAY:  I'll object, it's not proper cross-exami- 

nation. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

Now, how many groups have you formed in Turnbull Estates other 

than Turnbull Homes Association, Incorporated? 

MR. MAY:  Objection, there's no testimony that he's 

formed any. 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think he testified that he had  -- 

MR. MAY:  You said how many other groups. 

COURT:  I don't know what forming a group means, I i 

really don't.  I mean does that mean something 

formal or something informal or 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He said the group met and they 

decided not to hold a meeting. 

COURT:  You don't form groups, you get them to- 

gether or you do something with them, but 

there's something more specific than forming 

a group.  I can form a group to incorporate 

something or I can form a group or I can fom 

a group of incorporators, but I think there's 

some word more specific you could use because 

I honestly don't know what it means. 

Have you formed any other corporations or associations? 

MR. MAY: Objection to the word 'other', there's nc 

testimony that he's formed any association oij 

corporation. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I asked him if he had. 

COURT:  If you want to ask him — no, you haven't^, 

you asked him if he had formed any other. 

MR. MAY:  What other, other than what? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Other than Turnbull Homes Association. 

COURT:  He didn't form that. 

MR. MAY:  There's no testimony to that. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No, but I asked him if the people 

in that community had formed any other asso- 
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ciations or corporations of Turnbull Homes 

citizens other than the Turnbull Homes Asso- 

ciation, Incorporated. 

We have had discussions toward doing that and there is now a 

loose-type organization, but there has been nothing formal 

other than talking about —  discussing bylaws and having 

temporary offices, but I would not call it a real formal asso- 

ciation as of yet. 

Now — 

But that's a subjective question. 

I think you said a group met and decided not to attend a 

meeting this month that Mr. Kenney called. 

That is correct, I said that. 

Who called that group? 

Well, let's see, I believe I called one or two individuals and 

we handled it kind of like a pyramid, others called others. 

Now, did Mr. May advise you that he had told me that what they 

wanted was a meeting and to get together, that if a meeting was 

called the people there would pay up their covenant fees and 

attend a meeting and try to get things ironed out. 

MR. MAY:  No, I object. 

I have a copy — 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection, one 

thing is there is no law that requires a 

person to compromise a situation or to settle i 

a situation and another thing as to what the 

attorney told his client, I don't know whether 

that's — it seems to me that that's pri- 
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vileged communication between them, so I wii:. 

MR. MAY:  I object primarily. Your Honor, on the 

ground that that doesn't have a thing to do 

with this case. 

COURT:  Well, I say you're not bound to be tied to 

a settlement, you're not bound to attend a 

meeting in regard to a settlement, and if 

that was the purpose of the meeting, why, I 

would say that certainly a person wouldn't 

be bound to attend, and therefore, it would 

be irrelevant to the issue, so I will have 

to sustain the objection on the basis of 

the fact that I mainly feel that it's ir- 

relevant. 

So then I ask you this question, notwithstanding the fact that 

you filed a complaint charging no meeting, when a meeting was 

called you failed to attend, the other people failed to attend? 

MR. MAY:  Is that a question or a statement? 

Is that not so? 

I attended that meeting. 

The others did not? 

The others did not. 

Now, are the others complaining, along with you, about not 

having more meetings? 

That is — 

Or is that your complaint? 

That is among the complaints of the entire community. 

Well, are they all agreed on that? 
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They are all  agreed on that. 

Now, you listed thirteen people there on your list who are 

participating behind you, do you know whether Mr. Hodges is 

still with you? 

I have not been informed by Mr. Hodges that he is not with me. 

You don't know? 

No, I — have not been informed that he is not with me. 

Well, now, your big grievance is, as I understand it, you testif 

fied that in 1967 or '66  —  1967, I think, that you objected 

to Mr. Kenney having one vote for each lot that he owned in 

the subdivision? 

Yes, I objected to the unequal voting distribution. 

Now, if you purchased Mr. Kenney's lots that he owns you would 

have as many votes as as many lots as you purchased, wouldn't 

you? 

MR. MAY:  Objection, Your Honor. 

Under the bylaws? 

COURT:  The Court will overrule the objection. 

Under the bylaws I would have as many votes as he does but that 

does not make it equitable. 

Wouldn't you want — if you owned that many lots wouldn't you 

want to have as many votes as that? 

I would not. 

You'd let the others handle the situation completely, on all 

matters? 

I would want the organization to be entirely voluntarily and if 

the organization didn't do it my way then I would withdraw from 

the organization. 
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If the organization made improvements which were detrimental tc 

the style and nature of the development? 

Then under the declaration of covenants that run with the land 

itself I would be entitled to go to Court to sue for redress. 

But you wouldn't want the veto power of the developer if you 

had — 

MR. MAY:  You know, Your Honor, obviously, all 

of these suppose questions are objectionable 

and I was kind of hoping we'd ask a couple 

of those questions and then we'd be done 

with it, but I'm forced, Your Honor, to object 

to all — the entire line of questioning arjd 

move that it be stricken and remind all con- 

cerned that we're talking about a community 

association, not the development corporation. 

COURT:  The situation has nothing to do with the 

legal effect whether it gives somebody an 

advantage, whether it gives them a disad- 

vantage, whether they consider it fair or wh€ 

ther they don't.  It's the legal effect and 

that's all I can be interested in, and con- 

sequently, I can't help and don't even care 

legally what this gentleman thinks is fair 

and what he doesn't think is fair or what 

Mr. Kenney thinks is fair is not fair.  I'm 

going to have to decide what privileges the 

law gives them, and consequently, whatever 

either one thinks is fair, to me, doesn't 
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amount to a row of pins as far as this case is 

concerned.  Pers* nally, if I were in their 

position I might take my stand, too.  But it 

doesn't have any legal effect, it's a question! 

of what is the legal effect, and usually when 

people come in Court it's because neither one | 

thinks that the other is fair, and when the 

Court decides the question usually half the 

people don't think the Court was fair, and 

that's the way it goes, so I can't be interested 

in what this gentleman thinks is fair or not, 

so I would say that further pursuance of that 

particular question would be irrelevant to 

the issue, so the Court will sustain the ques- 

tion for reasons stated.  I'm not criticizing 

you for answering the question and saying 

what you think is fair because you were asked 

the question, but I'm just referring to the 

legal effect of the answers. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think that's all, if Your Honor 

please, all the cross-examination I have. 

(MR. MAY - RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

When you attended the meeting in 1967 where this memorandum of 

agreement which is Plaintiff's Exhibit Number 8 was passed out, 

did you sign it at that meeting? 

I don't recall if I signed it at that meeting or later as a 

result of the rules and regulations that were promulgated. 

I did sign that agreement. 
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COURT:   When you speak about rules and regulations 

you're speaking about 10, aren't you?  Is 

that correct, counsel? 

MR. MAY:  I think I'm speaking about 9. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  9 is the regulations. 

MR. MAY:  I said 10 once before, it should have 

been 9.  I'm sure that's what the Court loves 

'io  hear at this point —  I was going to say 

at this point in the campaign.  If the Court 

will bear with me just a second. 

When you bought your lot it was your understanding and agree- 

ment that there would be recreational area available?  Is that 

correct? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection. 

MR. MAY:  I have no further questions. 

COURT:  In fact, I think he testified to that on 

direct, and another thing is the fact that 

again, I say you're testifying for him. 

MR. MAY:  Alright, Your Honor. 

COURT:  Which is leading, I can understand, counse 

I used to do it,too. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 
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JEROME T. MAY, Esquire, a witness of lawful 

age, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(NARRATIVE FORM) 

My name is Jerome May, my office is at 212 Duke of 

Gloucester Street, Annapolis, Maryland. Do you want me to ask 

myself questions? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If Your Honor please, I would 

suggest that the witness go along in narrative 

form because I don't want to make him my 

witness.  I think in the interest of saving 

time — within bounds, I'll object if there" 

anything 

COURT:  If there's anything objectionable, too, I'^l 

consider striking it. 

MR. MAY:  I was contacted by Mrs. Gill and Mr. 

Hughes of Turnbull Estates.  Their problem was very confusing 

to me and I think to them.  Sometime in late November or early 

December, 1971, I met with the citizens at Mr. Hughes' home 

at Turnbull Estates.  I think there were thirteen, fourteen 

or fifteen families represented, and they were mostly husbands 

and wives there and there was a big room that was filled with 

people.  Their prime concern was that the question of a com- 

mercial marina being located in their community or the land 

being zoned to allow a commercial marina had escaped their 

attention up until just two days or three days, a very brief 

period of time before the hearing before the County Council. 

Their concern was that there was supposed to be a community 

association but somehow it wasn't acting, it wasn't doing any- 
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thing.  There were a number of other things that were brought 

out and there was a lot of discussion, most of which was quite 

confusing to me, because what they were doing was each telling 

their own little story of their own little difficulties.  I 

was asked as a result of the meeting to meet with Mr. and Mrs. 

Kenney for the purpose of trying to work out the problems.  As 

I said, as I understood the problem at that time, the basic 

problem was that they wanted to reactivate the community asso- 

cation so that they would have a vehicle by which they could 

communicate with County officials or so that something like th^ 

commercial marina wouldn't happen again, where they went right 
marina 

down to the wire and almost had a commercial/and didn't want 

it.  George Morgan was chosen to be the contact man, so to 

speak.  I advised them that I did not want to received phone 

calls from fifteen different households and they had to choose 

somebody for me to contact, and ever since that time my contacl: 

has been with George Morgan.  From time to time I've spoken wi:h 

other people but I've tried to avoid it because I wanted to 

speak with one person.  I met with Mr. Morgan on December ~ 

I think 14th, excuse me, I met with Mr. Kenney after a telephoJie 

conversation asking if I could meet with him.  Upon entering 

his home —  I had met him, I knew him, I didn't know him weli. 

but I'd met him on several occasions prior to this, he gave me 

a letter dated December 14, 1971, in which he said 'Dear Mr. 

May:  We acknowledge receipt of your request for a conference 

concerning the Turnbull Estates Sub-division.  We are very glad 

to grant your request on the basis that the request is intended 

to be constructive.  It has been our experience that anyone 
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seeking a solution from a constructive standpoint usually suc- 

ceeds.  We therefore are willing to join with you in any rea- 

sonable undertaking to accomplish this objective.  We there- 

fore suggest that a committee of three persons be appointed 

from each group to join together to try to reconcile our 

viewpoints and establish an acceptable solution for a sound 

future of this development.  This plan had been proposed about 

three years ago and failed due to non-acceptance.  We pledge 

that this shall not occur again as far as we are concerned. 

Very truly yours, Thomas T. Kenney.'  I think I stayed in Mr. 

and Mrs. Kenney's home for an hour, maybe more, maybe two hours 

and they related their point of view concerning their diffi- 

culties.  I wrote George Morgan a letter dated December 16th -- 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Just a minute, do you intend to 

introduce into evidence the letter you just 

read? 

MR. MAY:  I'll be glad to. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I'd like it to be put in. 

MR. MAY:  Well, it's in evidence, now, if you want 

the document then I would move that this be 

marked as Plaintiff's Exhibit  — whatever 

the next number is and have it admitted into 

evidence. 

(LETTER FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 12) 

MR. MAY:  I wrote a letter to George Morgan, the 

letter is dated in my file December 16, 1971, I assume that it 

was typed and mailed that day, just two days after my meeting 

A Uti 
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with Mr. Kenney and I think it expresses generally my impress- 

ion of this meeting.  I might say this, I didn't mention this 

before, one of the concerns of the citizens was this business 

of not having a vote, and in my discussion with Mr. Kenney I 

didn't come right out and discuss this subject, but we had 

talked around the subject, but it wasn't the kind of discussior 

where I said, you know, will you do this and we will do that, it 

wasn't a hardnosed negotiating session, it was just a discussion, 

and these are my impressions.  I said 'Dear George, I met with 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney on December 14, 1971.  I came away from the 

meeting with the following observations:  One, the Kenney*s 

are not especially aware of and/or concerned with+he technical- 

ities involved in the structure of the present association, 

that is, I did not receive the impression that they considered 

it mandatory that they have a majority of votes or that they 

perceive any differences between the residences in Plat 1 and 

Plat 2, that was a little technical difficulty that I thought 

might out.  Number two, prior difficulties with the association 

have left them somewhat bitter.  They do not wish to become 

involved in an association which will place them in an embar- 

assing, if not humiliating and painful situation.  Three, they 

are prepared to forget the past and attempt to build a meaning- 

ful and representative association.  Four, they suggest that 

a preliminary meeting be held between themselves and three 

representatives of the residents.  The purpose of the meeting 

would be to lay the foundation for the reactivation of the 

association.  Five, they perceive the primary goal of the 

association as being the enforcement of the restrictions.  I 
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would explain there, my understanding when we say restrictions 

in this context, my understanding, what I'm trying to put across 

is the business about  — oh, you know, you can't have a 

junked car in your yard and you can't carry on a business, this 

type of restriction.  Six, they have no objection to my meeting 

with them in a representative capacity, I wanted to make sure 

they didn't mind.  So I suggest a meeting of the residents be 

held to decide if you wish to attempt to reactivate the asso- 

ciation, if so, to choose three people to meet with Mr. and 

Mrs. Kenney.  Sincerely, Jerome T. May."  Do you want that 

letter? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't want it. 

MR. MAY:  0. K., now, there was a meeting.  That 

letter was written on January 16th, and then there was a meeting, 

I attended this meeting also, and I'm not sure, but I think it 

was at Mr. Click's house, I'm not sure at all.  And at this 

meeting I was instructed to tell Mr. and Mrs. Kenney that they 

wanted to meet.  Now, I might say this, it may seem a little 

silly that they were having representatives meeting in order to 

try to reactivate an association of seventy families, but this 

situation in which Mr. Kenney was struck on that night, although 

my impression was that it didn't have anything to do with this 

immediate problem of the association, was very frankly, in my 

mind a type of situation that — that's what I meant when I 

said it left people embittered, and I thought it would be good 

if a few people got together and tried to work out all the prob-j- 

lems before we got a whole bunch of people together.  So I wrot^ 

Mr. Kenney the following letter dated January 5, 1972:  'As per 
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our telephone conversation of January 5, I spoke to him on the 

phone that day, please be advised that the property owners of 

Turnbull Estates wish to accept your invitation of December 14 

1971, to meet through three chosen representatives and myself 

with you for the purposes of developing understandings which 

will lead to the reactivation of the community association.  I 

suggest that the meeting cover the following points:  One, an 

exchange of commitments in relation to the enforcement of the 

restrictive covenants, meaning again the type of covenant that 

says you don't carry on a business in your home and you don't 

have a junked car in your yard.  Two, the development of spe- 

cific procedures for the enforcement of restrictive covenants. 

The concern at that point, of course, was uniform enforcement. 

Three, the development of mutually acceptable procedures for 

the reactivation of the community association, meaning the 

formal reactivation.  Assuming this agenda meets with your 

approval please advise as to an acceptable date that we can 

meet.  I believe that an evening meeting would be best.  Sin- 

cerely. '  As I mentioned above, there was a telephone conver- 

sation, that's why I said assuming down at the end.  Now, my 

next letter in my file is dated March 9th, this letter was 

dated January 5th.  Between January 5th and March 9th I con- 

versed with Mr. Kenney and I believe Mrs. Kenney, on several 

occasions, whether it was more that two I don't know, I don't 

have any record in my file of how many telephone conversations 

I made.  But I wrote this letter March 9 and I would like to 

emphasize this, this letter was not written for the purpose of 

laying a foundation for any sort of suit.  And I can testify tc 

I 
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that under oath, because at this time when I wrote this letter 

the decision was to forget Mr. Kenney and go ahead and form a 

little association, and I was advised to advise the County that 

there is this other association and they should communicate with 

both the associations so that these folks would know what was 

going on.  The problem between January 5 and March 9,   and this 

goes to the thrust of the reason I'm giving testimony, is that ; 

Mr. Kenney didn't like the names that the people chose.  I have 

nowhere in my files the names, but if you'll recall in my letter 

of January 5 it said 'three chosen representatives,' well, they 

chose three people that night I was down there.  George Morgan 

was one and I think Mrs. Gill was the other and —  I really 

don't know, it could have been Mr. Chick but I can't recall 

specifically because, of course, we never got together.  My 

letter of March 9, 1972, was written with the idea that this 

matter with the Kenneys would be closed.  It was written befoxk 

the time that access to the temporary recreational area was cut 

off, and it was written at a time when folks down there were 

going to form another community association and just forget 

about the whole business.  As far as their eighteen dollars, 

they could deal with that whenever they sold their house.  It 

says 'Dear Mr. Kenney, this letter will verify our conversatior|s 

over the past few months.  If the following does not properly 

summarize our conversations I will appreciate if you will con- 

tact/whereby we may discuss the differences you have with the 

summary.  At the request of the citizens of Turnbull Estates 

we met on December 14, 1971, at your residence.  I advised that 

I had been retained by the citizens of your development, and 

that a meeting in which all but one of the householders in the 
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community it was reflected that I meet with you for the pur- 

pose of suggesting that the community association be reacti- 

vated.  I told you that the goal of the citizens was to re- 

activate the community association and that the sole purpose 

of doing so was to establish better communications between the 

citizens of the community and to go about the enforcement of 

the restrictive covenants in an orderly and democratic fashion. 
some of 

You  informed me of/the differences that you had in the past 

with the community association and I advised that I have the 

authority to say that the citizens are in no way interested in 

discussing past differences but only wanted to reactivate the 

association for the purposes stated.  You stated that you 

thought it would faster if a committee of three people met wi 

you for the purpose of verifying the purposes and the goals of 

the citizens and to explore the possibility of an orderly re- 

activation of the community association.  You verified this 

by letter dated December 14, 1971, and addressed and hand- 

delivered to me.  in a letter dated January 5, 1972, I advised 

that the citizens accepted your proposition that a committee 

first meet to verify the goals and purposes of the citizens 

and to develop a procedure for the reactivation of the com- 

munity association.  I asked you to advise as to an acceptable 

date when you could meet with the citizens.  I did not receive 

an answer to this letter and during two subsequent telephone 

conversations you advised that you felt the meeting would not 

beneficial and you asserted the proposition that any community 

association activity would be subject to your veto in that you 

owned more lots than all the other citizens combined.  I told 
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you that I did not feel that the citizens cared to be involved 

in an association where one individual had a veto power.  You 

stated that you only cared to meet with the citizens if they 

accepted the proposition that you had this power.  In concluding 

our conversation we agreed that a meeting would serve no pur- 

pose.  Please be advised that the citizens of Turnbull Estates 

have or will form a new association, the purposes of which will 

be to establish communications between the citizens and the 

relevant government agency that will mutually enforece the 

restrictive covenants, and I am quite sure that you will be 

invited to the meeting and that you will be welcome to attend. 

If the above does not properly summarize our correspondence ancj 

conversations please let me know at your convenience.  Sincerelly.' 

I would only add one thing to this letter and that's this, that 

at this time the business of Mr. Kenney has more lots so he has 

more votes, that was the main thing, but the other thing in- 

volved was the business that he didn't like the names of the 

people that the citizens chose.  I'm nearly sure — I don't 

have any records, but I'm nearly sure that Mr. Morgan's was one 

of those names and he didn't want to meet with Mr. Morgan, and 

I think Mrs. Gill was one name and he didn't want to meet with 

Mrs. Gill, but then, of course, the business of the veto came 

up and that made the meetings kind of meaningless.  Now, that 

letter is dated March 9, 1972. Once again, the purpose of my 

testimony is to indicate that as of that date the matter was 

to be terminated as far as I was concerned, as a matter of fact, 

you know, I sent out a bill and that was kind of the end of it, 

but then subsequent to that the right to use the temporary 
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recreational area was suspended or revoked and that's when I 

was retained again, I suppose, for the purpose of trying to woijk 

out the problem that they couldn't use the - they couldn't 

develop the recreational area that was on the plat because the 

County wouldn't deal with it, they 

COURT:  They wouldn't get the permanent area? 

MR. MAY:  Yes, because the County wasn't interestec 

in this fuss. 

COURT:  Wasn't what? 

MR. MAY:  Wasn't interested in becoming involved, 

in other words, the thing is, the County wants to approve a 

plan, you know, for the development of a recreational area, 

the Planning and Zoning Office, but when you have two asso- 

ciations claiming to represent the people the County simply 

doesn't want to be involved.  Now, I might state there was no 

serious communication with the County, the only communication 

through me, which I was told, you know, don't even bother to 

begin to work with us on this until you solve this problem. 

On the other hand, of course, they didn't have their temporary 

recreational area anc^hey couldn't develop any meaningful acti- 

vity as far as the association and that's when I was — after 

discussion of all this on numerous occasions I was told to file 

suit.  And that's that's when I filed suit. 

COURT: What did the County have to do with it? 

MR. MAY:  Well, you see, the land is in the name oi 

- the plat says the land will be turned over to the association 

or to the County itself.  The way they operate, as I understanc 

it, is for land like this you develop a plan — 

78 



BOOK 189 rAcdlfi 
COURT:  A plan for what purpose? 

MR. MAY:  You know, for the development of the re- 

creation, you're going to have a beach here and a ball park 

COURT:  You mean the County's going to do it or 

you're going to do it? 

MR. MAY:  Oh, no, you're going to do it, and then 

you try to get the County to help you, you know, as far as 

building ball parks and making plans and things like this, and 

at this point in time once if. all developed or the plan is 

made for the development of it the developer turns it over to 

the association as was apparently originally intended here. 

. ^rs aao, I understood they turned it over In some instances, years ago, 

to the County. 

COURT:  in this case, couldn't I develop -- 

couldn't I use a piece of land for recreational 

purposes if I wanted to turn it over for somi 

people to use for recreational purposes 

without any County doing anything? 

MR. MAY: Oh, yes, surely. 

COURT:  Well, that's what I mean. I 

MR. MAV:  Ves, H a matter of fact, you know, I se4 

no reason why it just couldn't/turned over to the County if 

interested in every development having a certain amount of re- 

creational area. 
COURT:  The County requirement on plats they^sed 

to require that, I don't know whether/do now 

or not. 

MR. MAY: Well.the requirement is a little bit mor.: 
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now,  but  it wouldn't affect this  association because  it came 

before  that. 

COURT:  Well, that's what I understand. 

MR. MAY:  At this point in time, of course, you 

have to have a plan for that recreational area even before you 

get the plat.  But you can get a lot of help from the County, « 

they'll help you plan it, they'll give you money, they'll pro- 

vide you with supervisors and things like that.  So I guess, 

you know, technically the County doesn't have a great deal to 

do with it, but the question is, how can the citizens go about 

developing a recreational area when they not only don't own it, 

but secondly, the association doesn't own it and thirdly, of 

course, they can't become involved in the association or they 

— you know, they don't have any votes in the association, 

for all practical purposes.  And that's why the suit was filed. 

The thrust of my testimony, I suppose, really is that an effort 

was made to establish communications and to work toward the 

activation, and frankly, I thought it was all done but it didn' 

work out.  For two reasons, the veto business that Mr. Kenney 

insisted that he had more votes than anybody else put together, 

and two, and I got the impression that maybe this was the most 

important, that he refused to meet with the three people of 

the community that they had chosen.  Now, I would like to - 

I think that's all I have. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't have any questions. 
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EDWINA C.   MORGAN,   a witness  of  lawful  age, 

being first duly sworn, deposes and says; 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

Edwina C. Morgan, Route 4, Box 301, Edgewater, Maryland. 

You're the wife of - you're complainant, actually, in this 

case? 

Yes. 

The wife of George Morgan? 

Yes. 

I draw your attention to a meeting which took place on Saturday 

in -  I believe the year 1971, at the residence of Mr. and 

Mrs. Kenney which related to a marina, did you attend that 

meeting? 

Yes, I did. 

Will you tell the Court what took place at that meeting, to 

the best of your recollection? 

There was a gentleman who the Kenneys were proposing would 

construct the marina and he would lease the land and he would 

be in charge of the marina, at least, at the beginning.  And 

they went through an explanation of what the marina would have 

and they answered some questions, and then they explained that 

we would not be able to use our temporary recreation area any 

more because of the new zoning rules, so that this recreation 

area as it was, was out, that it would not meet the zoning 

requirements and that they could not obtain insurance for it. 

After that -- and I'm not sure whether it was Mr. Kenney or 

Mrs. Kenney who made the statement that they urged us very 
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strongly to go along with this marina and to sign a paper 

approving of it because there was no financial way that the 

area could be developed without doing this and that they would 

be forced to sell out to some other developer and there was a 

very good chance that very low-cost housing would be put in it! 

there was just no way to maintain the type and quality of 

housing that was in there now without going to this commercial 

marina. 

Was any further explanation given to you as to why all of a 

sudden this temporary recreational area would be against the 

zoning laws?  Was anything said further, other than just that? 

No, there were some questions but they did not go into it very 

much, we were trying to find out why we couldn't use it, what 

we had to do to make it, but they did not — I don't remember 

them saying at all — uh — what was causing the — the 

specifics.  I believe there was —  it does require rest room: 

but — 

You didn't have rest rooms before that, did you? 

No, we did not. 

Now, to your knowledge, was this zoned as a community beach 

prior to this time? 

I don't believe it was. 

It was actually just a lot there, a vacant lot? 

I believe it was just a building lot. 

That the Kenney's owned? 

Yes. 

Now, did you attend the meeting in 1967 in which a memorandum 

of agreement was presented by the Kenneys to the members of th«i 
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association? 

Yes, I did. 

And this memorandum of agreement I believe is Exhibit Number 8 

you're familiar with that document that I'm referring to? 

Yes, I am. 

That's the memorandum of agreement? 

Yes, I am. 

Now, at that meeting were those in attendance asked to sign 

that? 

They were asked to sign. 

Did you ^ign it? 

No, I did not. 

Now, your husband was a little vague on this, let me ask you 

this, do you specifically remember whether he signed? 

Yes, I do remember, he did not sign. 

And what was the problem, why didn't he sign? 

He did not like the agreement and there were other people 

who also stated that they agreed with him but I do not remember 

who they all were, but he definitely said that there had to be 

some added protection to us so that the use of the beach would 

not be withdrawn from us for no reason, so that he requested 

that a committee be set up and that rules be made so that 

this would be the reason for our withdrawl from the — the 

privilege being withdrawn. 
which 

So a committee was set up in / rules and regulations were put 

down? 

Yes. 
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And that the idea was that the use of the beach would be revok- 

able if these rules and regulations were broken? 

That is correct. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No questions. 

COURT:  You may step down. 
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JOHN MYERLY,   a witness  of  lawful  age,  being 

first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

John Myerly, Box 30IB, Route 4, Edgewater, Maryland. 

Mr. Myerly, you bought a home in Turnbull Estates in June of 

1969. 

That is correct, I think it was in 1970. 

COURT:  When, sir. 

In the summer of 1970. 

And when you settled on your house did you pay the eighteen 

dollars, what we referred to as a covenant fee? 

Yes, I did. 

Have you paid that fee since that time? 

No, I have not. 

Have you attended any association meetings? 

No. 

Have you been given any notice of any meetings? 

No. 

How about the one that was held just a few weeks ago? 

I did receive a notice on that. 

None other than that one? 

That's all. 

Did you know that there was an association? 

I had read that there was an association, yes. 

But you knew of no meetings or any activities or anything like 

that? 

No. 
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Prior to buying your home what, if any promises or assurances 

were you given in relation to 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

Prior to buying your home what assurances or promises were you 

given in relation to a slip for your boat? 

I might add I bought through Grenadier Realty which we were 

told there would be an area to put my boat which was a fairly 

large boat, and there would be a recreation area for the chil- 

dren. 

Now, is your house on the water — waterfront? 

No,it is not. 

When you took — 

COURT:  Who told you that? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I object to all this testimony 

because it wasn't bought from the Kenney's, 

it was bought from — 

COURT:  I don't know who told him. 

Grenadier Realty Company. 

COURT:  That's what I was trying to get to to see 

if — the Court will sustain the objection 

as to what Grenadier said. 

When you took possession of your home were you provided with 

a slip? 

Prior to the time I took possession of my home I had my boat 

at Mr. and Mrs. Kenney's pier for a period of approximately 

one month. 

And then  — why was it kept there? 

The recreational area pier was under repair for ice damage and 
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I was told I could move it around there when the pier was repaired] 

And did you do that? 

Yes, I did. 

And were you given a specific place to dock your boat? 

Yes, I was. 

COURT:  Where? At what pier, now, we're talking 

about two piers. 

The recreational pier after the damage was repaired to it, I 

originally had my boat at Mr. and Mrs. Kenney's pier. 

COURT:  I see. 

And then you moved to the recreational pier? 

That's correct. 

And who told you where to put it, in other words, at what 

slip you could use? 

Mrs. Kenney, I believe,told me. 

Were you charged any money for this? 

No, I wasn't. 

And was there ever a suggestion that you would be charged? 

Not to my knowledge, no, there wasn't. 

And when you bought your house did you rely on representation 

in the 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll object again, as I stated, 

the representations were made by a real 

estate agent who were selling for a party 

other than the Kenney's.  He didn't buy from 

the Kenney's, he bought from somebody else. 

COURT:  Did you buy it from another person? 

Yes, I bought it from somebody else. 
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COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection as to 

the information you got from the other pur- 

chaser or from the Grenadier Realty Company, 

and if you bought it from another purchaser 

I don't know that these people were bound by 

anything. 

MR. MAY:  I'm not —  I'm really not suggesting 

that, Your Honor, the purpose of this really 

is more what actually happened, I think that 
certain 

from that/inferences can be drawn and it 

won't make any difference who told him that. 

Now, did there come a time when you were told that you'd have 

to move your boat? 

Yes, there was. 

When was that? 

It's been approximately a year and a-half ago. 

Who told you? 

I had a letter that was signed by Mr. Kenney. 

Did you talk to Mr. Kenney after you received the letter? 

I called him on the phone and asked him what the reason was. 

The letter said you'd have to move your boat, what did he tell 

was you? 

He said the reason he faced at that time/that the boat was a 

parternship boat, it belonged to myself and a friend, and I 

repeated that - I called him back and told him I would get 

the boat put in my name and he said that wouldn't be any good, 

I'd have to move the boat anyway. 

What reason did he give you? 
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None at that time. 

Now, did you actually move the boat? 

Yesr we moved it to Ihrig's pier which is around one cove from 

where we live. 

Did you have to pay for the slip? 

Seventeen dollars a month, yes. 

Now, did you attend this meeting in relation to the marina 

that was held on Saturday? 

No, I wasn't able to attend that meeting. 

And you to this day don't know why when you moved in you had 

a slip and now you don't have a slip? 

That's primarily the reason I moved in that area was the avail- 

able slip and the recreation area. 

And you have neither at this time? 

No, I don't. 

And those are the reasons that you did move in? 

Yes. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

I think we have it in the record, but just to make sure, you 

bought your home from what party? 

Through Grenadier Realty from Hahn, I think it was. 

Hahn? 

Yes. 

And Grenadier was the agent? 

Yes, sir. 

Now, after you bought — 

May I add just one thing, the multiple listing on that home dijl 
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show waterfront privileges. 

Waterfront privileges? 

Yes, sir. 

Did you see the recreation area shown on the plat? 

Yes, I did, that was shown. 

Did your attorney show you that? 

The real estate agent showed me on the plat. 

COURT:  Showed what, Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The recreation area shown on 

Plat 2 of Turnbull Estates. 

Now, Mr. Kenney did allow you at first to go at his pier, his 

own pier in front of his house gratis? 

That's right. 

And then when the pier on the temporary area was repaired you 

went around there? 

Uh - huh. 

And you weren't required to pay anything there? 

No, I wasn't. 

Now, when Mr. Kenney told you that you'd have to move your boat 

there, it was a partnership boat, didn't they also tell you 

that one of the reasons why you couldn't keep the boat there 

any more is because you flushed the toilet on the beach? 

I might add that this happened the - no, we didn't flush 

the toilet on the beach, I would have to disqualify that. 

Well, right there at the dock, you did. 

No, we didn't, we had a party of some friends, they had small 

children, the children got on the boat and they did this. 

Uh - huh.  But that was -- but Kenney told you that was the 
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reason 

That was the second week we moved in the house, second or third 

week. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No further questions. 

(MR. MAY - RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

How long after this incident were you called and told you'd 

have to move? 

This was over a year after that, the following summer. 

And when he called you a year later did he refer to the incident 

that took place the year before? 

No, that wasn't mentioned. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 
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DELORES HUGHES, a witness of lawful age, 

being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

Dolores Hughes, Route 4, Box 391, Edgewater, Maryland. 

You live in Turnbull Estates? 

Yes. 

When did you buy there? 

Me moved in June 24, 1971, and we settled - or bought there 

September 28, 1971. 

At settlement did you receive a copy of the restricted covenantjsT 

Yes, we did. 

Did you receive a copy of the bylaws? 

No, we did not. 

When was the first time you saw a copy of the bylaws? 

It was some time last summer when one of the members of the 

conrnmnity had copies made and they were distributed among the 

members of the community. 

Now, who did you buy your home from? 

The former owner was Robert L. Sauls. 

You bought it directly from him? 

No, we bought it through Lenora Gordon Realty, Incorporated. 

COURT:  Who? 

Robert Sauls, S-a-u-1-s, I thin*. Now, prior to buying your 

borne what, if any, sign did you see in the community in re- 

lation to recreation area? 

There was a sign on property at the end of l^ritz I.ane that 

said temporary community area. 
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Prior to buying your home did anyone give you any rules and 

regulations for this area? 

No. 

Did you at settlement pay the eighteen dollar covenant fee? 

We were charged for our portion of the year of the eighteen 

dollars by the settling attorney. 

And what happened after that? 

The check was mailed to Mr. and Mrs. Kenney and about a week 

or  ~ sometime after that we received a letter from the 

settling attorney with a copy of a letter from Mr. and Mrs. 

Kenney to him returning our portion of the check. 

Giving what reason? 

The main thing I can remember is is that they couldn't accept 

the check because we were not members of the community. 

But you bought the house? 

That's right. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. MAY:  I said she bought the house.  But they 

weren't members of the community so they 

returned the money. 

Now, was there also something said about a backstop, you know, 

a basketball backstop? 

Yes, there was  — that we were —  I'm trying to think of 

the word, we had not followed the covenants because we had 

allowed a basketball backstop which, by the time that letter 

arrived we had already removed. 

In other words, the letter referred to the basketball backstop 

that by the time you got the letter was no longer there? 
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Was no longer there and — 

The former owners had put that up, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

Now, was there something referring to — in the letter re- 

lating to a sign? 

Yes, that we had posted signs, and the only signs we could 

think of were the - uh - the signs that stick to the side 

of your car, and my husband and I were both working at Lenora 

Gordon's, and we had Lenora Gordon, Inc., those metallic signs 

that you stick on the car. 

You didn't have any signs in your yard? 

No. 

And you didn't have a basketball backstop? 

Not at that time, no, sir. 

And your eighteen dollars was returned, is that correct? 

That's correct. 

And were you also told that one of the reasons that you weren't 

a member of the community was that you had purchased without 

their approval? 

That's right. 

MR. MAY:  I would move for the admission of Exhibit 

Number I3) 

(LETTER FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 13) 

I show you a letter which was marked as Exhibit Number 13, is 

this the letter that your attorney, your settlement attorney 

gave you signed by Thomas Kenney? 

Yes, sir. 
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MR. MAY:  At this time, I'd like to read it.  'You:: 

letter of September 29, 1971, relevant to 

check for eighteen dollars forwarded as 

association dues on Lot 40, Turnbull Estates 

which we are herewith returning.  We are un- 

able to accept this check as Mr. Hughes has 

not complied with the terms of the protective 

covenants nor have the sellers, Mr. and Mrs. 

Robert Sauls, complied with the protective 

covenants which they agreed to in their con- 

tract of sale dated April 7, 1962.  The Saul^ 

were in violation of their contract of pro- 

tective covenants in not making their yearly 

assessments and interests, erecting non-com- 

plying signs and a basketball backstop and 

pier, and in general, failed to be bound by 

the terms of this contract.  Mr. Hughes has 

violated the covenants by posting signs, perf 

mitting ^basketball backstop and is purchasing 

without our approval.  The violations of coni- 

tract for protective covenants must be cleared 

before we can accept Mr. Hughes as a pur- 

chaser.  Very truly yours, Thomas T. Kenney. 

So you've never been invited to any meetings, I suppose? 

None except the last one for December 4th. 

And of course, we have introduced the letter to you that you 

received that you have to pay $240.00 before you can become 

a member? 

Yes, sir. 
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But to your knowledge, you've never been accepted as a member 

of the community, due to this? 

Yes, sir. 

You're on the water, aren't you? 

Yes, sir. 

So the pier isn't of any personal concern to you? 

No, sir, but  —  no, sir. 

How about the recreational area, is that of any concern to you? 

Yes, I would say so. 

Why? 

Well, I have a daughter who has friends down, and it would be, 

for example, a nice place to have a crab feast. 

Now, I'd like to draw your attention to another incident, was 

there — did there occur, at some time, what you considered 

a trespass on your property by Mrs. Kenney, and if so, when? 

Well, one day last summer, I'm not sure of the exact date, I 

was in my bedroom putting on a bathing suit and I happened to 

look up and Mrs. Kenney and Marvin —  I think his name is, 

that man who works for her, were outside of my bedroom window. 

Were they on your property? 

At the time, yes. 

And did you ask them to leave? 

Yes. 

And did they leave? 

Yes. 

Did they give you an explanation for being on your property? 

Yes. 

What was it? 

96 

M 



36 

37 

38 

A 

39 

BOOK 199PAK134 
I had piled, or my husband had piled some wood which we had 

had our boat stacked on in the winter time when it was out of 

the water, on our lawn and we placed it on the property next 

door, and they had come up on my property apparently to remove 

the wood. 

Did you have permission to put that wood where it was, from the 

people who owned that lot? 

Well, the people who were buying the lot I happen to know, and 

I called them and they said it was perfectly alright. 

Lid anybody ask your permission to go onto your property and 

move this wood about? 

No, sir. 

MR. MAY:  Nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Mrs. Hughes, when you sent in your eighteen dollars for 1971, 

you got this letter back, you knew then what the Kenneys had 

told you, that your predecessors entitled the Sauls were in 

arrears in their covenant fees, did you not? 

When the letter came back I knew it. 

Yes, now, at that time did you contact the settlement attorney 

to find out why he had not collected the back covenant fees 

and paid them to the Kenneys at the time of settlement? 

My attorney sent me the letter, he contacted me. 

COURT:  Answer the question, did you contact your 

attorney and ask him why he hadn't deducted 

the monies from the seller at time of settle 

ment? You either did or you didn't. 

No, sir, because I didn't even know about it at time of settle 

97 



a IH* 

40 

A 

41 

A 

42 

A 

43 

44 

45 

BOOK    199PAGE135 
Well,   didn't  the  letter  inform you of  it  afterward? 

That was after the settlement. 

Well, then my question is did you go back at the settlement 

attorney and ask him why he had not deducted from the Sauls 

money the amount of his unpaid covenant fee? 

No, sir. 

Have you been back at the Sauls to ask them to pay it and get 

it up? 

No, sir. 

Weren't you interested in getting the back covenant fees paid 

up so you 

I didn't feel  — 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, excuse me. 

Weren't you interested in getting the back covenant fees paid 

up so that you could pay yours and get in good standing? 

MR. MAY:  Well  —  I objected.  She stated what 

she did. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. MAY:  She stated what she did. 

COURT:  As to  her interest, it's a question of 

just what the legal status is, and I don't 

think her interest is important.  I will 

sustain the objection. 

But —  iet me get — you made no further effort to get that 

money in to the Kenneys? 

COURT:  You didn't make any effort to either pay 

or get the two hundred and forty dollars paid 
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that's  your question? 

No,   sir. 

Now, when you got the notice of a week or two ago you were 

then advised how much was in arrears on your property, were 

you not? 

Yes, that was stated.  I had only lived there for a year and 

my money had been sent back. 

MR. MAY:  Just answer the question. 

Did your attorney advise you that the unpaid two hundred and 

four dollars — or forty dollars constituted a lien under the 

covenants of your deed? 

No, sir. 

You never inquired from any other attorney? 

Yes, sir. 

Well, what — strike that.  And you still haven't paid the 

back covenant fee? 

IH, 

No, sir. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No further questions. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 
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VINCENT CHICK, a witness of lawful age, 

having been previously sworn,deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name for the record, please. 

Vincent Chick. 

Mr. Chick, I understand you purchased the land upon which you 

built your house in Turnbull Estates in 1964, is that correct? 

That's right. 

And that you actually moved in the house in 1965? 

Correct. 

And you were actually one of the first homes in there, is that 

correct? 

One of them, yes. 

Prior to you moving in, I believe the Gills were there, and 

the Kenneys were there, the Sauls were there, the MacCubbins, 

the Stickleys, was that about all? 

Yes, the Stickleys came in the same time I did. 

Now, you purchased the lot and at the time you purchased the 

lot did you become aware of the restrictive covenants, were 

you given copies of them or did you become aware in some fashiojn? 

Yes, I did. 

And at the time you purchased the lot were you made aware of 

the bylaws of the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., in any 

fashion? 

No, sir. 

Did anyone talk about the association, tell you anything about 

it? 

Not, to my knowledge, at that time. 
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When was the first time you became aware of these bylaws? 

There was a meeting in — it was brought up in a meeting in 

it was brought up in the meeting of '66, I think it is and 

it was stated that it would be brought up in a meeting in ,67. 

COURT:  What was it?  I don't quite  —  the first 

time you were was in '66 and it was stated 

it would be brought up in '67?  I don't 

quite get what you're referring to. 

Well — 

MR. MAY:  I think I can  — 

COURT:  O. K.,sirf if you can develop it, I just 

didn't understand you there. 

MR. MAY:  It is my understanding that at an asso- 

ciation meeting in '66 the bylaws were re- 

ferred to. 

Yes, sir. 

But you were not given a copy? 

No, sir. 

And at a meeting in 1967 the bylaws were passed out? 

Yes. 

COURT:  The bylaws were what in '67? 

MR. MAY:  Passed out, they were given a copy of th^ 

bylaws. 

This was two years after you purchased your property, is that 

correct? 

Yes. 

And so you were at the meeting when George Morgan raised the 

question concerning the voting procedures under the bylaws? 
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And do you recall that it was the same as he testified? 

Yes, sir. 

Now, prior to your buying what, if anything, were you told 

concerning recreational areas and/pr boat slips? 

Well, when we were negotiating for the property on the wall of 

the office of Mr. and Mrs. 

COURT:  I can't  — what was that? 

Speak to the Judge, no one counts here, really, but the Judge. 

COURT:  They've all heard everything you've had 

to tell them, I'm sure, I'm the only one 

who hasn't heard it, so — what was it? 

When I was in the negotiating stage for the house and the lot 

in the office of Mr. and Mrs. Kenney was a plot on the wall 

and it was brought out to my — they brought out to me and 

indicated on the plot that this recreational area was to be 

developed and the club house was to be put there at a later 

date, which I don't recall when they said, or any date at all, 

really, and temporarily I asked her if we could use an area 

for a picnic to bring the children down and she 

COURT:  The or an? 

Pardon me? 

COURT:  Use the or an area? 

A area, any area and 

COURT:  For what purpose? 

And she said I could 

COURT:  An area for what purpose? 

For the purpose of bringing the family down for a picnic on 
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Sundays until the house was completed, and she cleared an area 

—  or I don't know, I think her —  gentleman that does work 

for her cleared an area, and we came down on Sundays and used 

that area for picnics. 

COURT:  She had that area cleared for you? 

It was cleared, they cleared a little bit more, more so than 

what it was.  And we used that for awhile until they — until 

we moved in and they built the pier and constructed the area 

or let us use the area which they have recently taken away 

from us. 

COURT:  You say until they buit a pier? 

They had a pier put in, yes, sir. 

COURT:  I see, there wasn't anything there at first!? 

No, sir. 

COURT:  On that temporary recreational area? 

No, sir. 
could 

Now, you were told that you/use this temporary recreational 

area pending the development of the permanent recreational area? 

Yes, sir. 

You were told this prior to buying the lot? 

Yes, sir. 

Now, what, if anything, were you told concerning the use of 

the pier and the slip prior to buying th* lot? 

Prior — 

First of all, did you ask about water privileges? 

Yes, I did, I asked them if I could — if there would be any 

area that we could use if I bought a boat, and they were going 

to build this pier and I could dock my boat at this pier when 1 
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received a number and I was paid up, and they did give me 

at a later date they gave me a tag and a plaque which you sit 

in your window and you park your car in the area. 

Now, were you told that these things would occur prior to 

buying the lot? Were you told that a pier would be built and 

you'd be able to use it? 

Well, yes. 

Prior to buying the lot? 

It was brought up, yes, sir. 

Well, were you told that there would be a pier available for 

your use, for your boat, prior to your buying the lot? 

I don't exactly remember those words, in that area but — 

What I mean, when you bought the lot you had the understanding 

that there would be a pier 

MR. WEIDEMEYER: Your Honor, I object, because the 

question is entirely leading and the witness 

has answered that he doesn't recall. 

MR. MAY:  No, he didn't answer that. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection as to 

the leading question. 

Very well.  Now, what, if anything, were you told concerning 

the use of a pier prior to the time — in other words, what 

were you told prior to the time you bought your lot concerning 

the use of a pier? 

They told us there would be facilities available to us in the 

event that we bought a boat. 

This was prior to you buying the lot? 

A lit, 

104 



A 

27 

A 

28 

A 

29 

A 

30 

A 

31 

A 

32 

A 

33 

A 

34 

A 

35 

A 

36 

A 

37 

BOOK   1S8 PAGE 142 
This was at  the  time of the  negotiations  for the  lot. 

But that was before you actually bought the lot. 

Right. 

Is that correct? 

Right. 

And you were also told that there would be temporary recre 

facilities as far as the beach and that sort of thing? 

ational 

Yes, sir. 

Have you paid your dues every year, is that correct? 

I have. 

Did you go to the meetings that have been referred to here 

today? 

I have. 

So you went to the meeting in '66 and in '67 when the bylaws 

were handed out? 

I was. 

And you were at the meeting, or attempted meeting, in 1968 

when you had a little problem — altercation between Mr. 

Kenney and another man? 

Yes. 

Now, did you go to the meeting when the marina was discussed? 

I was. 

And you've already testified to that today, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Is there anything you want to add concerning that meeting? 

You've already told us what was said, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Now were you told, subsequent to that meeting, that you couldn •t 
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use  the  pier  any more? 

At that meeting? 

Yes, sir. 

It was brought up, yes. 

It was brought up at that meeting but between the time you 

built the house and today have you owned a boat most of the 

time? 

All except for one season, yes, sir. 

And where did you park the boat? 

At the temporary docking facilities at the end of Leritz Lane. 

And you had a number and a place to park it and everything? 

Yes, sir. 

Who provided that? 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney. 

Now, was that — was what took place, in other words, you 

having a number, a parking facility, docking facility and all 

of this, was that in accordance with what you believe was 

going to happen at the time you bought your lot? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection to what he believes 

would happen. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection. 

You had the docking facilities up until when? 

Up until early spring of '71. 

And how did you learn that you were going to lose this privilege? 

Through the meeting to establish a commercial marina. 

And were you specifically told to move your boat? 

Well, I was told at the time that there wouldn't be a place 

for my boat because of the size, if and when this marina was 
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built and we were told that we would have to vacate the area. 

Was your boat at the pier at that time? 

I don't remember, I don't think so. 

So it might be that you just hadn't brought your boat back? 

I could have taken it out of the water. 

Why wouldn't you be able to park your boat there if there was 

a commercial marina? 

Because my boat was under size. 

How much would you have to pay? 

COURT:  I think he said  — 

MR. MAY:  He's already testified to that, that's 

correct. 

COURT:  — he said four hundred dollars, I think 

he said — 

In the area between three and four hundred, provided I got a 

larger boat. 

COURT:  Yes, that was the testimony as I recall it, 

it's already been testified to. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

I think you testified you opposed the zoning for the marina? 

I did. 

And so by opposing the zoning for this marina you effectively 

removed, for the time being, a chance to get boat dockage down 

there. 

MR. MAY:  Oh, I'm going to object. Your Honor, firs|t 

of all, he had the opportunity to cross  — 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection, he 
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said what he did, he had a small boat, he 

said the only way he could get dockage was 

to buy a larger boat.  I might say this, that 

somebody isn't depriving me of moving if they 

tell me if I move it's going to cost me a 

hundred thousand dollars.  I understand what 

the situation is. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think it's obvious that what — 

COURT:  It's obvious that apparently he didn't 

want to pay four hundred and he didn't want 

a larger boat, the combination or one or the 

other, that was the situation, but the Court 

will sustain the objection because I don't 

think it — uh — 

Now, did you make any effort to do any developing of the rec- 

reation area shown on the plat? 

No, sir. 

MR. MAY:  Objection, it was not covered in direct. 

COURT:  Well, we're speaking of recreation area an 

I think as long as the subject is is open it'js 

alright, the Court will overrule the objection 

Do you know of any effort on the part of any others in Turnbull 

Estates to develop and improve the recreation area shown on the 

plat? 

No, sir. 

That area would have to be all dredged out, would it not? 

I'm not one to say what has to be done because that's not my 

field and I have no idea what would have to be done.  Indirectlj/ 

,a 
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Have you seen it? 

I've seen it, yes, sir. 

It's largely marsh, isn't it? 

I don't know the exactly boundary lines of it but it's a lot 

of marsh, yes, sir. 

Now, Mr. Morgan testified that there was no other association 

formed in Turnbull Estates other than the Turnbull Homes 

Association, Incorporated, do you agree with that testimony? 

The association, yes, sir. 

There's no other association? 

There's no legal  —  there's no — how shall I put it? 

There's no president or vice president of this association. 

Didn't you form any other association? 

We got a group of people together and — yes, it is, right. 

Well, then, Mr. Morgan would be in error then, if you formed 

another association, wouldn't he? 

I'm trying to clarify what you   the association, as far 

as — uh — 

An organized association where you have bylaws and elect 

officers, do you know what that is? 

We don't have one, no, sir. 

None, you say they don't have any? 

No, sir. 

You sure of it? 

To my knowledge. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No further questions. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 
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MR. MAY:  Your Honor, I realize it's not quite near the time 

for a break but I wonder if I might ask for a break 

There's no Ju^y here so — there may be certain 

information I want to introduce from a deposition 

and I'd like to take the opportunity to kind of 

glance through it. 

COURT:  Alright, sir. 

(COURT RECESSES AND RECONVENES) 

MR. MAY:  If Your Honor please, I would at this time like to 

introduce into evidence certain testimony given 

under oath by Thomas Kenney, taken before a Notary 

Public of the State of Maryland on September 14, 19^2 

COURT:  What date? 

MR. MAY:  September 14, 1972, at or about four thirty at the 

offices of Serio, Hopper, Blumenthal and Carmody. 

Referring to Page 7, I am the questioner, the answers 

are coming from Mr. Kenney.  Page 7, Line 11:  Now, 

were these bylaws drawn up before or after you sold 

the first lot? Answer:  They were all drawn up 

before and approved.  Question:  Approved by whom? 

Answer:  Approved by Mr. Weidemeyer and Mr. Bowie 

Duckett.  Skipping to Line 21:  Do any of the peopl^ 

that you have mentioned own property in Turnbull 

Estates? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I object to that because, if Your Honor 

please, it omits 
I'm 

MR. MAY:  If he's complaining about something/admitting then I 

think the Judge can rule on that without it being 

Mi 
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read to the Judge. 

COURT:  Rule on what? 

MR. MAY:  His complaint seems to be that I'm omitting things. 

I admit I am admitting things. 

COURT:  Of course, you are privileged to then supply any part 

that may have been omitted by the 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's right in here. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's right in here, and what little bit he has 

read I think is misleading because he said:  Answer 

Approval 

MR. MAY:  Your Honor, my point is I  — 

COURT:  You're permitted —  I mean he's permitted to read 

what part he wants and then you're permitted to sho^ 

what's wrong with what he left out, and that is — 

so he doesn't have to read any part he doesn't want 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He said approved by Mr. Weidemeyer and Mr. 

Bowie Duckett. 

COURT:  Well, you have to read it correctly. 

MR. MAY:  I'm reading it correctly, I'm —  then someone 

else said —  I'll tell you what it said, it 

says 'he was a Judge at this time, his law asso- 

ciate, I've forgotten his name, do you remember 

that?'  Mr. Weidemeyer says 'Barham Gary.'  Wit- 

ness:  'Barham Gary, that's right.'  Now, me, 

what I'm skipping I'm skipping for the purpose of 

putting across the idea, I don't care whether it 

was Mr. Bowie Duckett's law associate or anything. 
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and I think I ought to be able to read it where it 

makes sense and then if Mr. Weidemeyer wants to 

read that sort of thing — 

COURT:  He may fill in anything he wants. 

MR. MAY:  When I'm finished. 

COURT:  Alright, sir, you said you were down to Line 21, I 

think. 

MR. MAY:  Line 21.  'Do any of the people, referring to Mr. 

Weidemeyer and Mr. Bowie Duckett, that you have 

mentioned own property in Turnbull Estates?'  'You 

mean the people that I have mentioned?'  Question: 

'Yes'.  Answer:  'No.'  'At the time the declar- 

ations were drawn up and filed you and your wife 

owned all of the property in the land that we are 

concerned with, do you own it in your own names?' 

Answer:  'In our own names'.  Question:  'Is the 

land that you own in that area still owned in your 

own name?'  Answer:  'Yes.'  Question:  'When the 

bylaws were drawn up did anyone participate who 

owned land other than your wife and yourself?' 

Answer:  'Well, we consulted with anyone we thought 

could contribute anything.'  Question:  'My questicn 

is did anyone other than you and your wife own lane 

in what is referred to as Turnbull Estates?' 

Answer:  'No.'  Skipping to Page 9, Line 20:  'Did 

you make any sales prior to the time the bylaws 

were drawn up?'  Answer:  As far as I can recollecti, 

it is no.'  Question:  'So that the only owners to 
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participate in the drawing up of the bylaws would 

be you and your wife?'  Answer:  'And my wife.1 

Skipping now to Page 16, Line 20:  'Are you the 

president of the corporation called Turnbull Estates 

Homes Association, Inc.?'  Answer:  'Yes.'  Skip- 

ping to Page 20, Line 20:  'Now, who was the first 

president of 

COURT:  Page 20, Line 20? 
ork  nmoei-inrv  'Now, who was the first MR. MAY:  Page 20, Line 20.  Question.   wow, 

president of Turnbull Estates Homes Association, 

Inc.?'  Answer:  'Thomas Kenney.'  Question:  'Has 

anyone else ever been president?'  Answer:  'No.' 

Question:  'Who is the vice president?'  Answer: 

•Stacey McCubbin.' 'Stacey McCubbin, wasn't he 

•Stacey McCubbin, one of the owners.'  Question: 

•is he still a vice president?'  Answer:  'No, he 

passed away.'  Question:  'Is there a vice presi- 

dent today?'  Answer:  'No, we haven't replaced 

him, I am acting as vice president, we have had 

really no need for a vice president.'  Question: 

•Who is the treasurer, Stacey McCubbin or you, 

that's right, you.'  'Margaret Kenr-v is secretary 

and treasurer.'  Question:  'Secretary and treas- 

urer?'  Answer:  'Right'.  Question:  'HasMargare: 

Kenney always been?'  Answer:  'Always.'  Questioni 

'Been secretary and treasurer?'  Answer:  'Uh - hiii.' 

Page 22, Line 1, Question: 'Now, who are the members 

of the Board of Directors?'  Answer:  'Three of usr 
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Stacey McCubbin, since that time we have substituted 

my brother who has money, an investment, so we tool*, 

him in as vice president.'  Question:  'When did 

Mr. McCubbin die.?'  Answer: 'It was  —  I don't 

know, it is subsequent to some time in —  I really 

—  I couldn't pinpoint it now.'  Question:  'Ap- 

proximately when?'  Answer:  'I think it was before 

1970, I'm not sure about that, I can't be clear, I 

wouldn't say, it could be after that.'  Question: 

'So presently there are only two members of the 

Board of Directors?'  Answer:  'Three.'  Skipping 

to Page 23, Line 12:  'What is your brother's name^' 

'My brother's name is George Kenney.'  'Does he owr 

property?'  Answer:  'Huh?'  Question:  'In Turnbull 

Estates?'  Answer:  'Does he own property, he owns 

an interest in it.'  Question:  'Does he own pro- 

perty?'  Answer:  'Does he own property?'  Questior: 

'Yes.'  Answer:  'He has a — he has property 

interests in Turnbull Estates by reason of invest- 

ments.'  Question:  'If he does, what is the number 

of the lot?'  Answer:  'You mean title to the pro- 

perty?"  Question: 'Yes.'  Answer:  'No.'  Questior: 

'He owns no lots?'  Answer:  'No.'  And that's actiall: 

what I was getting to, he doesn't own a lot.  Ques- 

tion:  'And he owns no specific interest in any 

lot, for instance, he is not a tenant in common 

or anything?'  Answer:  'He is interested in the 

entire sub-division.'  Question:  'But his name 

appears on no deed, is that correct?'  Answer:  'He 

—c 
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is not on a lot.'  The reason I read all that is 

because there was testimony on Page 22 that sub- 

stitutes his brother for Stacey McCubbin.  His 

brother doesn't own any interest in the land. 

Page 30, Line 15, Question:  ~  and this is re- 

ferring to this little account book. Your Honor, 

that is admitted into evidence, we were looking at 

it at the time I was asking him questions. 

COURT:  That's Page 30, Line what? 

MR. MAY:  15.  Question:  'From what source did you obtain mon«|y 

to deposit — 

COURT:  Excuse me, that pertains to — we should probably get 

the Exhibit number. 

MR. MAY:  Number 5.  This is relating - at the time we were 

taking '--his deposition we had Number 5, the ori- 

ginal, I introduced a copy, and we were looking at 

it.  Question:  From what source did you obtain 

money to deposit to this account?'  Answer:  'From 

the lot owners.'  Question: 'Is the eighteen dollars 

membership fee per year?'  Answer:  'Uh - huh.1 

Question:  'Is that correct?'  Answer:  'Uh - huh." 

Question:  'And do you have records as to what the 

money was spent for that was withdrawn?'  Answer: 

'We didn't spend any of that money, we never had 

very much money, they were practically all delin- 

quent in their dues.'  Question:  'I'm drawing your 

attention tc^eptember 10, 1968, this book reflects 

a withdrawl from the savings account of six hundred 
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and fifty dollars, do you have any record as to 

what that money was spent for?'  Answer:  'Yes, th*t 

was paid for an attorney's fee.'  Question:  'Who 

authorized it?'  Answer:  'I did.'  Question: 

'Was there a meeting of the Board of Directors 

authorizing the retaining of an attorney?'  Answer 

•My wife and I were the majority.'  Question:  'Wan 

the general membership ever advised of this ex- 

penditure?'  Answer:  'No.'  Question:  'Has the 

general membership ever been given an accounting 

of these expenditures?'  Answer:  'They never have, 

as far as I know, they have never requested one, s(j> 

far as I know.'  Question:  'What was the attorney 

retained for?'  Answer:  'Well, he was retained to 

—  litigation was projected by —  say the dissi- 

dents .' 

COURT:  Do what? 

MR. MAY:  The dissidents.  Question:  'These are owners of honujs?' 

Answer:  'Yes, the litigation was projected by then 

and it was paid to the lawyer to protect the inter- 

est of the Turnbull Homes Association and all of 

the lot owners who would be substantially affected 

by adverse litigation, that would be necessary to 

protect their interests.'  Question:  'What was 

the litigation concerned with?'  Answer:  'Well, 

it's a long story, do you want that?'  Question: 

I just want to know where you the defendant or the 

plaintiff?'  Answer:  'We were a defendant.'  Ques- 
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tion:  'What were you sued for?'  Answer:  'We wer^ 

sued by the County.  Let's go ahead of that a little. 

In the pursuit of our business of developing the 

land and the lots we proceeded to dredge one sec- 

tion to a depth of about seven foot, and the lot 

—  that was all done by the County's approval, 

and that debris from that dredging was then spread 

around on some of the other lots and one of the 

other lots contained a drainage ditch that was 

left by the dredging company in order to take care 

of a copper drain to that area and the dissidents 

decided that that was an objectionable drain there, 

although they were tickled to death to get the 

dredging done, and some of them had to pay their 

share of dredging, they haven't yet paid it.  Others 

did pay it and we went ahead and dredged it at our 

expense and the dredging company was a very capable 

large-scale dredging company.'  Question:  'Ex- 

cuse me, if I may interrupt, Mr. Kenney, we don't 

need to go into that.  My question was what was 

the suit concerned with, who was the plaintiff?' 

Answer:  'I'm leading up to that.'  Question: 

'I'm asking you specifically, now, who was the 

plaintiff?'  Answer:  'The plaintiff was the Count^.1 

Question:  'And who was the defendant?'  Answer: 

'We were.'  Question:  'Who, you individually?' 

Answer:  'Yes, us individually, as far as I know.1 

Question:  'Was Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., 

pm 1 i! 
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a defendant?'  Answer:  'I don't know as to that.' 

Question:  'Did anyone other than you and Mrs. 

Kenney approve the payment of that money to an 

attorney?'  Answer:  'Well, property owners of 

property that was affected certainly approved it.' 

Question:  'Was there a meeting in which they 

voiced their approval?'  Answer:  'I don't recall 

it, probably we just talked it, had an occasional 

meeting.'  Question:  'Who was the attorney?' 

Answer: 'The attorney was Bennett Grain.'  Ques- 

tion:  'I draw your attention to August 14, 1970, 

there was a withdrawl from this account of four 

hundred dollars, and ask you what that was for?' 

COURT:  What date was that? 

MR. MAY:  August 14, 1970.  Answer:  'Well, that was the pay- 

ment to our attorney and I think it was Bennett 

Grain, I think all these payments were Bennett 

Grain, weren't they? They were all to Bennett 

Grain to protect the property owners.'  Question: 

'Was there a suit involved here."  Answer:  'No, I 

think there was just one suit with the Gounty.' 

Question:  Do you recall what the services rendered 

were?'  Answer:  Well, handling matters and workinc 

out a settlement with the Gounty.'  Question: 

'Was this a settlement which related to Turnbull 

Homes Association, Inc.?'  Answer:  'Well,it was 

in connection with the drainage ditch that they 

had, the ditch was put in by the Chesapeake Bay 
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Company with the instructions from them but 

Question:  'No, no, Mr. Kenney, my point is I'm 

not going into the merits of the case, my question 

is did this fee relate to the same suit?'  Answer: 

•Yes, it was all the same.'  Question:  'And 

Turnbull Homes Association was not a defendant, 

is that correct?'  Answer:  'Yes, that's right.' 

Question:  You, individually, were the defendant?' 

Answer:  'How was that?'  Question:  'You were 

the defendant individually?'  Answer:  'Yes, I 

think so.'  'Now I draw your attention  to a with- 

drawl of September 14, 1970, a withdrawl of one 

hundred and seventy dollars, was that also an 

attorney's fee?'  Answer: 'It was, yes, all with- 

drawls are for attorney's fees.'  Question:  'Re- 

lating to the same situation?'  Answer"  'I imaginb 

so, yes.'  Question:  'And there's a small withdrawl 

of February 16, 1972, of eighteen dollars, does 

that represent an attorney's fee?'  I expect that 

we can almost take judicial notice of the fact 

that no attorney's fee ever was eighteen dollars. 

COURT:  It's either ten or eight, you mean. 

MR. MAY:  No, that means that no attorney ever charges a fee 

that low.  I'm sorry. Your Honor. 

COURT:  I'll tell you, the trouble is you're just too modern. 

MR. MAY:  Question:  'There's a small withdrawl of February 16 

1972, of eighteen dollars, does that represent 

an attorney's fee?'  Answer:  I think that was 
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a bad check that was cancelled out, somebody gave 

a bad check, that's a better explanation than an 

attorney's fee.'  I would draw the attention of 

the Court at this time to the evidence that I offer- 

ed at the beginning that the  —  ask that the 

Court take judicial notice that there is no case 

at bar in equity in which Turnbull Homes Asso- 

ciation 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I would —  I would say this, that there are 

ihstances where one party could be a defendant in a 

case but the subject matter of the case might re- 

late to the whole community and property by being 

in title or something of that kind would affect 

the whole community, whatever happened to it, so 

I think that it's the judgment of the Kenneys that 

the association people there would be affected by 

it and these expenditures were made to Bennett 

Crain for the attorney's fees. 

MR. MAY:  To volunteer an argument, of course, my own decision 

would be that 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  But they would give in detail the sum and 

substance — 

COURT:  There was also a question of whether or not there was 

any meeting which authorized the expenditure or 

whether they had the authority to make expenditure^ 

as corporate expenditures, those things, it prob- 

ably will enter into the picture, I don't know 

what the evidence is going to be in regards to 

121 



JlHi 

BOOK   199 PAG-158 
that.  I might say as far again as judicial notice 

is concerned I can't lock out the other side to be 

presented later and say look there's a case down 
and if I take judicial notice 

stairs number so-and-so/that there is none it means 

that I've got to either get you two to agree or I'vje 

got to downstairs and look.  Now, 

MR. MAY:  Very well, Your Honor, I 

COURT:  You two haven't agreed and I'm not going down and look, 

but I would say this, that unless somebody shows 

that there is a case there — the Court never 

assumes that somebody is being sued, I mean that's 

a matter of proof. 

MR. MAY:  Very well. Your Honor, I won't ask you to take 

judicial notice, I think I used the wrong term. 

COURT:  Well, I certainly - unless there's proof to the con- 

trary I will have to take judicial notice that 

there's no suit, I mean it's not judicial notice, 

it's just the fact that if no one proves it I must 

assume that there's no suit, so that is as far as 

the Court can assume.  Now, if they offer anything 

to the contrary, of course, that's up to them.  As 

to the effect of the suit it has nothing to do r. 

whether there is a defendant in the case or not. 

You're asking a different question.  They can still 

testify as to what the effect of it was, I don't 

know. 

MR. MAY:  Oh, yes, well, that's a matter for — 

COURT:  That's what I have to figure out, to decide what it meakis.l 
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Now I would read from Page 37, line 6.  Question. 

•Do you have any other financial books or records 

relating to the monies brought in by 

Turnbull Homes Association, Inc.? 

when I say any other here I was referring to the 

little book.  Answer:  'No, all the money went 

into that account and was paid out of that account 

Reading now from Page 45, line 13.  Question: 

•When was the last annual meeting you had of 

this corporation?'  Answer:  'The last annual 

meeting was '67, I believe.'  ' '67, is it?' 

• -67, yes, '67 was the last one.   Then we had 

another one that was not a -  '  and then he 

ends there.  I'll read on a little bit.  Question: 

'I'm talking about the meeting that you called. 

So this corporation has had no annual meetings 

since 1967?'  Answer:  'None since '67.  Well, 

the one in '68, we had a meeting which was not 

approved by us.'  Page 46, line ^  Question: 

'Has the Board of Directors, referring to this 

same corporation, met since 1967?'  Answer:  'Has 

the Board of Directors what?'  Question:  'Met?' 

Answer:  'Met?'  Question:  'Yes.'  Answer:  'Well 

they're meeting all the time, every day, she and 

I are the Board.'  Indicating to his wife.  Ques- 

tion:  'When was the last time there was an elec- 

tion of the Board of Directors?'  Answer:  ' -- "*»- 

Question:  'When?'  Answer:  'I've forgotten the 
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the date.'  Line 19.  Question:  'And on those 

plats it shows a piece of land set aside for rec- 

reational purposes, is that correct?'  Answer: 

•Yes, that's correct.' 

COURT:  What is that line, Mr.  — 

MR. MAY:  Line 19 on Page 46. 

COURT:  Alright, I'm sorry, I didn't get what it was, what is 

is now? 

if U 

MR. MAY: 
referring to those plats, 

•And on those plats/it shows a piece of land set 

aside for recreational purposes, is that correct?' 

Line 21.  Answer:  'Yes, that's correct.'  Page 

47, Line 10, Question:  'Did you intend to turn 

this land over for recreational purposes to any- 

one?'  Answer:  'To who?'  Question:  'To any- 

one.'  Answer:  'You mean the lot owners?'  Ques- 

tion:  'Yes.'  Answer:  'On the basis of their 

performance do you think —  '  Question: 'No, 

I'm not talking about their performance, not theiij 

performance, I'm talking about when you filed that 

plat was it your intention to sometime in the 

future turn that land over to the lot owners or 

to the association?'  Answer:  'We are ready to 

turn it over to anybody that qualifies as an 

association.'  Page 63, Line 15, Question:  'O. K 

I have just a few more questions.  Who are the 

three families that you don't want involved?' 

Answer:  'Morgans, the troublemakers, Morgan and 

Gill, they have instituted a conspiracy the whole 

HO 
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time they have been there.'  Question:  'What is t|ie 

third family?'  Answer:  "Morgan, Gill and Chick.' 

Question:  'Are there any others?'  Answer:  'No, 

no others, they are all.  We could get along with 

the others.'  Question:  'Is it my understanding 

that it is your position that you have a vote at 

the annual meeting for every lot you own, is that 

correct?'  Answer:  'We will have the vote, we 

don't necessarily use the vote unless  — 

Question:  'Technically you have the vote, you 

have the vote?'  Answer:  'It serves the purpose 

of stopping if they try to do the wrong thing, 

to stop it.1  Question:  'Is it your position if 

you chose, you could have a vote for each lot that 

you own?'  Answer:   'Yes, that is why we put it 

in there.'  Question:  'If a meeting were held 

would you insist on being elected president?' 

Answer:  'I would like — what I would like to 

do would be to serve for a time until they have 

developed enough confidence to do the things that 

we need to have done, and I would be glad to give 

it up at that time, or if they appointed very com- 

petent people that I had confidence in their 

ability to do the things in a fair and responsible 

manner I would do it then anytime.'  Question: 

'Who do you believe would be a good president?' 

Answer:  'I think I have found Nick Constantine 
capable 

to be a very/type, he has a very important job.' 
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Question: 'Just name the people.' Answer: 'Nicl: 

Constantine.' Question: 'Who else?' Answer: 

'I think Nick has got the ability.' Question: 

'My question is who else.' Answer: 'The per- 

formance of the others hasn't been too good in 

my book.' Question: 'Is there anyone else that 

you would agree to taking the office of the presi- 

dency, you know, immediately?' Answer: 'I think 

he is the only one that I have the confindence in 

that could do the job, he is qualified, the other^ 

I don't think are qualified.' That's our case. 

Your Honor. 

COURT:  Alright. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER: At this time, I move to dismiss, I don't 

think there's been anything here today to show 

that — to justify this suit. Here's a corpor- 

ation that all know about the bylaws, some of then, 

like them, I presume some do like them, probably 

we'll have evidence there are some that like them, 

but what they seem to want is something that the 

bylaws and the covenants provide, that the devel- 

opers have a vote for every lot that they own, 

that's nothing unusual because developers all over 

this land are supposed to have community asso- 

ciations but they protect themselves with a veto. 

COURT:  Well, the question is in this, it's got to be used foi 

the right purpose.  The question is the parties 

say that the plats show that these recreation lota 
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recreation lot is to be turned over to the 

association.  The man who is in the association 

who has the most votes doesn't demand it from 

himself, he provides temporary facilities and 

then he refuses to allow them to use the tem- 

porary facilities.  Now, that would mean that as 

long as he had half the lots that would mean that 

nobody could ever have any recreational facilitiesi 

because he would have the majority vote and unless 

he demands of himself to do it the association is 

not going to do it, and that's the problem we hav^r 

sir. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't think there's any showing —  there 

is no showing whatsoever that the recreation area 

that's shown on the plat has ever been refused to 

any of them. 

COURT:  No, but he hasn't done it.  He's taken away the rec- 

reation area they had and he hasn't provided a 

recreation area that's available. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's provided there on the plat. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It is provided there on the plat. 

COURT:  Yes, but he hasn't done what the plat says he's sup- 

posed to do, it's supposed to be there for the 

benefit of the people, that's what they're com- 

plaining about, Mr. Weidemeyer, is the fact that 

you know what it is, it's the fact that they've 

got the corporation there and that the man who 
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controls the corporation is the man to whom the 

recreation area belongs, and unless he uses his 

prerogative as president to demand of himself to 

transfer it over he doesn't do it, and it means 

that if he keeps half the land he never does have 

to transfer it over, and that's the part that I 

think the people are complaining about. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't know that there's been any demand 

or request 

COURT:  I don't know that you have to demand all these things. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  There's no evidence. 

COURT:  It's not a question you have to demand all these thines, 

in other words, the corporation is bound to carry 

on a certain amount of responsibility, and if they 

don't carry on the responsibility I don't know 

that it's up to every person to demand it, and 

that's the situation that we seem to have.  It 

seems to me that they have made out a case, I 

mean, he's got to explain something.  We've got 

a situation where he has the power that the rec- 

reation area was proposed and it's on the plat, 

and that he was to transfer it to the recreation 

association, or whatever the association is, and 

he has never done it, and you say he has never 

demanded it of him.  They would have no right to 

demand it of him, it's up to the association to 

demand it of him, and if he's head of the asso- 
and 

elation / won't have any meeting, then there s 
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nobody to demand it of the association, and we 

get to the question of what comes first, the 

chicken or the egg? Or if the snake starts 

swallowing itself it'll disappear.  I mean, that's 

what we're running into in this thing.  We're just 

going around, and there's nobody has any right — 

those people, themselves, apparently have no right 

to demand that this gentleman transfer that land 

over to them.  It's only the association that is 

supposed to get the title to the land.  Now, he 

is the association.  They can demand of him all 

they want and he'll say 'I have no obligation to 

you, my contract and my deed says to transfer it 

over to the association. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, that's what I'm saying, you could, wherje 

you've got the dedication on the plat, to dedicate 

it to the use of the community and — 

COURT:  Yes, but he hasn't done anything  —  he hasn't 

transferred it over to the —  it says there that 

he's to transfer it over. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think one of the witnesses testified that 

he wanted to use it for a picnic there one time, 

or something, and was allowed to use it. 

COURT:  No, she said that they cleared some piece of land that 

they allowed them to use prior to the time they 

came down there, and that was the situation, and 

then the — and the money is supposed to be used 

for the development of the  —  the question is 
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that    —    there are a lot of questions  in this, 

did they have the right to deprive these people 

of joining the association.  I looked at the plat 

and the thing was on record and it doesn't say 

anything, does there, in here about the eighteen 

dollar fee to be charged each year? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, it says  — 

COURT:  Where is that? 

MR. MAY:  It's not on the plat. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. MAY:  It's not on the plat. 

COURT:  No, on the recorded part.  Does it say anything about 

the fee? 

MR. MAY:  Oh, yes, it's in the covenant. 

COURT:  Uh - huh, so now the question is whether the gentle- 

man has paid his eighteen dollars fees and if 

he's paid it for ever^bne of the lots there for 

which he has a lot, and according to this it looks 

like it's a couple hundred there, there's a lot 

of money there to help that belongs to this 

association to develop that recreational area 

that has been dedicated, and again, if he's presi- 

dent of the association and he has the controllincf 

vote,he doesn't proceed against himself for col- 

lection but he denies other people the right to 

join because they haven't paid their back fee. 

Now, I don't know whether he's made these paymentJi 

or not.  Does the book show whether these pay- 

i1 

—( 

131 



^ lit, 

iS9 r«:i67 600" JLOf< 

ments were made, Mr. 

MR. MAY:   Well, it was referred to in one of my questions. 

Your Honor, it was  — 

COURT:  There's fourteen dollars 

MR. MAY:  There's some money in there, and that's the only 

record we have, I don't know where that money 

comes from. 

COURT:  This fourteen dollars, you see, the question is  — 

eighteen dollars, if he's paying eighteen dollars 

a year then — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He doesn't have to pay eighteen, he pays 

for the one lot that he has his residence on — 

COURT:  Oh, no, no, no, now, who said that? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If you read — 

MR. MAY:  Your Honor, if you look in those bylaws that's 

what it says. 

COURT:  I'm not worried about the bylaws, he cannot change th 

bylaws to bring the thing about for himself, now, 

if he has one vote, he has one vote, but it doesn" 

mean you get one membership and then get a vote fcr 

every lot, now, you'd have to show that to me.  I 

don't know of any law that says that and there's 

no automatic law, what does the law say about the 

eighteen dollars? 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor, let me just say — I can put it 

in one nutshell right here.  The covenants provid€ 

for eighteen dollars membership and there is a 

reference to — uh — 

1 
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COURT:  The owner of each building site to one membership, 

the owner of each building site, each one, each 

building site entitled to one membership in the 

association and to participate in all votes.  Each 

building site, from the date of the purchase from 

the developer shall be subject to the payment of 

an annual charge of eighteen dollars which shall 

be payable to the association the 1st day of 

January of each and every year, so the annual charje 

due on the 1st day of each and every year, and so 

forth.  Now, he doesn't say —  it says each 

building site, the owner of each building site 

shall be entitled to one membership.  Now, certainly, 

you can't vote unless you're a member, and why 

would you own five lots and get four free building 

—  get four free  — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That's usual with developers. 

COURT:  I can't help what's usual, sir, now we're interpreting 

it.  I know that developers usually do that, Mr. 

Weidemeyer, but they do it in a different way en- 

tirely.  I'm familiar with a number of them, the 

way they were done, and so forth, but we have 

this situation here, I have never yet seen the 

developer who ever became president of one of those 

organizations.  I have seen the case where it 

wasn't about the vote, you put the vote over to thi 

people, and they can't vote anything or change any 

thing as far as your property is concerned, be- 
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cause they can't infringe on your property right, 

and that's the situation.  Do you mean to tell me 

if I develop and sell ten lots those people can 

form an association and come in and start in- 

fringing on my rights when I own another hundred 

and fifty lots?  I don't see how these people 

could take anything away from that gentleman. 

People can't merely get together and form an 

organization or an improvement association and 

they might raise a little rumpus with you, but an^ 

citizen can do that.  But the question is how can 

they come along and make you do certain things 

with this property merely because they formed an 

association.  I don't know why he's holding on, 

really, to the association.  I can't see any pur- 

pose for it whatever because I don't see what 

purpose it serves.  The question is the owner of 

each building site shall be entitled to one vote 
and 

in the association/to participate in all the 

affairs of the association in accordance with the 

bylaws, each building site purchased from the pur- 

chaser.  I don't believe under this that the builder 

himself has any right to any votes in here.  Each 

building site, from the date of its purchase from 

the developer, shall be subject to the annual pay- 

ment of eighteen dollars.  The owner of each buil- 

ding site shall be entitled to one membership in 

the association and to participate in all the 

134 



i lit. 

BOOK 199fAKl70 
affairs of the association in accordance with the 

bylaws of the association.  But I don't see any- 

thing in there  —  it doesn't appear to me just 

from a quick reading —  unless you all can pre- 

sent some law to the contrary, that he has a vote 

in that building —  association, not the buildirjg 

but the improvement.  Now, I've seen a lot of 

these improvement associations but I've never 

seen a developer stay involved in them. 

MR. MAY:  I would just draw the attention of the Court to 

the word from. 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. MAY:  I would just draw the attention of the Court to 

the word from. 

COURT:  What's that'from? 

MR. MAY: vFroml 

COURT:  From the date of its purchase, each building site. 

MR. MAY:  From the developer.  They haven't bought any lots. 

COURT:  Haven't what? 

MR. MAY:  They haven't bought any lots.  People who buy lots 

from the developers have certain rights.  They 

haven't bought any lots. 

COURT:  Well, I'm not ready to pass on the fact that they may 

not — owe the back money yet. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll say this, I can't at this moment point 

it out to the Court — 

COURT:  Sir? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I can't at this moment point it out to the 
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Court, but both counsel and I on previous reading 

of these have agreed that that's what they provide 

and that was the purpose of this suit, to change 

these bylaws. 

COURT:  What was provided, Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  We were both in accord that the bylaws did 

provide that 

MR. MAY:  I would object to that statement, I don't think it 
used 

ought to be/in an agreement, if there's any  — 

s COURT:  I'm not going to use it for any agreement, I mean, it' 

up to the parties, I can't help what counsel might 

agree that it means, but the situation is this  —• 

MR. MAY:  I didn't make any agreement as to what it means or 

else we wouldn't be here. 

COURT:  Each building site from the date of its purchase from 

the developers shall be subject to the payment of 

an annual charge of eighteen dollars, which shal . 

be payable to the association on the 1st day of r- 

Now, if we want to get down to that, we're trying 

to get down to the actual reading, it doesn't eveji 

say that the member can't —  let's see, it 

doesn't say that the member has to pay the fee, 

does it, in order to be a member of the asso- 

ciation.  Does it say that?  I mean, we get down 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  In the first sentence, the owner of each 

building site shall be entitled to one member- 

ship in the asso- — 

COURT:  The owner of each building site. 

a u t, 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  And shall participate in all the affairs of 

the association in accordance with the bylaws of 

the association.  Each building site, from the 

date of its purchase from the developer, shall be 

subject to the payment of an annual charge of 

eighteen dollars which shall be payable to the 

association on the 1st day of January of each 

year, and shall be applied as dues for said member 

ship.  Said annual charge due the 1st day of 

January of each year, if not paid on or before 
day 

the Ist/of March of that year shall bear interest 

from said last mentioned date at the rate of six 

percent per annum.  These covenants are to run 

with the land.  In accordance with the bylaws, 

now the bylaws — now, if you look at Number 3 

exhibit, in accordance with the bylaws of the 

membership — 

COURT:  Now, the definition of the term 'building site' shall 

mean any lot or any portion thereof or any two or 

more contiguous lots or a parcel of land of record 

and in unity of title, upon which a dwelling may 

be erected in conformance with the covenants, that 

means you've got one vote no matter how many votes 

you hold, doesn't it, or not? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, one vote for each lot that you — 

COURT:  Alright, now, the developer says he's got a bunch of 

votes. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes. 
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COURT:  Well, how would he have if a building site could be 

either one lot or a thousand?  It says 'shall be 

any lot or any portion thereof or any two or more 

contiguous lots or parcels of land of record in 

unity of title upon which a dwelling may be 

erected in conformance with the covenants herein*, 

which means the developer, even if he's a member, 

would have one vote.  I mean, that's what I'm 

looking to, and the situation here where he would 

have a vote for each individual lot I can't 

I've never heard of things like that, but if they 

want to say that's the way it is, that's the way 

it is, but this doesn't say each lot, this says 

each building site, and it interprets what a 

building site means, a building site means almost I// 

of the lots that he owns, I assume, and if I ownec 

five lots I'd have one building site, building 

site, and the purpose of that equitably means so 

that some person couldn't come along and buy ten 

lots and get ten votes, like a cooperative where 

each individual member gets a vote, not like a 

corporation where each one gats a vote with each 

share of stock.  And if you're going to live in 

a home, why, it doesn't make any difference 

whether you own one lot or five.  Well, that's 

what it seems to say. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't think —  I don't think they have 

ever placed that interpretation on it, it's a 

question that 
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COURT:  No, but — am I interpreting it or is this inter- 

preting it?  It says definition of terms.  Now, 

they're objecting to the votes he gets, this says 

definition of terms. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Where are you reading from. Your Honor? 

COURT:  Page 1, sir, on Exhibit Number 2, definition of term 

'building site', and that's what it says a buildirlg 

site is.  So I can't see how the gentleman can vot^e 

all those lots. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I think building site has to be nor- 

mally construed to be a building lot, or building 

lots. 

COURT:  No, sir, it says two or more contiguous lots, now, 

if that is the case, what it's supposed to mean, 

if we want to go back to something reasonable, 

would it be reasonable that some person could 

wag the whole thing by owning most of the lots? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I'm reading the thing different from 

what you are. 

COURT:  Are you reading Number 2, sir, down at the bottom, 

the last 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Section 2, right at the bottom. 

COURT:  No, Exhibit Number 2, the first page, first page of 

the recorded 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The first page of the bylaws under Article - 

COURT:  No, not bylaws, the bylaws can't change the restrict- 

ions, this is on the recorded — the restrict- 

ions that we're talking about. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  But the restrictions, if Your Honor please. 
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refer to the bylaws. 

COURT:  The restrictions doesn't mean that you can change the 

interpretation of the word 'lot'.  The bylaws must 

be in conformity with the restrictions.  You can't 

have the tail wagging the dog, and this is like 

a charter.  Did you see the restrictions, sir? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I see the restrictions under 'N', the owner 

of each lot 

COURT:  No, no, excuse me, look on the first page, Mr. Weide- 

meyer, the very first page of the restrictions, 

recorded restrictions.  The very first page.  On 

the bottom it says 'definition of terms'.  There 

it is, down at the bottom.  'Definition of terms'. 

Building site shall mean any lot or any portion 

thereof, or any two or more contiguous lots or 

any parcel of land of record and of unity of title 

upon which a dwelling house may be erected in con- 

formity with the covenants herein.  Now, this goes 

back and says what each building site member should 

do.  The owner of each building site shall be en- 

titled to one membership.  Exactly what they're 

talking about.  Each building site, not each lot, 

and that particularly is —  it's thought out — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It combines two lots to a purchaser —  to 

constitute a building site. 

COURT:  It says two or more. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, two or more. 

COURT:  Why, if two can only have one vote why can a man with a 
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hundred votes?  I mean, I just  —  look, I'm not 

changing the wording, the wording is here, it says 

a building site is  —  it even says 'or a parcel 

of land of record and in unity of title', re- 

gardless of size, whichever it is, if it's not 

in the form of lots, then a parcel of land in 

the development.  Then on Page 4 it says 'the 

owner of each building site shall be entitled 

to one membership,1 owner of each building site. 

Now, the bylaws can't redistribute that and say 

now we're not going to pay any attention to these 

restrictions.  These are the restrictions, and 

we can't change these restrictions by somebody 

adopting bylaws, and that's the situation, now, 

that's what you've got here, one building sitt. 

It looks like the gentleman would be entitled to 

one vote, I don't know, I'm not saying it, he 

has said it in these restrictions, what a build- 

ing site is, and this is the logical way to do 

it, it meant that if a man bought three or four 

lots he doesn't get three or four votes and his 

neighbor gets one vote.  It certainly says each 

building site and it tells me what a building sit^ 

is.  Now, I can't see anything different from 

that. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, we have 

COURT:  Not each building lot, each building site from the 

date of the purchase from the developer shall 
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be subject to payment of an annual charge of 

eighteen dollars.  It says each building site, 

now, I don't know.  Under the circumstances, the 

Court feels that I must necessarily deny the motion 

for dismissal of the bill of complaint because we 

have a situation here where they contend he 

hasn't held meetings, where he's been voting and 

arbitrarily withholding the meetings, now, of 

course, that is not conclusive, it's up to him, 

he can offer whatever defense he may have to it, 

but certainly, you can't void the intention or 

the definite terms of the restriction that's 

placed on record, and the people are entitled to 

operate the way the restrictions called for, and 

under the circumstances, they said they were 

precluded from operating due to the actions of 

the gentleman who owned the property, that's what 

they're saying.  That's their contention. Now, 

under the circumstances, I feel that they have 

presented a prima facie situation which I bfelieve 

would require some rebuttal in order to show that 

their contention isn't proper, so for reasons 

stated, the Court will deny the motion for a 

directed verdict at this time. 

—( 
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THOMAS  T.   KENNEY,   a witness  of  lawful  age, 

being  first duly sworn,   deposes  and says: 

(MR.   WEIDEMEYER  -   DIRECT  EXAMINATION) 

State your  name  and address,   please. 

Thomas  T.   Kenney,   Edgewater,   Route   4,   Box  294. 

And are you and your wife  the  developers of Turnbull Estates? 

Yes. 

And you and your wife are sometimes known as Turnbull Company' 

Yes, we are defined as the Turnbull Company. 

When did you start the development? 

That was started approximately 1958. 

And in the 

•55, I would say, 1955, the early — no, let's make it '57, 

I retired from the FHA in 1957, and I think that's the start. 

What occupation did you have with FHA? 

I had charge of sub-division activities all over the United 

States for FHA in their insurance of mortgages, that's 

based on sub-divisions, and I had quite a little to do with 

developing the forms that were used, and I — these forms 

hav^been in use for many years in the FHA all over the United 

States, have been found very effective and the insuring record, 

of the FHA has been very good.  We developed all of these 

forms years ago in the FHA and I administered their operation 

all over the United States, I had no difficulty with them 

whatsoever anywhere in the United States, I have never been 

sued on them, I have never been — had any difficulty with 

the Washington office on them, they have been effective and 

operational — 
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MR. MAY:  If Your Honor please, I'm trying to be 

patient, but I think the question was what 

type of work did he do in the FHA, and I 

think he's answered. 

COURT:  Alright, sir. 

Now, did you put these covenants on record? 

Did I do it personally? We did, we did it, we had it done, 

we had it done. 

And the corporation was formed known as the Turnbull Homes 

Association, Incorporated? 

We had planned to incorporate but our progress hadn't been 

sufficiently justified so we didn't do it. We could do it 

if we wanted to, at any time. 

COURT:  Excuse me, has there or has there not 

been a corporation? 

It has not been. 

Did you get my question? 

What? 

Did you get my question? 

Repeat it. 

My question was didn't you have a corporation organized known 

as the Turnbull Homes Association? 

Yes, we did, yes.  I understood you to say Turnbull Company. 

No. 

Yes, Turnbull Homes Association, yes, we had it incorporated. 

Do you remember what year? 

Before any lots were sold and before we even finished the 

recording of the plats, as far as I can say. 

— ( 
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When were the bylaws of the corporation drawn? 

They were drawn and recorded, I think before anything was sol(|, 

and that would be iryabout 1965. 

About 1965 was your first sale? 

I don't recall the first sale. 

COURT:  You asked him about bylaws and he said 

they were formed and recorded before any- 

thing was sold, now, I don't know yet 

whether he's speaking of the corporation or 

the bylaws.  I don't want to get th^wo 

confused. 

The bylaws, themselves, had been formulated many years ago, 

mostly, and they were drawn up for this particular sub-div- 

ision and placed on record before any lots were sold. 

You mean the corporation was placed on record? 

Yes. 

And the covenants were placed on record? 

Yes, both of them, they were placed on record before we 

actually started the sale of lots. 

You didn't place the bylaws of the corporation on public re- 

cord, did you? 

COURT:  Do you know the difference between the 

corporation and the bylaws, sir? 

Yes, I do. 

COURT: Well, now, he's asking you about the 

bylaws, not the corporation. 

Yes, sir.  Well, the bylaws for the corporation — or the 

bylaws are the bylaws for the corporation. 
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COURT:  Yes, but you're talking about placing them 

on record, he asked you if the bylaws were 

on record and I think you said yes. 

Yes, they are on record. 

COURT:  Where?  That's the question, sir. 

The bylaws? 

The bylaws. 

COURT:  Don't shake your head yes or no. 

How old are you, Mr. Kenney? 

How old? 

Yes. 

Better than eighty. 

Do you recall whether or not the bylaws are on public record? 

Well, that was my impression, I could be mistaken.  It's in 

connection with the corporation, the corporation is recorded, 

I think. 

Yes, the corporation is recorded. 

The bylaws are a part of the corporation. 

COURT:  No, sir, that's different. 

They go along with the corporation. 

COURT:  Just to straighten you out, when a corp- 

oration is formed you have to send the 

charter up and get it approved and author- 

ized by the State Tax Commission. After 

that, you get the corporation in operation 

and you get the buylaws and it's not necessarily 

legal to record bylaws, and I don't seem to 

think the State Tax Commission records it. 
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do they? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No. 

COURT:  As I understand it, there is no law that 

requires bylaws to be recorded, so now the 

question is the fact that you have the 

charter incorporated —  the form of the 

corporation doesn't mean at all that the 

bylaws went with the charter because the 

State Tax Commission that allows you to 

incorporate, where you send your charter, 

will not even record your bylaws, they only 

handle charters.  I don't know, I think it 

can be stipulated whether these are be re- 

corded any place, or not.  If either one 

you want to stipulate that nobody's found 

any place where they're recorded, I don't 

know.  But if they are, they are, if they're 

not, they're not, but I wouldn't know where 

they would be recorded. 

Well, 0. K.,tif  you say they're not, why, they're not. 

Well, I think they're not, no, but I asked you.  Now, when 

you started selling off lots did you put up any signs on the 

place? 

Well, we had signs at the entrance, yes.  We didn't sell lots 

except in connection with the construction of a house. 

You say you had a picture there at the entrance? 

Yes, one with the sign at the entrance to the sub-division. 

I thought I had a picture here to show you but I can't find 
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it.     Do you recall what was  on  that  sign? 

A Planned Community. 

I show you — is this sign at the entrance where you come in 

to Turnbull Estates, the developed part? 

It's at the  —  close to the entrance, no, this is out on 

the highway, this is a highway sign right at the first turn 
of 

that you take off/the main road. 

As you come into Turnbull Estates, isn't it? 

That's right, that's right, there's a sign along there. 

Right on the corner, isn't it? 

Yes. 

COURT:  Is that on your property, sir, or is that 

on — 

No, it's on other property. 

But they have to come right by this property to come in? 

Yes. 

Now, there's another one just inside the entrance to the sub- 

division that you may be referring to. 

No, I'm referring to the one out there. I'd like to offer 

this picture into evidence as Defendant's Exhibit 1.  So your 

sign says a planned waterfront 

MR. MAY:  Just a minute, Mr. Weidemeyer.  If you'd 

wait just a minute.  I'm going to object. 

Your Honor, I don't know what this is leading 

to, but I see no relevance at all, it's a 

picture of a sign. 

COURT:  I don't know, is it to be tied in, Mr. 

Weidemeyer, with anything? 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think it's obvious that as a 

person comes in there to this sub-division 

they see right off the bat his sign which 

says 'A Planned Waterfront Community'.  It 

think it's obvious to the Court or anybody 

else that a prudent person is going to say 

what are your plans, how are you planning. 

COURT:  I think we're carrying a prudent person's 

powers of observation and curiosity to an 

extreme because I don't think I would do 

that.  Nevertheless, the Court will admit it, 

I'd say, at least, it would not be prejudici4l# 

that I can see. 

(PHOTOGRAPH FILED HEREWITH AS DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT ^) 

Do you engage in the sale of lots? 

In connection with the construction of homes.  We only sell 

lots for the purpose of building homes. 

And who built the streets in the sub-division? 

We have supervised the construction of streets 

MR. MAY:  At this point. Your Honor, I wish to 

raise an objection.  The details of how 

the community was developed and all of 

the things that were done and all of the 

money that was put into the community are 

not relevant. 

COURT:  I'm wondering about the relevancy of it, 

Mr. Weidemeyer.  The only thing is the 

questions involved is about this  — uh — 
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the matters of what the — it does or does 

not have the right to do under the recre- 

ational area and the boats, as I understand 

it, and the association, I think they're aboikt 

the only two things, I don't think it makes 

any difference what even the people paid for 

the lots, as long as they paid something 

for them, so that's the only consideration. 

None of them have said that the development 

is a shambles, I don't recall any testimony 

saying that Mr. Kenney did not develop it 

properly, nor that it isn't developed in a 

good way.  I mean there's no testimony there 

to show any detriment at all to the develop- 

ment. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll strike the question. 

COURT:  It's just a question of the status of the 

legality of the situation. 

Mr. Kenney, in the showing and sale of lots what, if anything, 

was said about covenants and restrictions of Turnbull Homes 

Association, Incorporated, and the bylaws of Turnbull Homes 

Association? 

MR. MAY:  I think it might be best if we asked tho^e 

questions one at a time. Your Honor. 

COURT:  Yes, you might — 

What, if anything, was said about the covenants and res 

Well,  — 

MR. MAY:  I would object to that. Your Honor, on 

trictions? 
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the grounds that it doesn't make any dif- 

ference, that it was stipulated that they 

were on record, and everybody has said that 

they got copies of the bylaws.  I mean the 

restrictions. 

COURT:  Well, I don't know, I'm interested in the 

procedure, part of the procedure might have 

something to do with it. 

Do you discuss with the prospective purchasers, do you discuss 

the covenants and restrictions that are on record? 

In great detail, they're buying not land altogether, they're 

buying security, buying security. 

MR. MAY:  I'm sorry. Your Honor, that's not the 

question. 

How good will that land stand up? 

COURT:  Mr. Kenney, what you're doing is presentinjg 

logic for your answers.  The question of 

logic is for your lawyer to argue and for 

me to decide.  And what you do, you just 

answer the question, not the logic of your 

answer or the logic of your performance, 

do you understand what I mean? 

Yes, sir. 

COURT:  So the question is do you discuss it with 

them? Yes, I discuss it with them and tell 

them about it or I don't discuss it with 

them, but you don't give the reason why 

you discuss it unless somebody specificaly 
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asks you. 

COURT:  So then you say you do discuss it with 

the purchasers? 

Yes. 

Do you discuss with purchasers the Turnbull Homes Association, 

Incorporated? 

Yes. 

Do you discuss with them covenant fees? 

Yes. 

Do you discuss with them bylaws of the association incorpor- 

ated? 

Yes. 

And have the people there who have purchased lots been given 

copies of the bylaws? 

MR. MAY:  Let's identify the time, if we may. 

COURT:  Yes. Let's find out first, and then we 

can give 

They are always given at the time of the signing of the deed. 

MR. MAY:  Given what? 

All of the bylaws and the various documents that we have. 

Not later than the time of the signing of the deed, it goes 

with the deed, it's a part of the security of the deed. 

And in 1967, at a meeting, it's been testified that bylaws 

were distributed, do you recall that? 

Yes, I do. 

Had the people received bylaws prior to that? 

Yes, they had received them prior but they were redistributed 
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to make up for any that may have been lost. 

That was the purpose in giving them to them in '67? 

Yes. 

At the meeting, have you exercised more than one vote? 

Never have. 

MR. MAY:  Your Honor, I'm going to object and 

move to strike, it's irrelevant. 

Now, you had a meeting in 1967 

COURT:  The question is what meeting? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  In a meeting of the Turnbull Hom^s 

Association, incorporated. 

You had a meeting of that in 1967, didn't you? 

That's right. 

And at that time you said you again distributed bylaws to those 

who may have lost them? 

That's right. 

Now, after 1967 have you called any meetings? 

After '67 we — uh — we had a meeting that we didn't call 

Now, tell me about the meeting, what year was that? 

That was '68. 

Now, what happened? 

We hadn't gotten around to calling a meeting for '68 so the 

lot owners took it upon themselves to call a meeting without 

any notice to us, so they all came down in a group and Mr. 

Chick said 'we've come down to take over.' 

MR. MAY:  I'm going to object and move to strike. 

Hearsay. 

COURT:  He was there. 
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I was there and I heard it said, Mr. Chick — 

MR. MAY:  I'll withdraw, I'm sorry. 

—  came down and said 'we have come down to take over this 

organization', that's what he said.  I said 'well, that's very 

interesting', I said 'the meeting was not scheduled, and in 

that case it will not be held, and it'll be held whenever we 

do schedule it which will be when we think the time is proper. 

Do you want me to tell you the rest of it? 

Yes, go on. 

Alright, 0. K., after Chick made that statement and my reply, 

I had no argument with anybody, I had nothing to argue about, 

the man that attacked me was intoxicated, I could tell that, I 

hadn't discussed anything with him, he strolled over and at- 

tempted to strike me and I warded it off but I did — I was 

hit on the face here and there was some blood, and immediately 

the rest of them came in to my rescue there, he was taken away 

He has subsequently to that made threats to us that if he 

finds us on his lot 

MR. MAY:  Now, who is this? 

What's his name  —  uh — 

MR. MAY:  The fellow that hit you? 

Who? 

MR. MAY:  The fellow that hit you, are we talking 

about? 

COURT:  McCullough, was it? 

Not McCullough, it was —  uh — 

MR. MAY:  Hubbard? 

Hubbard, yeah, Hubbard.  Yes, it was Hubbard. 
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MR. MAY:  I object to —  unless this relates 

somehow to this obviously very unfortunate 

incident, what this individual has threatened, 

unless it relates to the issues of this case 

I'm going to ask that the testimony be — 

COURT:  I don't want to — we know what happenec 

at this particular place but I mean, what -- 

the question between this gentleman and Mr. 

Hubbard, I would probably feel the same way 

this gentleman did, if Mr. Hubbard took a 

strike at me, whoever he may be.  I might 

be tempted to even forget how old I am and 

take a strike at him.  But nevertheless, 

I might say this, that I don't think that 

has too much relevancy with the situation. 

May I add to that? 

COURT:  Sir? 

May I add to that? 

COURT:  Well, you were attacked by the man and 

apparently it was unprovoked because no one 

said that you had provoked it. 

I foreswear or whatever — calling the police, we had no 

police on the scene at all, and that same very day, why, he 

  Uh —  forbid us to step on his soil and he would kill 

us if we did. 

COURT:  Well, that's alright, that's one reason 

why a meeting wasn't held at that particulajr 

time, so — 
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Since that time we have been, because of the hazards involved, 

we refused to have any part 

COURT:  Well, that's  — 

of the association because he always accompanied the  — 

COURT:  Well, that's going beyond the question 

and to say that you don't have a corporation 

meeting because of a hazard it means that 

all somebody would have to do is to threaten 

the Chairman of the Board or the President 

of General Motors and the company would fold 

up because they wouldn't have any more 

meetings.  Now, you have ventured something 

to a question that wasn't asked and I have, 

for the purpose of the attorney, knowing how 

I feel about that kind of answer to it, whicjh 

I don't feel is logical at all, if there's 

anything to develop you can develop it, but 

if that's your reason for not holding any 

more meetings then that's it.  Now, if coun- 

sel wants to leave it there it's uqfto him. 

Well, we had other meetings after that but there was a lapse, 

we didn't have any meetings because with that threat we felt 

that we were in bodily danger and the risk wasn't necessary. 

Now, Mr. Kenney, in 1968, then, you didn't call any other 

meetings? 

Well, the next meeting we had, '68  —  '69, from that affair 

in '68, we didn't have any called meetings, we had — we 

had daily contacts which really took the place of meetings 

anyway. 
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But no formal meetings? 

No formal meetings, no, but our meetings went on just the 

same and our work was accomplished just the same, although 

we didn't have any formal meetings. 

Now, — 

Now, the next meeting was in '71, and that's when we tried 

to deliver a marina to the property owners and we called a 

meeting for that purpose.  That was 1971, '71. 

And did you notify all of the members — 

They were all notified, and we had spent a lot of time and a 

lot of money and we had obtained the two operators, very 

competent Navy officers who would operate the marina, and — 

What were you going to do, sell that piece of land? 

We would lease it to him. 

Lease it to him? 

We would lease it to him and he would be the sole operator of 

it.  And he — it would be a profit deal for him.  We'd 

lease it to him for a low rental. 

How many 

These men 

Do you recall hrw many boat slips he planned to put in? 

MR. MAY:  I object. Your Honor, it's not really 

relevant. 

COURT:  What would that have to do with — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, it would show whether 

there would be docking facilities and — 

COURT:  No, but the parties testified — if 

you're going to have to buy a certain kind 

'i • < 
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of boat in order now —  if that's correct 

or not, if that's incorrec^ why, you can 

bring it out, but certainly, if anybody's 

going to tell me I have to buy a five thou- 

sand dollar boat or a fifty thousand dollar 

boat I'm not considering that they're doing 

me any favor by giving me docking facilities 

that I might have to pay three or four hun- 

dred dollars a year for.  These people didn* 

say there was a shortage of docking facilitiis 

and that this marina was creating them.  They 

said if the marina came in they'd be de- 

prived of the docking facilities unless they 

went out and bought a larger boat.  So I 

mean I'm not — what I don't want to do is 

take a whole lot of time — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  One man — 

COURT:  No, two men said that, I think, didn't 

two people say that? 

MR. MAY:  Two said it, of course, 

COURT:  I thought two said it. 

MR. MAY:  We had spent three weeks 

COURT:  I thought two testified to itf but they 

said that was the situation. 

There was no instruction by these leasees to dictate in any 

way,shape or form the size of boat or anything else.  They 

merely made the facilities available at 

Well, let me ask you this.  They, as you testified, were plan- 
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ning on leasing the area from you? 

That's right. 

And they wanted to construct a marina and operate it com- 

mercially? 

That's right, for this sub-division. 

And you did call  — you say you called all the people in to 

advise them of what was going on? 

That's right. 

And to seek their approval of 

That's right, we 

What happened, did they agree with you? 

We had the one operator that 

MR. MAY:  The question is did they agree with you? 

COURT:  Excuse me, sir, you have to answer the 

question, we can't — 

Did you hear my question? Did the^gree with you? 

COURT:  The people. 

They did not agree, and the reason given was 

MR. MAY:  That's the next question. 

— that it would create crowded roads, that was the reason 

that was given.  Later on, they all of them made the decision 

that they would not go along with it, and so we — in our 

opinion, it was a great mistake, it deprived them of a marina 

service there 

MR. MAY:  Objection, Your Honor, he's answered the 

question. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection, again 
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we're getting into the 

So the zoning didn't go through? 

The zoning went through the  —  first  —  the zoning depart- 

ment approved it for the 

MR. MAY:  I'm sorry, Your Honor, it's leading. 

It resulted in the zoning finally not being approved, didn't 

it? 

They had the first meeting, the zoning was approved by the 

zoning department 

COURT:  Mr. Kenney, I'm sorry, you will have to 

adhere to the question and not say what 

you want regardless of what you're asked. 

You were asked by Mr. Weidemeyer whether or 
went 

not the zoning finally/through, now, it 

either finally went through or it didn't, 

but I can't sit here and listen to the de- 

tails behind every move that somebody makes. 

Somebody might say, 'well, I got out of bed 

that morning and I was a little bit stiff 

so I took a drink of water and I had break- 

fast' , well, that's fine if we're getting 

conversational, but we're not, now, sir, 

so you're going to have to answer the ques- 

tion direct and not to insist on telling 

the circumstances because we know what 

legally has been significant, and what went b^ 

up to the time they protested has no real 

legal significance, what was done before 

—C 

160 



,« UK, 

A 

A 

71 

A 

72 

BOOK 189r,XEi96 
that.  They protested it and it either went 

through finally or it didn't.  Now, you were 

asked whether or not, sir, it finally went 

through. 

The final approval  —  it was finally disapproved, the pre- 

liminary application was approved by zoning — 

MR. MAY:  I'm going to object, it's not responsive 

COURT:  The Court is going to strike it, sir, the 

Court is going to strike it.  Now, Mr. Kenne^, 

I must insist that you adhere to the rules 

of evidence, sir.  I'm trying to be as 

patient as I can, sir, but these laws are 

made up and they're decided by the legis- 

lature and the Court of Appeals,and there 

are certain rules of evidence, and the 

rules of evidence require direct answers to 

questions, sir.  And I don't know how many 

times I have to tell you the same thing. 

Now, the answer is this, it was either 

finally approved or it wasn't.  The questior 

is was it finally approved or was it not, 

and the answer is yes, it was or no, it was 

not. 

It was finally disapproved. 

Did there come a time when you withdrew permission to the 

people in Turnbull Estates to use that area? 

Yes. 

And what was your reason for withdrawing permission to use 

it? 
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COURT:  Excuse me, you mean the temporary area? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, the temporary area.  I'm 

talking now about the temporary area. 

You withdrew your permission to use it, now, I'm asking you 

why you withdrew the permission to use it? 

Disapproved by zoning. 

MR. MAY:  I'm going to object and move to strike. 

That's hearsay. 

We got a letter from Mrs. 

MR. MAY:  Excuse me, excuse me.  Your Honor, I 

wouldn't do this but — 

COURT:  I think you're going to have to prove this 

by Zoning, aren't you?  I don't know what 

the connection of zoning is, I can't take 

judicial notice of the fact that zoning has 

anything to do with the area of this kind, 

unless you want Zoning to do something for 

you.  Is there any requirement when you've 

got a plat on record showing an area like 

thqt?  I don't know of any  — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't know, I've never found -f- 

COURT:  Well, then, we're going to have to prove 

it by the Zoning Department, I think. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I haven't seen the letter, if Yoi.r 

Honor please, so I don't know what he's tail- 

ing about. 

MR. MAY:  Your Honor, I'm not trying to be picky, 

about the letter, you know, but if Mr. Kenn^y 
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were told by the Zoning Department that you 

can't use this lot, the little beach for the 

seventeen homes any more, it would be awfully 

simple for him to just give us the letter or 

to have referred us to Mr. Owen White up 

there, or whoever handles the thing,  but 

that hasn't been done and I don't know any- 

thing about what the Zoning Department has 

said about this lot, and that's what we're 

concerned about, the temporary zoning area, 

therefore, I must insist that if the Court 

is going to consider that that it should be 

proved properly. 

COURT:  Well, I can't really consider it because 

in a case of this kind, the average layman 

going to them I don't know what brought out 

the use, I don't know what the use was based 

on, I just have no idea at all.  And I'd say 

it would have to go further than just the 

individual. 

Mr. Kenney, I ask you this question, now, do you recall the 

other day having given me several reasons why you cancelled 

the use of that area, that temporary area? 

Well, it — we attempted to —  in order to take care of th€ 

boats it was necessary to drive a few more piles and zoning 

refused to grant permission to do that so that we could take 

care of boats and in fact, said that it would have to be re- 

zoned for that purpose. 
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Alright, now, I ask you this  — 

MR. MAY:  Excuse me, excuse me, if Your Honor 

please 

— was the reason the zoning alone? 

MR. MAY:  Excuse me, if Your Honor please, the 

question was do you recall giving me two 

or three reasons, and he offered this in- 

formation, I think that opens the door for 

me to move to strike that answer, except if 

he's going to ask —  first of all, no 

other reason because it's not responsive 

to the question, and I must say again that 

I'd even be willing, in all fairness, to 

let somebody go and find out if applications 

were made and find out all of this, but I 

don't know any of it and I'm going to insist, 

for my clients' sakes that it not be ad- 

mitted. 

COURT:  Yes, I would say that the evidence is 

going to have to be offered more formally 

than just to say that the Zoning Department 

said this or that the Zoning Department sai<|l 

that.  It's going to have to be in more 

formal shape.  The Court will have to sus- 

tain the objection. 

Who furnished the garbage containers for that lot while they 

were using it? 

We did. 
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Who emptied them? 

We did.  The committee assignments vere made for Mr. Morgan to 

take care of garbage removal, which he never did. 

MR. MAY:  Move to strike.  Let him answer the 

question, let him give an answer.  The ques- 

tion was who removed the garbage containers 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The answer is Mr. Morgan was sup- 

posed to do it but didn't.  He did it. 

COURT:  Well, that's alright, he can say that. 

Did you ever find dogs on the property? 

There - yes, we ~ uh - it's one of the greatest 

nuisances that we have are dogs owned by the lot owners who 

fail and refuse to obey County regulations. 

Well, now, you had drawn up some regulations for the use of 

that temporary recreation area, hadn't you? 

Yes. 

And were there any other violations of those regulations while 

the people were using it? 

After their use we would find the premises would be left in 

unsatisfactory condition, they never cleaned up after themselves, 

they would leave beer cans stretched on - all over the groind/ 

they and their guests and others, and nobody cleaned them up 

but us, it's just that we ourselves had to do it or we had to 

send men over all of our roads at least once a week to clean 

up the beer cans, at a cost to us  u>at we paid with our own 

money. 

Now, for cleaning up along the road, how long have you been 

doing that? 
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MR. MAY:  Well, what's that got to do with the 

case? 

Ever since 

MR. MAY:  Objection. 

COURT:  Excuse me, what is it, what are these, 

public roads down there? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, he built the roads, I think 

he said 

COURT:  Yes, and the County took them over.  I 

don't know that anyone can claim credit for 

cleaning the road, if you want it cleaned 

you clean it, if not you leave it dirty. 

Again, I say these people didn't say that 

this gentleman didn't keep things in shape, 

clean or anything else.  But the fact that 

the people  -  I don't know any develop- 

ment where you don't have complaints today 

about paper lying around and people throwing 

things on the road 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  We can find out if 

Do you know, Mr. Kenney, whether or not the roads in the sun- 

division have ever been given -  turned over to the County? 

Some have and some have not, I think. 

Well, the roads that have not been turned over - 

MR. MAY:  Now, if Your Honor please, I still don' 

see where it has anything to do with this 

case. 

CVIl 
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COURT:  I don't still see what it has to do with 

it, sir, even if this gentleman went around 

cleaning up these people's houses.  He 

doesn't have to do them any more favors, 

and they're entitled to their legal right 

not one bit more, not one bit less, and if 

he doesn't want to do them any more favors, 

and he wants to let it stay dirty he can 

do that, but I can't say that because the 

gentleman is very nice in cleaning up the 

roads, and which I say is commendable, that 

it means that somebody's legal rights can 

be shaded.  That's the situation, this isn't 

a case of swapping gratuities.  It's a case 

of the person is either entitled to do some- 

thing legally or they are not.  Now, there 

is no criticism of this gentleman's place, 

so he doesn't have his reputation to defend 

because they all said it was in A-number — 

I mean nobody said it wasn't an A-number 1 

development.  As I've said, I don't assume 

anything wrong unless somebody says so, and 

nobody said so.  But I don't know the perti- 

nency of this.  It's a question of what they 

have a legal right to do in regard to these 

May I explain that to you, sir? 

COURT:  No, sir, we're getting into too many ex- 

planations, but the question is just purely 
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as to whether or not these people have these 

rights or whether they don't, as far as the 

recreational  —  I don't even know offhand 

at this point, you all can enlighten me some|- 

what, but we can even force him to give then 

temporary facilities.  Because I, again, can't 

swap one facility for another.  But it's a 

question what can be done in regard to the 

permanent facility.  But I can't separate 

the facilities. 

MR. MAY:  Our position, if it will help the Court, 

in relation to the testimony here, or the 

position at the end of the case, sir, ours 

will be simply that the people were promisee 

these facilities as an inducement to buy the 

property, that they — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  There's not sufficient proof of that 

MR. MAY:  Sir? 

COURT:  No, but there's nothing in the situation 

that says that these have to be maintained 

for any particular period of time, and so 

forth.  How long would the temporary faci- 

lities have to be available? 

MR. MAY:  Until permanent ones were developed. 

COURT:  What? 

MR. MAY:  Until permanent ones were developed 

COURT:  Does it say who is to develop the permanert 

facilities? 
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MR. MAY:  Well  — 

C^URT:  I mean  —  alright, now, alright, we're 

getting down to questions, I'm taking it 

from — what I'm trying to do is narrow 

these issues down, because we could go on 

here for a week. 

MR. MAY:  That's right, that's why — 

COURT:  Let me get the point.  And I want to get 

away from complaints and get down to issues, 

because that's all I can be interested in, I 

don't care whether people are good people or 

bad people, all I want to know is what the 

issues are.  Now, the question is there is 

nothing at all which requires a substitution 

of one facility for another if one facility 

is available, and as long as the person is 

not prohibiting the use of that one facility 

or as long as the law doesn't prohibit the 

use of that one facility.  Now, he's got the 

permanent area there and it seems to me the 

issue is whether or not they are entitled to 

the use of that permanent area and under whal: 

circumstances.  Now, when it gets down to 

development I know of no law or haven't seen 

anything, I haven't read all the things yet, 

but I haven't read anything or saw anything 

that says that it is the developer's obli- 

gation to develop it or merely to make the 
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area available, that I don't know. 

MR. MAY:  There's no question about it, we're not 

saying that he has an obligation to develop, 

no. 

COURT:  Well, that's exactly what I'm talking 

about.  Now, as you know, under the law I 

can't say that you've got to substitute this 

one for that one.  I can't say you've got 

to give them the ones that you call temporary 

and abandon the other.  I've got to see that 

he's got to give them what they're entitled 

to, no more and no less. 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor, I'm not going to say 

that we'll argue the case right now. 

COURT:  I understand that. 

MR. MAY:  Briefly, our case is that he already saiji 

that, he made a bargain with them and he's 

withdrawn from the bargain for no good 

reason. 

COURT:  Well, what I mean is that the bargain — 
continually 

he can't/  substitute the permanent — 

substitute the substitute for the one that's 

permanent.  There's no question about it. 

You can't bring about an abandonment of the 

part that's been dedicated because he can't 

do anything with it, he can't transfer it 

because it's on the plat, and then they're 

going to indefinitely require the temporary 
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so it means that they would say 'we've got 

to have two recreation facilities now becausje'- 

MR. MAY:  Oh, well, that's not  — 

COURT:  Well, I mean, but that's what can happen, 

see, that can happen. 

MR. MAY:  Absolutely that could happen, but 

COURT:  I've got to look for what can happen and 

see whether it's equitable or not.  So any- 

way, I think we're getting down ~ you car 

all handle this somewhat in closing argu- 

ment.  But I want to get down to issues more 

than — as I say, we just can't talk about 

substitute gratuities.  It's purely an issue 

matter. 

Mr. Kenney, I'm going to show you so that there'll be no 

mistake about what area I'm talking about, I show you Plat 2 

or Section 2 of Turnbull Estates and ask you what this area 

here is? 

This is all undeveloped 

What is it, it's undeveloped but what is it marked as? 

This is a clubhouse site. 

Recreation area, does it say so? 

Recreation area in here, clubhouse —  the place 

COURT:  Is that how it's marked?  Is it marked — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's marked, if Your Honor pleasci, 

recreation area and another part here, club-- 

house. 

MR. MAY:  It's in evidence. 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's in evidence on the plat. 

COURT:  I see, on this plat.  Where would that be, 

Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That would be over toward the 

side of that Number 2 plat.  All this area 

here. 

COURT:  Oh, this area? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, the clubhouse and recreation 

this is what they're talking about. 

COURT:  I see. 

MR. MAY:  In other words, there are two areas. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'm talking about that one, the 

other one over here. 

COURT:  Alright, it's all undeveloped and is 

marked recreation area and clubhouse, right? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Right. 

Now, have you ever refused the people in Turnbull Estates the 

right to use that area? 

No, I haven't refused their right to use it. 

Now, you know that on the plat —  it says where owner's 

dedication is  —  dedicate the streets, alleys, walk and park 

to public use, are you willing to deed that to them if they 

activate the association? 

Make yourself clear about deeding what? 

That recreation area is dedicated to public use. 

Yes. 

By recording the plat. 

Yes. 
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I ask you first if you ever refused to let them use that area. 

Never have. 

And are you willing to deed it to the association, Turnbull 

Homes Association, Incorporated? 

When and if a clubhouse can be built and installed for their 

use I would be glad to do that.  Any time they're ready for 

it with a clubhouse I'd be glad to deed the land for them. 

But just to deed for them to sell to somebody else or  — nq 

telling what they'd do with it, I wouldn't deed it.  Whenever 

they're willing — or we would help 'em produce a clubhouse 

there, why, we would deed the land. 

Are they able to produce a clubhouse? 

No, I don't think so, I don't know know when they will be 

able at the rate they've been going. 

How many of them, if you know, are behind in their covenant 

fees? 

Well, they — I think practically all but three or four, 

maybe, all of them behind, always have been behind.  Money 

that we were supposed to put in on improvements  — we don't 

have, the money don't come in, we use our own money, we've 

done that, we've always used our own money to do it, and we've 

spent our time, ten hours every day — 

MR. MAY:  Object. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection. 

Now, there was some testimony in your deposition, do you re- 

call that, about expenditure of two items for attorney's fees 

to Bennett Crain? 

That's right. 
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In what way did that litigation involve the interests of the 

home owners and lot owners in Turnbull Estates? 

MR. MAY:  Objection, the litigation would speak 

for itself, you can tell us what the liti- 

gation was. 

Tell us what the litigation was, maybe the Court can — 

MR. MAY:  I would say this. Your Honor, I've 

looked at those two cases and I think we  — 

we might save some time if we agreed —  I've 

got the numbers of them, and I'd/more than 

happy to give the Court the law numbers, the 

equity numbers that I found, and the Court 

might just take a look at it and that might 

save a lot of time and a lot of cross-exami- 

nation. 

COURT:  Could counsel stipulate what the suits are 

what the suits say? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I was not in those cases and know 

nothing about them. 

I think it would be very vital to this hearing for the Court 

to know the exact way that the litigation came about. 

MR. MAY:  I don't think that's relevant. 

COURT:  It's a question of what the litigation is 

going to affect, I'd say. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  What does it affect, that's what 

the point is. 

It affects ~ 

MR. MAY:  Maybe I can just read this and we won't 
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necessarily —  I'm just going to read the 

case, Equity 19,727, and I've got the day it 

was filed, Anne Arundel County, what they 

asked for, what the conclusion was, that's 

all I have.  Equity 19,727 was filed on 

January 28, 1970.  Petition for declaratory 

judgment.  The parties were Anne Arundel 

County against Thomas T. and Margaret B. 

Kenney, and Anne Arundel County asked for 

damages and that the Kenneys,individually, 

be ordered to change some drain pipe around 

in some fashion.  On July 13, 1970, a con- 

sent decree was entered, I believe it was 

signed by Judge Beardmore.  They were ordered 

to submit a revised sub-division plan.  Thei 

were ordered to do certain work in relation 

to the drains.  They were ordered to com- 

plete the work within six months.  And 

then there's a little piece of land, they 

had a plat there and there's a little circle 

in red, and a certain small section of land 

was being vacated for recreational use. 

Frankly, I just didn't have the opportunity 

to compare and find out what significance 

that has in relation to this, but it was a 

little piece of land that looked like maybe 

it was for a drainage area, you know, it 

might have gone through the — they said 
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that'll be for drainage and not for rec- 

reation.  Another case was — 

COURT:  That's what the order authorized, the ordejr 

said that? 

MR. MAY:  Oh, the order said it was to be done. 

COURT:  So they weren't protected from not having 

it done. 

MR. MAY:  They weren't protected? 

COURT:  The residents weren't protected from not 

having that piece of land forfeited, or 

whatever you call it, for the purpose of 

drainage? 

MR. MAY:  Oh, certainly not.  The contract — 

you know, Mr. and Mrs. Kenney, individually, 

consented to the judgment which took away 

some of the recreational land.  Now, frankl^. 

Your Honor, there are no interrogatories or 

depositions or anything and I really don't 

know what the issues were, but technically, 

they consented to the taking away — 

COURT:  Well, I might say this, now, if any of 
they 

the parties have property/can't proceed with, 

drainage or anything against them unless 

they make those persons parties to the suit^ 

so that they certainly weren't going back 

on any of these lot owners and saying you 

have to change your lots for drainage, be- 

cause if they did they couldn't do it with- 
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out making them parties to the suit.  So it 

only affects the land of the person who is 

named as the defendant, and I can't see — 

I mean I'm just trying to, as I say, get 

down to the meat of the case and cut out 

all the surplus, but how can they be affectejd 

if it's something in here about which Mr. 

and Mrs. Kenney had to arrange certain 

draining.  They certainly couldn't make 

these other people change their drainage 

situation. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I think this  — he said 

in fact, that little recreation area, there 

was a change in that, the recreation area 

is for the public by virtue of the plat that 

dedicated it to the public, so, does it 

necessarily affect it then 

COURT:  He was affected by that whole drainage 

area and Mr. May said that wa^ only a little 

piece of it. 
^ if 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor,/you're going to have 

to take — I'm not ~ I don't want to 

be tied down, but — 

COURT: No, but let me tell you another thing, Mr. 

Weidemeyer, — if this property had been 

transferred over to this recreation area, 

which the plat said it was to be done, there 

wouldn't be any question about what is per- 
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taining to the recreation area and what is 

pertaining to this gentleman.  You can't holjd 

with the hounds and run with the hare, an 

old saying, I don't know what it means but 

it means that you can't work both ways. 

Now,  that is the situation. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, it means  —  so he gets 

caught with a suit. 

COURT:  No, it's not a question of that, it's a 

question that he has to decide when to turn 

this land over to them, and at the same time 

they have to pay the defendant, and the 

question is whether or not the land would 

ever be turned over to them on his terms, 
they'll 

whether he thinks  /  ever be able to 

build a clubhouse.  And if he doesn't, he'll 

hold the title indefinitely but their money 

will go to defend the title to something 

that he hasn't turned over to them.  And 

under the circumstances, he says 'I'm not 

going to turn it over now.'  On the other 

hand, he says 'but you'll have to pay the 

defendant.'  Now, that's what we've got. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I asked the question to try to 

elicit from him his reasons or justifications 

for thinking that the association incor- 

porated should pay the attorney's fees and 

what benefit that they would be getting out 
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of it.  Counsel objected.  So then we get 

into all of this  — 

COURT:  Let me tell you one thing.  The best 

evidence rule is that these matters have to 

stand on their own feet and they have to be 

proved by the best evidence.  Certainly, the 

best evidence rule as to what these suits 

are would be the cases themselves.  Now, he 

can elaborate on those, but the cases should 

first be produced and  —  not ask him, the 

best evidence rule means to produce the 

thing itself, if it's a written contract 

you can't offer verbal testimony to it until 

you can account for the absence of the con- 

tract.  Really, these suits should have beer 

up here and they should have been introduced 

in evidence, then he should say how they 

affected it, but for him to say how they're 

going to affect him and me not even be able 

to see the suits, it's putting the cart 

before the horse.  I don't know whether 

they're pulling or shoving.  I mean, I just 

don't know.  So that's where it should be, 

these suits should be here. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I agree that the cases be brought 

up but I do think that he ought to be able 

to tell Your Honor why he feels that the 

group was affected by it. 
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COURT:  I agree one hundred percent but I do be- 

lieve that the cases would have to be,under 

the best evidence rule, offered in first. 

Then you can explain what effect they'll 

have.  But for him to explain what effect 

they'll have without us seeing what the casefe 

are 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I'm calling for the cases, 

if Your Honor please, to be offered and to 

be brought up here to you — 

COURT:  Well, I'll put it this way, this thing 

apparently is going to be tried somewhat 

until tomorrow, I guess, unless I'm being 

overly pessimistic, and I doubt if I am. 

What about getting the cases ready for to- 

morrow morning, and when we proceed to- 

morrow morning you can offer them. 

MR. MAY:  I have no objection, I'll give you the 

two numbers, one is 19,727 and the other one 

is 17-  — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  What is that, equity or law? 

MR. MAY:  Equity.  19,727, and there is another 

one, 17,821, which is also equity.  Mr. Craiji 

has his appearance in both of these cases. 

COURT:  Who, Crain? 

MR. MAY:  Mr. Bennett Crain.  I found two law 

cases with a Thomas Kenney, Sr., and I'm 

not too sure —  I didn't find those cases. 
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I mean I didn't go look for them, but I 

found this one and I figured this was the 

one we were looking for.  Do you know of 

any others, sir?  It might be somebody else. 

COURT:  Well, what about getting those tomorrow 

morning and bringing them up and we'll look 

at them and then we'll go on, and then he 

certainly can explain it, but I should see 

the cases first under the best evidence 

rule, so I'll know what he's explaining. 

We have one witness here that can't come back tomorrow. 

COURT:  Well, I'm sorry, but we can't go on the 

rest of the night, and it looks like that's 

what we're going to be doing.  We're up here 

now and I've put all day on it.  It's twenty 

minutes of five.  I'm not ready to quit now, 

but it doesn't look to me like we're going 

to have time to go on into a whole lot more 

stuff. 

MR. MAY:  If you want to call the other witness 

I'd waive my cross-examination for right 

now. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If I could, I'd  — 

COURT:  Well, what about breaking in on this wit- 

ness because we've got the other for to- 

morrow.  Is the other witness going to take 

too long? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No, he will not take too long. 
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COURT:  Alright, what about breaking in and we 

can continue tomorrow morning.  Now, I might 

say this, Mr. Weidemeyer, if you'll explain 

it to your client, he's still on the stand 

technically, and the fact that he's off and 

somebody is breaking in doesn't mean that 

he's not a witness.  At this time, he's not 

supposed to talk about the case with you or 

anyone else because he's still a witness in 

the case, he's still on the stand. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I understand that, sir. 

COURT:  So if you'll explain that so he and his 

wife don't discuss the case, which normally, 

people would do, so if you'll explain that 

to him so there's no discussion of the case. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  You understand that, don't you? 

COURT:  Alright, we'll proceed with the other 

witness. 
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NICHOLAS J. CONSTANTINE, a witness of lawful 

age, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

State your name and address, please. 

Nicholas J. Constantine, Route 4, Box 299B, Edgewater, Marylanjd. 

And you own a lot and home in Turnbull Estates? 

I do. 

Did you attend a meeting on December 8, 19-  —  a recent 

meeting called by Turnbull Homes Association, Incorporated? 

COURT:  A meeting held the other day? 

December 8, 1972? 

Yes. 

Yes, I did. 

Yes. 

COURT :  That was just the other day, last Saturday 

COURT:  That was Monday? Monday, the 4th, alright 

And that was pursuant to a notice that you received? 

Yes, sir. 

What other members of the Turnbull Homes Association, Incor- 

porated, showed up? 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney and Mr. George Morgan. 

Now, did you hold a meeting? 

There was a meeting or there was some discussion in progress 

when I got there.  And it got kind of heated for awhile and 

it was decided almost mutually that nothing further could be 

gained by holding such a meeting and Mr. Morgan went home and 

Mr. Kenney — 

COURT:  And what, sir? 
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Mr. Morgan decided that he'd had enough and he went home, and 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney then decided to hold a board meeting and 

asked me if I would be willing to serve on the Board of Dir- 

ectors and I asked them 'are you still willing to get together 

with the home owners and reach some sort of settlement to get 

these problems resolved?'  They said they would, and I said 

under those circumstances I would be happy to serve on the 

board, as a member of the board, and the meeting came to a 

close and we all went home. 

It's been testified, both by Mr. Morgan and one other gentle- 

man here, that there was no other organization in Turnbull 

Estates that had been formed by home owners, did you hear that 

testimony? 

Yes, sir. 

Is that correct? 

No, sir. 

What's wrong with it? 

The  — most of the home owners, after the marina incident, 

met on numerous occasions, six to be exact, one to see if the 

bylaws of the Turnbull Association could be changed whereby 

the individual owners would have a greater voice politically, 

and when I say politically, so that they would be recognized 

as a political entity by the people politically/run the County 

and that not being possible, to possibly form our own organ- 

ization as representing the body politic of the community 

rather than the home owners, and I want to differentiate be- 

tween the home owners' association and one representing the 

body politic.  At that meeting Mr. May came to offer advice 
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and we then got into this series of events which Mr. May re- 

counted earlier, where he would go and talk to Mr. Kenney, but 

we had another meeting again in December in Mr. Hughes' house, 

we had a meeting in Mr. Morgan's house in January, we had a 

meeting in Mr. Turpin's house in February, at which we de- 

cided that nothing was going to come of the home owners' 

association that had already been convened and that we would 

organize our own association.  Mr. May provided us with a 

set of bylaws which he said we could use if we wanted to, at 

the meeting in February we decided we would meet again in 

March and formulate some bylaws and organize our own asso- 

ciation.  We met in March at the Londontowne Hall, at which 

we went down the provisions of the bylaws suggested by Mr. 

May, there was a lot of discussion and changes and it was de- 

cided that we should — we couldn't do it then, that we 

would all — we would split the task of forming the organi- 

zation or writing the bylaws.  I was given the section on 

officers and members of the board.  We each of us wrote our 

section of the bylaws, we met again in May, and I believe this 

was in the basement of Mr. Chick's home, at which time we had 

elected Mr. Morgan as temporary chairman, and we went down and 

discussed each bylaw or each section of the bylaws in detail, 

we adopted the set of bylaws, we had a meeting - we elected 

officers, Mr. Morgan was elected president, Mrs. Gill was 

elected vice president, I believe Mrs. Wilfarth was elected 

treasurer, I know Mr. George Turpin is a member of the Board 

of Directors.  The name of the association is the Glebe Bay 

Civic Association.  We have dues, I have paid dues to this 
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association and we have in being/an organization that since 

that time has not called a meeting either. 

MR. MAY:  O. K., now, I'd like to move to strike 

all that testimony on the following grounds: 

We're concerned here with an association 

that is referred to in the covenants, re- 

ferred to by name — 

COURT:  Is referred to by what, sir? 

MR. MAY:  We're concerned with an association, the 

name of which is referred to in the coven- 

ants. 

COURT:  Yes, but the question —  this can go to 
and 

the question of veracity/he has made a state 

ment, he can say that they're correct or 

incorrect, so it could go to — that's the 

only thing I could see it would go for is 

the fact that they may have had another 

organization, I don't think 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That's all it goes to, just 

MR. MAY:  Oh, I see, just the fact 

COURT:  The Court will only permit it for that 

purpose, for the purpose of veracity, not 

anything else.  Alright, sir. 

MR. MAY:  Very well. 

Are you in favor of holding the — and keeping up the deed 

covenants and restrictions? 

MR. MAY:  Oh, I object. Your Honor. 

COURT:  The Court will sustain the objection. 
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Do you recall whether your covenant fees are paid up? 

They are paid up to the end of this year.  They're current. 

Nowf do you know anything about  — of your own personal 

knowledge about the closing down or the operation of the 

temporary recreational area? 

Only insofar as I asked Mrs. Kenney and Mr. Kenney why they 

did it, and I will have to tell you why I was put in this 

position of asking why they did it.  I held dialogues with 

three or four of the people who wert/Lnvolved in this suit. 

I am not a part of that suit.  And I guess the reason I hold 

these dialogues is these people know I also talk to the 

Kenneys,  I have no axe to grind.  And they told me that theii 

real intent was to provide  — 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, the intent of the Kenneys? 

No, no,no,no, the people who have asked me to ask the Kenneys, 

I asked them why should I do this, what are you trying tc 

prove? And they say 'well, there are people  —  '  and I 

will name the people if you want me to — 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, now, we're talking about 

prople who 

Well, I'll tell you, we have George Turpin, Mr. Dell Hodges 

and Colonel  —  M Stoneberger have asked me on occasions 

to ask the Kenneys how far they are willing to go to provide 

waterfront privileges on a temporary or permanent basis, and 

I have done that.  I asked them whether they would be willing 

to do it, and in fact, why they removed those privileges from 

the people, I was asked again by these people to find out 

why this was done, and they asked me to do this and I did it. 
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reasons.  One, that the 

COURT:  Excuse me just a minute, let's just have 

about a three-minute recess. 

(COURT RECESSES AND RECONVENES) 

Alright, Mr. Constantine. 

To continue, when I asked Mr. and Mrs. Kenney in relation to 

would they continue - or would they provide some temporary 

recreation facilities, and they said yes, then I asked them 

why they withdrew the privileges the people already had on a 

temporary basis, they said two reasons ~ 

MR. MAY:  I would object at this point, it seems 

to me that the Kenneys — I mean, this is 

the defense case, they can give it them- 

selves and it's rather self-serving. Your 

Honor. 

COURT:  It's what? 

MR. MAY:  It's self-serving. Your Honor, Mr. Kennej^ 

can say that, and he's been on the stand. 

Now, we're providing a witness to say what 

Mr. Kenney himself can say. 

COURT:  Yes, I think we - it is a witness testi 

fying what one of the litigants told him 

outside the presence of the other litigants, 

and under the circumstances, he is a witness 

for the parties and it's not cross-exami- 

nation and it would be hearsay as far as 

the other parties to the suit is concerned. 
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Was this said in the presence of the parties' 

No, sir, it was said just to me. 

COURT:  Just to you, well, the Court will have to 

sustain the objection because he's not an 

adverse party and he was called as a witness 

by these people, and under the circumstances, 

you can't say what somebody else told you if 

you're their witness, so the Court will sus- 

tain the objection.  I'm sorry,that's a rule 

of evidence that's applicable to matters of 

this kind. 

Now, I ask you this, when did you buy, Mr. Constantine? 

I closed in May, 1969.  I started negotiations of a sort in 

the late fall or early winter of 1966. 

During your negotiations was there ever any discussion about 

a covenant of record of the Turnbull Homes Association, Incor- 

porated, or the bylaws of that association? 

Yes, sir, on three different occasions. 

MR. MAY:  Well, now, that's why I ask one at a time 

Well, they discussed all three of them on three different oc- 

casions. 

COURT:  What were discussed?  The what? 

The covenants, the bylaws of the corporation and the way the 

corporation and the way the association was formed and run. 

And why. 

As a property owner and a member of the association —  of thle 

Homes Association, Incorporated, are you in favor of the bylaws 

as they are? 

MR. MAY:  Objection. 
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COURT:  Sustained, I don't think whether he likes 

them or not would have too much to do with 

it.  The Court will sustain the objection. 

Did you join in this suit? 

No, sir. 

Do you know any others who did not? 

MR. MAY:  Objection, unless he's going to produce 

them. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I asked him if he knows any others 

who did not join in the suit. 

COURT:  He may — well, I don't know, you mean 

in the development? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes. 

COURT:  They said who joined in, I think he can 

say who didn't.  I don't see anything wrong 

with that.  The Court will overrule the 

objection. 

I believe Mr. Rieger did not join.  He's a newer member.  Be- 

yond that I do not know, I've never met with these people. 
there were 

Do you know whether/any attempts to have any other meetings 

since 1967,  do you know about that?  Of the Turnbull Homes 

Association, Incorporated? 

Other than the December 4th meeting as an association, no. 

Do you know why one was not held last January? 

MR. MAY:  Objection,  alright, I'll withdraw the 

objection. 

No, I do not. 

Have you ever been denied use of the recreation area shown on 

the plat? Of Section 2? 
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Do you know of any efforts made by the Kenneys to resolve the 

differences between them and the homeowners? 

Yes, sir. 

What have they done to try to resolve it? 

In October of this year Mrs. Kenney called me and asked if my 

wife and I would go over to their house and discuss this 

association, and we went over and they said that 

MR. MAY:  Just a minute, if Your Honor please, it" 

the same situation, I think Mrs. Kenney, if 

she wants to testify she can say that. 

COURT:  Well, she couldn't testify as to what 
don't 

she told somebody else and I/think somebody 

else could testify as to what she told them 

unless it's askable by the adverse party. 

You can't call your own witness and have youjr 

own witness say what she did — what she 

told them.  If it's an adverse witness you 

can. 

Well, did this  — did this involve conversation, I might 

ask you this, did this involve conversation with any of the 

plaintiffs? 

Do you want me to continue along the original line? 

COURT:  Is this for settlement or what is this? 

People don't have to have settlements, that 

what I'm trying to, we've got so much dis- 

cussion here about the possibility of whether 

people want to compromise or whether they 

s 
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didn't.  There's no law at all that requires 

people to compromise, none whatever under arjy 

circumstances.  People don't have to com- 

promise on anything they don't want to, and 

this all seems to be about goodwill gestures 

and goodwill moves but legally, I don't knov 

that goodwill moves have any place in the 

picture.  It's a case of what is a person 

legally entitled to, period.  And it doesn't 

make any difference whether somebody else 

wants to do them another kind of favor.  I 

mean, they're either entitled to the use of 

the property or they're not.  Now, no one 

has said they were — the people have 

testified that they were denied the right 

to use the temporary property, and no one 

has testified that they were denied the 

right to use the others, as I recall, I 

don't think too many did.  But we're getting 

into the question — we're taking a great 

deal of time — I don't mind taking what- 

ever time is necessary, but we're getting 

into the question of the possibility of com 

promise and there's no law at all that recog- 

nized any rights of people to force them to 
the 

compromise, or any benefit to go to / one 

who is willing to compromise and concede. 

Now, if these parties want to settle thing 
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tonight that's perfectly alright, but it has 

no legal significance if they don't, and I 

think this all goes to that compromise 

situation. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think that's all I want to ask 

him. 

MR. MAY:  I have just a few questions. Your Honor. 

(MR. MAY - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Now, Mr. Constantine, you negotiated from 1966 to 1969 for 

your house? 

Yes, sir. 

So you talked to Mr. Kenney for two years? 

Three years. 

Three years? 

'66 to '69, yes, sir. 

How many times did you talk to him during that period of time? 

Oh, possibly a dozen, dozen and a-half. 

Did you get to know him pretty well? 

Not too well. 

Did you see him in his home? 

Each time I talked to him I saw him in his home. 

And did you specifically ask for copies of these bylaws? 

At the time I talked to him, no, I got a copy at the time I 

got my deed. 

And when did you get your deed? 

In June, 1969. 

And do you recall the testimony here today was that the — by 

the plaintiffs was that the bylaws were passed out in 1967? 
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That may be,   but  I  saw them in  1969. 

But you heard that, didn't you? 

Yes, sir. 

So you got yours at settlement? 

No, I did not. 

In '69? 

That's right. 

But did you see them before that? 

Yes, sir, I did, twice. 

Where? 

I saw them in Mr. Kenney's home. 

Did you ask him for them or he gave them to you? 

No, sir. 

How did you happen to see them? 

Can I — 

MR. MAY:  Well, just answer the question, there's 

no problem.  Just answer the question. 

How did you happen to see them? 

I went to discuss the possibility of ownership in Turnbull 

Estates.  Mrs. Kenney took me into what she calls her office, 

it's attached to her home, and she sat my wife and I down and 

she had laid out in front of me Plat 1, Plat 2, drawings of 

each, a copy of the covenant and a copy of the bylaws. 

When was that? 

In late fall of 1966. 

Late fall of 1966? 

'66, that's right.  And she said'I want you to understand what 

it is we have here and how we run the business', and she said 
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O. K., that's fine, you've answered the question. So in other 

words, she brought you in and showed them and pointed them out 

and suggested that you look at them carefully? 

Yes, sir. 

And in looking at those bylaws you, of course, saw that that 

association, according to the bylaws, that Mr. Kenney had a 

veto over everything? 

Absolutely. 

And you thought that was fine? 

I wouldn't have it any other way, I wouldn't have bought the 

house under any other circumstances. 

So of course, you realize that the other people in the com- 

munity don't agree with that? 

That's the other people's problem, I have my problem. 

And of course, they say that they wouldnft have bought the 

property if they would have known that was going to be? 

That's their privilege. 

Now, this meeting that you went to recently, you talked about 

notice, did that notice have any communication on it as to 

what the purpose of the meeting was? The reason for wanting 

to sell this property? 

In my mind, it did. 

I didn't ask what was in your mind,sir, I asked — 

It had an — you're asking me for my opinion. 

COURT:  Answer the question, sir. 

Alright. 

Exhibit Number — 11.  Now, do you mind telling me in that 
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letter where  it  says what the purpose of  that meeting is  going 

to be? 

Taking all this together I assume that was the purpose of the 

meeting. 

If you consider the bylaws very important and you wouldn't 

have them any other way, are you aware that the bylaws, of 

course, say that you can't have a special meeting unless the 

purpose of the meeting is contained in the notice, are you 

aware of that? 

Assuredly. 

So of course, you think this enclosing letter from an attorney 

to some stranger — well, that's a good enough notice? 

When Mr. Kenney includes that in his invitation to a meeting 

I know that — 

You know that letter is going to be discussed? 

Absolutely. 

Now, let me ask you this, you said you were elected to the 

Board, who elected you? 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney, the two board members. 

I see, they replaced who? 

Mr. McCubbin, I believe. 

You mean they had a board meeting right then? 

Yes, sir. 

Was the other meeting ever called to order? 

I don't know, I didn't get there before the meeting started. 

Now, let's talk about this association that you talked about 

the — going to the veracity of the plaintiff, you talked 

about — when was the last meeting held? 
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In May, 1972. 

When was the sign put up, 'no trespassing', on the temporary 

recreation area? 

I haven't the slightest idea. 

Do you know when this suit was filed? 

I haven't the slightest idea. 

Do you know that the covenants say that there'll be an asso- 

ciation the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc.? 

Sir? 

Turnbull Homes Association, Inc.?  Do you realize that the 

covenants refer to that association by that name? 

That's right, I do.  That's right. 

And there already is a Turnbull Homes Association, Inc.? 

Yes, sir. 

The Glebe Bay Civic Association was something separate, do 

you know that? 

Yes, sir. 

And you know that they haven't met or done anything since the 

time that that temporary recreational area had been closed 

down, you knew that, didn't you? 

Well, now, I don't know, I don't know when the temporary rec- 

reational area was closed down. 

Nobody has contacted you or summonsed you to go to the meetings 

since then? 

There has never been a meeting of that association since then. 

0. K., and of course, you heard Mr. Morgan here say 'well, we 

had informal visits'? Do you consider that a formal or in- 

formal group, sir? 
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The one you're talking about, Glebe Bay Association? 

That is an extremely formal group that has an approved and 

voted-on set of bylaws and a set of officers and are collectinc 

dues to which I have paid and to which other people have been 

dunned.  Yes, sir, it's formal. 

And it's formal, there's only one thing that's informal about 

it, they don't meet, is that correct? 

That's right. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Does Your Honor want to go on? 

COURT:  Not now, no.  We will continue at ten o'clock 

tomorrow.  Alright, sir.  Alright, all parties; 

who have testified in this case, why, of 

course, the summons would carry over until 

tomorrow.  Court will now recess. 

(COURT RECESSES FOR THE DAY AND RESUMES ON 

13 DECEMBER 1972) 
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13   DECEMBER  1972 

•i 

JO-, 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, a witness of lawful age, 

having been previously sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

Mr. Kenney, will you take the stand and resume? Will you 

state your name again for the record, please? 

Thomas T. Kenney, K-e-n-n-e-y, address Edgewater, Maryland. 

Mr. Kenney, yesterday it was testified that there were two 

equity cases here in the Circuit Court, and that there were 

two payments of counsel fees to Bennett Crain, one of six 

hundred dollars and I think one of four hundred dollars, as 

shown by the withdrawls from the savings account.  In your 

(Go to Page 199 and continue with Question Number 76 from 

Question 2.  Mistake in numbering questions) 
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opinion,  when you paid  those   fees  did you consider  that Turnbujll 

Estate Homes, Incorporated, Association was receiving 

any benefit from or bothered by that litigation? 

MR. MAY:  Objection. 

COURT:  Well, he may answer as to why he made the 
they 

payment, now, whether/hold or not is another 

matter but he did make the payments. 

MR. MAY:  I think the question originally was 'in 

your opinion*. 

COURT:  Well, that's alright, it's why he made the 

payment, now, the question is that —  this 

is why he drew it, now, whether he had the 

right to draw it or not is a matter that's 

going to depend on facts, not on opinions. 

The Court will overrule the objection, he 

may answer as to why he drew the money out, 

he's got to give some reason for having 

drawn it out, whether it's good or bad. 

And I don't know what the reason is yet. 

Alright, the Court will overrule it, you 

may answer, sir, whether in your opinion 

you felt that the six hundred dollars was 

expended in behalf of the benefit of the 

— what was that, Mr. Weidemeyer? The 

benefit of who, the  — 

MR. WEIDEMEHER:  The benefit of the citizens, the 

property owners at large. 

Did you understand the question, Mr. Kenney? 
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Yes, I did, it was for the benefit of the citizens' association 

and it was for the benefit of the sub-division itself, it was 

for the direct benefit of the next door neighbor to the area 

that was operated upon. 

Did one of those cases involve a drainage easement? 

Yes. 

Did it involve anything to do with the small recreation area 

shown on the plat? 

Yes, it did, I think it changed the location or limited the 

size of that area. 

Now, in the other case, do you remember that Turnbull Homes, 

Incorporated, was named as a defendant? 

COURT: Well, was he or wasn't he, I mean, there's 

no purpose to asking him what he recalls if 

we've got the cases. Let's get right down 

to the ballgame. See what it is so we don't 

have any question. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Alright, sir.  Your Honor, I 

would like by —  I think by stipulation - 

COURT:  You can call out the number of the case 

and just give the right name of it, because 

the gentleman might not be able to recollect 

exactly what name the suit would have. 

In Equity 17,821, which has been titled Charles W. Christian- 

sen and Catherine Christiansen, his wife, vs. The Turnbull 

Company and Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, his wife, 

I show you the caption of that case and that was captioned 

The Turnbull Company, a body corporate.  Now, when you traded 
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as Turnbull Company you were not incorporated, were you? 

We are not incorporated. 

But the Turnbull Homes Association, Incorporated, is incor- 

porated? 

Is incorporated. 

COURT:  Excuse me,was there anything in the 

pleadings to show — I don't want to get 

this thing all complicated — but in the 

pleadings to show that the Turnbull Company 

stated that they were not incorporated or 

there was no such thing or whether the Turn- 

bull Homes Association, which was the proper 

name, said that they were misnamed.  If thei 

do I can't assume that they meant — see, 

this gentleman is operating it as the Turn- 

bull Company, and what's the name of the 

other one? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Turnbull Homes Association, In- 

corporated. 

COURT:  Well, now, let's see what's closest, 

Turnbull Company, Incorporated, and he's 

operating as Turnbull Company, or whether 

the Turnbull Company means Turnbull Company 

and Homes Association, Incorporated, I'd 

say that Turnbull Company is closer, and 

if there's any intention it seems to me to 

be Turnbull Company rather than Incorporatec 

But there's nothing in the — or is there 
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anything in the pleadings to show that they 

~  they'd have to have the thing straightened 

out if they didn't, I can't assume that they 

meant the other company.  Because you didn't 

defend the other company by saying that they 

weren't the ones to be involved. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If Your Honor please, I don't knew, 

on the answer counsel for the defendant has 

titled it the Turnbull Company, a body cor- 

porate.  Well, there was no Turnbull Company 

a body corporate, the only corporation was 

the other one. 

COURT:  Well, in other words, nothing had been 

done to defend the other corporation, if 

they had gotten a judgment against the Turn- 

bull Company it certainly wouldn't have ap- 

plied against the Turnbull Homes Associatior 

Well, do you recall whether there was anything in this case, 

the Christiansen case, that would affect the property owners 

in Turnbull Estates as a whole? 

MR. MAY:  Your Honor, I think that calls for a 

conclusion, I think that the cases  — 

COURT:  Yes, but listen, he drew the money out, a 

man just don't come out and say — and I 

don't think the man just came out and said 

•I'm going to steal the money' 

MR. MAY:  Oh, no, no, nobody's accusing him of 

that. 
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COURT:  I understand that, I mean, I know you haveil't 

suggested it, but the thing is, legally he 

can give some justification as to why he did 

something, now, whether that justification ii 

good or not is another matter.  But you ask 

somebody, you say "well, did you do this?' 

'Yes.' 'Well, why did you do it?1  Well, that's 

another matter.  So my question is  — 

MR. MAY:  Well, Your Honor, I'm not going to carry 

on, but my point is that I think it's up to 

you to decide  — 

COURT:  I agree with you one hundred percent. 

MR. MAY — but the fact is that the cases are 

there  — 

COURT:  I know. 

MR. MAY:  —  they can be admitted into evidence, 

and he can expound upon the facts, but I 

think it's up to you to decide as to the 

effect. 

COURT:  Well, this is the reason he withdrew the 

money because he thought so, now whether — 

but he's going to have to give reasons to 

support it in order to justify his opinion. 

MR. MAY:  Very well. Your Honor. 

COURT:  He can give his opinion, but in order to 

justify it to me he's going to have to — 

I mean, in order to get it over to show that 

it's a correct opinion it will have to be 
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justified by evidence, so I will overrule 

the objection and he may state what he 

thinks, but what he thinks will not have 

any legal significance except for the fact 

that that's the reason he withdrew the money 

I ask you in regard to this particular case, do you recall 

enough about it to tell the Court today why you considered, 

paying the fee from the association funds, why you considered 

that the owners, property owners in Turnbull Estates, were 

affected? 

Yes, they were seriously affected. 

Will you tell the Court why? 

This was a very serious violation of the protective covenants 

of the Turnbull Homes Association.  The violation consisted 

of a dock which was installed on Mr.  — what's his name — 

Mr. Christiansen. 

Christiansen.  It was installed on the lot next door, Mr.  — 

COURT:  Wait a minute, was installed on 

The lot was installed on the lot next door to Mr. Christiansejn 

You mean the pier? 

It was a very serious violation 

COURT:  No, but sir, a dock — what did you 

say now? A pier was installed — what? 

Was installed. 

What was installed? 

The dock was built in front of Mr. Sauls' house by Mr. Saula 

at a time when we were not there to protect the association - 

COURT:  Well, what did the association have to do 

with Mr. Sauls? 
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Well, I'll get to that  — 

COURT:  Wait a minute now, the dock was built in 

front of Mr. Sauls' house  — 

At an angle which 

COURT:  Wait a minute, now, excuse me, just a 

minute, by Mr. Sauls, right? 

That's right. 

COURT:  Well, what was he, the owner of the lot? 

He was the owner of the lot next door. 

COURT:  To Christiansen? 

That's right.  That lot extended in front  —  the dock ex- 

tended of Mr. Christiansen's lot, a very serious effect on 

the value of Mr. Christiansen's property and a very serious 

violation of the protective covenants of the Turnbull Homes 

Association. 

COURT:  It was a very serious violation 

Of the regulations of the Turnbull Homes Association. 

COURT:  No, but a very serious violation, you 

say, of whose property? 

Mr. Christiansen's property. 

COURT:  Yes? Alright, and a violation of the 

terms of the covenants of the association? 

That's right, that's right, very serious violation of the 

covenants of the Turnbull Homes Association. 

COURT:  And for that reason you — 

It protected the association from the standpoint that it was a 

very serious violation and a very serious effect on the en- 

forcement of the protective covenants for the Turnbull Homes 
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Association.  Very many violations 

COURT:  It was affecting Mr. Christiansen and the 

suit was filed by Mr. Christiansen, is that 

correct? 

It affects both properties, both — 

COURT:  No, but you said, excuse me, you said it 

had a serious effect on Mr. Christiansen, 

is that right? 

On his  — effect on value, it had a very serious effect on 

COURT:  No, but what was the money spent for? 

Wasn't that spent — weren't you one of 

the defendants in that suit, didn't Mr. 

Christiansen —  isn't he the one that suedj? 

COURT:  In other words, if you had paid Mr. Christ- 

iansen's attorney you could say you were 

interested in Mr. Christiansen, but if you 

fight the suit and pay your own attorney and 

then say 'well, now, it would affect Mr. 

ChristiansenJ I can't see how Mr. Christiansjen 

was getting anything as to you paying the 

attorney's fees. 

It was a very serious violation of the protective covenants 

of the Turnbull Homes Association. 

COURT:  I don't understand your approach, Mr. 

Weidemeyer. 

How did this — 

COURT:  In other words, what Mr. Christiansen was 

saying is why would he oppose Mr. Christiansen, 
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why didn't he just say what was what, I don* 

understand it. 

Do I understand you that you felt that in defending this suit 

it was necessary to uphold the covenants and restrictions of 

record which affected all of the properties owned in Turnbull 

Homes? 

Exactly, exactly.  If you don't uphold them they'd become 

inoperative, they cannot be enforced, you have several vio- 

lations and they become unenforceable.  That's why I pro- 

tected them. 

COURT:  Do you protect somebody by fighting some- 

thing that somebody who is right in saying 

it — in other words, Mr. Christiansen 

said all this. 

This was all done before  — when I was out of town, I didn't 

know anything about it at all. 

COURT:  I know, but you didn't defend the suit, 

sir, you were when you hired an attorney 

to defend the suit. 

That's right. 

COURT:  Alright, now, Mr. Christian said something 

wrong was done. 

He didn't say it, I knew it. 

COURT:  He said it when he entered the suit. 

0, K. 

COURT:  So you obtained an attorney to go on and 

fight Mr. Christiansen's suit. 

That's right. 
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COURT:  Well, if you obtained an attorney to fight 

Mr. Christian's suit and the violation was 

against Mr. Christiansen, then you weren't 

doing anything for the association, you were 

doing it exactly to the contrary.  You knew 

Mr. Christian was right, you knew the asso- 
wouldn't ...,.- 

ciation /   be affected by something that 

was done against him and yox^ome out and 

fight against what he said was the right 

thing and which you now agree is the right 

thing.  That's what I can't quite under- 

stand. 

That's right, and I'd like to correct that, I'm sorry I mis- 

led you, that is incorrect. 

COURT:  Alright, sir. if you can explain^it.  Now, 

if you'll explain how this — do/understanji 

what I mean? Mr. Christiansen, you say, was 

right all along, so he enters the suit, so 

you go out and employ an attorney to fight 

Mr. Christiansen's suit, now you say Mr. 

Christiansen was right and you're trying to 

help Mr. Christiansen and the association 

because Mr. Christiansen was imposed on. 

That's what I have in mind, sir. 

This was a suit that was brought the Turnbull Estates Homes 

Association, and that's who I  — 

COURT:  It was what, sir?  I didn't hear you, it 

was what? 
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It was brought directly — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It says not The Turnbull Homes 

Association, Incorporated, but it says The 

Turnbull Company, a body  corporate. 

Well, that's the only corporation we had was the Turnbull 

Homes Association — 

COURT:  Sir, you don't let ~ wait a minute, 

you have the terms in this case, Mr. 

now, I don't want any wool pulled over my 

eyes by anybody.  You had an attorney in 

this case and if you had explained to your 

attorney that you thought that was the 

association's suit I'm sure that Mr. Grain 

would have filed something in there and 

said that was a misnomer, there was no such 

organization.  Now, Mr. Crain has — he 

knows that and any lawyer would have done 

the same thing, and I think everybody agrees 

that you just don't have long names in a 

suit and then come back and say that's the 

situation.  Now, there's no question about 

the fact that Mr. Crain was not told that 

you thought this was the so-and-so improve- 

ment association or/would have gotten the 

right names. Now, that's the situation, si^. 

There's no purpose in anything — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The only thing I  — **'   Kenney 

asks Your Honor to look through 
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COURT:  I think his mind is a little hazy on this, 

the thing is you can't remember it for that 

length of time.  But I know he didn't tell 

Mr. Grain that I think this is  — 

May I add something, if Your Honor please? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He probably didn't, I can't say 

he did.  I think that if Your Honor takes 

this file maybe you can decide if this is 

the situation. 

COURT:  Yes, I think I'll have to because I'm sure 

he didn't tell hiro  — 

I had no —  I had no discussion with Mr. Grain at all in 

this case, as far as I know, tO^ retained him and I turned it 

over to him and he handled it, we discussed it at various 

times but when it was presented that never came out. 

Well, let me ask you this, in the process of this suit 

GOURT:  Excuse me, I might also say that on the 

stationery he's got The Turnbull Gompany -- 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  But not a body corporate. 

GOURT:  And Thomas T. Kenney, President, and when 

Mr. Grain knew that this suit was against 

The Turnbull Gompany and Mr. Kenney, Presi- 

dent, and it was incorporated, he assumed 

it was incorporated, he wasn't told anything 

about it being an improvement association 

matter or anything else.  Here's the station 

ery in evidence on one of the letters. Ex- 

hibit 13, which says The Turnbull Gompany, 

Ml 
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Thomas T. Kenney, President.  There's no 

question of the fact that Mr. Grain and May 

and everybody else, all they did was add 

the word 'incorporated' to it in error, and 

that Mr. Kenney, he knew that this was closer 

to his company in name, the only thing is 

to just add incorporated when you want in- 

corporated, it happens a number of times in 

a suit. 

MR. KEIDEMEYER:  I know that in this present case 

I didn't discover the distinction until just 

before I was ready to file an answer and I 

think I raised the point that — 

COURT: Alright, that's just how close it can com^. 

Now, Mr. Grain took it for granted but I'm 
to be 

sure Mr. Kenney didn't intend this/against 

the association.  He's using the exact name, 

they've got — suppose somebody sends me 

a letter, George Sachse, Incorporated.  I'm 

not incorporated.  I might say 'well, gee, 

that must be some other George Sachse, or 

it might be George Sachse III.'  I mean, it^s 

just that far off, where names are 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, quite irrespective of the 

naming or misnomer of the parties, if the 

Court will have to glance at this file to 

determine whether or not the action taken 

by Mr.Kenney was, in effect, for the benefit: 
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of the upholding of the covenants and re- 

strictions.  If not, why, of course, he 

would be paying the fee illegally.  If Your 

Honor determines that he did uphold them, 

why, then, I would think he would be justi- 

fied in paying the fee from the account. 

May I add another thing? My responsibility directly charges 

me to do that. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  As a director of the Turnbull 

Homes. 

It charges me personally with the obligation of defending The 

Turnbull Homes Association, and if I don't, why, the re- 

strictions become void.  And the values dissipate. 

Now, I show you a file Equity^ Number 19,727, which was against. 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, and I ask you if 

this did not affect a small recreation area shown on the plat 

and some drainage ditches? 

Very seriously. 

And that recreation area was still titled in your name, al- 

though marked on the plat and dedicated to the public use? 

Right. 

And so you defended that fee? 

Right. 

And you feel that the interest of the association, incorpor- 

ated, was protected by your defense of that suit? 

Correct. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  We'd submit them, if Your Honor 

please. 
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COURT:  Alright, sir. 

(EQUITY CASE NUMBER 17,821 FILED HEREWITH AS 

DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT B) 

(EQUITY CASE NUMBER 19,727 FILED HEREWITH AS 

DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT C) 

Mr. Kenney, in the present suit, Turnbull Homes Association, 

Inc., is named as a party defendant, is it not? 

Yes, sir. 

COURT:  Which one is that? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  In the present suit, 20,947. 

They named Thomas T. Kenney, Margaret B. Kenney, Turnbull 

Homes Association, Incorporated, The Turnbull Company, Inc., 

and Thomas T. Kenney, trading as The Turnbull Company.  I 

think in our answer we set up that there is no Turnbull 

Company, Inc.  Now, I show you this and ask you what this is? 

Articles of incorporation of the Turnbull Estates Homes Asso- 

ciation, Incorporated. 

Now, you will notice that that is not dated nor is it certified 

to, would you look through it and determine, if you can, whe- 
correct 

ther or not that is a copy of —  a /copy of the articles 

of incorporation as recorded with the State Department of 

Assessments and Taxation, also recorded among the Land Records 

of Anne Arundel County? 

Yes. 

Now, I ask you to read to the Court Paragraph Fifth of that. 

Fifth:  The Association is not authorized to issue any capita] 

stock.  The Board of Directors shall choose and designate the 

first members in accordance with the bylaws of the Associatior, 

213 



»U.i 

98 

99 

A 

A 

100 

A 

BOOK   199 PAGE 250 
which shall prescribe the requirements for membership and the 

voting rights and the other rights, powers and duties of the 

members. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Would Your Honor like to have 

this all introduced into evidence? 

MR. MAY:  I would. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Would you?  Well, by stipulation 

I ask that this be marked as Defendant's 

Exhibit D. 

(COPY OF ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION FILED HEREWITH 

AS DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT D) 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If it please the Court, I think 

that's all for this witness. 

(MR. MAY - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Mr. Kenney, this is not dated, but do you know about when it 

was filed? 

COURT: What, with the State Tax Commission, 

when it was recorded? 

When did it become official, about 1964? 

I think you'd have to find that out from the State Tax Com- 

mission. 

COURT: No, sir, you were asked. 

I would be guessing, yes. 

Well, yes, I'd like a guess. 

I'd rather not guess. 

COURT:  You'll have to guess if you have to offer 

a guess, you'll have to offer a guess. 

Itis   Uh — we're getting the original copies from the 
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State  and we'd be  glad  to  furnish them. 

Would it have been after 1959? 

I don't know. 

COURT:  Do you know, Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. MAY:  I know, I can  — 

COURT:  Well, then, you ask him if that's not 

right. 

Was it 1964? 

I said I didn't know, so if you know, why, tell us. 

COURT:  Sir, you may answer the question.  Now, 

look, let's get down — you answer this 

question just as good as if he was your 

counsel. 

I don't know. 

COURT:  This counsel is representing the other 

side and your counsel represents you, and 

he may ask you questions whether you like 

them or whether you don't.  You say you don^t 

know and you wouldn't guess and it might be 

1964, is that right, sir? 

I don't know, I'm not going to guess that, I don't know what 

it is. 

Were the articles of incorporation filed after the bylaws were: 

written? 

I would have to refer to the documents themselves. 

When I took your deposition you didn't/Have problem with that) 

did you? Do you recall at that time — 

Refer to my answer. 
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No, sir, I'm asking you do you recall 

COURT:  Now, you'll have to answer the questions, 

now, Mr. Kenney, you can't  — 

No, I don't recall 

COURT:  Just a moment, sir, if you answered— wheji 

was this deposition taken? 

MR. MAY:  September 14 of this year. 

COURT:  Well, now, how long was that after the 

occurrence?  Quite a few years, wasn't it? 

If you remembered it in September, sir, you 

must have some idea in December.  Now, we're 

not going to have this situation 

Well, the question — 

COURT:  —  if you remembered something in Septemblsr 

you go on and answer it in December, now. 

Well, that was — you're talking about the deposition now? 

COURT:  No, we're talking about whether or not — 

what was the question again, Mr. May? 

The question is the articles — the bylaws were written 

before the articles of incorporation were filed, is that cor- 

rect? 

They were written about the same time, as far as I can recall. 

It was one operation. 

The articles of incorporation — I'm sorry, strike that.  The 

bylaws that have been admitted into evidence have on the first 

page the following statement:  Dated September 30, 1959.  That 

when the bylaws were written, is that correct? 

Yes, if that's what that says. 

's 
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On the last page of the bylaws — excuse me, the next to the 

last page of the bylaws in evidence, Article 19,  Corporate 

Seal, Section 1, I'm reading:  'The corporation shall have a 

seal in circular form having in its circumference the words 

'The Turnbull Homes Association, Incorporated, June 17, 1964', 

does that reflect your recollection as to when it was incor- 

porated? 

I'll accept that as a fact, if it's in that document. 

Therefore, the bylaws were written a number of years before 

the association was incorporated? 

They were prepared in advance, of course, they have to be pre- 

pared in advance. 
simply 

I'm just asking you/if they were a number of years in advance, 

is that correct? 

Yes, certainly, that's common practice. 

Now, did you give a copy of those bylaws to each person who 

bought a lot? 

Yes. 

There's no question about that in your mind? 

No question.  That's basic. 

What? 

That's basic. 

That's basic to the manner in which you do business? So when 

did you sell your first lot? 

When did we sell it? 

Yes. 

I think probably in '59, as I can recall, about as close as 

I can recall, in '59. 
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And you gave the person who bought the first lot a set of 

bylaws? whether 

They were given a set of bylaws at - I don't know/it was 

at the time - they may have been printed up and I had given 

them ._ We had given them later, we sometimes gave several 

copies to be sure that everybody was provided with a copy. 

Let's go back to the other question.  Everyone received a 

copy of the bylaws before settlement? 

Generally so, yes, I think, as far as I know, in every case. 

Some people received copies of bylaws before the corporation 

which the bylaws ruled was formed, is that correct? 

I don't follow you on that one. 

They were given copies of bylaws for a corporation that didn't 

exist, is that correct?  If they were given copies of the by- 

laws before 1964? 

Well, the planning was all in existence, the actual doing of 

something or other may have been done at various times, but 

the plans were all made and were all completed and the docu- 

ments were all released, and sometimes, they didn't get a 

copy and we gave them a second copy, and sometimes a third* 

copy. 

You always had plenty of copies available? 

After they were printed we had plenty. 

You had plenty in 1966? 

I wouldn't know about that I 

Well, you said you had plenty, did you have plenty then? 

Sure, we had plenty. 

Why didn't you hand them out at the meeting? 
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In 1966? 

As I recall, we did.  Yes. 

How about 1967? 

That could have been '67, too, we handed them out at any 

meeting, anybody who needed them we handed them out. All 

meetings, it didn't make any difference. 

Well, these people that have taken the stand under oath and 

said they never saw these bylaws until 1967 either don't re- 

call or they're not telling the truth? 

I wouldn't know. 

Well, it is incorrect? 

I wouldn't know.  It would be incorrect as far as we're con- 

cerned. 

I'm talking about your recollection. Now, I show you a docu- 

.nent dated December 13, 1966, marked as Exhibit Number 6, and 

! ask you is it true that you provided me with this document? 

you gave it to me?  You brought it to my office, I mean I 

got it at/?ime I took the deposition, is that correct? 

j don't know when you got it.  I haven't any idea, I don't re- 

call having given it to you, I don't know when you got it, 

and I might have given it to you. 

I draw your attention to Number 2, Bylaws of the Turnbull Hom^s, 

incorporated. Under that it says 'next meeting of Turnbull 

Homes Association'? 

Well, that's the subject matter that we dealt with.  It doesn 

say anything about copies of anything. 

Well, did you have copies at that meeting? 

't 
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Certainly we did. 

Did you pass them out? 

Certainly we did. 

And you passed them out again in 1967? 

Certainly we did, I've said that, haven't I? 

And you discussed these with everybody who had any questions 

about them at any time? 

Anybody who had any business knowing about it we discussed it, 

we didn't have any occasion to withhold anything. 

But in 1967  — 

It was a public matter. 

But in 1967 — well, let me just ask you this, you also — 

'67, that's late. 

0. K., but you have this agenda in 1967, is that correct, and 

you gave that to me also? 

Let's see the other one.  Distributed copies of bylaws, that' 

normal procedure. 

This is a copy of the agenda that you gave me? 

Yes, yes. 

When I took your deposition? 

I don't say that I gave it to you, but it's a copy of our 

agenda.  I don't recall having given you anything. 

YOU — you told me when we took the deposition t' -  this 

agenda was followed at that meeting, is that correct? 

That's right, yeah, that's right, this agenda was followed. 

Referring to Exhibit 7, that was the meeting in 1967. And 

Number 3 states 'distribute copies of bylaws to members, 

briefly discuss features that may be of interest, defer any 
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extensive discussion, suggest members' — I can't read the 

next word, I've read it once before but I can't remember it 

now, do you know what it is?  Read, on, I'm sorry, 'read and 

bring any questions to next meeting or inquire at office.' 

Sure. 

Now, although these people had had these bylaws for a number 

of years you still felt that in making up your agenda that theije 

may be some extensive discussions concerning the bylaws? 

Why, certainly. 

You didn't feel that way in 1966, then? 

I've always felt that way. 

Isn't it a fact, Mr. Kenney, that the first time you distributed 

these bylaws to anyone was in 1967? 

I have previously stated that it was at the time of the closinc 

of the deals, when they were furnished, or copies of them. 

The information was called to their attention. 

Was a copy given to them at settlement or before? 

It was our policy to give copies — 

I'm not asking your policy, sir, I'm asking you what you 

actually did. 

I'm sure we did. 

Yesterday you had a little problem differentiating between the 

bylaws and the declarations of covenants, do you think you 

might have — do you recall correctly that you actually 

handed out these bylaws? 

Well, I recall — 

Might you be a little mixed up on what happened? 

I recall handing them out — uh — I didn't do it generally 
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she did it, but if there was any occasion to do it I would do 

it.  We  — we did it in these open meetings. 

The question is do you think there is any ~  that you are 

a little mixed up on which document 

No, I'm not mixed up on anything. 

And the fact that in 196 7 in your agenda you referred to pos- 

sible discussions, wouldn't suggest that maybe this was the 

first time the people saw these? 

No. 

And the fact that in 1966 in your agenda you said'we're going 

to take care of this next year,' relating to the bylaws, 

wouldn't suggest that the people didn't have the bylaws? 

No.  It wouldn't suggest whether they did have them or they 

didn't have them.  We didn't know, just  — 

And the fact that these people stood here and swore before 

God to tell the truth, and said that they never saw these 

bylaws until 196 7, that wouldn't suggest that you might be 

mistaken? 

No, it wouldn't. 

You're positive you're correct? 

Absolutely.  It was our policy to do that.  We followed our 

policy. 

And you're positive you're correct in relation to all other 

matters, is that correct? 

Well, I don't know what other matters 

All other matters that you testified to.  In other words, what 

I'm saying, Mr. Kenney, is that sometimes people don't recall 

very well, and they're more sure in some things than in other« 
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and you're having no problem remembering all this, you remembe:: 

it very well, is that correct? 

Well, yes, I remember very well if it's explained to me pro- 

perly. 

Now, do you recall when Mr. Myerly bought his home? 

Yes, I do. 

He bought his house from the Hahns? 

Yes, he bought it from the Hahns 

You acted as agent? 

No, we didn't act as agent, at all. 

Did Mr. Hahn say that you should sell the house for him? 

Mr.  - another agent sold the house, we didn't sell it, we 

had nothing to do with the closing of the sale. 

Did you have anything to do with the contract? 

We had nothing to do with the contract, we had nothing to do 

with the deal at all except the - this deal was made and 

we accepted the buyer. 

Did you promise Mr. Myerly that he would have a boat slip 

at the community dock? 

^e uh — about what? 

Did you promise the buyer, when Mr. Myerly was buying his 

house from the Hahns that he would have a boat slip at the 

community dock? 

No. 

I'm sorry, each time I've said Myerly I'd like to strike that 

name, Newby. 

Newby. 

The Newbys bought their home^rom whom, do you know? 
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The sale was made by somebody else,  — uh 

Who did they buy their home from? 

It was 

Was it Newhouse? 

Well, it had been occuppied -  I believe, no, I'm - 

Well, let's  --  first of all, I'm sorry I was mixed up on 

those names. Your Honor, but it will become relevant in a 

minute, it does make a difference what the name is.  The 

question, Mr. Kenney, is 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I would say this, I'd like counsejl 

to get the thing clear at least, because he 

has repeatedly inferred that the witness 

gets mixed up, if counsel himself gets the 

wrong names — 

COURT:  But that's not the question, the question 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  — why, it's certainly going to 

bring out the wrong answer. 

COURT:  The question is this, that Mr. Kenney 

answered it in regard to Mr. Myerly that he 

didn't promise him a boat slip and if there 

was no Mr. Myerly what was Mr. Kenney talkirjg 

about? 

MR. MAY:  Let me explain this. Your Honor,  — 

COURT:  I don't know, he said he didn't promise 

him one before he bought the lot, so I woulc 

say that he is just as confused in the name 

as counsel was, because he didn't correct 

him. 

Ml 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Myerly — Myerly didn't buy 

from him — 

COURT:  Alright, let's go ahead and correct it. 

MR. MAY:  O. K., there is a Myerly and I was mixedj 

up on the names. 

COURT:  Suppose we cross out everything that you've 

asked about Myerly because that would not be 

applicable if it is the wrong name, a name 

different than you intended.  Is that cor- 

rect v-'-tn both counsel, cross out all testi- 

mony with regard to Myerly. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't think we ought to cross 

it out, because he did ask about Myerly and 

he answered — 

COURT:  Alright, then we'll leave it in, so he 

answered about Myerly correct but Myerly 

has never said — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I think it's important for 

this reason, that yesterday Myerly said he 

was promised, but he wasn't promised by Mr. 

Kenney, he was promised by somebody else th^t 

COURT:  Well, he admitted that, didn't he, Mr. 

Myerly? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think he admitted — 

COURT:  Yes, I think he said the real estate man, 

so this agrees with the other man, now, it 

doesn't make any difference, I'm assuming 

he didn't give information, and he said he 
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didn't and that agrees with Mr. Myerly's 

testimony, so they're both in accord.  Now, 

we're going back to somebody else. 

MR. MAY:  I just made a mistake in the name, 

that's all. 

COURT:  I understand, it doesn't make any dif- 

ference, I'll let it stand. 

Now, let's start back to some serious questions all over again. 

Did you promise anyone when they were buying a home, either 

from you directly or through a resale, that they would have 

a slip or a dock at the community pier? 

No. 

Do you have any problem with that recollection? 

No, no problem at all. 

Who acted as your real estate agent? 

What we did we gave temporary permission. 

No, sir, I'm asking you in a contract did you ever  — 

No. 

Now, Mr.  — Grenadier was your real estate agent, is that 

correct? 

Right. 

I show you a document marked for identification as Plaintiff'SJ 

Number 14, and I show you a second page and ask you if you 

can identify your signature there. 

Yes. 

Is that your wife's signature? 

Yes. 

And I show you on the first — it says Grenadier Realty 
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contract and ask you if you can read Number 2? 

This? 

Yes, just read that. Number 2. 

That's a mistake, that's their mistake. 

COURT:  What does it say, sir? You were asked 

to read it, and then you may explain it. 

Shall I read it? 

COURT:  He asked you to read it and then you can 

say what it is. 

'That the sellers agree to supply buyers a boat slip at the 

community dock.' 

Who are the sellers in the contract? 

Well, that's us. 

You are the sellers, is that correct? 

Yes. 

Who are the buyers? 

The buyers are 

Newbys? 

Newbys, yeah, yes, Newbys. 

Did you sign that contract? 

Yes. 

Was that provision in that contract? 

Yes, it's in there, and it's a mistake. 

But you did sign this contract with the Newbys? Is that correct? 

Yes.  Yeah, it's a mistake. 

Who prepared the contract? 

Who prepared it? The agent did. 

Did you read it prior to signing it? 
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We read it and missed it. 

You read it and signed it? 

Yes, that's  ~ 
they _ 

Did / have a boat slip on your community dock at one time? 
they 

Did / have? 

Yes. 

As far as I know, they never did.  I don't think they ever 

used our boat slip at all.  We didn't permit it.  We did^t 

permit the Newbys to use it. 

When did the Newbys move away? 

I wouldn't know. 

This contract is dated June, 1969, is that correct? 

Yes.  June '69, that's all I can make out on it. 

Now, did you sign another contract with the Newbys once you 

discovered this mistake? 

I don't recall signing any contract with the Newbys, this 

was the only contract that was in existence, we received 

that the way it came to us from the agent. 

MR. MAY:  I move for its admission into evidence 

as — I guess. Exhibit 14. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I object. 

COURT:  What's the reason? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER: I understood him to say, and I 

may be wrong, but I understood him to say 

that the Newbys were no longer there. 

That's right. 

COURT:  Well, it doesn't make any difference, this 

is a contract he said that he — hadn't 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  This contract could not help 

other persons who may not be in a similar 

category. 

COURT:  It can certainly go to his recollection. 

I might say this, Mr. Weidemeyer, I mean 

—  I'm being impressed as I go along.  This 

gentleman said that he made forms for the 

FHA which have been used all over the United 

States and are still being used.  Now, I'm 

sure that those forms that he made are so 

accurate, and he made them for the whole 

country, and he had supervision over the 

whole thing, that he isn't a man that 

would lightly just scan through something 

because he's a careful man.  Now, he comes 

back and says it's a mistake, and this 

certainly goes to the veracity of his 

either that or his recollection. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, just to be used for that 

purpose I have no objection, but I do object 

to it being introduced as in any way bene- 

fitting other defendants who were not in 

the same category. 
it 

COURT:  I don't know what effect/will have,that 

will have to be up to counsel, the argument 

of counsel, I think it is admissible for the 

reason I stated and if it's admissible for 
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other reasons counsel can state later in the 

course of argument.  But it certainly is ad- 

missible because it is a contract that he 

had and it's contrary to what he's testified 

to, and under the circumstances, the Court 

will admit the contract and then you all can 

argue later as to what effect it may or may 

not have on the others. 

(CONTRACT FILED HEREWITH AS PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 

NUMBER 14) 

We have a previous document 

MR. MAY:  That's quite alright, now  — 

that gives them temporary permission to use it and that's 

the only way it's used. 

MR. MAY:  If Your Honor please, if Your Honor 

please  —   I haverft asked a question. 

COURT:  Mr.  — you will have to answer questions 

sir.  Your counsel will ask you questions 

if there's anything he wants you to clear 

up, sir.  Now, your testimony is that this 

one was — this was a mistake so there's 

no explanation of it, if it's a mistake you 

don't explain it. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He just explained it, if Your 

Honor please. 

COURT:  Well, I don't know, he says it was a 

mistake, it shouldn't have been there. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No, he said just a moment ago — 
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COURT:  He said it was a mistake, sir, it shouldn" 

look, he looks at the contract, he sees 

it in there and says it's a mistake, so it's 

a mistake and how can you explain it if it's 

a mistake in the contract, it really shouldnj't 

have been there, should it? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't think Your Honor heard 

his last remark here, he said that there was 

a prior permission given. 

COURT:  What does the prior permission have to do 

with this not belonging in the contract? 

He said it was a mistake in this contract. 

That's what he said, it's a mistake.  Well, 

now, if I read something and say it's a 

mistake it means it shouldn't be there. 

Now, if he had given prior permission it 

still doesn't mean it should be in the con- 

tract.  He didn't explain it and say 'well, 

that's because I gave prior permission', he 

said 'this is a mistake*.  Now, we can't 

fluctuate around.  I mean that's  —  if 

it's a mistake it shouldn't be there.  That Is 

the only inference I can get from it. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  What he means is a mistake might 

be — it might be a mistake that 

COURT:  Now, look, don't you explain what he means 

by a mistake, if you want to ask him, you 

ask him, but don't explain what he means by 
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mistake.  That is for you to clear up on 

cross-examination.  But he said it is a 

mistake and he looked at the contract and he 

said that was a mistake, so now it's up to 

him on cross  —  if he wants to explain 

what it is, that's up to him.  Alright, sir, 

let's go on, now. 

Grenadier was your agent to sell the house, it that correct? 

Right, they handled all the details of the sale. 

COURT:  Excuse me, I might say a little further, 

Mr. Weidemeyer, he said the agent prepared 

the contract and 'we read it and missed it.' 

That means it shouldn't have been in there. 

There's no explanation as to how it can go 

in there, he said 'we read it and missed it' 

So if he missed it he missed it, but he can' 

explain now that he thought he meant some- 

thing else, he said because he missed it. 

Alright, let's go on from there and —  I 

don't want to get all this confusion in, I 

mean if he says something that's what he 

means. 

There was a permission outstanding on a temporary basis for 

the people to use it, it was a temporary thing and we cancelldd 

it out. 
attorney 

You're an /  is that correct? 

How's that? 

You're an attorney? 
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Am I an attorney? 

Yes. 

Yes. 

Member of the Maryland Bar? 

Right. 

Now, how much have you paid in covenant fees each year? 

In what? 

In covenant fees? 

Covenant fees for what? 

How much have you paid Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., in 

covenant fees? 

You mean the assessments that are collected? 

COURT:  The eighteen dollars a year, sir. 

You'd have to refer to the documents on that. 

Please do. 

We have a — you have them in the 

My question is how much do you pay each year, not total? How 

much do you pay each year? 

How much do we pay? 

You and your wife? 

Oh, we pay the regular eighteen dollars a year. 

You do not pay eighteen dollars for each lot that you have? 

We do not.  Never intended to. 

I'd like to draw your attention to the meeting that was held 

on December 4, 1972, do you recall that meeting? 

Yes. 

You sent out a notice of that meeting? 

Yes. 
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What was the purpose of the meeting? 

The purpose of the meeting? Was to have a gathering of all 

of the lot owners for purposes of trying to find a solution 

to the problems that they had inflicted on us over the years. 

Now, at  —  no one showed up except Mr. Constantine and Mr. 

Morgan, is that correct? 

Right, the others were instructed not to attend. 

How do you know that? 

We were told that. 

Then you don't know? 

Yes, we don't know. 

Now, you aren't suggesting that I instructed them, are you? 

I don't say who instructed them. 

You just don't know? 

I  ~  I just  —  uh — 

No, that's something you said that you don't know anything 

about, is that correct? 

I have reason to believe that that  — 

What was your reason to believe that these people were not 

going to attend? 

—  I had heard it said, I had heard it said. 

Who told you? 

In the conversation, I don't know, it was in conversations 

by lot owners, that's all I  ~  all I know. 

Someone told you that these people were instructed not to 

come, is that correct? 

They didn't tell me that, I heard it in the conversation. 

They didn't tell me that, I just heard it - overheard it 
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in a  conversation. 

And you don't know who said it? 

No. 

Now, after Mr. Morgan left you had a meeting of the Board of 

Directors? 

Right. 

That was you and your wife? 

Right. 

And you elected Mr. Constantine to be a member of the Board of 

Directors? 

Right. 

Do you have any minutes of that meeting? 

We have 

May I see them? 

We don't have them with us. 

Do you have any minutes of any Board of Directors meetings? 

We submitted the minutes to our lawyer. 

May I see them? 

Well, I don't know whether he has them or not, do you? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I don't have any minutes. 

Well, they — in fact, we wrote up the minutes the next day. 

Do you have minutes of any other Board of Directors meetings 

that you have ever held? 

Well, we have meetings and — uh — 

That was not my question — do you understand my question, 

sir? 

— we have an agenda, sir and — 

COURT:  Mr. Kenney, you were asked — now, I 
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didn't know you were a lawyer.  You were 

asked a direct question if you have minutes 

of any meetings that were held, now, that 

requires an answer that you either have or 

you have not.  Let's answer it and then if 

you have any explanation give the explan- 

ation after you've given the answer, sir. 

Right.  The answer is no. 

COURT:  You don't have minutes of any meetings? 

As far as I know, we can't find some of them.  I don't know. 

Did you have that meeting? 

Yes. 

Did you make minutes? 

Yes, we did, we made 'em. 

But you can't find them? 

No, I think that as far as I — as far as I know, we probabljy 

covered all our meetings but I don't know where they are. 

Have you looked for them? 

Yes, we have. 

Who did Mr. Constantine replace on the Board of Directors? 

Who? 

Who did he replace? 

Mr.  — my brother, George Kenney, who was on the Board of 

Directors.  Been on since the death of Mr. McCubbin. 

Your brother, George Kenney, where does he live? 

He lives in Kansas, the Kansas City area. 

Has he ever attended a meeting of the Board of Directors? 

No, he hasn't, except that we've given him reports right alom; 
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on what's been done 

Do you have copies of those reports? 

No# I have telephone calls, we don't put them in writing, telef 

phone calls. 

Did Mr.  —  did your brother resign from the Board of Dir- 

ectors? 

We wrote out his resignation, we had an understanding with him 

that we would —  uh  —  I had a phone call with him awhile 

back and we told him that it might come about, we didn't know. 

Your brother, Mr. Kenney, owned no property in Turnbull Estate^? 

Substantial investment in the property. 

My question is does he own any property? 

He has a substantial interest in the property there. 

Does he own any property there? 

In his own name? 

Of course. 

No. 

Is his investment in the Turnbull Company? 

It's an investment in the estate  —  in the entire sub-di- 

vision. 

What is the investment in, the Turnbull Company? 

It's a —  it's a personal matter, it's not in the corporatioji. 

Well, the Turnbull Company is not a corporation? 

No.  It's personal. 

It's an investment in the Turnbull Company? 

It's in the land and the ownings that we have in this sub-di- 

vision. 

So the investment isn't in The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc,, r 
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Well, it is in that respect, it's whatever that conveys, what- 

ever that represents. 

The investment is in the sub-division that's 

That's right, that's right. 

— completely owned by you?  Is that correct? 

That's right. 

Not in The Turnbull Company? 

Except for the investment that he has. 

How much is that? 

How's that? 

How much? 

Oh, I don't know — is that necessary? 

I'll withdraw that. 

How's that? 

I'll withdraw the question.  Now, Mr. Kenney, do you have your 

corporate books with you today? 

No, we don't have our corporate books with us. 

Do you have corporate books? 

We started corporate books, I think we have them, we'd have 

to search for them, we — 

Have you looked for them? 

Uh — we looked for everything but there's quite a few things 

we haven't found. 

Have you brought to Court with you today, either in your own 

hands or in the hands of your attorney all matters that you 

did find? 

Uh — no. 
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What did you not bring to Court? 

We have presented to our attorney everything that we found, 

everything that we have found we have presented to him. 

If he brought everything you gave him, then everything is here 

Right. 

la that correct? 

That's right. 

Now, you didn't find the corporate books? 

No. 

How about minutes of annual meetings, the only thing I have 

seen are agendas, do you have any minutes of some annual meet- 

ings? 

We let the —  for the most part, we used the information 

in the agenda — we followed that — 

Mr. Kenney, I'm not trying to be impolite, but I think we can 

move along a little more rapidly, the question is do you have 

any minutes of the annual meetings? 

Not that we've found. 

Do you have any financial records in relation to this corporatjLon 

other than the little booklet that has been admitted into evi- 

dence? 

No, that's all we have, our bookkeeping records of the accounts, 

is that what you're referring to? 

Yes, do you have ledger sheets, for example, to show the page 

Well, we keep our record on — and we gave you a print of 

that, that's the way we keep our records. 

0. K., there no other documents? 

No. 
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Now, you have no record here today concerning the meeting of 

the Board of Directers? 

No, we have no record. 

So you have no record as to when the payment of the counsel 

fees that we're concerned with were authorized? 

Yes, it's  — the date is in that book that we gave you, 

the dates we paid them. 

But there are no minutes saying anything about it? 

No, not in that book. 

Well, did Mr. McCubbin — 

COURT:  Excuse me, you were asked if you have any 

minutes. 

I'm sorry, do you have any minutes of the meeting which author 

ized the expenditure of those funds? 

We hav3 not found the minutes. 

Did you make any? 

I'm sure we did. 

Do you mean you and your wife 

I'm sure we kept a minutes record, is that what you mean? 

Yes. 

Yes, I'm sure that we did but I — they're misplaced, I 

don't know where they are. 

Did Mr. McCubbin attend that meeting? 

Which meeting, now? 

The meeting where you authorized the expenditure of the funds 

for counsel? 

He partic- —  I'm not clear on the dates, he participated 

at any time that he was alive, is that what you ~ 
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COURT:  Who is Mr. McCubbin, is he a man who 

on the property? 

lived. 

How's that? 

COURT:  Was he one of the purchasers there? 

No.  You mean Mr. Turnbull? 

COURT:  No, Mr.  — who were you asking, Mr. Mc- 

Cubbin you were asked about. 

Yes, he was one of the lot owners. 

COURT:  Do you know when he became deceased?  I 

don't know whether that's in the record 

the testimony.  Do you remember when he diec? 

MR. MAY:  It was in — when I read the depo- 

sition it was stated and I think it was 

about 19- — about two or three years ago, 

I'm not sure but I think it's in there. 

Is that correct that Mr. McCubbin died two or three years agol 

About. 

Now, Mr. Kenney, there was admitted into evidence yesterday a 

picture of a sign, how long has that particular sign been 

there? 

We had two signs, one is brand new on the highway, and the 

other has been there for many years, the one in the sub-di- 

vision has been there for many years, and the one on the high- 

way has been there for many years except it was replaced about 

a year ago. 

I'm sorry, I dont' want to — Mr. Kenney, my question is 

how long has the sign that there's a picture of in evidence 

been there? 

;m» 
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COURT:  That's the highway sign, as I recall. 

The highway sign was just replaced recently, somebody knocked 

the old one down and it was replaced. 

Just been replaced recently, what, two or three months ago? 

Yeah, about three months ago, sometime this year. 

Now, was the older sign exactly like that? 

No, it was a little different. 

What was different? 

About the same wording. 

Mr. Kenney, at one time did you have a sign up that said 

water privileges? 

Waterfront lots. 

No, sir, did you have one that said water privileges? 

I don't recall that we ever did, it's waterfront sites, we've 

always described it as being waterfront sites. 

At one time didn't you call it waterfront privileges and then 

there was another sign that was put up which said waterfront 

sites?  In other words, did you change that? 

I don't recall if we ever had any other sign on it.  As a 

matter of fact, it's correct because we do have — we have 

still a lot of waterfront sites available. 

Well, privileges — that would be a little different, 

wouldn't it? 

Yeah.  Well, we gave waterfront privileges on a temporary 

basis.  It was given on a temporary basis.  The writing of 

which we have the document here.  It was accepted on that — 

COURT:  Excuse me, sir, we're talking about signs, 

now, not what they had — we're just 
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talking about signs, Mr. Kenney, just about 

the signs, whether you had the signs, you 

said you didn't recall. 

Never had those signs. 

COURT:  0. K., that doesn't require any explan- 

ation, if you didn't have it you didn't have 

it. 

You never had a sign which said waterfront privileges? 

As far as I know, we never did. 

Well, you would know if there were? 

I should know, yes, I don't know everything, I couldn't keep 

track of everything. 

Now, Mr. Kenney, these bylaws and corporate papers and all 

these things were very important, for example, to show these 

people before they bought their lots, is that correct? 

Right. 

And you are familiar with thorn? 

Yes. 

And one of the reasons you entered into one of these suits, 

these equity suits that we discussed, was because if you 

didn't do it you may lose the rights, is that correct? 

Right, right. 

Are you familiar with the bylaws or with the covenants which 

says that -- I'.:  going to have to ask the Court to bear witl. 

me, I thought it was right at my fingertips. Do you recall 

Covenant M which states in part:  'failure by the Turnbull 

Company to enforce any of the covenants or conditions of this 

declaration shall in no event be deemed a waiver of the right 
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to do  so thereafter  or of  the  covenant or  condition  itself*, 

do you recall that? 

Oh, yes, very well. 

COURT:  What is that in, Mr. May? 

MR. MAY:  That's in the Covenant, it is Covenant 

Number— 

COURT: The recorded Covenants? 

MR. MAY:  Yes, M, it is the second part of Cove- 

nant Number M. 

But yet, you still felt that you had to enter into this suit 

or if you didn't you'd lose some rights by not doing it, is 

that correct? 

Absolutely, no doubt about it.  Those Covenants were prepared 

some 

That's alright, Mr. Kenney, I'm going to have to  — 

COURT:  Look, let's —  just answer the question, 

now, we're going to have to get along, we've 

been a day and a-half on this now.  I want 

to get it right down to questions and answers 

Why did you take away the peoples' temporary recreation area? 

It's explained in that document we have here, it's all been 

discussed. 

I'm not asking you that.  Why? 

Why? 

Why.  Briefly. 

Because we own the land separate from the sub-division and havje 

no connection with the sub-division and we werq^illing to 

accommodate them on a temporary basis if they didn't violate 
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tl^eir privilieges, and they violated them all over the lot, 

and we took it away from them. 

It didn't have anything to do with this marina? 

It didn't have anything to do with what? 

It didn't have anything to do with that marina down there? 

The proposed marina? 

The proposed marina? 

Right. 

Uh ~ 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Did you hear the question? 

I  —  I didn't hear the  — 

Did the taking away of the temporary recreational land have 

anything to do with the people opposing the marina zoning? 

It had nothing to do with it whatsoever. 

It just happened that it came about the same time? 

No, it was planned, it was planned that way, everything is 

planned in this sub-division, it's a matter of record 

I don't want to know what's planned, sir, I'm just interested 

that was a complete accident that those things 
about it 

No, there was no accident  / at all. 

Was the relationship with the people opposing the marina and 

taking away the water privileges used in this area? 

That had all been covered previously in writing, that's the 

best evidence that I know of, we had never made any permanent 

approval of the use of that marina at any time because it was 

separate, completely separate from the sub-division and was 

only to maintain — 

COURT:  Excuse me, sir, he's not asking you what 
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you had a right to do, he's not questioning 

the right at this particular time, he's 

asking you whether there was any relation 

between the opposition of the marina and 

your revocation of those privileges  — 

Well, explaining  — 

COURT:  Excuse me, there either is or there is not 

and the rights, and so forth, don't require 

an explanation, all we need is an answer. 

No. 
COURT:  That's what  -  he asked you that question, 

whether that had anything to do with it, 

not only have they got the right, he didn't 

say now, you have the right, and he didn't 

say you didn't have the right, he just asked 

you if there was any connection between their 

opposition to the marina and your revocation 

of those rights. 

No 

COURT:  That was the question. 

There was no relationship whatsoever? 

No. 
Did you tell the people at a meeting that if they didn't sup- 

port your zoning for the marina that they were going to lose 

their temporary recreational area? 

No. 
Now, as far as these violations of these regulations did you 

call any meetings concerning these violations? 
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They were discussed with our directors. 

Meaning your wife? 

Mr. McCubbin at that time. 

A long-distance phone call to your brother? 

No, he wasn't connected with it at that time. 

Well, the question is did you call any meetings with citizens 

concerning the violations, the alleged violations of the 

regulations? 

We had discussed it repeatedly with them, the violations that 

we had, the many violations by them that we had discussed with 

them previously. 

My question is did you call any meetings in relc-.tion 

No meetings except the informal meetings. 

How many people attended the informal meetings? 

Well, the three directors. 

Did you call any meetings of the citizens other than the 

directors? 

I don't recall at the present time.  We may — 

Did you write any letters telling the people that they were 

in violation of these regulations? 

Did I writes letters? This regulation that they violated, 

or others? 

Regulations concerning the recreational area? 

I don't recall, that was a long time ago. 

Did you ever speak to Mr. Morgan about any violations that 

he might be involved in? 

Yes.  Yes. 

How many times? 
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I wouldn't remember. 

Would it be one? 

Oh, it would be more than that, sir, more than that, the vio- 

lations were excessive for years and 

The question is how many times did you speak to Mr. Morgan 

concerning violations of regulations? 

I wouldn't recall, I've forgotten. 

More than once? 

Oh, it's  —  lots of times, it was  —  that was a chronic 

failure 

No, my question is you spoke to Mr. Morgan more than once? 

Yes, I would say so, plenty of times, we talked to him about 

this. 

Specifically concerning the violation of regulations? 

I don't remember any specific one, but he had — he had 

violations. 

I know —  excuse me, Mr. Kenney, that's not my question, 

my question is specifically concerning the violation of the 

regulations which pertained to the temporary recreational 

area. 

Uh — we had had —  yes, we had —  I had discussed this, 

my wife and I both did, he had failed to pick up and keep 

clean, he had been assigned to do that and he had failed to 

do it, so we discussed it with him, naturally we would. 

How many times? 

Well, I don't know, I don't remember how many times. 

When was the last time prior to the meeting in which you told 

them they couldn't use the area any more? 
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A year before? 

I  don't  remember. 

More  than a year? 

there's  no  connection  there  at  all. 

I  didn't  ask  you,   sir,   if  there was  a  connection,   I'm asking 

you 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He's said 'I don't remember'. 

COURT:  Yes, he said he doesn't remember. 

Did you ever give anybody any warning that they were going to 

lose their temporary recreational area unless they began to 

abide by the regulations? 

We were repeatedly giving warnings about violations of our 

restrictions, all of them. 

My question is did you ever tell anybody they were going to 

lose the temporary recreational area unless they quit vio- 

lating the regulations concerning that area? 

Yes, well, naturally, we were trying to enforce that so we 

naturally gave restrictions on that, so I don't know — 

You gave warnings? 

Warnings yes, I 

Who to? 

I don't remember. 

Mr. Morgan? 

I don't remember, he was directly involved in one of them and 

so he may have gotten it. 

Mr. Kenney, you don't remember whether you gave warnings and 

to whom, but you specifically remember giving all of these 
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people these bylaws way back in '63, "64 and '65, is that 

correct? 

It's written documents, certainly, I have  —  I have great 

respect for written documents.  Oral I  —  oral I don't re- 

member. 

But giving them the documents is not written, is it, it's a 

matter of a physical thing? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I object, he's arguing with the 

witness. 

COURT:  No, he's made a statement, he may be askec 

to define it. 

In other words, the giving of the documents is not a written 

thing, is it?  Is that correct? 

Well, what do you call it, if it isn't? 

I'll drop that line of questioning. 

What do you call it? 

The point is, Mr. Kenney, that you feel quite sure about the 

giving of these documents that you gave each person, you're 

sure it was the bylaws and not the declarations, and that 

you're sure of all these things, but you're not real sure, 

you just don't know at all, who you gave a warning to concernilng 

losing this temporary recreation area that the people had beer 

using five or six years? 

Yeah, a warning given ten years ago. 

A warning ten years ago? 

Yeah, that's what we're talking about is this violation — 

Have you given them any warnings since ten years ago? 

In connection with the — our application for the zoning. 

Ml 
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is  that  it? 

No, sir, in connection with the 

I don't recall, I told you what I know, I can't —  I can 

recall written documents, that's part of our business, the 

other is, too. 

You don't recall  — 
oral 

I don't recall all/conversations held years ago, I don't try 

to. 

You don't recall oral conversations years ago? 

No, I don't try to burden my mind with that, I've got too 

many current things to burden it with. 

I see, then you wouldn't recall whether you promised years 

ago, people prior to buying their land, that they would have 

the use of a boat slip, you wouldn't remember that? 

Yes, I would, we told them that they would have one on a 

temporary basis. 

Do you recall 

That we thought we could give them, we didn't know, it hadn't 

been rezoned and we didn't know. 
you 

But/recall specifically that you told them on a temporary 

basis as opposed to telling them until the other land is de- 

veloped? 

It could be, it could be, we tried to give them a marina as 

quick as we could and they rejected it, we can't do any more 

than that. 

How about developing the recreation area, could you have done 

that? 

Why, no, it's  — at — at the rate of development that's 
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been caused by the opposition we couldn't go any faster than 

we did.  It would have been years getting into the other 

because of the delays caused by these people. 

Did you ever call the citizens in to discuss the development 

of the recreational area set out on the plat? 

In an open meeting?  I think probably we did, but I don't re- 

member, I  --  I discussed it repeatedly individually.  I tolc 

a lot of them that we would try to, if they would cooperate 

with us. 

Did you ever tell them they'd better get cracking on this 

recreational area 

No, no, we didn't make any 

or you were going to take the temporary area away from 

them? 

No, we didn't make any threats. 

Or warnings? 

We don't do business that way. 

Or warnings? 

No, we don't do business that way. 

You don't give warnings either, is that right? 

I've answered that. 

You don't re-  — well, was your answer that you don't re- 

call whether you gave warnings or not? 

I've answered this, it's in the record, isn't it? 

Well, I'm asking you that again. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection, repetitious, object. 

COURT:  It may be, but I didn't get the answer 

the first time, honestly, what is the 
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I don't recall the warnings that we may or may not have given. 

With the multitude of problems that we had 

Alright, sir, I haven't asked you another question yet.  Mr. 

Kenney, you gave out little numbers for boat slips didn't you? 

To the community members? 

Yes, that's right, we did. 

So a fellow was assigned a boat slip? 

Yes, we assigned a few of them, I think, the first year, until 

they violated the rules and regulations to a point that we 

had to withdraw it, they failed to 

I'm sorry, Mr. Kenney, the point is they didn't pay you for 

that, did they? 

No, they didn't pay for it, it was  —  it was  —  a device 

to aid them to try to get the use of the dock on a temporary 

basis. 

Mr. Kenney, was it a device to try to get them to buy land? 

We wouldn't sell the land, it's not for sale. 

I'm sorry, when they bought their lots was it a device to 

make the community more attractive?  By your saying you're 

going to have that pier down there? 

Well, that isn't anything — 

I say, was it used as a device to get them to buy the land? 

No, no, no.  We couldn't deliver on it, we told them we 

couldn't deliver, so we can't represent except on a temporary 

basis, and we have — 

And you have a clear recollection that you told these people 

that the pier and the recreation area would be temporary? 

That it would be temporary? 
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Is  it  a clear  recollection 

It's a mis-  —  it's a misunderstanding, sir, really, we 

No, sir, I'm not asking you what it is, I'm asking if you have 

a clear recollection of what you told them? 

Well, that's our policy 

I didn't ask what your policy is, I asked if you have a clear 

recollection? 

Not particularly clear, no. 

Well, now, let's  — Mr. Chick was up here yesterday and he 

said he was told he would have a place for his boat until the 

other area was 

Misunderstood. 

until the other area was developed, the point is, do you 

recall 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection, he's trying to bring 

out stuff contrary to an agreement that he 

has put in that's very clear and in writing, 

and he's tried to offer that after he's put 

it in by testimony verbally from this wit- 

ness.  Now, the evidence. Your Honor, is 

that at the association meeting in '67 they 

understood what the memorandum of agreement 

was. 

COURT:  I understand what his evidence is, sir, 

but can't you try to cross-examine a witness 

in order to break down his recollection? 

That's what — 

MRt MAY:  I'm not trying to break down his recol- 
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lection, I'm trying to determine that  — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He's going over something that's 

contrary to the evidence to deliberately 

try to confuse this witness 

MR. MAY:  No, no. Your Honor, that's not what 

COURT:  I don't find any confusion of the witness* 

I do find the witness' answers are not 

direct to the question, Mr. Weidemeyer, 

there's no question about it, and quite 

frequently a question is asked and we get 

an answer and I don't even find that the 

question has been answered, but that some- 

thing has been said.  And quite frequently 

counsel has gone by with it.  Now, that's 

what we're running into in this particular 

situation, and for that reason, I  —  I 

just don't know when he's directly answered 

a question whether it's by inference or 

whether it's by words, now, that's what we 

have. 

I'm sorry, it's probably my fault because I 

COURT:  That's alright, sir, I mean it happens, 

it's perfectly alright but it doesn't mean 

that someone is browbeating the witness 

merely because he asks a question and tries 

to get answers to various questions.  Now, 

what was your last question there, Mr. May? 

MR. MAY: Well, Your Honor, I was trying to get 

CVIt 
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to how well he recollects. 

COURT:  I understand, that's  — 

MR. MAY:  This has been some years ago. 

And I was saying that you heard Mr. Chick yesterday say 

specifically he was promised that he would have a boat slip 

and the use of the temporary recreational area until the 

other recreational area was developed.  He said that he 

clearly remembers that.  Now, my question is this, do you 

clearly remember any conversation with Mr. Chick concerning 

the recreational area, temporary or otherwise, prior to the 

time he bought his land? 

No. 

Do you clearly remember? 

No. 

You don't know whether you told him that or not, do you? 

I couldn't be sure at all. 

Now, Mr. Morgan also testified that he was sure that he was 

told that he had these water privileges and the right to use 

this temporary recreational area, he said that he clearly 

remembered that, the question is do you clearly remember 

any conversation prior to the time he bought his lot? 

No, I don't. 

Now, we have a contract in evidence. Number 14, which states 

that you promised the Newbys a boat slip at the community 

dock 

COURT:  Excuse me, Exhinit 14 says that? That 

is the contract of sale, alright. 

Do you clearly remember signing this contract? 
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No, I don't. 

Do you clearly remember any conversation with the Newbys after 

the contract was signed, concerning a boat slip? 

No, I don't. 
at this time, 

Now, let's get off that subject, if we may/ and just talk 

about these cases, I'd like to make it very brief.  Equity 

17,821 was the case of Charles Christienson and his wife vs. 

Mr. and Mrs. Kenney, Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret Kenney 

and The Turnbull Company, and that had to do with a pier, is 

that correct? 

That involved the sale of a lot, I think. 

I thought I heard you say it had to do with a pier. 

Well, it did have a pier that was built  —  improperly built. 

0. K., now, Mr. Noah Hillman represented the Christiensons, 

is that correct? 

Right. 

Now, Mr. Noah Hillman signed and filed on July 30, 1967, an 

order of satisfaction, the case did not go to trial, is that 

correct? 

It did not go to trial at all. 

Yet it got fairly close to trial because summonses were issued, 

but it didn't go to trial, is that correct? 

That is right. 

Now, who in the community participated in the development of 

a settlement in this case? 

Our lawyer. 

In the community, I said? 

I did, and the directors. 
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The directors, you and Mr. McCubbin and your wife? 

Right. 

Did you consult with anyone in the community concerning this 

case? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection.  It's clearly within 

the power of the Board of Directors to do 

such a thing. 

COURT:  Well, he may ask if he consulted anybody. 

Did you consult with anyone concerning this case? 

I would see no need to consult with anyone 

Did you do so? 

I don't know that we did, I wouldn't say because I don't — 

You don't recall, is that correct? 

I don't recall, yes, I don't see any reason why we should. 

That's your opinion, sir, that's not a question and answer, 

sir, now, that's what the Judge is talking about.  Now, when 

the case was settled did you consult with anybody in the 

community? 

I wouldn't know about that. 

You don't recall? 

No. 

I'm going to try to — outline that case, and I want you to 

tell me if I'm correct.  There were two lots, one next to one 

another, is that correct? 

That's right. 

Mr. Christiansen owned one? 

Correct. 

Mr. Christianson applied to build a pier and his permit was 
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denied, is that correct? 

No, as far as I know, it was not correct. 

Well, Mr. Christiansen couldn't build a pier because the pier 

next to him went out in front of his lot? 

Right, 

So he sued to have that pier removed, is that correct? 

Right.  —  I don't know, I don't remember about that. 

Who owned that lot next to him? 

Mr. Sauls. 

Why wasn't Mr. Sauls sued? 

Why wasn't he? 

COURT:  Why wasn't he what? 

MR. MAY:  Sued. 

You'd have to ask Mr. Sauls, I don't know. the |lot 
how could they sue you if you didn't build the pier nor awr\/ 

Just as a matter of curiousity,/what did you have to do with 

it? 

What did we have to do with it? Aren't we defending the pro- 

tective covenants in that sub-division? 

You're asking me a question, sir. 

It was a violation of our protective covenants. 

A violation of the protective covenants, who did the violating? 

The man that put the pier in wrong. 

Who was that? 

Well, that was Sauls that put it in, he ran the pier in the 

front of the other man's lot. 

Do you agree Mr. Christiansen was right? 

I certainly do. 

How come you fought him in Court? 

259 



BOOK 199PAG[286 
I don't know that ~ uh — I don't recall, that was handled 

by my lawyer, I don't — 

COURT:  Excuse me, does the pleadings show that 

they had nothing to do with it or they 

didn't own the property or anything? We're 

going on — I just can't go on with a wholle 

lot of verbal testimony that seens to be en- 

tirely contrary to what every lawyer does, 

can't assume all these lawyers didn't know 

what they were doing, sir, what do the 

pleadings say, what is the first pleading to 

it? 

MR. MAY:  The first pleading alleges that the 

they are the owners, the defendants own a 

particular lot, that's the allegation — 

COURT:  That's in the bill of complaint, isn't it? 

MR. MAY:  Yes, and their answer to the bill of 

complaint, they admit that they own that — 

COURT:  Alright, then that settles it as far as 

I'm concerned.  If there's no evidence of- 

fered to the contrary and the introduced 

evidence shows that by this gentleman's ad- 

mission in that case the defendants were the 

owners of the lot, and it just shows it in 

the case, now, I'm supposed to take verbal 

testimony with nothing to the contrary excepb 

the man who says 'I didn't own the lot, some 

body else owned it.'  And it was never put ub 

VfelK 
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as a defense in the case.  Now, all I can 

say is this, that if he allowed a case to be 

improperly handled, and if he was representing 

the association then it was his obligation t|o 

represent them, and if he didn't represent 

them by saying he didn't own the lot then 

he didn't represent them and he shouldn't 

spend iis money to do it, because it was 

negligently done.  You're not representing 

an organization when you come along and admi|t 

that you own something when you know the 

organization doesn't, and then come on and 

say you bought it for the benefit of the 

organization.  If he bought it for the benefit 

of the organizationj Number 1 would then say 

'look, you've got the wrong man, Mr. Sauls 

is the man, not me', and that would let the 

organization out.  But why do you spend all 

that money to fight a case and at the whole 

time during the whole case you never do say 

that you don't own the property, that some- 

body else owns it. 

Could I explain further on that? 

COURT:  Yes, sir, if you've got any explanation OJ: 

that, because that's what's confusing me, 

you said Mr. Sauls owned it and then the 

declaration — or the answer to the bill 

of complaint admits that the parties that 
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were sued were the owners, let's put it 

another way, let's put it this way.  Alright, 

go ahead, who was the owner? 

You're interested in me telling you what interests we had in 

it to defend the restrictions. 

COURT:   In regard to the  — no, sir, in there 

you admitted that  —  according to the de- 

claration, as I understand, the answer to 

the bill of complaint is that you admit you 

own the lot that you now say Mr. Sauls owned 

You said that you had nothing to do with the 

case, it should have been Sauls, that's what 

you said, sir. 

No, we don't own — own that lot, we owned the one that 

Christiansen did own, see. 

COURT:  You didn't own that lot at the time that 

Christiansen entered the suit. 

Well, we bought it later. 

COURT:  Now, did  — what, after the suit? 

Well, yes, sometime after — 

COURT: Why — how could you use the company's 

money to defend a suit on a lot that you 

had nothing to do with, sir? Nothing to do 

with it.  Christiansen owned one and you 

say Sauls owned the other, now, did Sauls 

or did Sauls not own that lot? 

Sauls owned his own lot. 

COURT:  With the pier on it? 
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With  the  pier. 

COURT:  Well, then, why in your pleadings was it 

admitted that you owned the lot? Why didn't 

you tell your attorney you didn't own the 

lot? 

I bought the Christiansen lot later on. 

COURT:  You bought the Christiansen lot? 

Yes. 

COURT:  Then what you were doing was fighting for 

your own interest, weren't you? Well, then, 

who owned the lot next to the —  Sauls was 

never in the suit and in this suit, sir, — 

now, let's get it straight, you're a lawyer, 

and I don't want this bandying around, Mr. 

Kenney, you must understand what I'm talkinc 

about.  You're a lawyer.  So a man who owns 

a lot sues a man next to — sues you for 

what somebody else did, and you get into 

that suit and you admit — and he says 

you own the lot and you admit you own the 

lot, that is, the Sauls lot, now you tell 

me you don't admit you own the Sauls lot. 

Now, why did you admit that you owned the 
suit 

Sauls lot if you did not, when that/was 

against you and said you were the owner? 

Why would you do that if Sauls was the one 

that owned that lot. Number 41, or whatever 

it was? 
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Well,   now,   let's  go back  and  start  all  over again.     Sauls' 

lot is Number 40 

COURT:  I don't care about the numbers, I could 

be wrong on the numbers. 

—  and Christiansen is 41, there were two lots together. 

COURT:  Right. 

Now, Sauls, contrary to our protective covenants, built a dock 
out 

there that came/in front of Christiansen's lot and Sauls 

COURT:  And Sauls owned 40? 

And Sauls owned 40, Christiansen owned 41, so this dock which 

was built by Sauls when we were out of town quite seriously 

affected the value of not only Christiansen's lot next door 

but the whole sub-division. 

COURT:  What do you mean, the whole sub-division, 

what difference would it make to a whole 

sub-division whether a pier is in front of 

Sauls' lot or whether it's in front of 

Christiansen's lot? 

It affects the value, the values are affected everywhere. 

COURT:  Well, then, why did you admit in that 

pleading that you were the parties that were 

sued were the owners of that lot Number 40 

instead of you saying that Mr. Sauls owned 

it, and that would have let you out? 

Well, I don't know what that says — 

COURT:  Oh, now, Mr. Kenney, alright — 

I didn't draw it up — 

COURT:  Listen, let me tell you one thing — 
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what I'm trying to get, if there's any answei 

to the thing, I want to let him know, I havej't 

had any answer to it, and the only thing thai; 

I can see is that I feel that the pleadings 

in the case are, as far as I'm concerned, 

certainly more reliable than someone's re- 

collection, and when a person has admitted 

something in pleadings and then comes back 

and says 'I don't know anything about it'. 

Now, another question is if Mr. Christiansen 

was right, why did you fight him? Why didn'n 

you admit and say 'yes, you're right, Mr. 

Christiansen', instead of coming on and fighj: 

ing him? Why did you go to a lawyer and 

fight the case? 

Christiansen and Sauls were both in violation of our protectivj 

covenants that we had to enforce. 

COURT:  I haven't heard anybody say anything about 

Because they hadn't paid their dues. 

COURT:  I haven't heard anything about Christianseji 

being in violation 

They were in default of their dues, and Sauls -- were both 

in arrears, and we had an interest in defending the proteotiye 

covenants. 
COURT:  Didn't your lawyer ever tell you, or didn'j: 

your law ever tell you that if you have a 

right to collect those dues you can do it in 

a law suit? What would you spend, four or 
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six hundred dollars, whatever the fee was 

in that case, to fight about something en- 

tirely separate from what the parties you 

say were in violation? They didn't pay the I 

dues, so one of them entered suit, then you: 

must have taken Mr. Sauls' side in that cas^, 

because you did fight with Mr. Christiansen. 

I didn't take anybody's side. 

COURT:  Alright, let's go on, I don't have any 

answer to that at all. 

We were defending our protective covenants, that's the whole 

story.  That's what we were charged with. 

COURT:  Yes, what protective covenants were you 

defending, which one? 

All of them. 

COURT:  Alright.  Alright, sir, let's proceed now. 

MR. MAY:  I'd like to mention here that our pur- 

pose here. Your Honor, is not —  is to 

try, first of all, to bring out a.y explan- 

ation of the cases, but secondly, I'm pro- 

ffering that my purpose is to challenge the 

recollection of the defendant. 

COURT: That's exactly — what I'm trying to do 

is to find out the reliability of the testi- 

mony myslf. 

MR. MAY: What I'm saying, sir, I don't want you 

to 

COURT:  No, I'm interested in trying to find out 
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what it is, but my gracious, to have a law 

suit here and not even know that somebody's 

admitted something in your behalf and bring- 

ing it up to the last minute, I mean that's 

-- people usually remember those things 

because people aren't sued that often. 

I have just a couple of questions, Mr. Kenney, concerning the 

second law suit.  This second law suit with Anne Arundel 

County 

COURT:  What's that number? 

MR. MAY:  This is 19,727. 

Anne Arundel County vs. Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, 

and it had something to do with drainage, is that correct? 

miYi  no .. yes, it had something to do with it slightly. 

Slightly. And you were represented by Mr. Grain in that case. 

also. And as a result of that case, the County and yourself 

entered into a consent decree, in other words, you made an 

agreement, is that correct? 

Right. 

And as a result of that consent decree you gave away part of 

the recreational area that was set out on the plat, is that 

correct? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Objection. 

Well, O. K., let me read it then. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Then read exactly what the decrei 

says, not put his own words in. 

Number 3 in fae Consent Decree dated 13 July "70: ^That portion 

of the recreation area outlined in red on Exhibit A, being a 

portion of the recreation area as shown on a plat entitled 

Section Two, Turnbull Estates, and recorded among the plat 
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records of Anne Arundel County in Book 33, Page 30, shall be 

deemed to be vacated from recreation use upon the completion 

of the installation of the thirty-six inch pipe, Anne Arundel 

County shall execute a quit claim deed conveying said area to 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, his wife.' By agreeirjg 

to that statement, consenting to it, the citizens lost some of 

their recreational area, is that correct? Well, let me just 

say this, do you recall what this consent decree was about? 

Well, generally I do, I don't recall the details. 

Well, do you recall that you lost some of the recreational 

area? 

I  —  I don't think we lost it, we transferred it from one 

location to another, there wasn't any loss involved.  They 

gained a great deal more than they ever lost in that par- 

ticular case, but we put in a pipe there that we didn't have 

to put in that cost us five or six thousand dollars that 

directly benefitted them.  I don't see any loss. 

Did you file another plat after this suit? 

You'll have to ask the lawyer about that, he handled the 

matter, I don't remember. 

Is there any plat on record which shows that — uh — 

The changes, you mean? 

Yes, the changes in this recreational area? 

I wouldn't know. 

Mr. Kenney, are you aware that this consent decree doesn't 

say anything about adding a recreational area anywhere else? 

Adding anywhere else? 

Yes. 
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Well, I don't know about that, I — it was my recollection. 

only 
But my/question, Mr. Kenney, is prior to this consent decree 

being entered into did you consult with any of the citizens 

of Turnbull Estates? 

I don't recall on that, I probably did, I don't recall any 

meetings that we had on it. 

Would you be willing to give them an equal amount of land 

that was taken away there, an equal amount of land — 

I don't know what the situation is there. 

You took nothing from them, is that correct? 

As far as I know, I took nothing from them.  And I have nothing 

to give back. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER   RE-DIRECT EXAMINATION) 

Mr. Kenney, what you did in that last case with the County 

involved, you did under pressure of the County authorities, 

did you not? 

MR. MAY:  Objection, Your Honor. 

Right, right. 

COURT:  Sustained. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Your Honor, the pressure — thejre 

was a suit there. 

COURT: Whatever pressure a suit has, it has, but 

don't testify, I mean, that's leading, to 

begin with and — there's a lot of leadinc 

but when someone objects I do sustain it. 

But there's a lot of leading testimony and 

let it go until somebody objects and when 
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they do I sustain it. 

MR. MAY:  I'd be more than willing to concede any 

felt pressure, but a consent decree I feel 

might 

COURT:  Well, he had counsel and all, I mean, I 

imagine there was pressure, maybe  — 

Now, you say that this drainage thing that went through there, 

who erected that? 

MR. MAY:  I don't think we ought to go into the 

merits of this. Your Honor. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The drainage  — 

COURT:  I don't know/part this thing has to do 

with this. 

You had to put some drainage through there, didn't you? 

Right. 

COURT:  Through where, what recreation area was 

it, the small one or the large one? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The small one. 

The small one. 

MR. MAY:  You can get an idea very quickly on this 

COURT:  Well, I remember where it is, it's up in 

the upper left-hand side of the — 

MR. MAY:  It's outlined in red, it says vacate 
a 

and they had to put/pipes through there. 

Now, frankly, I didn't read the case close 

enough to 

COURT:  Where's the pipe, in the ground? 

MR. MAY: Apparently they had to put a pipe in. 
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if you turn a few pages you'll read Judge 

Beardmore's consent decree. 

COURT:  No, but is the pipe covered? 

MR. MAY:  I don't know. Your Honor, you'd have to 

COURT:  Is the pipe covered? 

Yes, it is, it's underground. 

COURT:  Well, is anybody losing anything when they 

get a pipe to go on top —  they put the 

pipe in, I mean, that's under a lot of lots, 

drains and things 

I lost about three or four or five thousand dollars on it. 

COURT:  But the pipe is covered, is it not, sir? 

It's covered, yes. 

COURT:  Well, is there any recreation area lost 

when the pipe is covered? 

No, there's nothing lost. 

COURT:  Well, what do you mean that they gained 

area by it, you gave them other area, why 

did you give them other area? 

I don't recall there was any trading around on area at all. 

COURT:  I thought you said you had given them 

other area, that they benefitted by it, 

that they got — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  The decree required, as I re- 

call, I think the decree required a certain 

part of that recreation area to be deeded 

to the County, I suppose to cover the County 

easement on that. 

s 
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MR. MAY:  From a factual point of view it might 

not make any difference at all.  Frankly, 

my point, if I could elaborate on it 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, the drains  —  the drainage 

thing, as I understand it, went through a 

part of the old recreation area and through 

that marsh area as shown, which is not a 

plat lot, but which is owned by the County. 

COURT:  Well, let's see, is that portion of the 

recreation area outlined in red, that's 

Number 3, the portion of the recreation 

area as shown on Plat 2 entitled Section 2, 

Turnbull Estates, and recorded among the 

land records, and so forth. 'Shall be deeme^ 

to be vacated from recreational use and upon 

completion of the installation of the thirty- 

six pipe shall execute a quit claim deed 

conveying said area to Thomas Kenney and his 

wife.'  So what happened, they got the pipe 

in there, then it's taken out of a recreatioji 

area and Mr. and Mrs. Kenney get the land, if 

that right, or not? 

They get the pipe. 

COURT:  I'm not worried about the pipe, but you 

got the land.  Did you or didn't you? Isn't 

that what it says, that they're going to 

vacate it for recreation use, the County is 

aoing to put the pipe in and then the County 
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will re-convey it back to Mr. and Mrs. Kenne^. 

That's what it said. 

MR. MAY:  It sounds to me like they got some 

land out of recreation back for their own 

personal use on the plat.  Maybe the deal 

was that you pay for the pipe and you get 

the land, something like that.  I don't know|. 

I paid them four or five times the value of the land, I was 

glad to do it because it was an improvement to the property, 

I thought.  That's why I did it, otherwise I wouldn't have 

done it at all, it benefits the sub-division, it benefits the 

Turnbull Homes Association, it was a definite benefit to the 

Turnbull Homes Association, that's why I did it. 

COURT:  Well, what benefit was it to them, sir, 

that's what I want to know.  I haven't found 

out what benefit there was to them. 

It took care of the drainage in that particular area underground, 

otherwise you would have had a big hole in the ground and they 

couldn't use it for a playground, they covered that hole all 

over and smoothed it out, put in that big pipe, a six-foot 

pipe for a hundred and some feet, which was a definite im- 

provement to the sub-division, that's why I put/in first, I 

spent this whatever it was, I've forgotten, maybe it was four 

or five thousand dollars, I thought it was a good investment 

for the sub-division and so I did it, and it benefitted the 

lot owners, very much, it was a big benefit to them. 

COURT: Alright, sir. 

Now, you were asked something about minutes of the last meetinb 

jcr- 
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which you said you didn't have, you turned over to your coun- 

sel.  I ask you to look at that and ask you if you sent that 

to me? 

Yes. 

I ask you to look at this and ask you if you sent this to me? 

Yes. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'd like to offer these two memos 

of the meeting of December 8, 1972, which 

were addressed to and sent to me by Mr. 

Kenney, I'd ask that they be marked as 

Defendant's Exhibits  — E and F. 

MR. MAY:  No objection to their admission, I 

object to their characterization as memos, 

they're obviously letters. 

COURT:  Well, they'll speak for themselves,  now, 

regardless of 

MR. MAY:  They'll speak for themselves but what 

•Pro -_ We're not talking about minutes of 

a meeting there in the normal course — 

COURT:  Well, do you object to them being offered 

even as letters? 

MR. MAY:  Absolutely not. 

COURT:  Alright, 0. K., I'll take them for what 

they're worth regardless of what they may 

be called, 

(LETTERS FILED HEREWITH AS DEFENDANT'S EXHIBITS 

E AND F.) 

MR. WEIDEMEYER;  I have no further questions. 

•o 
' i 
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MR.  MAY:     I have  nothing  further. 

COURT:     On this     —    Mr.   Kenney, why did you only 

pay eighteen dollars  a year  as  dues? 

Why  didn't  I  pay more?    What  do you mean,  why  didn't  I pay 

for each  lot? 

COURT:  Yes. 

In my experience, it's never been done, as far as I know. 

It's a matter of practice in the real estate business. 

COURT:  Well, then, doesn't it say here that the 

persons are to pay eighteen dollars for what 

didn't you regard this the same as I told 

you yesterday it was? 

An assessment 

COURT:  Each building site to pay eighteen dollars 

Each building site? 

COURT:  Yes, and you had the interpretation of 

building site so you interpreted all these 

lots as being — you're liable for a 

building site, is that correct, or not? 

No, that's not correct. 

COURT: Well, then, why would you only pay eighteen 

dollars if you said that each of you — if 

you feel that you have a vote for each lot? 

Do you feel you have a vote for each lot? 

Yes. 

COURT:  But it says here that each building site 

shall pay eighteen dollars. 
site 

Each building/that's sold, it says sold, doesn't it? 

COURT;  'From the date of purchase from it's 
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developer shall be subject to the payment 

of annual 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That only applies from the date 

of its passing out of the developers into 

other hands. 

COURT:  Is there anything that 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It's right in the covenants, 

under Section — 

COURT:  In other words, I don't see anything in 

here which says that there is to be any 

difference between a lot that's paid for 

as a member, in other words, a member is 

supposed to pay eighteen dollars a site, 

and it says each site shall have one vote. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  But the building sites are not 

imposed with the covenants until it passes 

from the developer to ~ because that's 

what it says. 

COURT:  Well, then, if it's not imposed by the 

covenants, then I would say this, that he 

has no rights nor liabilities and if it 

doesn't impose — if it's not imposed 

upon the property until it's sold, then he 

has no right to membership.  This is grfietri 

ment as well as a benefit, and he can't 

pick out the benefits and say 'I want the 

benefits but the detriments don't apply to 

me.' Is there anything in there that says 

Ft 
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he's entitled to membership if these are 

not applicable to the owner?  It means he 

has no right of membership in that organ- 

ization, if I'm right.  Where do you read 

where it says that these are not to be 

affected? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  In Section N of the covenants, 

we start there first.  We had to start with 

the covenant on definition of terms on the 

first page, and we get 'building site shall 

mean any lot', and lot has a definite mean- 

ing. 

COURT:  Where is this, now? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That's on Page 1 of the coven- 

ants. 

COURT:  It says — no, it doesn't say — now, 

look, the definition of terms, you mean? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Yes, right under definition of 

terms on the first page of the covenants. 

COURT:  'Any lot or any portion thereof or any 

two or more contiguous lots or a parcel of 

land of record and in unity of title.' 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  'Upon which a development — a 

dwelling may be erected in conformance with 

the covenants therein'. 

COURT; Right. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER: Now, that applies to a building 

site particularly known as such composed 
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lots which have a definite meaning, or more 

than one lot in a combination for a building 

site. 

COURT:  But does it mean he pays one fee as one 

member and gets a vote for each lot? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No, not under that, Your Honor, 

but if you follow it through — 

COURT:  Under what?  Excuse me, didn't you say 

that this is not applicable to the developed 

it's only to the purchasers? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:   From the developer. 

COURT:  Well, alright, then, how would he have 

anything to do with this corporation, 

shouldn't that just be formed by the pur- 

chasers and not the developer,if these aren1 

applicable to him he assumes neither lia- 

bility nor benefit under them. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Then we get into, also, the 

corporation charter which is — 

COURT:  Sir, listen, the charter has nothing to 

do with this, under this  — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  And the bylaws. 

CORT: No, but that has absolutely nothing to do 

with it.  These are the benefits and the 

obligations of the purchasers.  Then any 

organization formed would not be an effective 

organization for the purpose of this, unlesu 

it's provided for in this particular agree- 
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ment, you can form any corporation you want, you 

and I can form one, but it doesn't mean anything. 

Now, for that corporation to come under the effect 

of this, if this is not effective until the lots 

are sold, then the fact that a man has lots that 

are not yet sold aren'": subject to any of this, 

including the privilege of belonging to this 

association.  Now, that's what I'm trying to get 

to, so where is it in here that it is effective 

in behalf of the unsold lots, if it's only for 

the unsold lots? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, that comes under the bylaws. 

COURT:  The by- — you can't do that, Mr. Weidemeyer, he can* 

make bylaws contrary to this.  You know it and I 

know it.  You can form any —  look, I can make 

any bylaws I want and I can say that this gentle- 

man can't sell another lot the rest of his life, 

and all they'll do is just throw them out the 

window and sell his lots.  Bylaws can't restrict 

him from doing that.  But if these aren't effectiv|e 

except against the people who purchased the lots 

then either the benefit or the detriment that goes 

with it only applies to this, everything that is 

done is done in conformity with this recorded — 

as I understand it, restrictions and covenants, 

and that is under what the corporation was formed. 

Now, under that circumstance, the membership in 

that corporation requires this.  I couldn't go doWn 
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and join it and neither could you, and if these 

covenants aren't effective in behalf of the owner, 

if it's only for the purchasers, then Mr. Kenney 

cannot join that and cannot be a party to it or 

even have a vote, any more than even you and I 

could, because he's only given the privilege under 

this of joining it, and if you don't meet these 

requirements you can't join.  You and I can't join 

it, and the bylaws have absolutely nothing to do 

with it.  You can't make the bylaws contrary to 

this.  Now, where does it say in here that it 

will only be for the purchasers, for the benefit 

of the purchasers? Now, this is only effective 

after the lots are sold, isn't that what they 

said? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  They only passed it — uh — as a covenanjt 

applying only to lots sold out of the developer. 

COURT:  Where is that, which number is that? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  That's in N.  'Each building site, from the 

date of its purchase from the developer shall be 

subject to the payment of an annual charge of 

eighteen dollars.'  That imposes it on the lot. 

Now, the rights and privileges are in the previous 

section. 

COURT:  No, but where does it say about the — where is it 

about the fact that when the lots are sold, where 

does it say that those people are subject to it? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, that's under —  do you have Section 1 

of the covenants? 
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MR. WEIDEMEYER:  N.  Now, the first sentence in that paragraph 

applies to membership and that's the qualification 

on membership. 

COURT:  No, but where is it that  —  I'm trying to get to 

this one particular part, which I can't seem to 

get. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Then the next sentence, do you see that, about 

the fourth line?  'Each building site, from the 

date of its purchase from the developer shall be 

subject to the payment of an annual charge of 

eighteen dollars.  Now, the lot ownership entitles 

membership but only certain lots are imposed with 

covenants. 

COURT:  But even going back to that it says in the first part 

here what a building site is, one or more lots. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It says 'building site is one or more lots 

for the use of a building', now — 

COURT:  No, but suppose you own ten lots and you've got a 

building you built on one and do you get ten votes 

and he said no. He said they were only imposed — 

I can see this, Mr. Weidemeyer, somebody buying 

ten lots and he comes along and says 'look, it's 

a hundred and forty dollars a year', 'oh, no, wait 

a minute, that's one building site'. It's one 

building site until they put two buildings on it, 

then it becomes two building sites. Alright, that 

what I'm trying to get to, I can't seem to get 

's 
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away from the fact that this gentleman is claiming 

— why he's claiming a vote for each lot when it 

says in here a building site is composed of one 

or more lots.  Now, if you buy contiguous lots 

you can build on each lot unless you're going to 

build on the two of them right in the middle of 

the two of them.  But suppose somebody would buy 

five lots and build on the first two and the 

other three use it for a garden, whatever you want 

to.  Now, would they be entitled to five votes 

because they have five sites?  It's just that 

simple, and he said no and I agree with him. 

That's what I'm trying to get to all along. 

Do you want me to explain this to you? 

COURT:  Sir? 

Do you want me to explain it to you? 

COURT:  Yes, sir, if you can explain anything 

along with what I'm reading here, that's 

what I can't seem to get in my mind. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think we've got to read that 

first sentence as applying to membership, 

the second one  — 

MR. MAY:  Oh, no. 

COURT:  You remember I said something about the 

hounds and the hares yesterday, well, that 

still applies. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I think, when we go through all 

of these things together — 

COURT: No, but, excuse me, it says definition 
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of terms.  That has nothing to do with anything 

else, that's definition of terms as it's used. 

Now, in the covenant they use the term and that 

means how you define the terms used in the defi- 

nition.  Look what they do in the Code,  Usually 
different 

Article 1 goes ahead and defines a hundred/things, 

you've seen it, and then the rest of the article 

might be three hundred pages in the Code where it 

uses those different terms.  Corporation's got 

it, do you remember that? A whole page of defi- 

nitions.  Alright, sir, you've got a page of 

definitions here.  Then later, you use the term 

that you've already defined, and they have defined 

this, not me, they said that a building site is 

just however many lots you've got, subject to 

building, and that's the only way it says here. 

If a man owns two lots they don't give him two 

votes. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Assuming that he has a hundred lots, not sole 

not subject, and assuming that the bylaws of the 

corporation and the charter of the corporation on 

record gives the Board of Directors — 

COURT:  Excuse me, sir, now, wait a minute, look.  The bylaws 

and charter have absolutely nothing to do with 

it, they cannot change this.  This is the primary 

thing. You can put what you want in the charter. 

The State T&.X Commission would accept it. You 

could put anything you want in that charter, sir. 
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I don't see that the charter has anything to do 

with it.  I'm talking about the fact of the nunvber 

of votes he's privileged to have, which is con- 

trolled by this.  Each site, it says in here, that 

each site  —  the owner of a building site shall 

be entitled to one membership in the association. 

One membership, and that means one vote.  Now, yoi; 

can't make a charter to have different than this, 

if you do, it's in violation of this. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  What do we say, then, if the next thing comes 

— what do we say are the building sites that he 

owns that are not subject to convenants?  But it 

says that each building site — then, is it up 

to him to say that I have a building site on each 
to say 

lot or is it the Court's or my interpretation/that 

he must have two lots for each building site? 

COURT:  His interpretation says one or more lots, now get this 

or a parcel of land of record and in unity of title. 

Parcel of land, it doesn't restrict him, it doesn" 

restrict it, it says one or more lots, now, one 

or more is two or it's twenty, or it could be a 

hundred, it says one or more.  And the purpose of 

this is perfectly logical so that when a man buys 

five lots or ten lots or fifteen lots he can't 

control the organization, that's what it's for. 

And these matters aren't made any more for the de- 

veloper to control than it is the people who buy 

the lots.  It's not made for control, it's some- 
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thing like a cooperative, one vote for one person, 

it's not like a stock corporation, this is sup- 

posed to be a mutual corporation without profit. 

Now, when you get into that where there's no 

stock it's usually one vote one person.  In fact, 

the National Cooperative Law requires that any 

member of a cooperative, in order to be tax exempt 

can only be one vote one person.  They've got to 

vote equally.  You can't have stock issued for 

them.  And this is the interpretation he puts on 

it.  I haven't put this interpretation on it. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I didn't either, but I will say this. Your 

Honor, that it was the Kenney's interpretation, 

it was the Morgan's interpretation, it was the 

witness who was here yesterday and he says 'that's; 

the only way I would want it, that's the way I 

understood it'. 

COURT:  Sure. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  It was counsel's interpretation because he 

asks in this suit that this provision be stricken 

COURT:  That's alright, I can't help how other people inter- 

pret things, I just can't close my eyes to my in- 

terpretation of it, and I've got to interpret it 

the way it appears, 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  Well, I may not be giving you all the reason^, 

but that's the way everybody else has interpreted 

it, and it's the way it's operated, 

COURT;  Well, it certainly says here what a building site is 
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and I can't get away from what the building site 

is.  Nowf the gentleman says he paid eighteen 

dollars a year.  Now, why did you only pay eighteen 

dollars a year, sir? 

Why did I only pay? 

COURT:     Yes, eighteen a year, if you felt like you had all 

these other building sites? 

Because I had a hundred other building sites it would probably 

cost me eighteen thousand dollars a year, that's where my ex- 

pense went, in maintaining and servicing and then enforcing 

the restrictions over the whole thing, that expenditure was 

one that I had to meet and which I have met, and on my own 

one lot I made the expenditure of eighteen dollars which is 

the same as everybody else met, which was entirely too low. 

COURT:  Only on the lot you lived on? 

That's right, that's the only one we pay on. 

COURT:  Has anybody ever bought more than one lot there? 

No, we don't sell more than one lot, never have and never will 

COURT:  Nobody has bought more than one lot? 

No, we wouldn't sell it.  Nor would we split a lot between 

houses. 

COURT: So you paid on the one lot but you really feel that 

you should be voting the other — the vacant 

lots even though you're not paying on them? 

I am paying many times over 

COURT:  No, I'm sorry, sir, now, look, let's uot go ahead and 

split hairs, now.  If you've got to pay a bill — 

now, look, I might owe you some money for some woik 
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you did and I might give you a very nice 

Christmas gift and say 'now, this is a 

Christmas gift for you', does that pay my 

bill? 

No. 

COURT:  Nof you've got to pay the bill.  Now, 

that's the situation. 

It's the same situation we have to pay the bills on the 

COURT:  That's not the question, the question is 

if you feel you owe the money — or if yov 

feel you're obligated for it you just don't 

go and spend money and say 'well, I think 

one might have balanced the other, you pay 

your fee and then take it out of the fund. 

You operated a corporation, didn't you? 

Yes, we did. 

COURT:  Alright, you know what the law is in re- 

gard to your tax situation in corporations. 

You just can't say 'well, I paid it so I'm 

going to take credit for it in the corpor- 

ation,  or the corporation paid it and I'm 

going to take credit for it because it bal- 

anced out', this is for your records 

What's the difference? 

COURT: Well, there's a big difference, sir, — 

You pay it, you pay it — you pay it — any way you do it 

the income taxes are the same, you pay it 

COURT:  Alright,  Suppose some of these people hac 
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paid some money to clean up the glass and 

some of the dirt and the trash on the rec- 

reation lot and you come for the fee, "no, 

I've spent more than that', and that settles 

it, then you just wipe it off the books with 

no balancing? 

We don't do business like that. 

COURT:  Of course, you don't, except with yourself 

sir.  That's what happened in this case. 

It's based on the sale, our relationship is based entirely on 

the sale, what we assumed was a sale. 

COURT;  Did you have contracts of sale with most 

of the people before they bought the lots? 

Certainly. 

COURT:  Sir? 

Certainly.  This is a method that's being followed all aver 

the United States for years and years, very satisfactorily and 

nobody in the field who has performed these operations has 

found any fault with it. 

COURT:  My experience doesn't dictate that, sir. 

I've practiced law for years, probably longer 

than you think I have. 

That's alright, I — I think — 

COURT:  And I have never run across it where any- 

thing like this was handled this way. Al- 

right, sir. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I halve no further questions. 

MR. MAY:  I have no further questions, I'd juat 
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call the Court's attention to one little 

matter, one simple little thing, the bill 

of complaint does not interpret those covenants 

the way Mr. Weidemeyer has suggested.  Num- 

ber 11 of the bill of complaint states what 

N says in part, and then I talk  about the 

bylaws, and of course, the bylaws  —  and 

of course, I ask for everything to be thrown 

out, you know, you want to make sure, I ask 

for everything to be declared unconstitutionpl 

But I don't want any of the record to reflect 

anything that would suggest that somehow 

these people have agreed that a particular 

interpretation is a correct interpretation, 

because I think if you look at our Wherefore 

clause, we ask that everything be declared 

unconstitutional, and there's no 11/which 

Mr. Weidemeyer referred to, merely quotes 

a particular covenant, it doesn't say we 

agree. 

COURT:  Alright, we'll now recess until one-thirty 

(COURT RECESSES AND RESUMES) 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  If it please the Court, we had 

another witness but the Court indicated that 

it's not interested in hearing the nature of 

the sub-division and how well it was kept up 

and so forth, so I'm not going to put them 

on.  I have Mrs. Kenney here, one of the de- 
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fendants, but both she and Mr. Kenney, because of 

age and health they've been put through by this 

suit more than they should have gone through, and 

for that reason, I'm not going to call her to the 

stand and we'd now close our case. 

COURT:  Alright, sir. 

MR. MAY:  I'd call Mr. George Morgan as a rebuttal witnesses. 
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GEORGE MORGAN, a witness of lawful age, 

having been previously sworn, deposes and says: 

(MR. MAY) 

State your name once again for the record. 

George Morgan. 

Mr. Morgan, when you were on the stand before you gave refer- 
to an 

ence/informal association on cross-examination, and as it re- 

lates to your veracity there was testimony admitted yesterday 

by Mr. Constantine that there was an association which was 

very formal in nature, would you give the Court a brief sum- 

mary of the situation concerning that other association? 

Yes.  After our original retaining of an attorney to establish 

communications with the Kenneys over the existing association 

and its failure, he suggested, that is, the attorney suggested 

that in order for us to be able to establish communications 

with the County in political matters that we set up another 

association. 

That's political matters relating to such matters as zoning 

and that sort of thing? 

That is correct. 

Go ahead. 

We started having informal group gatherings preparatory to 

establishing another association. As I stated yesterday, we 

did discuss bylaws, how to structure this association, we did 

elect temporary officers, but when the temporary recreation 

area was closed and it appeared that our only way to get the 

outstanding problems resolved in the community we had a meetirjg 

and decided at that time to proceed no further with the new 

291 



K\Ml 

5 

A 

6 

A 

7 

A 

8 

A 

9 

A 

10 

A 

BOOK 199 PACE 328 
association and to proceed from here on as informal groups. 

Why did you proceed from that period on as an informal group? 

We did that so that we could exclude certain residents of the 

community from — 

Who were those residents? 

Those residents were specifically Mr. and Mrs. Kenney and Mr. 

Nick Constantine. 

Anyone else? 

There was no one else that we intended to exclude. 

COURT:  You mean you were going to form the new 

organization or what, I didn't quite get 

the -- 

No, we decided not to proceed further with a new organization, 

a formal organization, so that until this matter before the 

Court was resolved. 

Now, and after you decided to file suit that was when the in- 

formal gatherings excluded Mr. and Mrs. Kenney and Mr. Con- 

stantine, is that correct? 

That is correct. 

Why did you exclude Mr. and Mrs. Kenney? 

We excluded them because we had spent almost six months tryinc 

to establish communications with them and they had given us 

no indication, either on the basis of a third party or on a 

personal type effort on my part to start communicating and 

straighten out the problems that we seemed to he having. 

Briefly, would it be that they were going to be the defendants 

in the case? 

Yes,   that's  also a  factor,   they were going to be  the defendanlis 
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And why did you exclude Mr. Constantine? 

We excluded him because in the original matter of hiring an 

attorney to establish communications to reactivate the asso- 

ciation he disagreed very violently with us, it was very diffij- 

cult for us to proceed with any kind of meeting while he was 

there, and he had stated that he wanted no part of anything 

that involved an attorney in any way, so it was really at his 

request that he was excluded. 

Now, in summary then, you began to form an organization, did 

you get as far as writing bylaws? 

We got as far as writing individual sections of bylaws but we 

never put them together into a closed document. 

And did you collect any dues? 

A certain amount of dues were collected but not from everyone, 

we postponed that before they were collected from everyone. 

Who was the person who was designated as treasurer or tem- 

porary treasurer of this group? 

The temporary treasurer that was elected by the group was Mrs. 

Carol Wolfarth. 

Is she here today? 

She is here today. 

Therefore, she could testify whether what you say is correct 

as far as how much money was collected? 

She could. 

How much was supposed to be collected from each person prior 

to the time that you stopped collecting? 

It was strictly voluntary, it was going to be four dollars per 

couple per year, or two dollars per individual if any part of 
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the couple did not want to participate. 

And do I understand correctly that you brought this matter to 

a halt of a separate association once you determined in your 

mind that suit had to be filed? 

That is correct, we did. 

And you proceeded with this informal group which did not in- 

clude all the residents? 

That is correct. 

Excluding two families? 

Right. 

Is that what you meant when you said that there were informal 

groups but nothing formalized or formal? 

That is exactly what I meant. 

MR. MAY:  I have nothing further. 

(MR. WEIDEMEYER - CROSS-EXAMINATION) 

Mr. Morgan, are you sure you're right on all the events that 

you've given here about the formation and holding in abeyance 

activities of this organization? 

Yes, I'm sure. 

How was it that you answered no yesterday when I asked you 

several times whether any other organization had been formed, 

did you forget it yesterday? 

No, I believe I stated yesterday — or at least, I intended 

to state that we had no formal organization. 

Well, now, you heard Mr. Constantine say that he was in that 

organization to begin with and had been assigned to draft part: 

of the bylaws. 

That is correct, he was in the preliminary meetings and he was 

294 



25 

A 

26 

•AUi 

BOOK 199PACI331 
involved in preparing drafts of sections of bylaws, but he was 

not present at the meeting where we decided to postpone furthejr 

effort and he was not given any further information toward 

this Court action. 

Well, now, he paid his dues, didn't he? 

He paid his dues, I believe, he said he did. 

Do you recall whether you gave him formal notice that he was 

not longer a member after paying his dues? 

MR. MAY:  Wait a minute, now, that's not what the 

testimony is at all. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  He said he intended to exclude 

him. 

MR. MAY:  I'm sorry. Your Honor, that's what I 

tried to draw, it's a very —  the testi- 

mony is they started to form an organizatior 

and they decided they had to sue and so they 

disbanded — 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  No, I thought the witnesses said 

COURT:  They did say that there was some money to 

be paid, did they not, in the form of dues? 

What is your question, Mr. Weidemeyer? 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I asked him if Mr. Constantine, 

who testified yesterday, had not paid his 

dues in that organization and if he had not 

also been assigned to write part of the 

bylaws.  And then I asked him when it was 

decided to exclude him from participation 

in this new organization, and if they had 
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given him notice after he paid his dues that 

he was to be excluded.  Because he definiteljy 

said that they determined they didn't want 

the Kenneys in it, they didn't want Mr. 

Constantino in it. 

COURT:  The Court will overrule the objection, yoi: 

may answer. 

We did not exclude Mr. Constantino from a civic association 

type of formal organization, we decided not to proceed with 

that organization and proceed in this case before this Court 

as an informal group that was not an association.  Mr. Con- 

stantino has not been excluded if that association is ever 

activated for any reason, he can become a member as could any 

resident of the community, but since there were specific resi- 

dents that we did not want to participate we could not do it 

under a community association. 

So that you're letting that one lay in abeyance now? 

The decision was not to have further activity along the lines 

of formalizing that other association until this matter was 

resolved. 

Well, was it incorporated? 

No, it was not. 

Now, you have had several other group meetings, haven't you? 

We have had meetings between the — among the parties who 

were supporting this Court action. 

Well, that doesn't include all the people in Turnbull Estates; 

That excludes specifically Mr. and Mrs. Kenney, Mr. and Mrs. 

Rieber and Mr. and Mrs. Constantino. 
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So you couldn't purport to act on their behalf in these matters? 

I purport to 

MR. MAY:  Wait, wait a minute, now. I'm sorry, I'it 

going to object, that wasn't covered on my 

re-direct. 

COURT:  Well, if he excluded them he's certainly 

acting for anybody who's not in the situ- 

ation, except as they may be part of a groupj, 

I don't think that the law in this question 

of representing people by —  suing by 

representation means that all parties have 

to be part of the action.  I don't think 

that's the law, in fact, I don't recall any 

law to that effect where they all have to 

contribute toward or be part of the action, 

because a lot of these cases, when you get 

these group suits, are sued where the parties 

who are affected by the action don't even 

know the suit is going on.  Sue by repre- 

sentation, yes.  So under the circumstances, 

the Court knows what he's testified to, that 

at least, they haven't taken any overt step 

or agreed to this suit, they're not a party 

to it as far as an agreement is concerned, 

is that correct? 

That is correct. 

COURT:  Well, what legal effect that has that wouljd 

be up to counsel to argue, but that is the 
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situation, so when you say you're not repre- 

senting them it becomes a legal question and 

not a question of the individual. 

Well, you heard Mr. Constantine testify yesterday, did you notj, 

that he was in favor of the covenants and restrictions as they 

were, he was in favor of the corporation charter and the by- 

laws of the corporation, and he was in favor of the inter- 

pretation of having Mr. and Mrs. Kenney have that controlling 

vote, otherwise, he wouldn't feel secure in his community? 

MR. MAY:  Don't answer that.  I object 

You heard him testify to that, didn't you? 

MR. MAY:  I object, it was not covered on re- 

direct —  I mean not covered in rebuttal 

testimony, and secondly, the question is to<|> 

long and complex,and thirdly 

COURT:  It was not complex, I understand it very 

easily.  He said he excluded — he said 

that Mr. Constantine wasn't with them on 

this suit so I don't see the purpose of the 

question now, what Constantine's in favor o^, 

because he said that. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll withdraw the question, it's 

on the record Mr. Constantine said very 

clearly and I think — 

COURT:  I heard what he said, it somewhat conform^ 

to what you — the question you've asked 

except that this man doesn't have to say the same 

things Mr. Constantine said because it wasn't par: 
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of the direct, but I understand Mr. Con- 

stant ine did say that, surely. 

MR. WEIDEMEYER:  I'll withdraw the question.  No 

further questions. 

MR. MAY:  No further questions. 

COURT:  Alright, you may step down. 

MR. MAY:  No further rebuttal, Your Honor. 

COURT:  Alright, sir. 

(ARGUMENT OF COUNSEL) 

COURT:  Well, I don't think there's much question I 

my mind, it's a question in my mind whether or not the corpor- 

ation was properly run.  That I don't know.  Also, I do feel 

that the parties shouldn't have more than one vote to a site 

because it's a question of law about that.  And they've in- 
if 

terpreted this the same as I have, and/it says that a site is 

a parcel of land of one or more lots, why, that's exactly what 

it says, and which I think is not inconsistent at all with the 

average thinking in matters of this kind, because in this, the 

very purpose of it is not to give any one person control.  The 

developer keeps control through his restrictions, and that is 

— they're on record, and then the people in the community 

are the ones who live there and they have to live with the 

situation that they create.  And therefore, they have control 

as far as the improvement association or whatever association 

they form is concerned, but they can't form — can't do any- 

thing that is going to be detrimental to the interest of the 

owner that goes beyond his restrictions.  They can't establish 

further restrictions and all, that's not on the lots that the 
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owner has because they can't infringe on his rights.  So there- 

fore, the very purpose of these organizations is that the ovmejr 

can control it by restrictions and the organization means that 

the people can control it themselves, and that's so that no 

one person can get control, if you've got one person that's 

got control there's no purpose to having an association.  Why 

do you want to incorporate,if one person has got control, keep 

it.  Period.  That's the end of it.  And that is the purpose 

of it, so I'm sure that the theory or the very purpose of 

these organizations, and which should be accepted by Mr. Kenneiy 

as being if it were his organization, is that no person should 

control the bylaws.  Because the bylaws can't do anything to 

hurt his property, not a thing, they can't pass one thing thatj 

says Mr. Kenney has to even do that,if he doesn't want to snap 

his fingers he doesn't have to, he's the owner of the property 

and it's his business.  Now, they can regulate themselves the 

way they want, they get a recreational area, they make --  if 

the corporation again owns the recreational area the parties 

who are members of that corporation owning the recreation area 

can then say the terms under which the recreation area is to 

be used.  And Mr. Kenney will be relieved of any responsibility 

of trying to enforce those terms, and if they want to say dogs 

can^t come in I assume they can keep the dogs out. We have 

freedom of speech but the dog can't talk, so he's one fellow 

that we can probably control.  But that's the situation and I 

do believe that under the plat that Mr. and Mrs. Kenney are 

obligated to turn over to the corporation the sections that 

are called the residential areas.  I also believe that Mr. 
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Kenney has a perfect right to revoke the use of the temporary 

area because if he is ordered to turn over the other one, thexje 

is no question of any contract as everyone understood it, it 

was temporary.  So, therefore, if he chooses, he can cancel 

the  — which he has, cancel the use of the temporary area, 

but he has got to also turn over the regular area to the 

recreational area to the organization, and that can't be con- 

tingent on anything else because the regulations don't say 

that.  That is if the corporation is properly incorporated. 

If it is not properly set up, why then, of course, there is 

nobody to take title.  Now, that's going to relieve him of 

that particular situation and that's the way the matter can 

work out.  Now, in regard to the question of attorney's fees, 

in the one case I feel there is absolutely no reason for rep- 

resentation, and that is the one in regard to the Mr. Somebody 

who built a pier in front of Mr. Somebody else.  Two people 

get to fighting with each other, the way I see this thing, 

and the only evidence I can get, two people start fighting witjh 

each other about a pier, and today Mr. Kenney tells me that 

somebody owned the pier, not he, but he was sued for owning 

the pier and in his declaration he admitted he owned the pier, 

but whether he owned the pier or whether he didn't, he had no 

right, Mr. Christiansen was already enforcing his rights. 

And there was nothing for the association to do. Now, the mar 

brought Mr. Kenney into the picture and if Mr. Kenney didn't 

own the land, all he had to say was 'I don't own the land', 

and that would have been it.  Then he would have had to go 

back and sue the other man who did own it, but when Mr. Kenney 
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said 'I did own the land', that removed any possibility.  That 

wasn't anything except a fight between two people over a pier. 

And that certainly isn't an improvement association nor a 

resident's association's business if two residents start 

fighting with each other.  Nobody else was going to be affectejd 

by that pier except those two people.  So it was not a col- 

lective right.  Ordinarily, the purpose of these organizations 

is to look after this man's right and that man's right indi- 

vidually when they are fighting with each other.  In other 

words, what you do is you gang up on the outsiders.  But when 

you start fighting among yourselves, and if it was just two 

people, it is up to them to enforce their own rights. So I 

can't see where any benefit to the association was received 

by the litigation in regard to the pier, in fact, all of the 

testimony of agreeing with Mr. Christiansen is by Mr. Kenney, 

is entirely opposite from what I can see from the pleadings 

where he contested the matter right down to the point where 

witnesses were summoned and then it was settled a day or two, 

a couple days before trial.  It was set for trial, and I can't 

gee£he testimony up, so I'll say there is nothing in there to 

show me that there was any benefit.  Now, in regard to the 

question of the pipe, I don't know, I'm not particularly clear 

on that, but I would say this, if the parties can get together 

certainly they can settle these matters, there is ngt too much 

dangling out in the field about the situation.  They can de- 

termine whether or not this was properly spent or whether it 

wasn't, this other fee, but I don't find anything on the fee 

for that pier situation, I don't find where any community An- 
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terest was involved.  Just one fellow walked over the other 

fellow's property.  Just like trespass, if you walk — put 

your foot on the other man's property it's trespass.  Well, the 

association doesn't owe that to each other, to come in and ficht 

the case of one or the other and choose sides.  That is exactly 

what the association would be doing.  They are both supposed to 

be members of the association, if the association chooses sidejs 

as to who is right in regard to that pier, well, that is not 

its operation.  Now, the question in regard to these covenants 

in the — in here, the Court feels that no one has the right 

— that the company, what is it called? The Turnbull Company, 

the Court finds that there is no such corporation of that name 

at all.  None existing.  Now, therefore, it says The Turnbull 

Company, Incorporated.  The Turnbull Company, the company, I 

think is permissible, the only name you can use with 
you 

Inc. or Incorporated after, if/use'the'and'company'afterwards. 

So there can be incorporated — The Turnbull Company can be 

incorporated, and I would say such time as such company is 

incorporated that the company would be — it would not be 
to enforce 

permissible for The Turnbull Company/any of the rules and regu- 

lations because it is not an entity and it has no authority 

whatever.  And until it is incorporated, I would say The Turn- 

Bull Company as such would not have the right to enforce any 
may 

of the regulations. As to who else/have the right to enforce 

them, of course, this Court does not have to decide, nor is it 

before me to decide who else may have the right to enforce 

them.  Because th is - but I know that that one does not 

have the right to enforce the rules and regulations.  I also 

•I 
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feel that some of the matters stated here by Mr. Kenney, I may 

agree with some, I may not agree with all, I mean with Mr. May 

that some of these things should be deleted because I think 

some are too vague, and I might say, too, that arbitrarily 

allowing what might be termed a minor infraction of a regu- 

lation to me is not permissible by a certain organization, 

the owner or otherwise, because he shouldn't have the per- 

mission such as the company having the right to pass on some 

regulation that is definitely in violation of the covenants, 

and saying, 'well, I consider this minor so I'm going to let 

it pass'.  I don't think you have the right to do that.  I don' 

know of any rules or regulations that I have ever had that 

says you can pass on minor infractions.  Now, under the cir- 

cumstances, I feel you either have a regular ruling or you have 

a regulation or you don't.  And I think that is the usual con- 

struction of covenants so that the covenant is definite.  In 

other words, you can't leave in covenants and restrictions, 

you can't leave in covenants and restrictions, you can't 

leave every one just hang and the question is is it minor or 

is it major.  And that is the situation.  And I feel that 

matters of that kind, and also the fact that they have to pass 

construction, and so forth, and various things like that, 

height, grade, elevation, conforming with harmony of external 

design doesn't say in harmony with what, well, in existing 

structures.  Well, what is harmony? Does it mean the same kin|d, 

does it mean close, does it mean large or small, and I might 

say that there are no standards, that these are just things 

under which I can see that you could almost approve anything 
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and you could almost reject anything.  And as long as the regu- 

lations give you that, the regulations are too vague when you 

come into that category.  It doesn't mean that you can make 

them as vague as you want and then come in and ask the Court 

is this arbitrary, or whether it isn't, is it too much, or is 

it?  Restrictions aren't intended to operate in that way.  So 

I would say that there would have to be guidelines in order 

for a lot of those matters to be effective.  Now, I think I 

have covered most of the areas here and it very possibly, 

the parties can get together if they agree with it, if they 

don't agree with it, why, of course, they can contest it and 

carry it through, but I really believe that they are the issues, 

and whether I've summarized them correctly or incorrectly, I 

feel that I'm correct, of course 

MR. MAY:  If Your Honor please, I wonder if I 

might make an inquiry?  In aid of some of 

those matters before you and before we 

start throwing paper at you again, would 

the Court comment on J and N?  There's not 

been any comment made on J and N. 

COURT:  I feel that J is definitely an undue res- 

triction of alienation of property, I don't think there's any 

question about that, when you come in and tell a man that he 

can't sell it, rent it, lease it, and so forth, unless I ap- 

prove your sale, lease or rent.  The only way you can  force 

the company to really consent to it is if the neighbors in 

certain areas say 'yes, we agree with it', then the company 

can't enforce it — can't refuse, but if those neighbors 
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dont agree, and sometimes we've got some neighbors  —  inevit- 

ably you've got neighbors, I know, who are going to be fight- 

ing with each other for awhile, but if we do that and those 

neighbors don't agree to it, then the company could turn it 
' come on and 

down, and certainly, to allow somebody just to/say 'no, you 

can't sell your property' is undue restriction.  In fact, we 

have a constitutional amendment now which says that you can't 

even restrict the class, and this is restricting all indi- 

viduals.  And under the circumstances, I really feel that J 

would not be applicable, would not be legal.  You just can't 

stop people from selling property if they once bought it, and 

there are cases in Maryland on that, I don't think there's any 

question.  I think you'll find them, I don't know where they 

are but I know I've read them.  And also, appointing The 

Turnbull Company agent for such a purpose, to begin with, theije 

was no Turnbull Company extant as to that particular time.  To 

begin with, there was nothing saying that the Turnbull Company 

is in the real estate business, and apparently it's not, be- 

cause there is no such company, and when you buy something, tc 

say that you're going to give the person - you might give a 

person an option in case you ever wish to resell it, that's one 

thing, but to say that you're going to appoint them the agent 

for this purpose of selling it would be again an undue restrictioi 

on property, I don't know whether an agency is going to be coit- 

petent, I don't know whether the agency's price is going to be 

too high or whether it's going to be too small, you don't knov 

anything about these things or the operation of the agency, and 

I think to sell property and then tie it to a certain agent in 
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case of resale would be an undue restriction, I don't think 

there's any question about it, and that would apply to K.  N, 

I think we commented that I feel that one vote is what it should 

be. 

MR. MAY:  I think M is the only other one I would 

ask the Court to comment on. 

COURT:  M? 

MR. MAY:  Yes, Your Honor. 

COURT:  I would say that that would be the same as 

authorizing a man if you feel that somebody is negligent you can 

go ahead and attach his money and take it away from him and then 

let him litigate about it afterward, that's what it really 

means.  In other words, you can't, in this case where a vil- 

lation exists, it would mean that these parties wouldn't have 

to determine whether the violation exists, it would just be ill 

their minds, and if it did exist, and if they felt it was a 

violation they could come in and trespass on the property, anci 

I might say that that is certainly —  I feel is not a proper 

restriction or proper authority for anyone to do that, becausci 

the law says that you can't waive certain rights that you havo, 

and everyone has the right to have their case heard in Court. 

And in this case, we are getting away from what we now say 

that we appoint free counsel for people for divorces, and 

people for criminal cases and everything else, and everybody 

seems to be able to get counsel for something to enforce thel:: 

rights, and here we ask — you are asking that these people 
poor 

the/property owners dont have tbe right to have the matter 

determined by the Court, and I would say that it is then 
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constitutional that you have the right, that everybody has 

the right to have the matter litigated.  And I say it has 

carried so far that even we the public pay the counsel for 

litigation among other people.  But nevertheless, I don't 

think we can be required to waive our right to be — right 

to have any litigation done by the Court.  I might say this, 

years ago I know there was some thought, and I read an article 

on it, where some bank was trying to devise the means whereby 

they didn't have to foreclose, they could just go in and grab 

the property whenever there was a default.  And somebody even 

suggested, and I forget, there was even an article to the con- 

trary by one of the deans of one of the famous law universities 

which took it apart to such an extent that I never read the 

suggestion from that time on.  But it was in a public magazin^ 

where they were trying to play with the idea they could go in 

and determine where the default was made and come in and just 

take the property away from the person.  Well, it was somewhaj: 

in that category, I would say with particular N in here where 

they can enter upon the property, and I might say these are 

restrictions I have never seen before, I don't recall ever 

seeing anything of that kind, and I don't know whether you 

gentlemen have or not, and while these might be what a person 

would like to have, it does not mean we can have what we woulp 

like to have becaua^ometimes it becomes unduly restrictive, 

and I feel that would be in that category. 

MR. MAY:  I think I've commented on practically 

everything, haven't I? There may be matteris 

that will have to come back before you, for 

the 
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example,   it  is  rather doubtful  that we will 

be able to settle the matter because we have 

two cases, the problem is that we weren't 

able to determine definition here today, 

which money to take out for which case and 

the dates and the bank books don't match up, 

all we know is the proceeds, and it is hard 

to tell, but I think we are going to have a 

problem there,  so I think we are going to 

have to ask the Court for a ruling as to 

whether, in other words, we may have to come 

back, at least for that.  Technically, I'm 

afraid we might have to come back to get 

information as to whether the fee for handling 

this case should be taken out of that money 

because I feel that my client is going to/ 

rather strong that obviously it doesn't 

have anything to do with it. 

COURT: Well, I really feel there is a very small 
was 

part of this case where that association/involved.  I think 

this whole case is about the fact that Mr. and Mrs.  Kenney 

were trying to keep control of that corporation.  And I don't 

see much — there has been no complaint, you say there is 

nothing in the declaration and there has been nothing in the 

testimony, in other words, I don't know of anything th^t re- 

quires any preparation in this ca.se in regard to the defense 

of the corporation itself, as you have stated, and there 

wasn't anything said that the corporation had done anything 

feU&t 
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wrong, it just said these people didn't operate properly and 

didn't have the authority to do what they did, but that is an 

individual and if you sue the director of a corporation, it 

doesn't mean that you are suing the corporation when you are 

suing the director, and that is really what the case narrowed 

down to, and I don't see much in the case that pertains to the 

corporation itself. All it was is that we didn't want Mr. and 

Mrs. Kenney to control this corporation, and that seemed to be 

attitude of the people from way back. About the number of 

votes, and so forth, I don't find anything here that required 

any particular preparation as to the corporation itself. You 

have to have guidelines, you just can't have legislation, you 

have to have guidelines.  Well, in this case, we've got laws 

that are restrictive without guidelines. The thing is this, 

I have often heard it said that there is nothing more advan- 

tageous to  the people than a very kind and charitable dic- 

tator, and there is nothing more horrible than a dictator who 

is harsh.  Therefore, we feel that our democracy, with all its 

defects, is the best approach.  I am trying to show Mr. and 

Mrs. Kenney that there is no question that anybody ever said 

that this development wasn't A-l, and if I were there I might 

be perfectly satisfied for him to do it, except I would be 

apprehensive as to what the future is going to be, and that is 

the problem.  Vou can't tell, if he sells all his interest 

you've got another person handling it. As far as the cor- 

poration is concerned, I don't see where they can do any harm 

to the Kenneys because the people have to run it, if these - 

they are going to keep the beach clean, or else they are 

th< 

310 



• • 
h:h.U.l 

BOOK 199 PAGE 347 
going to wallow in their own filth.  Alright, if you can get 

together on something and can't get together on others, I 

will just have to decide what you can't decide on. 

MR. MAY:  Very well, Your Honor, we will try to 

present you with something on it.  Thank you 
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Court for Anne Arundel County. 

HO- 
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K T ; •<-• •• had recorded i • d records of 

iel County - d : •    d r    ction8 to be 

..  , .0 ... ol1 1rv+e ,..• \.   the       velopment. A13 B bsequent lot sales applicable to all lots wnin-u 

were made subject to that de  f   n. The bill sought: (a) to have 

those covenants and restrictions dec  ed to bo illegal and un  rce- 

able; and (b) to have the bylaws of The Tun •ull Homes Association, Ino. 

(a corporation to be formed under provisions of the recorded decli ration) 

declared to be void, with required adoption of nev; bylaws under voting 

procedures to be fixed by court decree. 

Although the bill of coraplainl attacked the entirety of the 

covenants and restrictions contained in the recorded declaration, the 

Morgans limited their evidential attach to only a few of them.  As a 

result, the decree of the trial court dealt with less than all of thone 

covenants and restrictions.  Moreover, the appellants in their brief 

staled that they did not contest such parts of the decree as related: 

(a) to covenant M| (b) to an accounting of funds; and (c) to the re- 
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aid  read as 1    I       s: 

, •  •    •      IUC h ] 

' ••      . a t i( 

rec<      ed doc 

'.  i       C    ..' . this 
Septv  • , 

• • rty-n; ne  ( I,  by Tl nd 
.      ' •  •••: 

i . indel.   .      be of •    I. 

"AND WH   • •   ; •• ;''  •  ' 
divided  c     I   In portions o Id   trac 

:   nd  into residentj       build;, ig sj or  lots 
for  sale to  the   pul       :   as   .       •.   which   i  lid 
lots a re he       tiaf ter more pa r bicula 
scribed,  ,        ECT, R,   to c- i   i in conditioi s, 
restrictions,  covenants,  reservations,  easements, 
lions and charges,  all as hereinafter  specifical- 
ly  set forth,   which are to  run with the   Land  -'nd 
to be bind        alike upon The I and all 
purchase]-;:,   their  successor! .   i    . : ;ns,   heirs, 
executors and administrators; 

•*    *    *•    •* 

Dofinition of Terms 

'^Building Site' shall mean any lot, or any 
portion thereof, or any two or more contiguous 
lots, or a parcel of land of record and in 
unity of title, upon which a dwelling may be 
erected in conformance with the Covenants herein 

"'Association' shall mean a non-profit, non- 
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far 
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aPP . owners 
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as pre :ticable, the natural b W 
nroperty and .                       •>   to • the 
crectUn Mt'S^n" ttoned struct.    and structures built of im- 
proper or unsuix.blo ,      Lsi.t0^^-" ^-m0n" 
ious color s<    ''>   to insure sst and 

i of s-^id property^  to encourage 
and secure the 1 -r  of attractive homes  there- 
on    wttSlppro .te  locations the         on building 
*ttes-   to pre\ haphazard  and  inharmonious 
Si^emen?rof -  J0

fi ^^fldlSua^ tain  D]   • cr  setbacks  from streets,  and at ce 
iree        ces  between  structures;  and  in gei     '   I to 
orovide for a     i   h typo of ho«     •        •   hip  in said 
division and   the      y stabilize the investment 
in homes and  secure  to the owners  bhereoi   the 
better  type  of environment for family   living. 

Covenants 
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",) .  None    -he p 
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CO. 
Turnbul L Company, _ 
c  v  mav •  ,i:. . ,.• : such com   . - written 

occupation, i '  •    .    ^ers or 
the lots which i ^ect to this Dec   bion, ana 
which adjoin or fi said lot upon both sides of 
Ihe"street, c  • s, and wit!        Unco of 
five lots from the Bid • Lii ss thereol . 

'V  m order to   Llitate operation of 
CovenaAt J above, th<     •• of Property subj 
to this Declaration covenant lor 
heir;- and 

their 
that in the i vent at any time 

d(     to lease, rent or sell said 
property they ^iU appoint The Turnbull Company 
agent for such purpose. 

"I  No fence, wall, hedge, or mass planting 
shall be permitted to exten I yond th(     um 
building setbacK line established herein except 
upon approval as provided in Co   nt B above. 
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. he Association,   Ln whole or in part, 
tc r! .   functions  under 

this Dec! :on." 
Covenants J and ! 

Covenant, J     • d a restriction upon aU.cn.ticn. The limitation 

in.posed by Covenant K conjunctively wee attached to that restriction. 

Accordingly the two covenants will stand or fall together. The trial 

court concluc.ee, properly we thin., that covenants J and K laposed un- 

xavful restrictions rep. , nt to the inherent nature end duality of a 

fee ^Ple estate. The language of the covenant. Is strikingly sinaiar 

to those strucH down in W  Kstate Co. v. Serlo. 156 Md. 229.    In 

scrio it was G^id at pages 23^-35! 
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1 a" 
Lonj   •     valid,  annexe I   to   I •    "oxxlQ 

.her  • • pie n< -      -.   o1 he be 
known  bo law.' 

"In practical effect the  r    tervi i  in the 
before us  .-/ould  give   bh( ntor <        any un- 

,  terra 0f ye   •• bhe 
-.    The 

recj ^ the pi '       •'      resi r    I   i n is  to 
.... • ;s  res       ntial 

•     nd to ei ^  ^o  I u    J 
l^f;    " nity       • t   her qualific 

of   b • : i^tethe 
lv  desj   ,   .    b« n rather  bhan to  limit the 
tlsl    •                                   .or  to  forbid  i Cer  oi 
thlpr               by   bhe                      bo any ^or or 
lessee Sho railed          onform,  in the nion of 
the grantor^ officers,  to those ind I     be 
Btlndards.    The ex ^^ fnary 

control would be plainly  Lncoi •   tible with the 
freedom of     LJ   nation which  is one oi the             || 
characteristic  incidents of 8   fee  simple title. 
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portion o 

a non-existent 

The decree of bh< brial • 

cov i nt C. We fii   a Lnv    ;y in the . ••;. 

Appellees su  i t that the Tui 

e bity. The record sh    f ••      nneys functit H I under the rirm 

name of The Turnbull Co   ly.  The recorded docun      Lnly autl 

th^m to do so. 

The right of a developer of pre:   y to retain a power to v." lv 

restrictions is clearly recognized in this State. :\n  r^tUiews v- 

Korpv.-ood , 'inc . , l8'l Md. 297; it was said at page 307: 

"One who conveys a pert of a tract of land by 
deed containing restrictive covenants may 
reserve to himself the power to modify or omtt 
these restrictions altogether as was done in 
the case at bar.'1 

Tlero is not a scintilla of evidence to demonstrate any arbitrary 

or capricious abuse of the reserved power.  In Jones v. Real Estate Co., 

149 Md. 271, it was said at pages 280-81: 

"There is some discussion in the brief of 
the appellants as to whether the provision in 
the tenth covenant, giving the appellee the 
right to waive many, if not all, of the restric- 
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•The itallciz  words In this cove;;-   •   I   I by the 

trial court to be Lnv   I. We Find no in   lity. 

The right of a developer to rei srve 8 power to  | rove or dis- 

approve designs for pre-   I I Lldings was recognized in the early c 

of Peabody Hej hts Co. v, Willson, 8l Wd. 186, 203. In Jones, supra, 

a general restriction against construction of a building or fence, 

except after approval by the developer, was held valid,  Although Jo; 

did not deal specifically with the construction of a fence, or hedge, 

or mas:: planting, it did declare at pages 278-79! 

"We have no doubt ay to the valj lity of the 
provisions a  horizing the appellee to withhold 
its approval if the use, shape, height, materials, 
location and approximate cost of bhe structure 
and the grading plan of the lot did not reason- 
ably conform to the general plan of development, 
and"to refuse to approve the plans for buildings 
which would be out of harmony In any of the 
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"Tl ••   :   be no < 
of  tl      partj 
us   •   • ' ' •   ' '  ' 
plain re to regi the  •••• nstru :        i ' 
tl ' . • .•     • 
atl ractiv    I desiral 
the      5 i     pj it vo^ u     ' bo raa«ce this 
vi ' i coi    t between tl       •     "f 
covenant •   i t cr • Jh. 
the fee of the | '   lr*  ^r,10 

. sti    i down . policy. iL 
do    -t or ivent the owner     conv . . '   ^ 
nroporty oi I »ose any unlawful r   -aint of 
trade, but i   cts only it!   thod of use.  We 
hold that any refusal to approve    ^lom^i. 
design ( r Loc( ' n by the i   ^ ^or^c^

y^t 
Corp.' would have to b« I   a upon a     i that 
bear, some    bion to the other buildini  or 
the  neral plan of de^     ht; ana this refusal 
woull   '/c to be a reasonal 
in good faith, and not high-handed, whimsical or 
captious in manner." 

The subject covenant L, examined in the light of the principles 

declared In the cited decisions, upon Its face is within reasonable 

limits. There is no showing in this record that the restriction has 

been applied unevenly or that it. provisions were arbltrarllj or 

capriciously enforced. 
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: •    : •     • Ion n  "BuLldi]        :    .' and   "' DC i 
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"'Buildini    ; 
portion  t] 
lots,  or a ]    rce 

lot.    ay 

. 
of title, ui 
conforrai n 
added.) 

un I by 
; may be       in 

nphi 3 J. 3 

"Association1 shall mean  non-pr  ., non- 
stock assoc it  i or corporation to b< organized 
under the laws of the I   • of Maryland by the 
property o.. •••. of lots as shown on the Plat 
aforesaid, or up  any further Plats of Turnbull 
Estates, in the tract or land hereinbefore 
mentioned or adjacent then bo, to be    n ai 
The Turnbull Homes Association*"  (•  - isis added.) 

A non-profit, non-stock corporation known as Turnbull Estate: 

Homes Association, Inc. (The Association) was formed in conformit; 
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The  d   •• • • i    resolved  this dispute 

"B.     C<         mt N '  '      thai 
the (                        hi purch he 
devel Is entj ':       "  ; 

'....    lial ' . : •    •         •   '• •      •    ' 
am t B. ] y, his           » « ntitled 
to  a         .             p  for (      h   lot   that wn.     The 

reel tea in 
Covenant N ati ch bui Ld ' •  site as < 
day it Is  old by the developers one    money ^c- 
to the "Association" a^j op]   •   to the developer 
and/or Thomas T. Kennej and Margaret B. Kenney, his 
wife.r 

In Satine v. Koi< r, S23 Md. 417, it was said at page 420! 

]   The corporate charter is not violative of any provision of the 
recorded declarai i m and af   Is no conflict with the deed of^ihc  Morgans. 
The decree of the trial court detei   • d, inter alia, that:  The 
Turnbul] Homes As     'ion. Inc., is a duly incorporated, legal entity 
but all actions taken by sale Corporation subsequent to its formation 
ore declared void." Neither-app   nts nor appellees question the 1 ma- 
in^ that a de jure corporation exists. The dispute between them as to 
The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. Ls limited exclusively to the 
validity of the C< -..ration's bylaws, an issue that subsequently will be 
considered in this opinion. 
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n by partj  by their acts and condu 

be considered in c :ists, Cadem v. 

243 Md. 5 

The name chosen '   ..    corporation in the recorded declarations 

namely, "The Turnbull H >.:':>-': (•..   isis add d) lend! added 

weight in pers      ihat the corporation proposed to be formed v/as 

intended as a vehicle to benefit the resident home owners, rather than 

the developer or other Lot owners. 

Similarly, the use of the words "upon which a dwelling may be 

erected" in the definition of "Buildin ; Site" within the recorded 

declaration strengthens the conclusion that proper interpretation of 

the covenant is that   • b.y the trial judge. The use of the word "may" 

in the document adds further persuasion.  Although the word has a 
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with the record 

dCi. ,   ion, its (        •   :t sti ^s of tha t corpor- 

io i, ;] • ••      ,-.   i    ;• ,, • h( peafter !     we rii I • 

Article 3 of the by  • to voting r  bs of members of  e 

Assoc  -ion to be invalii . with i oi   valii 

adopted and presently .   • 

In 18 Am. Jur. 2d, Corporation3 § 166 it is said, "* *    where a 

bylaw consists of se\ iistinct and independent parts, though one or 

more of them is void Lhe rest are valid." 

The record shows that the bylaws of The Association were adopted by 

the directors named in the corporate charter.  The right to do so is 

plainly authorized by statute.  Article 23, §§ 55, 132(b).  No action 

has been taken to repeal or amend them.  The exercise of the power thus 

conferred is not unlimited.  The provisions of corporate bylaws must be 

consistent with law. Article 23, §§ 9 and ^8. 

Article 3 of the corporate bylaws reads as follows: 



I U J 

BOOK 199 PAGE 363 

• 

- 

• 

(o)   - 
•      - 

• 
(    • 

• •  . 

• 

(c)   -   E 

' • 

2   VC 

id)   -  1 

*• 

1 

••••:. 

in Jo:! • ••   •• ton,  or ' 
,   • ng a b u i Id in 

site und of purchai 
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(e) - Voting  '      : I     'cis .* only when 
a 11 due    ob      is set oui in tl . 
Protective    n i nd By-, iws have been 
complied with in . ." 

In Fletcher Cyclopedia Corporate  , Permanenl Edition (19^6) 

§ ^188, it ii saj.d: 

"it is settled law that a corporation has 
no power to adopt bylaws which impair or destroy 
the oblii    m of •  tracts or rights there- 
und r or vested rights, ar  bhat by] wi .   '<ch 

that effect are invalid and unenforceable 
;. tinst a person whose rights are impaired or 
desbroyed thereby." 
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MANDATE 
Court of Special Appeals of Maryland 

No.    966 , September Term, 19 73 

Thomas T. Kenney et al 

v. 

George  L.   Morgan et  al 

STATEMENT OF COSTS: 

In Circuit Court: 

Record 
Stenographer's Costs 

15.00 
729.00 

Appeal  from tne   Circuit   Court 
for Anne  Arundel  County. 

Filed:     February 225   197^ 
September  20,   19(^  -  Opinion  oy 
Mencnine,   J. 

Decree  affirmed  in  part  and  reversed 
in part and  ca'. se  remanded  for tne 
passage  of a  decree not  inconsistent 
with tnis  opinion.     The  costs  to be 
equally  divided   between Appellants 
and Appellees. 

October  21,   197^  -Motion   for Reargument 
and Clarification filed by counsel for 
appellant. 

November 14, 1974:   Motion for Reargument 
and Clarification denied. 

November 15, 1974:   Mandate issued. 

vKUf 

m 

iO-4 

In Court of Special Appeals: 

n J A 1 20.00 
Filing Record on Appeal  NOT SUPPLIED 
Printing Brief for Appellant  
Reply Brief  
Portion of Record Extract — Appellant  
Appearance Fee — Appellant  

Printing Brief for Appellee        151.^7 
Portion of Record Extract — Appellee  
Appearance Fee — Appellee  

STATE OF MARYLAND, Set: 
I do hereby certify that the foregoing is truly taken from the records and proceedings of the said 

Court of Special Appeals. 
In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand as Clerk and affixed 

the seal of the Court of Special Appeals, this   fifteenth 

day of November A. D. 19 74 

00 r 

• 1 
2  ( Clerk of the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland. 

g Com rfiown on thi. Mandate are to be settled between counsel and NOT THROUGH THIS OFFICE 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al *    IN THE CIRCUrT COURT 

Complainant 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al 

Respondent 

* * * * 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 20,947 

• 

* 

DECREE 

The above captioned case having come before the Court, 

testimony heard and considered, exhibits received, read and considered, 

arguments of counsel heard and considered, a Decree having issued from 

which an Appeal was taken to the Court of Special Appeals of Maryland, said 

Court having affirmed in part and reversed in part and the case having been 

remanded for the passage of a Decree not inconsistent with said opinion (No.966 

September Term, 1973) it is this //v^' day of  /jfajU^+Jm&t   ' l974 by 

the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County ADJUDGED, ORDERED and 

DECREED that: 

A.    Declaration found among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Book 1338, Page 417 through 475 consisting of restrictive covenants 

affecting all those lots numbered I through 11 inclusive and 39 through 49 in- 

clusive as designated and shown on a plat entitled "Part of Section I, Turnbull 

Estates,  First District, Anne Arundel County, Maryland" dated May 1957 by 

Edward Hall, III, registered surveyor and ponded among the Plat Records 

of Anne Arundel County, dryland in Plat Book 30, Folio 72 is void and un- 

enforceable and of no effect as to the following parts thereof, to wit: 

1. All of Covenant J. 

2. All of Covenant K. 

3. All of Covenant M. 
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B.    Covenant N is interpreted as meaning that the owner of 

each building site purchased from the Developers is entitled to one (I) 

membership in the "Association" more specifically Thomas T. Kenney and 

Margaret B.  Kenney, his wife  are not entitled to a membership for each lot 

that they own.   The Eighteen Dollar ($18.00) annual charge recited in Covenant 

N attaches to each building site as of the day it is sold by the Developers and 

the money goes to the "Association" as opposed to the Developers and/or 

Thomas T.  Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney, his wife. 

C. The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. is a duly incorpora- 

ted legal entity but all actions taken by said corporation subsequent to its 

formation are declared void. 

D. Thomas T.Kenney one of the incorporators of the Turnbull 

Homes Association, Inc. be and hereby is ORDERED to call a meeting of all 

the residents of Turnbull Estates within thirty (30) days from the date hereof 

for the purpose of adopting by-laws relating to voting rights in accordance 

with this Decree and the opinion of the Special Court of Appeals of Maryland 

(No. 966, September Term, 1973) and electing officers of the Turnbull Homes 

Association, Inc.    At said meeting the owner of each building site shall be 

entitled to one (I) vote. 

E. Within five (5) days from the election of a Treasurer of 

the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., Thomas T. Kenney be and hereby is 

ORDERED to turn over to said Treasurer all monies collected as covenant 

fees and to provide a full accounting of when said monies were collected and 

from whom they were collected. 

F. Upon presentation of a Deed in proper form Thomas T, Kenney 

and Margaret B. Kenney be and hereby are ORDERED to execute said Deed 
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transferring all land which is designated on the plat of Turnbull Estates 

as recreational land to the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. 

G.   The costs of these proceedings shall be paid by Thomas 

T,  Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney. 

rftfi&Cd -fc/. 
Judge 

SEEN 

^^>2r 
-'l 

(_^a-*^-c<^ 

/"'James Cawood u 
Jerome T.  May 

-3- 

FILEO 

mmtl  Pf; 3:03 
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GEORGE   L.   MORGAN,   et  al. 

Conplainant 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al. 

Respondent 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 20,947 

JOINT PETITION FOR MODIFICATION 

Now come the parties, and would show the Court: 

1. That in the decree of November 22, 1974, signed by 

Judge Sachse, there was an error in typing part "C". 

2. That "C" reads: 

The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., is a duly 

incorporated legal entity, but all actions taken by 

said corporation subsequent to its formation are de- 

clared void. 

3. That "C" should have read: 

The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., is a 

duly incorporated legal entity.  All its by-laws are 

valid except those relating to voting rights. 

4. That the former reading does not conform to the opinion 

of the Court of Special Appeals, and the latter does. 

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, both parties pray that 

the amended decree, appended, be signed. 

^^- 

,i_Ji&. JAMES C. CAWOOD, 
Attorney for Respondent 

4^1 
c^- 
/' /'JEROME  T. $tfi   'TZjpSp, A? 

Attorney for Complainant 

F1L 

leMrfit 
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GEORGE  L.   MORGAN,   et   al. 

Complainant 

vs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY, et al. 

Respondent 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 20,947 

AMENDED DECREE 

The above-captioned case having come before the Court, 

testimony heard and considered, exhibits received, read and 

considered, arguments of counsel heard and considered, a Decree 

having issued from which an Appeal was taken to the Court of 

Special Appeals of Maryland, said Court having affirmed in part 

and reversed in part and the case having been remanded for the 

passage of a Decree not inconsistent with said opinion (No. 966 

September Term, 1973), and the Decree passed November 22, 1974 

containing certain errors, it is thi is CSBS. day 0^    fcSr 

1974 by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County ADJUDGED, 

ORDERED and DECREED that: 

A.  Declaration found among the Land Records of Anne 

Arundel County in Book 1338, Page 417 through 475 consisting 

of restrictive covenants affecting all those lots numbered 

1 through 11 inclusive and 39 through 49 inclusive as designated 

and shown on a plat entitled "Part of Section 1, Turnbull Estates 

First District, Anne Arundel County, Maryland" dated May 1957 

by Edward Hall, III, registered surveyor and recorded among the 

Plat Records of Anne Arundel County, Maryland in Plat Book 30, 

Folio 72 is void and unenforceable and of no effect as to the 

following parts thereof, to wit: 

\\JbiA 
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1.  All of Covenant J 

2.  All of Covenant K. 

3.  All of Covenant M. 

;M&t 

B.  Covenant N is interpreted as meaning that the owner 

of each building site purchased from the Developers is entitled 

to one (1) membership in the "Association" more specifically 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney, his wife are not 

entitled to a membership for each lot that they own.  The 

Eighteen Dollar ($18.00) annual charge recited in Covenant N 

attaches to each building site as of the day it is sold by the 

Developers and the money goes to the "Association" as opposed 

to the Developers and/or Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. 

Kenney, his wife. 

C. The Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. is a duly in- 

corporated legal entity.  All its By-Laws are valid except those 

relating to voting rights. 

D. Thomas T. Kenney one of the incorporators of the 

Turnbull Homes Association, Inc. be and hereby is ORDERED to 

call a meeting of all the residents of Turnbull Estates within 

thirty (30) days from the date hereof for the purpose of adopting 

by-laws relating to voting rights in accordance with this Decree 

and the opinion of the Special Court of Appeals of Maryland 

(No. 966, September Term, 1973) and electing officers of the 

Turnbull Homes Association, Inc.  At said meeting the owner of 

each building site shall be entitled to one (1) vote. 

E.  Within five (5) days from the election of a Treasurer 

of the Turnbull Homes Association, Inc., Thomas T. Kenney be and 

hereby is ORDERED to turn over to said Treasurer all monies 
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collected as covenant fees and to provide a full accounting of 

when said monies were collected and from whom they were collected. 

F. Upon presentation of a Deed in proper form Thomas T. 

Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney be and hereby are ORDERED to 

execute said Deed transferring all land which is designated on 

the plat of Turnbull Estates as recreational land to the Turnbull 

Homes Association, Inc. 

G. The costs of these proceedings shall be paid by 

Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney. 

H.  The Order of November 22,   1974, is hereby set aside. 

^M£ 
JUDGE 

SEEN: 

es  C.   Cawood,   jf'. 

T. toKf/f/jr-j* Jerome 

\\Akt 



* # feUfe. 

BOOK    199 PAGE 373 
GEORGE L.  MORGAN, et.  al.        * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

Complainant * EOR 

vs# * ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

THOMAS T.   KENNEY,  et.  al. * EQUITY NO.  20,947 

Respondent 

*****•*• 

PETITION FOR SHOW CAUSE ORDER 

to 

cr 
c J 

s 

CO 

To the Honorable, the Judges of Said Court: 

Your Petitioner says: 

1 .    The above captioned case was heard by this Honorable Court, 

Judge George Sachs presiding. 

2. The Respondents appealled the decision of Judge Sachs to the 

Court of Appeals for Maryland and said Court affirmed in part and re- 

versed in part and remanded for the entry of a Decree in conformance 

with its opinion. 

3. Pursuant to said Order of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, 

Judge Evans of this Court signed an Amended Decree on December 26, 

1974, which stated,  in part,  "E.    Within five (5) days from the election 

of a Treasurer of the Turnbull Homes Association,   Inc. , Thomas T. 

Kenney be and hereby is ORDERED to turn over to said Treasurer all 

monies collected as covenant fees and to provide a full accounting of 

when said monies were collected and from whom they wet e collected." 

4.   The said Turnbull Homes Association,  Inc. has elected a 

Treasurer in conformance with the said Amended Decree and Thomas 

T.  Kenney has turned over some money to said Treasurer but he has not 

turned over "all monies collected as covenant fees" nor has he "provided 

a full accounting of when said monies were collected and from whom they 

were collected". 
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5.    That, through its attorney, Turnbull Homes Association,  Inc. has 

made repeated demands and the matter has been discussed in detail but 

Thomas T.  Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney continued to refuse to comply 

with the Court Order. 

WHEREFORE: 

A. That Thomas T.   Kenney be held in contempt of Court and punished 

for failure to obey the dictates of this Court's Amended Decree, 

B. That a Master be appointed to take evidence and determine how 

much money is presently due and owing from Thomas T.  Kenney to the 

Turnbull H^mes Association,  Inc. and that judgment be entered against 

Thomas T.   Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney in said amount. 

C. That Thomas T.   Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney be ordered to 

pay the Turnbull Homes Association,  Inc.  an amount of money equal to 

its reasonable counsel fee in relation to this proceeding. 

D. And for such other and further relief as its case may require. 

AND AS IS DUTY BOUND,  ETC. 

J^nbme T.  May 
(^Attorney for Complaintarits^nd the 

urnbull Homes AssociarWn,  Inc. 

feUfcfc. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the     ^3    day of £X^ ' V"   ,   1975,  I 

mailed a copy of the aforegoing Petition to Margaret B.   Kenney, Thomas 

T.  Kenney, Route Four,  Box 294,   Edgewater, Maryland 21037 and James 

Cawood,  Esquire,  4700 Auth Place,  Suite 201 , Camp Springs, Maryland 

20023. 

J^Bme T. May [   I 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN, et.  al.        * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

Complainant * FOR 

^ * ANNE ARUNDEU COUNTY 

1975 

THOMAS T.   KENNEY,  et.  al. * EQUITY NO.  20,947 

Respondent      ^    ^9*^375 

SHOW CAUSE ORDER 

Upon the foregoing Petition it is this /o     day o(^/i^^0'f 

ORDERED by the Circuit Court of Anne Arundel County thet Thomas T. 

Kenney and Margaret B.  Kenney be and hereby are ORDERED to Show 

Cause on or before the /^day of^k^^A-,  1975 why the relief 

prayed in said Petition should not be granted providing a copy of said 

Petition and this Order be served upon the said Thomas T.  Kenney and 

Margaret B.  Kenney on or before the J?1^ day of//j43t4*y6*b ,  1975. 

J1JD0t: ARTHUR A. ANDERSOJN, J|r 
MASTER IN CHANC 

l375ftUG 18 HM 3:U3 
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GEORGE L. MORGAN, et al. IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
: 

Complainant FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY vs. 

THOMAS   T.   KENNEY,   et   al. 

Respondent 

EQUITY   NO.   20,947 

Now 

ANSWER TO RULE TO SHOW CAUSE 

come Thomas T. Kenney and Margaret B. Kenney and would 

show the Court: 

1. The allegations of paragraphs one through three of the 

Petition for a Rule to Show Cause are admitted. 

2. Respondents further allege that they have turned over 

to complainant all monies which they possess belonging to Turnbull 

Homes, and that they have satisfied all the terms of the Amended 

Decree of December 26, 1974, and have made a full accounting. 

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, respondents pray that 

the Rule be discharged, with costs. 

THOMAS T. KENNEY <^ 
9*7 ^ 

c— 

MARGARET ARET B. KENNEY   'v        / 

J^M^S C. CAWOOD, JR^ 
/Attorney for Respondents 
4710 Auth Place, Suite 420 
Camp Springs, Maryland 20023 
423-1363 

FIL.EI 
1975AUG27 RIUM 03 

t>Mbfe( 
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I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of 

perjury that the contents of the foregoing document are true 

and correct. 

"Ma^M 
THOMAS T. KENNEY 

I do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of 

perjury that the contents of the foregoing document are true 

and correct. 

MARGARET B. KEN 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I mailed a copy of the foregoing 

Answer to Rule to Show Cause, postage prepaid, to Jerome T. May, 

Esquire, Attorney for Complaintants and the Turnbull Homes 

Association, Inc., 182 Duke of Gloucester Street, Annapolis. 

Maryland, this J*/!z     day of August 1975. o  
JAMES C. CAWOOD, JR. 

tKMtl 

to* 
JO- 
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GEORGE   L.    MORGAN,   et.   al. * IN  THE   CIRCUIT   COURT 

Complainant 

vs. 

THOMAS   T.   KENNEY,   et.   al. 

Respondent 

*       *       *       * 

* FOR 

* ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

• 

EQUITY   NO,   20,947 

O- 

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE 

STATE OF MARYLAND 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL 

I   HEREBY  CERTIFY  that on the      29th    day  of   August , 

1975,   there appeared before  me,   a Notary Public of the County and 

State aforesaid,   Jerome T.   May,   who gave oath  in due form of law 

that he mailed the Petition and  Show  Cause Order In the above captloned 

case to Thomas T.   Kenney,   registered  mall,   addressee only,   return 

receipt requested,   postage  prepaid,   and  that on August 25,   1975  he 

received  from the post office the  return  receipt signed  by Thomas  T. 

Kenney indicating  that the envelope  containing the Petition and  Show Cause 

Order was  delivered to Thomas T.   Kenney on August 22,   1975.     The 

said  receipt Is attached  hereto and  made a part hereof by reference. 

My  Commission Expires:  /7///^if MJLJAJ //I 
Notary Public 

CERTIFICATE OF  SERVICE 

£'•^75,   I I  HEREBY  CERTIFY that on the     2^A day of 
mailed a copy of the aforegoing Affidavit of Compliance to James  C.   Cawood, 
Beltway Plaza 36,   Suite 201,  4700 Auth Place,   Camp Springs,   Maryland 
20023 and  to Thomas  T.   Kenney,   Route 4,   Box 294,   Edgewater,   Maryland 

21037. 

FILED 

W5SEP-2 P«I2:23 

erome T.   May 



feUitt. 

BOOK 199 PM^TQ 

SENDER: fe «urt fo fcffow ?ns»rucHor»i on ofhcf itcte 

PLEASE FURNISH bERVlCE(S)  INDICATED BY CHECKED BLOCK(S) 
(Additional chargea required for these acrvicca) 

D Show address 
where delivered 

^< 
Deliver ONLY 
to addressee 

1 
RECEIPT 

R«cei'v«d th* numb«fed orficle deienbed below 
SlCRStURE'OR NAME OF ADDRESSEE (Must alw.ys bo fi/led (n) 

as T.  Kenney 

2g^2£ 
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ANMC  ARUNDCc COONTV OFFICK 
KATMERINE K   CAWOOO 

EVCnOECM 
WCST niVCR   MAWVLArsio AOeai 

LAW OFFICES OF 

JAMES   C.   CAWOOD.   JR. 
BELTWAY PLAZA 36 SOUTH 

4710 AUTH  PLACE. SUITE 420 

CAMP SPRINGS. MARYLAND 20023 
(BNANCH AVENUC  AT THE  BELTWAY) 

TELEPHONE  423-1363 

olwMML, 

December 22,   1975 

BOOK    iJiii PACfSSU 

Jerome T. May, Esquire 
Blumenthai, Goldsborough & May 
P. 0. Box 868 
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 

Re:  Morgan v. Kenney 

CD m — 

*• r 

o 

Dear Sir: 

Enclosed please find the Deed to the property with 
necessary enclosures, a check for $741.80, and a release. 

This is tendered in full settlement of all matters, 
and the Deed should not be recorded or the check signed without 
the release being executed.  If you see any need for change in 
the wording of the release, please let me know.  I did not see 
how we could mark the whole matter settled and satisfied, as 
there are parts which by their very nature remain open, such 
as those finding covenants to be illegal. 

Sincerely yours. 

James C. Cawood, Jr 

JCC/jel 
Enclosures 
cc:  Master Arthur Anderson 

Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County 
Anne Arundel County Courthouse 
Annapolis, Maryland 

Re:  Equit> 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 
a body corporate   of   the   State 
of  Delaware 
236  Main  St.,   Annapolis,   Md., 

Plaintiff 

IN   THE   CIRCUIT  COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity No.   JLi^lsUL 

iO 

vs. 

HORACE SNOWDEN 
Edgewater, P. 0., Md. 

or: c/o Joseph Henry Snowden 
221 Pindell Ave. 
Annapolis, Md. 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in tne F1F8X 
Taxing District of fl.nne Arundel Co.: 

W.S. Muddy Creek Road, 1 lot .7? acre & imps., Blk 580, 
Edgewater (WNW 68/3^2) 

MARY F. SELLMAN, aka 
Mary Frances Sellman 

GEORGE SELLMAN, her husband 
Route U, Box 621B 
Edgewater, Md. 21037 

BERNARD 0. HARDESTY, Mortgagee 
Hardesty Funeral Home 
Galesville, Md. 201^ 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in the First 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

W.S. Muddy Creek Road, Lot .11 acre, Blk ?7^, imps., 
(LNP 1689/103) 

ELZE L. BELLAMY, aka 
Elze Lee Bellamy 

L. M. BELLAMY, his wife, aka 
Lillie Mae Bellamy 
1420 Collington Ave. 
Baltimore, Md. 21213 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any ^terest 
in the following described real estate located in the Second 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Lot 25, Plat 1, Waterbury Hgts., Blk 700 (LNP 1863/205) 

BERNARD A. CONLON aka 
Bernard A. Conlan 
15300 Harbor Drive 
Maderia Beach, Pla. 33708 

GRACE B. CONLAN 
15300 Harbor Drive 
Maderia Beach, Fla. 33708 
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AND any and all persons having or claiming to have iny interest 
in the following described real estate located in the Second 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Lots 60 and 61, Blk U2, Sec. G, Herald Harbor (FSR 11/85) 

• f AMERICAN CONTINENTAL INDUSTRIES, INC 
a body corporate of Delaware 
I4227 Annapolis Blvd. 
Baltimore, Md. 2122? 

GARY A. GOLDSTEIN, Trustee in 
Bankruptcy for American Conti- 
nental Industries, Inc., a 
bankrupt corp. 
10 E. Payette St. 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

WEAVER BROS. INC., a Md. corp.. 
Mortgagee, c/o Chesapeake 
Financial Corp., 
100 St. Paul St. 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

KEY FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAN ASSN. 
Mortgagee, 8601 Liberty Road 
Randallstown, Baltimore Co. 
Md. 21133 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in the Third 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Bahama Beach, Lot 169, Plat 3. (MSH 2195A01;) 

ESSIE GOOD and 
THOS. C. GOOD, aka 

Thomas G. Good 
50S E. 23rd St. 
Baltimore, Md. 21218 

LUTHER E. MELLEN, Jr., 
Mortgagee 
Address unknown 

ELSIE BAKER MELLEN, 
Mortgagee 
Address unknown 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in the Third 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Lots 69 and 70, imps., Magothy Park (JHH £1^/385) 

- 2 - 
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AMANDA BENNETT 

R.F.D. 2, Box 7914 
Glen Burnie, Md. 21061 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in the Fourth 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Colonial Park. Lots 3 and k.   Block V (FSR 17/396) 

ANNA M. LINDERRANN, aka 
Anna Marie Lindemann 
921 N. Lakewood Ave. 
Baltimore, Fid. 2120^ 

M. L. LINDERMANN, aka 
Mary Louise Lindemann 
921 N. Lakewood Ave. 
Baltimore, Md. 2120^ 

AND any and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the following described real estate located in the Fourth 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Lots 29 and 30, Blk B, Holladay Park (FAM 166/35) 

RAYMOND SMITH and 
GLADYS SMITH, his wife 

aka Gladys P. Smith 
Route 1, Box 77D 
Indian Head, Md. 206i|0 

AND any and all persons having or claiming ^^^^^LKllZlh 
in ?he following described real estate located m the Seventh 
Taxing District of Anne Arundel Co.: 

Columbia Beach, Lots 18 and 19, Blk 16 (LNP 1606/1,62) 

Defendants 

BILL OF COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE EQUITIES OF REDEMPTION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THU JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

Your Plaintiff complaining says: 

1.  That it is a corporation duly organized and existing 

under the laws of the State of Delaware and duly registered and 

qualified in the State of Maryland, and brings this action for 

the purpose of.foreclosing the rights of redemption in and to 

the properties hereinafter set forth under and by virtue of 

Sections 70-116. inclusive, and amendments thereto, of Article 

81 of tne Annotated Coae of Maryland (1969 Rep.Vol. & 1971 Supp.). 

- 3 - 
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That on April 5, 1971, your Plaintiff, at a regular 

tax sale, purchased from Dona Id P. Carter, Controller of Anne 

Arundei County, and Collector of Taxes for the State of Mary- 

land and Anno Arundei County, and received Certificates of Tax 

Sale tnerefor from said Controller and Collector of Taxes to 

the following real es tate located in Anne Arundei County, to wit 

1.  Cert. No. 1651 - W.S. Muddy Creek Road, 1 lot .7? acre 
and imps., Bik ^Hu, Edgewater, First Dist 
assessed to Horace Snowden 

and 

2. Cert. Mo. 16^2 - W.S. ^uddy Greek nuau. Lot .11 acre, 
Blk 57^ & imps., LNP 1689/103, First   Dist., assessed 
to Mary P. Sellman. 

3. Cert. Ho. 1-V53 - Lot 2$, Plat 1, Waterbury Hgts., Blk 700 
LNP I8o3/205, Second Dist 
and L. M. Bellamy. 

and assessea to Eize L. 

)i.  Cert. No. 1651| - Lots SO 8c 61, Blk ^2, Sec. C, ilorald 
Harbor, becond Dist., and assessed to Bernard A. Conlon, 

5. Cert. No. 16^8 - Bahama Beach, Lot 169, Plat 3, MSH 
219^/L|.0l|., Third Dist., and assessed to American 
Continental Industries, Inc. 

6. Cert. No. 1665 - Lots h9  and 70, imps., Magotby Pprk, 
Third Dist., and assessed to Essie and Thos. C. Good. 

7. Cert. No. 1673 " Colonial Park, Lots 3 & 1|, Blk V, 
Fourth Dist., and assessed to Amanda Bennett. 

8. Cert. No. l6lk   " Lots 29 and 30. Blk B, Holladay Park, 
Fourth Dist., an 
Lindermann. 

d assessed to Anna and M 

9.  Cer»t. No. 1676 - Columbia Beach, Lots 18 and 19, Blk 16, 
LN^ 1606A62, Seventh Dist,., and assessed to Raymond 
and Gladys Smith. 

3.  That said Tax Sale Certificates as hereinabove 3et 

forth, to wit: 1651. 1652. 1653. 1651;, 1658. 1665. 1673. 167U and 

1676, setting forth the aforesaid sales to your Plaintiff, are 

attached hereto and filed herewith as "Plaintiff's Exhibits 

Nos. 1 through 9", inclusive, and are prayed to be read and 

considered a part hereof as fully as if incorporated herein. 

[4.  That a diligent and careful search of the Land Records. 

tcMt. 

mi 

- k - 
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Law and Equity Records, Tax and Assessment Records and tbe 

Records of the Register of Wills of Anne Arundel County reveals: 

(a)  That Horace Snoivden is the owner of record, in fee 

simple, of two lots or parcels of ground, namely. Lot 2 containing 

.32 acre and Lot 3 containing .33 acre, as shown on a Plat 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 
situate in the First Taxing District, 

W.N.W. No. 35, folio 335,/and being more particularly described 

as follows: 

BEGINNING for lot numbered two at a point in this divisional 
line of the properties or Philip Boston, at the end of the 
first line of Lot No. 1, and running thence and with the saiu 
divisional line South 8° 1+5' West 70 feet, thence leaving said 
line and running across the whole lot North 89° 30' East 21^ 
feet to intersect the west line of the Hope Chapel Church lot, 
thence with said line North 2U West 52 feet to the end of the 
second line of Lot No. 1, ihence with said line reversely North 
86° 15' West 250 feet to the place of beinning; containing 
thirty-two hundredths (32/100) of an acre of land, more or 
less, with the right of way over lot number one to said lot 
number two, said right of way being ten feet wide along the 
first line, as a means of ingress and egress for Lot No. 2, 
to and from the public road, and also subject to a right of 
way ten feet wide as a means of ingress and egress for lot 
numbered three on said plat, over lot numbered two. 

BEGINNING for lot numbered three at a point in the division 
line of the property of Philip Boston at the end of the first 
line of the lot numbered two, and running thence and with 
said divisional line South 8U U51 West 70 feet to the line of 
the property of Nicholas Owens; thence with the said line 
North 86° East 257 feet to the west line of the Hope Chapel 
Church lot, thence with said line North 2° West 52 feet to 
the end of the second line of Lot No. 2, thence with said 
line reversely South 89° 30' West 21+14 feet to the place of 
beginning, containing thirty-three-hundredths (33/100) of 
an acre of land, more or less, with the right of way over 
the lot numbered one to lot numbered two, and with the 
right of way over the lot numbered two hereinbefore described 
to lot numbered three as laid down on said plat.  Being part 
of the property conveyed 16th of October 1873, to James 
Boyd, by Dr. William Bird, et al, said deed recorded in the 
Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber S.H.No. 8, 
folio 8U &c.  Being the same property which by deed dated 
21st of October, 1920, and recorded as aforesaid in Liber 
W.N.W No. 35, folio 333, was granted and conveyed to the 
said Cornelia Watkins by Westley Boyd and Hester Johnson, 
by deed of partition, 

by virtue of a deed dated September 27. 1923, recorded among the 

Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber W.N.W.No. 68, folio 

352, from Cornelia Watkins and Thomas Watkins, her husband. 

- 5 - 
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(b)  That George Sellman and Mary Frances Sellman, his 

wife, are owners of record, in fee simple, as tenants by the 

entirety, of property described as .11 acre west side of Muddy 

Creek Road (being all of the land of John H, Cranford left on 

the right hand side of the road after the severance of the 

farm by the State Road) (see Plat recorded in Liber J.H.H.No. 

L|.29, folio 209), and more particularly described as follows: 

BEGINNING for the same at a pipe set on the northwest 
side oi bhe State Road where the east side of the County 
Road leading from the Muddy Creek Road to Walsh inter- 
sects the northwest side of the State Road; and running 
from thence and with the County Road, north 1$°   1^' West 
23.9 feet: to a pipe set where the east side of said 
County Road intersects the southeast side of the old 
abandoned County Road leading from Galesville to Mayo; 
thence with the same, north 2?° 30' east 127.25 feet to 
a pipe set in a fence line, said fence line being one of 
the boundaries of the property belonging to John Cran- 
ford, of which the herein described is a part; thence 
with the same, south 29° 38' east 66.3 feet to a pipe 
set where said fence line intersects the north side of 
the above mentioned State Road; thence with the same, 
south 1+7° 35f« west 115>.85> feet to the place of beginning. 
Containing .11 of an acre.  Being the northwesternmost 
corner of the land now owned by John Cranford and as 
surveyed by J. R. McCrone, Jr., Registered Professional 
Engineer and Land Surveyor, in July 19L|.7. 

by virtue of a deed dated August 17, 1963, recorded among the 

Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber L.N.P.No. 1689, folio 

103, from George Sellman, Jr., and James Alvin Sellman, joint 

tenants.  This property is situate in the First Taxing District. 

That Bernard 0. Hardesty is named herein as party defendant to 

foreclose any interest be may have by virtue of an unreleased 

mortgage dated November 12, 19U6, from George Sellman and recorded 

among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber J.H.H.No. 

389, folio 267.  That although the assessment records show said 

property assessed to Mary F. Sellman, there appears nothing in 

the Orphans Court records indicating death of George Sellman, her 

husband, 

(c)  That Elze Lee Bellamy and Lillie Mae Bellamy, his wife, 

are the owners of record, in fee simple, as tenants by the entirety, 

of Lot 2^, Plat 1, Waterbury Heights, consisting of approximately 

1.02 acres, as shown on Plat 1 of Waterbury Heights recorded among 

- 6 - 
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the Plat Records of Anne ArundelCounty in Plat Book 27, folio 

2, SAVING AND EXCEPTING therefrom a 33 foot wide strip of land 

traversing said lot at the rear thereof, which strip was conveyed 

by Foxwell and Foxwell, Inc., to the Baltimore Gas & Electric Co. 

by deed dated Farch 28, 19$6, recorded among the said Land Records 

in Liber G.T.CNo. 101!;, folio 30U.  That the said Elze Lee 

Bellamy and Lillie Mae Bellamy, his wife, are the owners of 

record by virtue of a deed dated March 31, 196^ recorded among 

the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber L.N.P.No. 1863, 

folio 20$,   from Foxwell and Foxwell, Inc.  The property is situate 

in the Second Taxing District of Anne Arundel County. 

(d)  That Bernard A. Conlan and Grace B. Gonlan are owners 

of record,in fee simple, of Lots 60 and 61, Block I4.2 as shown on 

map entitled "Herald Harbor on the Severn, Section C. Surveyed 

June, 192k$   George E. Bishop, Engineer", said plat being recorded 

among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat Book 3. folio 

31+, by virtue of a deed dated December 28, 1926, recorded among 

the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber F.S.R.No. 11, 

folio 85, from Alice I. Briscoe.  The said deed does not indicate 

whether Bernard A. Conlan and Grace B. Conlan were husband and 

wife or what type of tenancy they took under said deed.  Petitioner 

is advised and believes that Bernard A. Conlan died January 3, 

1968, and is survived by a widow, Viola C. Conlan.  That said 

property is shown on the assessment records and was sold as being 

assessed to Bernard A. Conion.  The property is situate in the 

Second Taxing District of Anne Arundel County. 

(e)  That American Continental Industries, Inc., a body 

c'orporate of the State of Delaware, is owner of record of Lot 169, 

Bahama Beach, as shown on Plat 3, Bahama Beach, recorded among 

the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat Book 23, folio 

3k, by virtue of a deed dated June 26, 1968, recorded among the 

to- 
JO-* 

- 7 - 



I'eUfeK. 

BOOK 189 PAGE 388 
Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S.H.No. 2195, 

folio l+OU, from Frank P. Gavern and Theresa S. Gavern, his wife. 

The property is situate in the Third Taxing District of Anne 

Arundel County.  That American Continental Industries, Inc., was 

adjudged a bankrupt in the U. S. District Court for the District 

of Maryland in Bankruptcy No. 13?00, and that defendant Gary A. 

Goldstein was appointed Trustee of said bankrupt estate.  That 

Weaver Bros., Inc., Mortgagee, is joined herein as a party 

defendant because it appears that Weaver Bros, is the holder of 

an unreleased mortgage by assignment from Charles L. Pumphrey 

& Co., Inc., of a mortgage covering said property from Norob 

Inc., a body corporate, to Charles L. Pumphrey & Co., Inc., dated 

April 2$, 1966, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber L.N.P.No. 1969, folio 1+88.  That Key Federal 

Savings and Loan Assn., Mortgagee, a body corporate, is named 

defendant herein because it appears that Key Federal Savings and 

Loan Association is the mortgagee under a mortgage dated January 

It, 1968, from Prank P. Gavern and Theresa S. Gavern, his wife, 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

M.S.H.No. 2135, folio 270. 

(f) That Essie Good and Thomas C. Good, her husband, are the 

owners of record, in fee simple, as tenants by the entireties, of 

Lots 69 and 70, as shown on Plat of Magothy Park Beach, which said 

plat is recorded among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County in 

Plat Book 17, folio 23, by virtue of a deed dated October 26, 1914-9, 

and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

J.H.H.No. 5hh»   folio 385, from William B. Dixon, Incorporated, a 

body corporate of Maryland.  The property is located in the Third 

Taxing District of Anne Arundel County.  That Luther E. Mellen, 

Jr., and Elsie Baker Mellen are joined herein as parties defendant 

- - 8 ~ 
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because it appears that Luther E. Kellen, Jr., and Elsie Baker 

I^ellen are the holders of a mortgage by assignment from the 

Estate of Luther E. Mellen, which mortgage is dated August 23, 19.^7, 

and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in 

Liber G.T.C.No. ll!+7, folio 28, from Essie Good and Thomas C. Good, 

her husband, to Luther E. Mellen.  That said lots are subject to 

an option agreement dated March 11, 1970, from Thomas C. Good and 

Plsie B. Mellen recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber M.S.H.No. 2^01, folio 630, for a parcel of said 

lots for the improvement to Catherine Avenue from Md. Route 177 

to Md. Route 6I4.8 (see State Roads Commission Plat No. 37867). 

(g)  That Amanda Bennett is the owner of record, in fee 

simple, of Lots 3 and 14, Block V, as shown on Plat of Colonial 

Pork, which said plat is recorded ajmong the Plat Records of Anne 

Arundel County in Plat Book 15, folio 1$, by virtue of a deed 

dated September 26, 1925, recorded among the Land Records of Anne 

Raundel County in Liber P.S.R.No. 17, folio 396, from Aladdin 

Realty and Home Builders Corporation, a corporation of Maryland. 

The property is situate in the Fourth Taxing District of Anne 

Arundel County. 

(h)  That Anna Marie Lindemann and Mary Louise Lindemann, 

are owners of record, in fee simple, as joint tenants and not as 

tenants in common, of Lots 29 and 30, Block B, as shown on plat of 

Holladay Park, which said plat is recorded among the Plat Records 

of Anne Arundel County in Plat Book $t   folio 1, by virtue of a 

deed dated June 2, 1937, and recorded among the Land Records of 

Mne  Arundel County in Liber P.A.M.No. 166, folio 3^, from the 

Farmers National Bank of Annapolis, a corporation of Maryland. 

The property is situate in the Fourth Taxing District of Anne 

Arundel County.  That said property is shown on the assessment 

ID( 

©1: 
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records and waa sold as being assessed to Anna M. and M. L. 

Linderinann. 

(i)  That Raymond Smith and Gladys Smith, his wife, are 

owners of record, in fee simple, as tenants by the entirety, of 

Lots 18 and 19, Block 16, as shown on plat of Columbia Beach, which 

said plat is recorded among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County 

in Plat Book 11, folio 2^, by virtue of a deed dated November 21, 

1961, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County 

in Liber 1606, folio 1^62, from Summer Oolonies, Incorporated, a 

body corporate of Maryland.  The proparty is situate in the Seventh 

Taxing District of Anne Arundel County. 

5. That the aforementioned and described real estate has not 

been redeemed by the defendants herein nor by anyone claiming 

through them, although more than one year and a day has elapsed 

from the aforementioned date of the aforesaid tax sale. 

6. That the Plaintiff purchased all the land hereinabove 

mentioned at the aforesaid tax sale held on April 5, 1971, as 

required by statute in such cases made and provided under the laws 

of the State of Maryland, said properties having been advertised 

and sold for taxes due, in arrears and unpaid to Anne Arundel 

County !.nd/or the State of Maryland, and Plaintiff bid and paid 

for the aforesaid Tax Sale Certificates, the following amounts: 

CERTIFICATE NO 

1652 
16^3 

16^8 
166^ 
1673 
1671+ 
1676 

BID 

$1,700.00 
200.00 
500.00 
50.00 

l|00.00 
300.00 
5o.oo 
50.00 

250.00 

PRICE PAID 

$ 91+.03 
169.30 
75.67 
36.66 

106.60 
288.15 
2l|.88 
2^.88 
62.15 

7.  That the amounts necessary for redemption of each of the 

- 10 - 
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aforesaid Tax Sale Certificates are as follcws 

CERTIFICATE  NO. AMOUNT  DUE 

1651 $  91+.03 
16^2 169.30 
1653 75.67 
165U 36.66 
16^8 108.60 
1665 288.15 
1673 2^.88 
1671+ 21+.83 
1676 62.15 

plus taxes to date, penalties, interest and the total disbursements 

of the holder of the Certificates of Tax Sale and costs of each of 

the above certificates. 

TO THE END THEREFORE, YOUR PLAINTIFF PRAYS: 

(1) That writs of subpoenae be issued and served upon the 

defendants herein commanding them to appear in this court on some 

certain day to be named therein and make answer thereto. 

(2) That an Order of Publication be granted unto your 

Plaintiff directed to the defendants and to all parties in interest, 

commanding them to appear in this court on some certain day to be 

stated therein and answer the exigencies of this bill of complaint. 

(3) That this court enter a Final Decree foreclosing all 

right of redemption of the defendants and all persons having or 

claiming to have any interest in the hereinabove described property. 

([;) That the Final Decree herein provide that the Controller 

for Anne Arundel County, as the Collector of State and County Taxes, 

execute to Plaintiff a deed to the properties herein involved 

vesting in Plaintiff a good and marketable title, indefeasible 

and absolute, in fee simple, and free and clear of any and all 

liens, claims and encumbrances to date of said Decree. 

(5)  That this court may pass an order relieving your 

Complainant of the burden of complying with Local Rule 300 of 

the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, Maryland. 

- 11 - 
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(6)  And for such other and further relief as the nature 

of this case may require and may seem just and proper to this 

Court. 

AND AS IN DUTY BOUND, etc. 

DTHESH MgNICIPAL CORPORATION 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer, President 

C." MaurTce Weidemeyer 
236 Main St., Annapolis, Md. 
268-501+9 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL, to wit: 

C. MAURICE WEIUMEYER, being first duly sworn and on 

oath deposes and says that he is the President of SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL 

CORPORATION, Plaintiff herein, and he has read the foregoing Bill 

of Complaint to foreclose equities of redemption by him signed 

and knows the contents thereof and verily believes same to be true 

to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me tnis   "^Oth    day of 

March, 1973. 

Mary HarHLson - Notary Public 
My Commission expires July 1,1971+ 

- 12 - 
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J65!        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of.Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to 

.&3..L..Z'l*iU^.. T 

in 

at public auction fo^he sum of ..tj.f..l?..?.. Dollars and ....*?.«  

Cents> 0f Which *.f'/*..(?J. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

District 1 described as ..^..^..y^L^.^ 

.ditMt...* r/- ,..^t9r.£L OrJ&iC&fS.. 

ikUte. 

and assessed to  ./£K^^..^&?^.J^.. l.~M*.xT..6jjtl££M- 

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

.jL^..££^. 
Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland. Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and COlector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowj- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness mv hand and seal Notarial, 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

Notary Public. 

PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBIT NO.   1 

P.   CO.   780SI 
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1652        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

1, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to .^*?fe<^i^fr^^^A^ 

  at public auct&n for the sum of ..*....&..<?.£. Dollars and ....tfr^.  

 Cents, of which ../.&..f.t.S.O. Dollars has been p^id as a deposit on the property 

in District I. described as ../^.^....v/^^^^^...^^?^^ 

and assessed to $,,...,j4Ad!£* 'x*^*/.. Lr..,m«~M4&te**~ 
The property described/herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBIT  No.   2 \z 
P.  CO.   79091 
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1653        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

^Vrundel, hereby certiiy/; that o 

.Vrrfr-T, /  

Dollars and oo 

Arundel, hereby certify/; that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ...^Q<CrU<<t^A<X<^. 

LAMAA 

at public auction'for the sum of ,...m..A,Q  

Cents, of which ...7.:£..<...Q../.. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

 ^  described as .J)^^..A^.^..^cU<r^.^ 3SKl5S&fc&fc1 

7- 

in District. 

and assessed to A-..ae.ar.rr...?././^.7s^e..c.. 

The property deserted herein is subject to redemption^Upflto redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account o^the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

tsOtMlsiikf.  
Controller and Collector. 

\^ 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

My Commission Expires July 1, 1974. 

PLAINTIFF is EXHIBIT imH»PR-2 WW 19 

P.   CO.   78031 
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1654        CERTIFiCATE OF TAX SALE 

I,  Donald  P.  Carter. Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and tlje County of Anne 

Arundel. hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ,^#MAit&<**t' 

 at public auctic/for the sum of f.^J. Dollars and ..**  

CentS) of which fj.&A.A6., Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in District A described as 

.,.jl^1^d.....^l^        

'....6./!..'r.6./y... ^#4r7 •?.,.. ~**A.* y 

 J&.te7^asu£.:--jf*-  &rJM^*AZS*s.«A  
and assessed to 

ThP nmnertv described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
SLte ^be ^toded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
^nlftte r^l eSc^ cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
torethertithalf other amounts specified by Section 93. of Article 81. Annotated Code of Mary and 
1957 EditTon as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and al ^ toga*h« 
li h fnte^st and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale m^be^d to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6. 1972. a proceeding can oe 
S^Kl^To* all rights of redemption in the property This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

*&*&«*£  
Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County. Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April. 1971. before me the subscribe^ a Notary Public 
< ft SfftP nf Marvland in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared. Donald P. Carter 
t^T^^^i^ for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 

edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial. 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

Notary Public. 

PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBIT  NO.   1+ 
I9i:... i. 

P.  CO.   7BOSI 
; IS 
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CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I,  Donald  P.  Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, Isold to .^b^l£^<fc^../^^   

 at public auction^or the sum of ..7l...J!f.G.£. Dollars and c.a. 

 Cents, of which 71....§.0.0.*...P.P.. Dollars has been paid as $. deposit on the property 

described as n District ^2.  7 .^ 
s .0.,... *£..JIV 

and assessed to ...Jf*s&?L£<l<UC*i.i*<S.. 

.JS-..e^XT..«.«Jla4iMi<f 

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1, 1974. 

PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBITiN,Q.. .5 -        •     ' 
P.   CO.   7803 1 
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1665        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

0v< 

1, Donald  P.  Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of ^Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ..— ;.<«  .s.^**-^^^-^?^-^-^? 

h$£jk<*L*^J£^^ 
at public auction fctf the sum of ..J?.*?.^ Dollars and ....<?.£. 

in District. 

.Cents, of which .Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

,j£. described as ..4&itt!&....Af.~X& 

and assessed to ..Q~. .-atf^Crtrf.. ..f^r; jLdCkitf.*..**** 
7 

.,..S~,d&£t:MJ&M.4ka.. 

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th dav of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

<  
Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1. 1974. 

P.   CO.   7B03I 

PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBIT  NO. '6 

191   • 19 
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1673        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ..^^^Sfer^- 

 *^..-4^-«^^   
 at public auction f^f the sum of ..Z.x£\0. Dollars and ...CO.  

 Cents, of which .-2..7..'....&..%.. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in District.. ./ described as ..*J&^L*J^..*^ 
7 

and assessed to J^afcdftfifc^.  £~Js£!k~r,. a*Jl.ft#aa.. 
The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

PLAINTIFF'S 
P.  CO.  78031 

EXHIBIT  NO.   7 
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1674        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ^ihrM<iZ4r&tr^..J/?^ 

dr.< A/.tf.e./. .€.  ....£J*A..^uite^..~<i^Crite^... 

at public auction for 

f 
sum of Jt.^lL.Q. Dollars and ....#<?.  

.Cents, of which '£.J.A..?..°.. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in DiMrict X described as ..j£<*^..J&.i..r'.J}..C!r..l'SJ^ 

and assessed to 

 ^ ,   y.'Mi-.ejjsX'jMM.. 

.^r^^^.^....4^^...^/...^   

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

My Commission Expires July 1, 1974. 

Notary Public. 

P.   CO.   7S031 
PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBITlcKq.. .^-2 ;0 
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nFRTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

1, Donald P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel. hereby certify that on April 9, 1971, I sold to 

.„SStA,.JL*&i*!. 
*  at public auction for ttie sum of f.-A^ Dollars and ....CC.  

CentSi of which if.J.Z,..^.. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in District 1. described as •7-•*'• ^.../.C/f/  

i.Ur MjiArt.#£Jr~ 

7.-J..<a.rr.C.£* A. 

and assessed to ... 

The property describ^herein is subject to redemXn.  Upon redemption ^holder of thUeer- 

a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April. 1971. before me the subscribers a Notary Public 
f ftfSfcLte of Maryland in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
^te^d (K^ Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 

edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1.1974. 

PLAINTIFF'S  EXHIBI^Q.. .9-2 
.0. 

P. CO.  79011 
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C.  MAURICE WEIDEMEYER 
2 36 Main  St. 
Annapolis,   Kd.   21I4OI 

IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT FOR  ANNE  ARUNDEL COUNTY,   MD. 

EQUITY NO.. 

SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 
a body  corporate   of   the 
State   of   Delaware 
236 Maifi St. 
Annapolis,   Md.   21l|.01 

Plaintiff 

// 

vs. 

HORACE SNOWDEN 
Edgewater* P.O., Md. 
or: c/o Joseph Henry 

221 Pindell Ave. 
Annapolis, Md. 

Snowden 

MARY F. SELLMAN, aka 
Mary Frances Sellman 

GEORGE SELLMAN, her husband 
Route L|., Box 621B 
Edgewater, Md. 21037 

BERNARD 0. HARDESTY, Mortgagee 
Hardesty Funeral Home 
Galesville, Md. 2076^ 

ELZE L. BELLAMY, aka 
Elze Lee Bellamy 

L. M. BELLAMY, bis wife, aka 
Lillie Mae Bsllamy 
llj.20 Collington Ave. 
Baltimore, Md. 21213 

BERNARD A. CONLON, aka 
Bernard A, Gonlan 
1^300 Harbor Drive 
Maderia Beach, Fla. 33708 

GRACE B. CONLAN 
1^300 Harbor Drive 
Maderia Beach, Fla. 33708 

VIOLA A, CONIAN 
1^300 Harbor Drive 
Maderia Beach, Fla. 33708 

AMERICAN CONTINENTAL INDUSTRIES, INC 
a body ObppbrtAte of Delaware 
U227 Annapolis Blvd. 
Baltimore, Md. 21227 

GARY A. GOLDSTEIN, Trustee in 
Bankruptcy for American Conti- 
nental Industries, Inc., a 
bankrupt corp. 
10 E, Fayette 3t. 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

•» 

i  : 19 
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WEAVER BROS. INC., a Md. corp., 

Mortgagee, c/o Chesapeake 
Financial Corp., 
100 St. Paul St. 
Baltimore, Wd. 21202 

KEY FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAN ASSN. 
Mortgagee, 8601 Liberty Rosd 
Randallstown, Baltimore Co. 
Md. 21133 

ESSIE GOOD and 
THOS. C GOOD, aka 

Thomas C. Good 
^08 E. 23rd St. 
Baltimore, Md. 21218 

LUTHER E. MELLEN, Jr., 
Mortgagee 
Address unknown 

ELSIE BAKER MELLEN, 
Mortgagee 
Address unknown 

AMANDA BENNETT 
R.P.D. 2, Box 791+ 
Glen Burnie, Md. 21051 

ANNA M. LINDERMANN, aka 
Anna Marie Lindemann 
921 N. Lakewood Ave. 
Baltimore, Md. 21205 

M. L. LINDERMANN, aka 
Mary Louise Lindemann 
921 N. Lakewood Ave.^ 
Baltimore, Md. 212CJ 

RAYMOND SMITH and 
GLADYS SMITH, his wife 

aka Gladys P. Smith 
Route 1, Box 77D 
Indian Head, Md. 206^0 

AND the unknown heirs, alienees, devisees and assignees of the 

foregoing and any and all persons having or claiming to have any 

interest in the following described real estate located in Anne 

Arundel County, Maryland, to wit: 

Cert. No. 16*1 - W.S. Muddy Creek Road. 1 lot .7* acre & imps. 
Blk 580, Edgewater, Ist Dist. 

Cert  No. 16*2 - W.S. Muddy Creek Rd.. Lot .11 acre, Blk. 575 
ind imps!. L.N.P. 1689-103, First Dist. 

Cert. No. 1653 - Lot 25, Plat 1, Waterbury Hgts.. Blk 700. 
L.N.P. 1863-205, 2nd Dist. 

Cert. No. 165U - Lots 60-61. Blk ^2. Sec. C. Herald Harbor, 
2nd Dist. 

- 2 - 
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Cer-t. No. 1656 - Baha.a Beach.Lot l69,Plat 3..SH 219?-UOU.3ra Dist. 

Cert. No. 1665 - Lots 69-70. taps.. Magothy Park. 3r-d Dlst. 

Cer-t. No. 1673 - Colonial Pk., Lots 3 * k.  Blk V, l^th Dist. 

Cert. No. 167U - Lots 29 and 30. Blk B. Holladay Park, Uth Dist. 

Cert. No. 1676 - Columbia Beaoh. Lots 18 & 19, Blk 16, 
LNP 1606-1+62, 7th Dist. 

Defendants 

ORDER OP PUBLICATION 

The object and purpose of these proceedings is to secure 

the for-eclosune of all rights of redemption of the defendants 

in and to the following described property located in tone Arundel 

County, and sold on the 5th day of April, 1971. hy Donald P. 

Carter, Controller of Anne Arundel County and Collector of Taxes 

for the State of Maryland and Anne Arundel County to SOUTHERN 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, Plaintiff in these proceedings, for taxes 

due and in arrears, by the following Tax Sale Certificates and 

assessed and described on the Books of Assessment and Taxation 

as follows: 

n M       TACTI   - w  s Muddv Greek  Road,   1  lot   .75  acre & imps., 

been paid.   (WNW  68/3^2) 

Cert:   No.   1652   -W-^Mu^y Creek  f^^lZ^ltst.. 

andToid  toM^ntfff'foris^OO.   of Shich   sum $169.30 has 
been paid. 

u       -i A^   -  Tnt   2^     Plat  1,  Waterbury Hgts.,   Blk  700, 
CeTNP  ?R6^loi     assessed   tollzl   L.   and L.   M.  Bellamy,   2nd Dist., 

and  sold  to Plaintiff for $500.00.   of which  sum $75.67 has 
been  paid. 

, / ,-1        T   4-«   An  A. An     Rlk  L2.   Sec,  C.   Herald Harbor, 
^^es^d1  ^rna^d T. Con^nf^Dist.;  and sold  to Plaintiff 

f" JSO.OO! of which  sum $36.66 has been paid  (PSR 11/85). 

Cert     No    1658   - Bahama Batch,   Lot  169,   Plat   3.   MSH 2195-1+0^. 0 ttl  •i/     aasessed  to  American  Continental   Industries,   Inc.. 
Ind sold'io Plaintiff for $UOO.O0.   of which  sum $108.60 has 
been paid. 

Cert No. 1665 - Lots 69 & 70, imps., Magothy Park, ^sessed 
to'Essie and Thos. C Good, 3rd Dist., and sold ^ Plaintiff 
for $300.00, of which sam |288.l5 has been paid (JHH5W385). 

- 3 - 
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Gert. No. 1673 - Colonial Pk., Lots 3 & ^^ Jif

al"8|?g ^ 
Amanda Bennett, l;th Dist., and sold to P^intiff for ^O.OO, 
of which sum $211.88 has been paid (FSR 17/396). 

Cert. No. 167U " Lots 29 & 30, Blk B, Holladay Park, assessed 
to An^ M. and M. L. Lindemann, l^th Dist., and sold to 
Plaintiff for $^0.00, of which sum $214-.88 has been paid, 
(FAW 166/35). 

Cert. No. 1676 - ColumbiP Beach  Lots 18 & ^, Blk 16, LNP 
1606-1162. assessed to Raymond and Gladys Smith, 7th Uist., 
and sold to Plaintiff for $2^0.00, of which sum $62.15 
has been paid. 

The Bill of Gomplaint states, among other things, that the 

amounts necessary for redemption have not been paid although 

more than a year and a day have elapsed since the date of said 

sale, April 5, 1971. ^ . 

It is thereupon this   pj     [ day of April, 1973. by 

the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, in equity, 

ORDERED that notice be given by the insertion of a copy of 

this Order of Publication in some newspaper having a general 

circulation in Anne Arundel Gounty 

weeks before the   /  '   day of 

a week for four successive 

1973, next. 

warning 'the said Horace Snowden, Kary P. Sellman, aka Mary Frances 

Sellman, and George Sellman, her husband, Bernard 0. Hardesty, 

Elze L. Bellamy, aka Elze Lee Bellamy, L. H. Bellamy, his wife, 

aka Lillie Mae Bellamy, Bernard A. Gonlon, aka Bernard A. Conlan, 

Grace B. Conlan,  Viola A. Conlan, American Continental Indust- 

ries, Inc., a body corporate, Gary A. Goldstein, Trustee, Waaver 

Bros., Inc., a Md. corp., Key Federal Savings & Loan Assn., Mort- 

gagee, Essie Good and Thos. 0, Good, aka Thomas C. Good, Luther 

E. Mellen, Jr., Elsie Baker Mellen, Amanda Bennett, Anna M. 

Lindermann, aka Anna Marie Lindemann, M. L. Lindermann, aka 

Mary Louise Lindemann, Raymond Smith and Gladys Smith, his wife, 

aka Gladys P. Smith, and any and all persons having or claiming 

to have any interest in the above mentioned parcels of land and 

all pepaons interested in said property to be and appear in this 

- k   - 
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er person or by Solicitor on or before the 

i ,1A ^ 1973, and redeem the aforementioned property 

\m* 

and BXisM  the Bill of Complaint or thereafter a final decree 

will be passed foreclosing all rights of redemption in the afore- 

said properties and vesting in Plaintiff, SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL 

CORPORATION, a title free and clear of all encumbrances. 

L\J • 9^'<t' V>-LL'L    «*yfe ]&kSk f^ 
Mi   Lcigrlfnepe,   Clerk 

- 5 - 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 

a body corpor ate of the 
State of Delaware 
236 Main St., Annapolis, Mtt., 

Plaintiff 

HORACF SNOWDEN, et al. , 

Defendants 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity No. *0^ ' '  

... . . 
• ; -' 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 
a body corporate 

Plaintiff * 

vs 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al * 

Defendants 

****** 

STIPULATION 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

*   *   *   * 

It is hereby stipulated by and between C. Maurice Weidemeyer, 

Attorney for Plaintiff and William Hackney, Attorney for Thomas 

A. Good, son of Thomas C. Good and Essie Good, that said Thomas 

A. Good is entitled to redeem Lots 69 and 70, Magothy Park, 

Third Assessment District represented by Tax Sale Certificate 

No. 166 5 in these proceedings and that the amounts necessary to 

redeem are as follows: 

TO:  Controller, Anne Arundel County 

1969-1970 Taxes and Interest 
1970-1971 Taxes and Interest 
Advertising and Costs of Sale 
Interest to Purchaser 
1971-1972 Taxes and Interest 
1972-1973 Taxes and Interest 

$ 135.08 
133.42 
19.65 
17.29 

149.21 
152.16 

$ 606.81 

TO:  C. Maurice Weidemeyer, Attorney for Plaintiff 

For proportionate amount of costs 
(estimated)                $ 30.00 

proportionate amount of 
advertising 35.00 

payment of title examination 25.00 
payment of attorney fee 100'00 
*  J                         $190 .00 

C. Maurice Weidemeyer     * 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

William Hackney 
Attorney for Thomas A. Good 

iO- 

. 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 
a body corporate 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,311 
Defendants 

r**r ri 

equity, 

ORDER OF COURT 

Upon the foregoing stipulation, it is this   jC^mT   day of 

, 1973, by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, in 

ORDERED that the amounts necessary to redeem the property 

described in Tax Sale Certificate No. 1665  are: 

TO:  Controller, Anne Arundel County 

1969-1970 Taxes and Interest 
1970-1971 Taxes and Interest 
Advertising and Costs of Sale 
Interest to Purchaser 
1971-1972 Taxes and Interest 
1972-1973 Taxes and Interest 

$135.08 
133.42 
19.65 
17.29 

149.21 
152.16 

$606.81 

TO:  C. Maurice Weidemeyer, Attorney for Plaintiff 

For proportionate amount of 
costs (estimated) 

proportionate amount of 
advertising 

payment of title examination 
payment of attorney fee 

$ 30.00 

35.00 
25.00 

/Q0.00 
$190.00 

Judge 

1 

4*1*1 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION,  * 
a body corporate 

* 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,311 

*  ************ 

ORDER OF SATISFACTION 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please enter the above case settled and the property re- 

deemed as to the defendants, Essie Good and Thomas C. Good, and 

all persons having or claiming to have any interest in the 

orooerty described as Lots 69 and 70, imps., Magcthy Park, Third 

Assessment District, and which property is described in the 1971 

Tax Sale Certificate No. 1665  filed in these proceedings. 

MMAt it i* • iMUptA 
C. Maurice Weidemeyer 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

tefe 

, . c 
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Md. 21401 

tcmcurr COURT 
FOR 

ANNBARUNDtLOO. 
MARYLAND 

•QUITY NO. 31,811 
80UTHIRN MUNICIPAL 11 

CORPORATION. • bodyL 
oorponto of *h«M8Ui«i .of f 
Dilm*. 2Se VUn St. 
AuMpalto. Md. 21401. 
Flatotiff 

HORACE ^    8NOWDEN, 
Sdftwator. P.O.. Md. or: e/o 
JoMph Ifanry Bnowdw*. 211 
Plndril Af., Annapolis, Md.; 
MARY   P.   SBLLMAN.  aka 
May      PrtneM      Sallman, 
OEORQE   SBLLMAN,   har 
ktMbaad, Routa 4. Box 621B, 
IdMwatar,      Md.      21087: 
SlUIARD O. HARDB8TY. 
MortgafM. Hardaaty Funaral 
HooirOalaaTUW, Md. 20766; 
ELZB   L.   BELLAMY,   aka 
Baa    Laa    Ballamy,    L.M 
BELLAMY,   his   wifa.   aka 
LDlla   Maa   Ballamy.   1420 
ColUDgtoo   Afa.,  Baltimoia, i 
113721218; BERNARD  A. 
CONLON,   aka   Barnard   A 
Codaa, 10600 Harbor DrWa, 
Madark Baaeh, Pla. 88708; 
ORACE R CONLON. 16800 
Itebor Drhra, Madaria Baach, 
Pla.     88708.    VIOLA    A. 
CONLAN.    16800    Harbor 
Drfta.  Madaria  Baaeh. Pla. 
88768;        AMERICAN 
CONTINENTAL 
INDUSTRIES. INC. a body 
corporate of Dalawara, 4227 
Annapolis  Bhrd., Baltimoia, 
Md.     21227;    GARY     A 
GOLDSTEIN,    Trustaa    in 
Bankmblcy    for    Amarican 
CoaOmnUB Ihdwtrias. Inc., a 
banhmpt aorp., 10 R Payatta 
St. BaBlmota,  Md.   21202; 
wiAVBR BROS INC., a Md. 
S?*"*    Jl22f!?'. n c/o 
(liisspnis Ptaaadal Corp.. 
100 tft Piul St.. Baltimoia. 
«L 81102; REV PEDBRAL 

VWGS A LOAN ASSN. 
    .     8601    Ubarty 
Road, Randillatown. 
BaMmora Ca.m Md. 21188; 
ESSIE GOOD and THO& C. 
GOOD, aka HMOMB C. Good, 
60S B. S8id St, Baltimom. 
Md.    21218;   LUTHER   E. 
MRLUW. *•• H^totXi AMnm    oaknown;   HJIE 
BAKBR        MELLEN. 
Mbartgnfoa,        Addraas 

tk^^rs;       AMANDA 
~r,R.P.D.2.BM704, *^   A   """ 

aba Am 
K 

*m\i 

Ava.; ti 
RAT 

_i      OLADYB 
te «Ua aka Gl^aa 
RMlal BMTTb 

AND tha wntooam kaba. 

MS aB pmaMk baalM mrl 
to 
Coliowlw 

ib 

• IN   THE  CIF#UIT   COURT 
FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY. 

IN EQUITY. 

Plaintiff 

>00K 199 PAGE 411 VI. 

Doftndanf 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION OF 

OFFICE OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL TIMES 

GLEN BURNIE. MD.. Ap ri L   30   •*   73 

THIS   IS TO CERTIFY, that tha annaxad  advartUamant of 

0RD€fi   OF   t-JJclOiriON 

was iniartad In THE ANNEARUNDEL TIMES • weakly nawi- 

papar and publliktd in Anna Arundal County. Maryland, onca 

a week for Four successive weeks bafora 

tha 27th dayof      Ipril 19 73   . that is to say 

tha same was iniartad in tha istuas of 

Apn I   5, 12, 19,2o, 1 J73 

ANNE ARUNDEL TIMES. INC. PuWMwn 

-4 
By.^rr^f^fT. 

*^-* 

:- /I9(3uin- -  •- S^^l 

: 



Cert. NO. 1651 - W.S. 
Muddy Creek Road, 1 lot .75 
acre & imp*. Blk 580, 
Edgcwater, Ist Dial. 

Cert. No. 1652 - W.S. 
Muddy Creek Rd., Lot .11 
acre, Blk. 575 and imps., 
L.N.P. 1689103, First Diat. 

Cert. No. 1653 • Lot 26, 
Plat 1, Waterbury Hgta., Blk 
700, L.N.P. 1863-205, 2nd 
Dist. 

Cert. No. 1654 - Lota 
60-61, Blk 42, Sec. C, Herald 
Harbor. 2nd Dist. 

Cert No. 1658 - Bahama 
Beach, Lot 169, Plat 3, MSH 
2195-404, 3rd Dist. 

Cert.    No.    1666    -   Lots 
69-70, imps., Magothy Park, 
3rd Dist. _/      . , 

Cert   No. 1673 - Colonial 
Pk., Lots 3 4 4, Blk V, 4th 
Dist. T        ._ 

Cert. No. 1674 - Lots 29 
and 30. Blk B, Holladay Park, 
4th Dist. ^ ,     .. 

Cert No. 1676 - Columbia 
Beach, Lots 18 & 19, Blk 16, 
LNP 1606-462, 7th Dist. 

Defendants 

Order of 
Publication 
The object and purpose of 

these proceedings is to secure 
the foreclosure of all rights of 
redemption of the defendants 
in and to the following 
described property located in 
Anne   Arundel  County, and 

BOOK 
1 
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.old on the 5th day of April, 
1971 by Donald P. Carter 
Contooller  of Anne Arundel 

-rforthrrj; 
ST ^ ^SOUTH^?! 
SuSlCIPAL CORPORA- 
TION, Plaintiff in these 
proceeding, for taxes due 
Jnd in arrears, by the 
following Tax Sate 
Certificates and assessed and 
desdribed on the Books of 
Asaeament and Taxation as 

f0l2t No. 1661 • W.S. 
Muddy Creek ^d,Uoi^ 
acre * imP* • Blk. 57' 
Edgewater. j«««ff * 
Horace Snowden. l«t Dist., 
wd -old to Plaintiff for 
$1,700.00, of which wm 
$94.03 has been paid. (WWW 
68/362) w8 

Cert. No. 1662 - W.S 
Muddy Creek Rd.. Lot U 
acre. Blk 576 & tog..JjWP 
1689103. mu*ur to J

M*,X 
F. Sellman. 1st I n*"d •0*df 
to Plaintiff for •^O.OOjrf 
S,ich sum $169.30 haa been 

^Cart. No. It JM & 
Plat 1. Waterbury Hgta.. Blk 
TOO LW 1863-206. aimsed 
•n EUe L and L.M. Beltamy, 

w£ .«n $76.67 h« been 
PtiLt.No.l664 LOU60* 

fil    Blk 42.  Sec. C, Herald 

2M to PUintiff <or WOO 
n{   which   sum   $36.66  nas 
^n paid (F8R 11/86). . 

Cert. No. 1658 • banama 
Beaih, Lot 169, Plat 3, MSH 
2195-404, 3rd Dist., assessed 
to American Continental 
Industries, Inc., and sold to 
Plaintiff for $400.00, of 
which sum $108.60 has been 
paid. 

Cert. No. 1665 - Lots 69 & 
70. imps., Magothy Park, 
assessed to Essie and Thos. C. 
Good. 3rd Dist.. and sold to 
Plaintiff for $300.00. of 
which sum $288.15 has been 
paid (JHH544/386). 

Cert. No. 1673 - Colonial 
Pk., Lots 3 & 4. Blk V. 
assessed to Amanda Bennett, 
4th Dist., and sold to Plaintiff 
for $50.00, of which sum 
$24.88 has been paid (FSR 
17/396). 

Cert. No. 1674 - Lots 29 & 
30, Blk B. Holladay Park, 
assessed to Anna M. and M.L. 
Lindermann, 4th Dist.. and 
sold to Plaintiff for $50.00, 
of which sum $24.88 has 
been paid, (FAM 166/36). 

Cert. No. 1676 - Columbia 
Beach, Lots 18 & 19. Blk 16. 
LNP 1606-462. assessed to 
Raymond and Gladys Smith, 
7th Dist., and sold to Plaintiff 
for $250.00. of which sum 
$62.15 has been paid. 

The Bill of Complaint 
states, among other things, 
that the amounU neceaaary 
for redemption have not been 
paid although more than a 
year and day have elapsed 
since the date of said sale, 
April 5. 1971. 

It  is  thereupon  this  2nd 
day   of  April,  1973, by the 
Circuit     Court     for     Anne 

\Arundel County, in equity. 

URDERKU that notice be 
given by the insertion of a 
copy of this Order of 
Publication in some 
newspaper having a general 
circulation in Anne Arundel 
County once a week for four 
successive weeks before the 
7th day of June, 1973, next, 
warning the said Horace 
Snowden, Mary F. Sellman, 
aka Mary Frances Sellman, 
and George Sellman, her 
husband. Bernard O. 
Hardesty.   Elze   L.   Bellamy, 
aka Elze Lee Bellamy. L.M. 
Bellamy, his wife, aka Lillie 
Mae    Bellamy.    Bernard    A. 
Conlon.    aka    Bernard     A. 
Conlan.    Grace   B.    Conlan. 
Villa   A.   Conlan,   American 
Continental Induatries. Inc., a 
body    corporate.    Gary    A. 
Goldstein.    Trustee,    Weaver 
Bros., Inc.. a Md. corp.. Key 
Federal    Savings    &     Loan 
Assn., Mortgagee. Eaale Good 
and    Thoa.    C.    Good,   aka 
Thomaa C. Good, Luther E. 
Mellen.     Jr..     Elsie     Baker 
Mellen.     Amanda    Bennett, 
Anna   M.   Lindermann.   aka 
Anna  Marie Lindemann, M. 
L    Lindermann.   aka   Mary 
Louise Lindemann, Raymond 
Smith and Gladys Smith, his 
wife,   aka Gladys P.  Smith, 
and    any    and    all   persons 
having   or  claiming  to have 
any   interest   in   the   above 
mentioned   parcels   of   land 
and all persons interested in 
said    property    to    be   and 
appear in thia Court in proper 
person or by Solicitor on or 
before the 7 th day of July. 
1973.     and     redeem     the 
aforementioned property and 
answer the Bill of Complaint 
or thereafter a  final decree 
will be passed foreclosing all 
rights  of redemption in the 
aforesaid      properties      and 
vesting in S!*fS!?t> 
SOUTHERN       MUNICIPAL 
CORPORATION, a title free 
and    clear    of   all   encum- 
brances. 

W. Garrett Larrimore. Clerk 
True Copy 

Test: W. Garrett Larrimore 
Clerk 

April 26, 1973 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CoRP., 

a body corporatet 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21.311 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al. , 

Defendants 

STIPULATION 

It is hereby stipulated by and between C. Maurice Weidemeyer, 

Attorney for Plaintiff, and Joseph H. Snowden, that the said 

Joseph H. Snowden is entitled to redeem the nroperty described 

as west side of Muddy Creek Road, 1 lot, .75 acre & imps., 

Blk. 580, Edgewater, First District, represented by Tax Sale 

Certificate No. 1651 in these proceedings, and that the amounts 

necessary to redeem are as follows: 

TO: Controller, Anne Arundel County 
1969=70 taxes and interest, and 
1970-71 tax and interest, plus 
advertising and costs of sale 
Interest to Purchaser 
1971-72 taxes and interest 
1972-73 taxes and interest 
1973_74 taxes 

$  94.03 
18.34 
42.52 
38.86 
JO.66 

$224'.^! 

TO: C. Maurice Weidemeyer, Attorney for Plaintiff 

For proportionate amount of costs, 
(estimated)  7 
Proportionate amt. of advertising 
Title examination 
Attorney fee 

(?. 

$    30.00 
35.00 
25.00 

100.00 
$"1^0.00 

." Maurice Weidemeyer 
Attorney for Plaintiff ^ 

Joseph H. Snowden 

... 



M* 199 p^ 414 
SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

ORDER-OF COURT 

Upon the foregoing Stipulation, it is this /^ 

^ 
day 

of July, 1973, by the Circuit Court for Anne ArundelCounty, in 

equity, 

ORDERED that the amounts necessary to redeem the property 

described in Tax Sale Certificate No. 1651 are: 

TO: Controller, Anne Arundel County 

1969=70 taxes and interest, and 
1970-71 taxes and interest, plus 

advertising and costs of sale 
Interest to Purchaser 

1971-1972 taxes and interest 
1972-73 taxes and interest 
1973-74 taxes 

$ 94.03 
18.34 
42.52 
38.86 
30.66 

TO: C. Maurice Weidemeyer,Attorney for Plaintiff 

$ 30.00 
For proportionate amt. of costs, 

(estimated)  
Proportionate amt.  of advertising 35.00 
Title examirEtion 25.00 
Attorney fee 100.00 

$T90J50 

/c 2ia *<^.:-/> c   L /'.t k 
udge 7 

V 

.Or 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 
a body corporate, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNBEI. COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

ORDER OF SATISFACTION 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please enter the above casesettled and the property 

redeemed as to the defendant, Horace SUpwden, and all persons 

having or claiming to have any interest in the property described 

as west side of Muddy Creek Road, 1 lot, .75 acre & imps., Blk. 

580, Edgewater, First District, described in 1971 Tax Sale 

Certificate No. 1651 filed in these, proceedings. 

r^ 
""^ ^ —». s-^ 

"C. Maurice^ Weidemeye'r 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
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RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIEDMAIL-^OH^^ 
'^t-v*u"   " POSTMARK 

(JD 

<5t 

o 

SENT TO 

Raymond Smith 
- AND NO. 

Route 1,  Box 77D 
STREET AND NO 

PC    STATE  AND ZIP CODE 

Shows to whom and date delivered 
With delivery to addressee only 

2    Shows to whom, date and where delivered 
i.   »n«w> vm • -.AArmee only   

PS 
Ap 

Hit    MllK   -"       . 

AnnanoliS. Md.   20640 
^T^TtRV.ch  FOR  ASDITIONAL  FEU 

• 
3ELIVER  TO  ADDRESSEE  ONIY     a 
SPECIAL DELIVERY (<xtro <— required) 

Form    ,Bno        NFlNSURkNCE  C 
,,, 197 1 3800 NOT   (jDR  INT 

ise 
6Sc 
35f 

RETURN 
RECEIPT       w . . 
SERVICES    r with delivet/to addressee only 85< 

DELIVER   TO   ADDRESSEE  ONLY 

SPEC 

POSTMARK 
OR DATE 

62 
Bin 

- 

COVERAGE PROVIDED- 
INTERNATIONAL MAIL 

i See  othvr  tide 

GPO    l»Ta O - 4»0-143 

Equity No.  21,311 - Southern Municipal Corp.,  vs.  Horace Snowden,et al. 

FILED 

1973 OCT-5 MIMS 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 
a body corporate, 

Plaintiff 

BOOK 199 mi 428 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

vs. 

-i 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING and AFFIDAVIT OF EFFORT 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, ss: 

C. MAURICE WEIDEMEYER, President of and Attorney for 

Southern Municipal Corporation, Plaintiff herein, first being duly 

sworn and on oath deposes and says: 

1.  That he mailed a copy of the Bill of Complaint and 

of the Order of Publication issued herein by certified mail, 

return receipt requested, to non-resident defendants, Bernard A. 

Conlon, aka Bernard A. Conlan, Grace B. Conlan, and Viola A. 

Conlan, as evidenced by the envelopes of returned letters filed 

herewith and made a part hereof; and that upon making further 

inquiry he was advised that Bernard A. Conlon is deceased, and 

that Viola A. Conlan did not wish to redeem said lots. 

2.  That he mailed copy of the Bill of Complaint and of 

the Order of Publication issued herein by certified mail, return 

receipt requested, to resident defendants Mary F. Sellman, aka 

Mary Frances Sellman, George Sellman, Elze L. Bellamy, aka Elze 

Lee Bell^yJ^LilAe  Mae Bellamy, Amanda Bennett, Anna M. 

Lindermann, aka Anna Marie Lindemann, M. L. Lindermann, aka Mary 

Louise Lindemann, as evidenced by the envelopes of returned 

letters filed herewith and made a part hereof; and that as to 

each of the foregoing resident defendants, checking of telephone 

directories of the Maryland and Washington, D. C. areas and 

telephone calls made have failed to reveal anything concerning 

them or their whereabouts. 

3. That he mailed a copy of the Bill of Complaint and 

of the Order of Publication issued herein by certified mail, 

dkAUk 
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return receipt requested, to resident defendant Raymond Smith, 

return receipt has been obtained therefor, and said receipt is 

attached hereto and filed herewith, however, no information has 

been obtained as to said defendant's whereabouts. 

4.  That American Continental Industries, Inc., a bankrupt 

corporation, has been served by process upon Gary A. Goldstein, 

Trustee in Bankruptcy, and that personal telephone calls have 

been made to Gary A. Goldstein further advising him of suit and 

requesting him to redeem, if interested. Gary A. Goldstein 

advised Affiant that he did not believe that any property involved 

in this proceeding is owned by American Continental Industries, 

Inc. 

^yy /HUM*** ' J4***jU*»~t*y<** 
'*~~" C.   Maurice V/cidemeyer 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this  4th day of October,1973 

Mary HartyLson - Notary Pi Public 
My Commission expires July 1,1974 

- 2 - 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 
a body corporate, 

BOOK I99P^429 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

MILITARY AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that before me, the subscriber, a Notary 

Public of said State, in and for said County, personally appeared 

C. MAURICE WEIDEMEYER, President of and Attorney for Southern 

Municipal Corporation, Plaintiff herein, and made oath in due 

form of law: 

1. That American Continental Industries, Inc., a body 

corporate, Gary A. Goldstein, Trustee in Bankruptcy for American 

Continental Industries, Inc., Weaver Bros., Inc., a body corporate 

and Key Federal Savings & Loan Assn., are not in the military 

service. 

2. That of his own personal knowledge he knows that 

Bernard 0. Hardesty, and Gladys Smith are not in the military 

service, and upon information received believes Bernard A. Conlon, 

aka Bernard A. Conlan, is deceased, and Viola A. Conlan because 

of her age, is not in the military service. 

3.  That after making numerous efforts to locate the other 

defendants herein. Affiant has received no information that would 

lead him to believe that any of the other defendants named in 

this proceeding are in the military service, and therefore 

believes and avers that all of the other defendants named herein 

are not in the military service of the United States. 

# fMfi^m* /^w/i^Ky 
C. Maurice Weidemeyer 

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this  ^th  day of October,1973. 

Mary Harri/son - Notary FUDIIC Mary" Harri/son - Notary public 
My Commission expires July 1,197^ 

Uli&t 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 

a body corporate, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

DECREE PRO CONFESSO 

It appearing from the proceedings in this cause that the 

Order of Publication heretofore issued herein has been duly 

published in the Anne Arundel Times, a newspaper of general cir- 

culation in Anne Arundel County, Maryland, as prescribed by said 

order against all the defendants named herein, and all persons 

having or claiming to have any interest in the real estate thereir 

described as assessed to said defendants and sold to plaintiff on 

the 5th day of April, 1971, for non-payment of taxes due and in 

arrears. 

And it appearing that the defendants Bernard 0. Hardesty. 

Gary A. Goldstein. Trustee in Bankruptcy for Amerloan Continental 

industries. Inc.. a bankrupt Corp., Weaver Bros.. Inc.. a Md. 

corporation. Mortgagee, c/o Chesapeake Financial Corp.. Key 

Federal Savings & Loan Assn.. mortgagee, and Gladys Smith, aka 

Gladys P. Smith, have been "served", as will more fully appear 

from Sheriff's returns filed herein. 

And it appearing that subpoenas issued out of this Court 

directed to the defendants Mary F. Sellman. aka Mary Frances 

Sellman. and George Sellman. have been returned twice "mortius 

est.". 
And It appearing that subpoenas issued out of this Court 

directed to the defendants Elze L. Bellamy, aka Elze Lee Bellamy, 

L. M. Bellamy, aka Lillie Mae Bellamy. American Continental 

industries. Inc., a body corporate, Amanda Bennett, Anna M. 

Lindennann, aka Anna Marie^Lindemann, M. L. Lindermann. aka Mary 

Louise Lindemann, and Raymond Smith, have been returned twice 

"non est." 
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And it further appearing that defendants Bernard A. Conlon, 

aka Bernard A. Conlan, Grace B. Conlan, and Viola A. Conlan, 

being non-residents, have been duly served by publication. 

And it further appearing that all of the aforesaid defend- 

ants have failed to enter their appearance herein in person or 

by solicitor, and have failed to file an Answer to the Bill of 

Complaint, and the time within which said defendants could so 

appear and file an answer having now expired, it is thereupon, 

this     (/^     day of October, 1973, by the Circuit Court for 

Anne Arundel County, in equity, 

ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that the bill of complaint 

be, and the same is hereby taken pro confesso against the said 

defendants, and all persons having or claiming to have any interesjt 

in the real estate therein described as the same is assessed to 

said defendants and described on the books of the County Controller, 

and sold as aforesaid to the Plaintiff on April 5, 1971. 

y 
Judgfe ~        "" 

Ufcfc 

10' 

-   2 - 
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SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORP., 
a body corporate. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BOOK   189 PAGE 432 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,311 

HORACE SNOWDEN, et al., 

Defendants 

FINAL DECREE FORECLOSING EQUITIES OF REDEMPTION 

The proceedings in this cause having been read and considered, 

and it appearing to the court that subpoenas issued out of this 

court directed to defendants Bernard 0. Hardesty, Gary A. 

Goldstein, Trustee in Bankruptcy for American Continental indus- 

tries, Inc., a bankrupt corp.. Weaver Bros., Inc., a Md. corpora- 

tion. Mortgagee, c/o Chesapeake Financial Corp., Key Federal 

Savings & Loan Assn., mortgagee, and Gladys Smith, aka Gladys P. 

Smith, have been "served". 

And it further appearing that subpoenas issued out of this 

court directed to defendants Mary F. Sellman, aka Mary Frances 

Sellman, and George Sellman, have been returned twice "mortius 

est". 

And it further appearing that subpoenas issued out of this 

court directed to defendants Elze L. Bellamy, aka Elze Lee 

Bellamy, L. M. Bellamy, aka Lillie Mae Bellamy, American Conti- 

nental Industries, Inc., a body corporate, Amanda Bennett, Anna 

M. Lindermann, aka Anna Marie Lindemann, M. L. Linderraann, aka 

Mary Louise Lindemann, and Raymond Smith, have been returned 

twice "non est". 

And it further appearing that defendants Bernard A. Conlon, 

aka Bernard A. Conlan, Grace B. Conlan, and Viola A. Conlan, 

being non-residents, have been duly served by publication. 

And it further appearing that a Decree Pro Confesso was 

entered herein on October 9, 1973, against all of the aforesaid 

Uhfefci 

IK) 1 
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defendants and that none of the aforesaid parties against whom 

the Decree Pro Confesso was entered have entered their appearance 

herein or filed an answer in these proceedings, or proceeded to 

redeem herein. 

It is, therefore, by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 

County, sitting in equity, this day of November 197 3, 

ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED that all the rights of redemption 

to the properties mentioned herein of the defendants Bernard 0. 

Hardesty, Gary A. Goldstein, Trustee in Bankruptcy for American 

Continental Industries, Inc., a bankrupt corp.. Weaver Bros., 

Inc., a Md. corporation. Mortgagee, c/o Chesapeake Financial 

Corp., Key Federal Savings & Loan Assn., mortgagee, and Gladys 

Smith, aka Gladys P. Smith, Mary F. Sellman, aka Mary Frances 

Sellman, George Sellman, Elze L. Bellamy, aka Elze Lee Bellamy, 

L. M. Bellamy, aka Lillie Mae Bellamy, American Continental 

Industries, Inc., a body corporate, Amanda Bennett, Anna M. 

Lindermann, aka Anna Marie Lindemann, M. L. Lindermann, aka Mary 

Louise Lindemann, and Raymond Smith, Bernard A. Conlon, aka Ber- 

nard A. Conlan, Grace B. Conlan, and Viola A. Conlan and all the 

unknown heirs at law, alienees, assignees and devisees of any of 

the aforementioned parties, and any and all persons having or 

claiming to have any right, title or interest in the hereinafter 

described properties, be and they are hereby forever foreclosed, 

and as between the parties to this suit, an absolute and inde- 

feasible title in fee simple vests in the Plaintiff in and to 

the following described properties sold to the Plaintiff on 

April 5, 1971, for non-payment of taxes, to wit: 

1.  Cert. No. 1652 - W.S. Muddy Creek Road, Lot .11 acre, 
Blk 575 & imps., LNP 1689/103, First Dist., assessed 
to Mary F. Sellman. 

MtMi 

-2- 
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L.   M.   Bellamy. 

.  cert No  1654 - Lots 60 & 61, Blk 42, Sec. C, Herald Harbor, 
3*  C  ^coSd Dist., and assessed to Bernard A. Conlon. 

4 cert. No. 1658 - Bahama Beach, Lot 169, pl*^ f H 2195/404, 
Third Dist., and assessed to American Continental 
Industries, Inc. 

5 cert. NO. 1673 - Colonial Park, Lots 3 S 4, Blk V, Fourth 
Dist., and assessed to Amanda Bennett. 

K  C-rt No  1674 - Lots 29 and 30, Blk B, Holladay Park, 
6-    Fourth Dist., and assessed to Anna M. and M. L. 

Lindermann. 

7  cert No. 1676 - Columbia Beach, Lots 18 and 19, Blk 16, 
LNP 1606/462, Seventh Dist., and assessed to Raymond 
and Gladys Smith. 

free and clear of all alienations and descents of said property 

occurring prior to this decree, and free of all encumbrances 

thereon, except taxes accruing subsequent to the tax sale men- 

tioned in this cause, and public easements and public proceedings 

to which said property is subject! and 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Controller for Anne Arundel 

County, as the Collector of State and County Taxes, execute and 

deliver to Southern Municipal Corporation, plaintiff in these 

proceedings, a deed of conveyance to the aforesaid lots and par- 

cels of land and improvements, upon payment by the Plaintiff to 

the said Controller, such taxes as may be due thereon, and the 

balance of the purchase price of the aforesaid certificates, if 

any; and 
IT IS FURTHER ORDIRED that Plaintiff pay the costs of these 

proceedings 

judge ̂
^L VVV4, 9 L t 

*.. 
GE 

hKUt 

JO- 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
ATTORNEY NAMED IN MORTGAGE 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(IN EQUITY) 

ORDER TO DOCKET FORECLOSURE CASE 

MR. CLERK: 

Please docket the above entitled Foreclosure case, and file 

Exhibit No. 1. 

^-^ £^ 
Eugene Uettleman 
Attorney Named in Mortgage 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland, 21202 
752-3169 

FILED 
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DIRECT REDUCTION MORTGAGE 

THIS MORTGAGE, Made this 10th day of Nov«wb«r 
and between    Kilrock Invastmant*  Inc., • body corporste 

, 1970     , by 

^/t^ 
of   Ann* Arund«l County , in the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagor, and 
MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC., (stock corporation), a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS, the Mortgagor, being a member of the Mortgagee, is justly indebted to the Mortgagee for 
borrowed money in the principal sum of    thirty thousand 
Dollars ($30,000,00 ). bdaW)|*^)Crf*to»imiBfc^^ with 

interest from date at the rate of       ton per centum (   10 %) per annum on the unpaid   -, 
principal until paid, principal and interest being payable at the office of the mortgagee, in the city of . . 
Baltimore, Maryland, or at such other place as the holder hereof may designate in writing, which the ^J._, 
Mortgagor covenants to pay in monthly installments of      throo hundrod toonty too & 39/100 o-j 

Dollars ($322.39 ), commencing on the first day of    Jonuory ,1971     , and 
on the first day of each month thereafter until the principal and interest are fully paid. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 178 of the  i ^ 
rs of Maryland passed at the January session in the year 1955 or any supplement thereto. *_** 

o 

Law 

AND WHEREAS, it was a condition precedent to the making of the aforesaid loan that the repayment 
thereof, with interest, should be secured by the execution of these presents. 

Now, THEREFORE, THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, that in consideration of the premises and the sum of 
One Dollar ($1.00) this day paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the Mortgagor does hereby a 
grant, convey and assign unto the Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all     thooo      iot(8) of ground 2 
situate, lying and being in    Anno Arundol County , in the State of Maryland aforesaid, and Jj 
described as follows, that is to say: , f-3 

p.iM Uno.n .nd doolonotod oo tho oootornaooo ono-holf of Lots Noo 13 ond 14f 
ond ol^S? tStriS^nd"^ Block 39, .8 ohoon on tho Pl.t of Co.rolUon Honor, 
which plot is rocordod smong ths lond rocords of Anno Arundol County in Plot 
Book 9 fol 23.    Boinf known oo 539 Bsnflsld Rood. 

1 

•a: 

CD 

Boino tho oomo lots in o dood to ooid fwrtfofor frow Lou Hollor ond olfo • 
dotod Ssotsmbsr 24, 1965 ond rocordod in tho lond rocords of Anno Arundol County 
in Libor LNP 1906 fol 352. /J^ 

C3 
- 

C-3 

AA 

RECt ECORO 
MARJOKlL        1011 CLERK 

CIRCUIT C     I    •• •• COUMTY 

1970 HOV 12 AM 9: 16 
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It is covenanted and agreed that the mortgagee shall,not be f.^1^^ Pf ^ taf^n'SS 

for the mortgagor as to the application of ^ "»»'» ^'^ %£$ X "ortgag^^d"'^!' 

%£S^M&^*'%&^ ^^^J&S&Sffi&Z ^for usury. 

M^^rSraTSSf^^?^^ oSlce of tS/mortgagee. 
Prepu^enC Except in the ease the ^tgagor is a eor^tion or tWs ^""S^gg^g 

over »5.000.00. this loan may .^rprMrid to whofc «to part Pf^° • Vte amoun? of all prepayments 
^ffSS^^rai WS^oS^of^'.SSSa S^P- amount of the .oan, 
aa a consideration for the acceptance of such prepayment. 

by Article 49 of the Annotatecy^de of Maryland. i-cl^f! 

• 
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TOGETHER with the bnildinlfand improvements thereon, and the ri^ros, roads, alleys, ways, waters, 
privileges, appurtenances and advantages thereto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 

To HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and improvements unto the said Mortgagee, its 
successors and assigns.   in f e# slmpla. 

PROVIDEO, That this conveyance shall be null and void upon the performance of iill conditions and 
stipulations mentioned herein and upon the full payment of the principal debt secured hereby, and the 
interest thereon, and all moneys advanced or expended, and all other proper costs, charges, commissions 
and expenses as herein provided. When this mortgage shall have been fully paid off in accordance with 
its terms and tenor, it will be duly released by the Mortgagee at the request and expense of the Mortgagor 
but in the event of default in the payment of any installment of principal or interest as above provided 
(it being agreed that the default shall exist only if not made good prior to the due date of the next 
such installment), or if there be a default in any of the conditions, stipulations or covenants of this 
mortgage then the Mortgagee mav exercise the option of treating the remainder of the mortgage debt 
hereby secured due and payable. Failure to exercise this option shall not constitute a waiver of the right 
to exercise it at any other time. 

And the Mortgagor, in order more fully to protect the security of this mortgage, covenants and 
agrees as follows: 

1 That for the purpose of providing a fund for the payment of taxes, ground rent (if any), and 
insurance premiums, the mortgagee shall hold and establish an escrow or expense account and the 
mortgagor in addition to such sums as may have been paid to the mortgagee at the ^^P?10" «f

v^ « 
ban shall together with, and in addition to. the monthly payments of principal and/or interest payable 
under the tei-ms of the mortgage debt hereinbefore set forth, pay to the mortgagee for such purpose 
on the first day of each month until the said debt is fully paid, the following: 

(a) A sum equal to the ground runts, Jf apy, mat due, plus the premiums that will become due and 
pavable on policies of fire and other hazard irtsurance covering the mortgaged property or 
life insurance on the life of the mortgagor, plus taxes and assessments next due on the 
mortgaged property, less all sums already paid therefor divided by the number of months to 
elapse before one month prior to that date when such ground rents, taxes and assessments, 
and premiums will be due (all as estimated by the mortgagee) ; such sums to be held by the 
mortgagee in trust to pay said ground rents, premiums, taxes and assessments. 

(b) If, however, the monthlv payments made by the mortgagor under (a) above shall not be 
sufficient to pay ground rents, taxes, assessments or insurance premiums when the same shall 
become due and payable, then the mortgagor shall pay to the mortgagee any amount necessary 
to make up the deficiency on or before the date when payment of such ground rents, taxes 
assessments or insurance premiums shall be due. The mortgagor shall have the right, in event 
of anv deficiency in said escrow account, to advance sums needed therefor, which if so advanced 
shall"bear interest at the same rate as the indebtedness hereby secured, and be payable on 
demand, and be secured by this mortgage. 

(c) The mortgagee shall not be obligated to accept payments on principal and interest, unless 
accompanied by the requisite payments due under this paragraph No. 1. 

(d) In the event there shall be an excess of money in said escrow account over the purposes for 
which it is required such excess shall be held as additional security by the mortgagee, and 
shall either be applied to the mortgage principal or refunded to the mortgagor or his assignees, 
onb'upon the full payment of the mortgage debt and all installments of interest. Said escrow 
funds shall not bear interest. 

2 That he will pay all taxes, assessments, water rates and other governmental or municipal charges 
« Qo^rim,^ttions and eround rents for which provision has not been made hereinbefore, and will 
^vL^V^BO^^P^iSoi to the1 Mortgagee; and in default of such payment by the 
ffSmwr the MortgSee mav pay the same, and any sum or sums so paid by the Mortgagee shall be 
fflT&e moi^^debt hereby secured, shall be payable on demand, shall bear interest at the rate 
set forth hereinbefore and shall be secured by this mortgage. 

3 That he will keep the said premises in as good order and condition as they are now and will not 
commit or permit any waste thereof, reasonable wear and tear excepted. 

4 That he will keep the improvements now existing or hereafter erected on the mortgaged P/operty. 
in^nrpd is mav iTe required from time to time by the Mortgagee against loss by fire and other hazards, 
insured as ma> be requirea n orn^ damage, in such amounts and for such periods as may be 
^SSSbltheM^^tid^uSJ Promptly, when due, any premiums on such insurance provisions 
requiredbytneMoiiga^teami wu P hereinbefore    All insurance shal   be earned in companies 
f0r JZd hv tSe M^Sagel and ^uSiSKl^te thSScrf shall be held by the Mortgagee and have 
SE^^^J^bte d^to Sv« of and in form acceptable to the Mortgagee. In event o 
fosfMortgagorwurgive immediate notice by mail to the Mortgagee, who may m^r9of,0^%'fJ^ 
loss Mortgagor J•'f'^ " d       h insuranCe company concerned is hereby authorized and directed 
E^X^^fW^ISidMy to the Mortgagee instead of to the Mortgagor and the Mortgagee 
to make payment tor sucn •*•      J t thereof mav be applied by the Mortgagee at its option 
Joto^.Mdl^iw^^ PW^^^ g j or to the ^toration 0r repair of the property 
?^JS^ «^rf for^^W ^fflKie or other transfer of title to the mortgaged property 

fnSiish^ a" r*ht' •* and inteTt 0f ^ M0rtt?af?0r in 
Lnfto any inTurance policies then in force shall pass to the purchaser or grantee. 

»;   That unon a default in any of the covenants of this mortgage, the Mortgagee shall be entitled 
^v. ^     •Lo^ tSa Mnrtffatt-or to the immediate appointment of a receiver of the property covered 

without ^» t^^,S^^^^r^dS^O? the property as security for the mortgage debt; 
hereby, without ^^I.PH* ^Wher or not a receiver has been appointed, the rents and benefits of said 
SSa^hf^^^^ securSy   Until there is a default under this 
SlSS^Se lESKSSrSil have the right to possession of the said property. 

fi    That it shall be deemed a default under this mortgage if he shall sell, cease to own, encumber, 
mortlagltra^fer. or dispose of the within-described property without the written consent of the 

Mortgagee. 
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fee shall be part of the costs of foreclosure. vf„Q0.p,i qmi that he will execute such further 
8    That he specially warrants the property herein mortgaged, and that he win exec 

assurances thereof as may be required. ,    mssajre of a decree for the sale of the property 
AND the said Mortgagor (s) hereby MMtttOO ^uit ]n anv of the covenants or conditions of this 

hereby mortgaged (the sale o ta^^efter a default "^^JXorizeCs) the said Mortgagee 
mortgage as herein provided), and the said MOrtgM^lBj nw^y   _ A   nt after any default 
its successors or assigns or Eugene H^^S^&^SS^!MS W SS s^le, whether under in the terms of this mortgage, to sell the hereby mortgaged properiy provisions of the 
the above assent to a decree ^^mler the above power of ^   ^U ^e ^ ^ or und     any 
Maryland Rules of Procedure, Article LXVI of   h^ mortgages, or any  supplement 
other General or Local Law of the S^*6 .^  M*!^^^ 
amendment, or addition thereto. ^^P^J^^fJ^^^^M follows: (1) To the payment 
decree or under the above power of ^^J^^8 ^^fHun^ Fifty Dollars and a commission 
of all expenses incident to such sale, including ^ ^f^ ""^ "^n J,oWed Trustees for making sale 
to the party making the sale of said L^^Jh^fLSri5ri3i^ to the State of. Maryland; 
of property by virtue of a decree of a CWrtJto^W eom^ j^«^ aggigns. under this mortgage 
(2)   to the payment of all claims of the s^d M0^g^^ 
whether the same shall have matured »n«^> ^S^S^cS^er mky be entitled to the same 
his, her or their heirs, personal "PJ^^^01^^ shah be paid by the Mortgagor in the event 
Half of such commissions ^^Id^^te^^^t^ said property but before sale thereof 

applicable to all genders. S    / (r^{        /-^^^k 

WITNESS the signature (.) and ** (.) of the ""t"^^0^^^"      ' -»^^tten. 

Witness: "T   Ernest N, Pyl«» r'^^Yife^ 
^v^ / \ f^—-^ [SEAL] 

Euqone HettlwMn 
' . [SEAL] 

 [SEAL] 

STATE OF MARYLAND  • CITY OF BALTIMORE.      to wit: 

tvi infh davof Novombsr ,19 70   .before 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this       10th wy w B«lti«or« 

me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of t^e State ot KiM^ and foi the  City 
aforesaid, personally appeared     Ernwt N. Pyl., Pr.8ld.nt 

th^ "e^edT^W^nd adcnowledgea the foregoing mortgage to be **        act. 
df Mid body corpor.t., 

v MII Van SamMrs the    wlC.-pit«.ld.nt 
f   Also BiiptfuvJsUy appeared      Wilt»n oowmmv , consideration of 

'MMU^^^-^ ""^ro^e 11 U  . the nK  ot the 
a!M(*Kag*TndTi dub authorized to make this affidavit. 

yP/ZU^ JCNV WHEREOF, I have hereunto Se, my hand and affixed by official seal the day and year 

w^v  ^I'W^MJ  Euo.n. H.ttl««n sut,u:ipHbUc. 

TJcttfarr^*-' r^ 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
ATTORNEY NA11EU IN MORTGAGE 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENTS, INC. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT OF 

ANNE ARUNUEL COUNTY 

(IN EQUITY) E 
^4iD • •%£ ,   • •••-' WMAJU 

STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE CLAIM 

Statement, of mortgage claim, under mortgage from Kilrock 

Investment, Inc. to Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., dated November 10, 

1970, and recorded among the land records of Anne Arundel County, in 

Liber MSB 2373 folio 236 &c: 

Original amount of mortgage 

Paid on principal 

Expense account 

Interest to March 31, 1971 

Fines 

Total 

$30,000.00 

53.A9 
29,946.31 

564.61 
2 9", 381.90 

748.35 

32.24 

$30,162.49 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF RALTIxMORE: 

I hereby certify that on this ^"7 day of March 1971, before the 
undersigned a Notary Public of the State of Maryland in and for the 
City of Baltimore, personally appeared Milton Sommers, vice-president 
of Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., and made oath in due form of law that 
the aforegoing statement of mortgage claim is true and correct. 

Notary Public 

FILED 
(WIMtFia AH 9:47 
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Vwm All Bs* bg t^ear JlrwntH. 
^ ^^7 

jhat we(  Eugene Hettleman^ fefiOl^l^lC^gX^Ql&SJL^BMiJk^C^  
Baltimore, Maryland 21202  

 as principal, 
and the FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COMPANY OF NEW YORK, a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of New York, as surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the 
full and just sum of Thirty-three...Thqusand.. and... 00/lOO 
 i- -($33,000.) DolUr^ 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made and done, 
we bind ourselves and each of us, our and each of our Heirs, Executors, Administrators, Successors or As- 
signs jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this 20th day 0f April  

 , i„ the year of our Lord....n ineteen...Mndred ..aM....Seyenty-one.^. 

Whereas, the above bounden Eugene..Hettleman  

by virtue of the power contained in a mortgage from 
Kilrock   Investments,    inc. 

to. Merritt   Savings  &   *OhXi,   Inc. 

bearing date the IQth day of.-Noyember, 1970. 

and recorded among the mortgage records of ^ne. Arunde.l...County. 

Libert NO.JL37J Folio ...236 and  
Eugene Hettleman 

in 

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 
of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

The Condition of the above Obligation is such, that if the above bounden. 
Eugene Hettleman  

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in iS  
under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by 
any Court of Equity in relation to the sale of stud mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof, then the 
above obigation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden E^ene . Hettlema.n 

has hereto set ^... hand    and seal    and the said corporation has caused these presents to be duly 

signed by its Attorney. , attested by its jtlTbftd&l • ihe day •»«1 year first 
herein above written. 

Signed, sealed and delivered 
in the presence of 

 :.fa..U...jj.£s.^S\.!L,  

Attest: 

ft 

THE FIDELITY AND 

Attest: 

,.^:./.....,....X...ZZZ..>:.L..<...^  s 
Joann 
Bond It}}.  100 

as   to  surety :ur 

'      '. '4 

i 
UALTY COMPAr 

Samuel   R.   Zetzer, 
J 

Attorney. 

tM OPR 22 PH 1:03 

.MORTCACEES  OR  ATTORNEV^OND^^ m Xf ^ ^J^^l , WjJ 

«*• 22l^fL % iJ-^7   |   rjMt 
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EUGLNE HSTTLEMAN 
ATTOKNtY NAMED IH MORTGAGE 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

* 

* 

IN Tilt 

CIRCUIT COURT OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 20,273 

AFFIOAVIT OF COMPLIAiVJCE WITH RULE W-74 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this  ^ ^- day of April, 1971,before 
the undersigned, a Notary Puolic of the State of Maryland, in and 
for the City of Baltimore, personally appeared Eugene Uettleraan. and 
made oata in due form of law tnat he complied with tne provisions 
of Che Maryland Rules of Procedure, Rule W-74, a, 2, (b), by mailing 
a notice to the mortgagor on April 13, 1971, of tue time, place and 
terms of sale, which notice was sent by certified mail. 

u^ 

Vv__ ___^.——^D 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN 



EUGENE HETTLEIMN 

REPORT OF SALE 

BOOK   199 mi 443 
IN THE 

ATTORNEY  NAWED  IN MORTGAGE 

vs. 

KILROCK I1IVBSTMEHT,IHC. 

CIRCUIT COURT 

—OF- 

SttKOUiUMDCimK 
ANNE  ARUNOEL  COUNTY 

Equity  No.   20,275 

To The Honorable Judge of the 
Circuit Court of Baltimore City: 

The Report of Sale of   Eugen« Hettleman,  attorney  nam«d in mortgage from Kilrock 
Investment,   Inc.,   to Nerritt Savings & Loan,   Inc.,  dated Novanber 10,  1970, 

and recorded in WSH 2373 fol  235,  and filed in these proceedings. 

in the proceedings in said cause mentioned, respectfully shows, that after giving bond with 
security for the faithful discharge of his trust as prescribed by/^MdodeewBt which was 
duly approved, and having given notice of the time, place, manner and terms of sale, by ad- 

vertisements inserted in 

The Sunpaper,  and The Evening Capital,  a  newsoaper  published  in  

Anne Arundel  County 

xfeity neropMrar     [mhfofceflxiiKBaiixinareitikity for more than 

three successive weeks preceding the day of sale, said rkXHtee(    Eugene Hettleman,  attorney 
did pursuant to said notice on Thursday the      22nd day of   April 19 71 

at    2100 o'clock       PM, attend on the premises and then and there sold 

the property described in said mortgage,  being known and designated as the 
westernmost  one-half  of Lots  Nos.   13 and 1A,  and all  of Lots 15 and 16,   in 
Block 39,  as shown on  the Plot of  Carroll ton Wanor,  which plat is recorded among 
the land records  of  Anne Arundel  County in Plat  Book 9 fol  23,   in fee  simple, 
to Charles J.  Cirelli,  for  the sum of  $41,500,00,  he heving offered  the 
greatest orice  therefor. 

S€ ^_ 

Attorney  named in mortgagi 

State of Maryland, City of Baltimore, Set: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 27th day of        April 19 71 

before me, the subscriber, a NoUry Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City 
of Baltimore aforesaid, personally appeared     Eugene Hettleman, attorney named in 

mortgage Imstae   , and made Oath that the 

facts stated in the foregoing Report of Sale are true, as therein set forth, and that the sale 

thereby reported was fairly made. 

^J&Wness my hand and Notarial Seal, , 

1971 APR29 AHII: 16 Ml m U 
Notary Public. 



SARATOGA 7-4047 

REAL ESTATE SALES 
JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 

MERCHANDISE 

APPRAISALS 

AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 

KNICKERBOCKER BUILDING    •    218 E. LEXINGTON STREET    •    BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 

April 23, 1971 

Eugene Hettleman, Atty. 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Md.  21202 

RE:  539 Benfield Road 
Severna Park, Md, 

DEPOSIT: 

ADVERTISING:  Sun $165.70 

AUCTIONEER'S FEE: 1005.00 

$3,000.00 

1.170.70 

$1,829.30 

y 

FILED 
1971 APR29 Mil: 16 
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Eugene Hettleman, Attorney 

220 E. Lexington Street 

vs. 

539 Benfield Road 

Severna Park, Maryland 

BOOK    199 PAGE 445 

* 

* 

* 

• 

* 

~~~ * 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

KXXXIKBXKXm* 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
Liber MSH 2373 Folio 236 

AUCTIONEER'S AFFIDAVIT 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the annexed bill 

or statement of the fees and sums due us, set forth in detail, are all 

and singular of the fees and sums due us, and that we have not paid or 

will not pay, directly or indirectly, any sum or consideration to anyone 

for employing us or aiding us to be employed to make the sale for which 

the annexed bill or statement was rendered. 

HARVEY WEST, AUCTIONEER 

Baltimore 

April 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for 

  „_„. 22nd 
by Harvey West this day of 

19 71 . 

\    • • • 

• 

*-yrW' FILED 
MflPR29 mil: 16 



REAL ESTATE SALES 
JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 
MERCHANDISE 
APPRAISALS 

# 

MfcldU 
SARATOGA 7-4044 

J4t arvey We&i 
AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 

KNICKERBOCKER BUILDING      •      218 E. LEXINGTON STREET      •      BALTIMORE 2, MARYLAND 

BOOK    199PAGE446 

Co 
STATE OF MARYLAND,   Ci«¥  OF BALTIMORE,   SCT: 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY,   that  on this 22nd 

Aoril 

day of 

 , 1971, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of 
C t, 

the State of Maryland, in and for the 04-%y of Baltimore aforesaid. 

personally appeared Charles J. Cirelli ., purchaser 

at the foreclosure sale in this cause, and made oath in due form of 

law that he is the purchaser and purchased same as principal and not 

as an agent for anyone, and that he has not directly or indirectly 

discouraged anyone from bidding for the said property   

539 Benfield Road, Severna Park, Md. mentioned in the  said Report of 

Sale. 

/ 

Purchaser 
i/ 

(Seal) 
(PlaceJ NotaryyTubllc 

Purchaser 

Purchaser 

FILED 
1)71 RPR29 Win 16 



Eugene  Hettlexn^kAtty. 
220  E.   Lexingt<Wst. 
Baltimore  Maryland 21202 

The Evening Capital 
Pirat Publication 

May i4.,1971 

BOOK 199P^447 

ORDER NISI 
EUGENE . HETTLEmN.,ATIORKEr-l^ED.. 

IN HQXTCiAdE  

IN THE 

versus 
KILROCK  INVESTMENT   ,INC. 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

No 20*215- Equity 

29thl     day of -   ^il -- • * 71, That the sale of the 
Ordered, this     

property in these proceedings mentioned 

Lde and reported by Jto^**-***^*•'******** ^^ **~*****•*~ 

Xed in Anne Arundei Count. ^^^ of three successive weelcs hefore the k* --- 

day of  J^ne ^. 

The report states that the amount of sale Was *"   l'1'^Q0'~  
^   rJ~f£f   v ....Clerk. 

True Copy, 
TEST 

Clerk. 

(Final Order)  ^Wov 
BTT^nre T^TTLEMAN. ATTORUX 

versus 

KILROCK IHVBSTMBHTxIM 

ORDERED BY THE COURT. This 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

  Term, 19 

of JZ^A^t   19// 
day 

, ,, .„ .v,.. Attorney..   . aforesaid, be and «* same is hereby Anally Eatifled and 
that the sale made and reported by tne «• .,thoulrh due notice appears to have been given as re- 
Confirmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, «*«»« ^ MmmlMiona ,„d such 

cuired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause: ^ the   -" 
proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Aud.tor. 

FILED 
1971 JUN 21  PH 3: dS 



MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN 
ASSOCIATION, 

v. 

KILROCK INVESTMENTS,   INC., 

BOOK   199PAGE448 
: IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE  ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.   20,275 

CLAIM OF INTEREST 

Now comes Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland 

by its attorneys, B. Conway Taylor, Jr. and Whiteford, Taylor, 

Preston, Trimble and Johnston, and pursuant to Maryland Rule W75, 

claims an interest in the proceeds of a sale conducted pursuant 

to these proceedings and says: 

1.  That it is the holder of a Judgment against 

Kilrock investments. Inc. and Robert N. and Edith Pyle, Chatham 

Developers, Inc. and Robert N. Pyle, Inc. in the amount of 

$125,000.00 recorded in this Court as Law No. C-2148 in Docket 58, 

Folio 123, which Judgment was recorded on January 5, 1970 and 

subordinated to a Mortgage on the westernmost one-half of Lots 

13 and 14 and all of Lots 15 and 16 in Block 39 of a Plat of 

Carrollton Manor recorded in Plat Book 9 at folio 23 in the 

principal amount of $30,000 to Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. 

2. That there is the sum of $74,923.48 due and owing 

to the Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland pursuant to said 

Judgment which sum remains due and unpaid. 

3. That Claimant believes that there is, or may bo 

substantial surplus from the proceeds of any sale held pursuant 

to these proceedings after payment of expenses and payment to the 

Mortgagee which will be available to satisfy Claimant's interest. 

FIL.ED 
1971 HAY-3 AMIO: 17 

rUift 
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WHEREFORE Claimant prays  that the Court order the 

distribution of  the  surplus,   or  such amount of  the  surplus  as  is 

appropriate,   of the    proceeds of sale,   after payment of expenses   | 

and the Mortgagee's  debt,   to satisfy Claimant's claim. 

ATTEST: 
FIDELITY  ANtfpEPOSIT COMPANY 

OF MARYLAND 

Charles M. Pecot, A^slstantAl^retary Wm.   D. Bollinger, Vice President 

B.  C< 

eston, lit^Cottr,   Ta«ior, 
iitibley^na Johnston 

8t^Floor //Sun Life Building 
.timor^/Maryland 21201 

)2-0987 

Attorneys for Fidelity and Deposit 
Company of Maryland 

Q^JJC TO WIT: 
STATE OF MARYLAND,. 

I  HEREBY CERTIFY  that on this sS**** •day^0i ****£! 

1971.  before r.   ».^ Jf^ .^^^^""'.t^SaS'^' 
said personally appeared Jiy^*~^^^r>. ^^ ir^* . pidelttv 

, *  *       *.v.a4- >«£>  ic  ••h*»      i/^yp ~      President or Fiaeixty 
iL 2:^" cL^ny of M^y^nd    cT^^TTnd on behalf of -.id 
"r^S Jthe matters and facts set  forth  in the forego^g 
ClIS of Interest are true to the best of his knowledge,   informs- 
tion and belief. 

Notary Public 

My commission expires i/^,, tf/g7y 

I  HEREBY CERTIFY that on this JJO day  of April. 

1971, a copy of the aforegoing Claim of Interest was mailed to 

John A. Farley, Jr., Esquire, 101 E. Redwood Street, Baltimore, 

Maryland    21202. 

- 2   - 

kfckfe 



y»yu 

f 3 
5 r 
g m 

s 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN 
ASSOCIATION, 

v. 

KILROCK INVESTMENTS, INC., 

MR 199 f«E450 
:        IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.   20,27 5 

0  R D   E R 

Upon the aforegoing Claim of Interest filed by Fidelity 

and Deposit Company of Maryland and Affidavit thereto, it is 

this   /(•''   day of  2 ^-y^ ,^1971 

ORDERED that the Auditor in preparing his account shall 

allow the claim of Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland in 

accordance with its priority and subject to the usual exceptions. 

JUDGE 



Mortgagees 
Sale • 

OF DESIRABLE FEE-SIMPLE 
TWO-STORY BRICK 

COMMERCIAL BUILDING 
539 BENFIELD ROAD 
SEVERNAFARK.MD. 

The undersigned, attorney 
named in a certain mortgage 
from Kilrock Investment, Inc., a 
body corporate of Anne Arundel 
County to Metritt Savings & 
Loan, Inc., dated November 10, 
1970, and recorded among the 
land records of Anne Arundel 
County in Liber MSH 2373 folio 
236 (default having occurred 
therein) will sell at public auc- 
tion, on the premises, on 

THURSDAY, APRIL 22,1971 
AT 2:00 O'CLOCK P.M. 

Being known and designated as 
the westernmost one-half of Lots 
Nos. 13 and 14, and all of Lots 15 , 
and 16 in Block 39, as shown on 
the Plat of Carrollton Manor, 
which plat is recorded among the 
land records of Anne Arundel 
County in Plat Book 9 fol. 23. 

Improved by a 2-story brick 
commercial building. First floor 
now consists of a barber shop and 
a real estate office. Second floor 
now consists of two offices. Gas 
hot air heat. 

TERMS OF SALE: A cash 
deposit of $3,000.00 will be 
required of the purchaser at time 
and place of sale; balance in cash 
at settlement, which shall be five 
days after ratification of the sale 
by the Circuit Court for Anne 
Arundel County and said balance 
to bear interest from date of sale 
to date of settlement. Taxes to be 
adjusted to date of sale. Tax 
recordation stamps to be borne 
by purchaser. 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney Named in Mortgage 

HARVEY WEST 
Auctioneer 

A-1L 

BOOK    199 MCE 451  ^ OP 

Evening Capital 
Published  by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

HOLDER   OF   CONTRACT   FOR   ANNE   ARUNDEL  COUNTY   ADVERTISINO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis. Md.. - J-JSLJOAAJL-«e?£ 19^ 

We hereby certify, that the annexed  

 sZZ23tJti>jhi& ^fJ^i^JSx&t  

 S \5JJ...^<Ai^^^.jt^^.  

 ^JyLd-^Li.^02^4. ^aL^__3??/^,  

was published in 

EYcning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis. Anne Arundel 

County. Maryland, once a week for  .±^£&{^JX^P-  

successive weeks before the TC^^t.axZty.--^w<3^^SL<2D2JK.  

day of -.wi^Syfe&rbtd.  ig .7/.. 

1 he insertions being made the   •-•'-1 r.../.^/. .y J...X j.,,... 

it 
19 -7/.. 

THI GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

1971 JUh-l  AM 10:53    / . 
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Order Nisi 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
NO. 20,275   EQUITY 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 
Attorney named in mortgage 

versus 
KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Ordered, this 29th day of April, 
1971, That the sale of the property 
in these proceedings mentioned 
made and reported by Eugene 
Hettleman, Attorney named in 
Mortgage BE RATIFIED AND 
CONFIRMED, unless cause to 
the contrary thereof be shown on 
or before the 4th day of June 
next; Provided, a copy of this 
Order be inserted in some 
newspaper published in Anne 
Arundel County, once in each of 
three successive weeks before 
the 4th day of June next. 

The report states  that  the 
amount of sale was $41,500.00. 

MARJORIES. HOLT 
Clerk. 

TRUE COPY TEST: 
MARJORIE S. HOLT 
Clerk. 

May-25 

FILED 
1971 JUH-I  flMIO: 

No. E. C.   

Evening Capital 
BOOK   199 PAGE 452    publishcd by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC 

HOLDEH OF CONTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY AOVERTISINO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis. Md., __!223<tffe^.«2?^L , 19JZd 

We hereby certify, that the annexed Jlwl^L^-2l^d^. 

t 

was published in 

Evening Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis. Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for _J^SL<L<IV-  

successive weeks before the     ii/UthltJi  

( :.jL.u.<.i.L ( 19 .y.L day ol 

The mxTiion- being made the  ~«c- ,.//. +.J..?......Q?./.k*?:.:T:.:?.+. 

dUsufla, <tf..J3Xk<SifL  !<) 1.L 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 
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nu                 Eugene That we,   •?-  
Hettleman ,   Kn ickerbocker _Bldg_..t_ Ba^kq^--Md ...212p_2. 

nn<l 
THE fmiTY AND g^yA^TY_C_OMj\\NY GL^WIPJui (A.Corgoration    of 

the   State   of  New  York are  held  and 

firmly bound unto the State of Maryland in the full and just sum  of /"'TonT" 

Eight   Tho_us_and,__f^ 

Doilars, to be paid to the said State, or its certain   Attorney, to which payment, well and truly to be 

made and done, we bind onrselve.. and each of us, our. and each of our Heirs,  Exeentors and  Ad- 

ministrators,   jointly   and   severally,   firmly   by   these presents; sealed with our seals, and dated this 

lltb d      of       _JUD-       in thp year nine,,M>n lu,n,,nMl aiul 

Seventy-one  

Eugene Hettleman  
WHEREAS, the above bounden. 

by virtue of the power contained in a mortgage from  - 
Kilrock investments, Inc 

the 10th   _(jay of—5fi.Y55feS£ nineteen hundred and_-Seven_x___ 

Liber.. MSH No._237_3_ 
bearing date 

and recorded among the Mortgage Records of Baltimore County in 

236 and.. ._Euqe_ne_ Hettleman  
Folio. 

ta about to sell the land and premises described in said  mortgage, default having  been  made  in the 

payment of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

S NOW THE CONDITIONS OF THIS OBLIGATION ARE SUCH: 

Jhat if the above bounden..Euaene.Hettl_em3n 

^    Qo and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the  trust  reposed  in 
him  under 

the mortgage aforesaid, and .hall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by 

any Court of E.pnty in relation to the sale ol said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof, then 

the above obligation to be void, otherwise to he and remain in  full force and virtue in law. 

Signed, Sealed and   Delivered    ) ^C* d^S^-  

in the presence of I EugtneHe 11 lema n 
--. 

\y^j  J *a/T) Mx*Jhi  
roanne  M.   Healy,   as   to rety 

Eugene   netuxemau J^JL.   "\^^. • 
THE nDELlTlf AND CASUALTY COMP^F^ NEWj Wt 

.. ^,f; 

' amuel  R.   Zetzer,   Atforney 

OUJUvuJ? 
C 

Hond spprovtd Ihis (3. 

1>H fl W -l 
, ClHrk 

I kit' 

•i 
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EUGENE HETTLEMA 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

^OOK 199P'CE454 

KILROCK INVESTMENT,   INC. 

Defendant 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL CO. 

Docket 26 
Folio 398 
Foreclosure Equity 

No.   20,275 

PETITION TO RESCIND RATIFICATION OF SALE 

Charles J.   Cirelli,   Purchaser,  by S.   Leonard Rottman and 

Siskind & Tabor,   his attorneys,   petitions the Court to rescind the Ratifica- 

tion of Sale passed in these proceedings on the following grounds:- 

1. That at the foreclosure sale in these proceedings held 

on the 22nd day of April,   1971 he purchased the property being known and 

designated as the westernmost one-half of Lots No.   13 & No.   14,  and all 

of Lots 15 & 16 in Block 39,  as shown on the Plat of Carrollton Manor, 

which Plat is recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County 

in Plat Book 9,  folio 23 (hereinafter referred to as "The Property"). 

2. That the Final Order of Ratification of Sale was filed 

in these proceedings on the 21st day of June,   1971. 

3. That the foreclosure sale of the property was made upon 

foreclosure of a Mortgage dated the 10th day of November,   1970 from 

Kilrock Investment,  Inc.  to Merritt Savings and Loan Association, which 

Mortgage was recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County 

aforesaid in Lib«# M.S. H.  No.  2373, folio 2 36. 

FILED 
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4. That at the said foreclosure sale,   no mention or announce- 

ment was made by the auctioneer of any other mortgage or loan against the 

property. 

5. That after the date of the sale,  the purchaser,  the said 

Charles J.  Cirelli,  ordered a title examination of the property; the examina 

tion of the title was completed on July 15,   1971 and a report thereof was 

thereafter submitted to the purchaser. 

6. That the report of the title examination disclosed that in 

addition to the mortgage to Merritt Savings and Loan Association,  the 

property was also the subject of a prior mortgage to Brokers Financial 

Corporation which mortgage is recorded among the Land Records of Anne 

Arundel County in Liber M.S. H.   No.   2307,  folio 210. 

7. The mortgage to Brokers Financial Corp.  was in the 

amount of One Hundred Ten Thousand Dollars ($110,000.00) and constitutes 

a first lien on the property. 

8. That the discovery of the mortgage to Brokers Financial 

Corp.   on the Land Records was a complete surprise to the purchaser and 

the existence of such mortgage would prevent the purchaser from obtaining 

clear title,   free of liens and encumbrances,   by conveyance of a Deed from 

the attorney named in the Merritt Savings and Loan Association mortgage 

in these proceedings. 

9. That upon his purchase of the property at the foreclosure 

sale,  the purchaser made a deposit of Three Thousand Dollars ($3,000.00) 

and that unless the sale to the purchaser in these proceedings is set aside 

and a refund of purchaser's deposit of Three Thousand Dollars ($3, 000. 00) 

is made to purchaser,  the purchaser will suffer a great injustice. 

-2- 
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10.      That the proceeds of the deposit are still within the 

control of this Honorable Court,   and the purchaser is entitled to the 

relief prayed. 

WHEREFORE,  the purchaser prays that this Honorable 
i 

Court may pass an Order rescinding its Order of Ratification passed 

in these proceedings and further ordering the refund to purchaser of his 

deposit in full. 

S.   Leonard Rottman 
Siskind and Tabor 
940 Maryland National Bank Bldg. 
10 Light Street 
Baltimore,   Maryland   21202 
539-6606 

Attorneys for Charles J.   Cirelli, 
Purchaser 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 0? /        day of    J O y   , 

1971,   copy of the aforegoing Petition to Rescind Ratification of Sale 

was mailed,   postage prepaid,  to Eugene Hettleman,   Esquire,   600 Knicker 

bocker Building,   220 E.   Lexington Street,   Baltimore,   Maryland   21202, 

Plaintiff. 

I UUt 

S.   Leonard Rottman 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT,  INC. 

Defendant 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL CO. 

Docket 26 
Folio 398 
Foreclosure Equity 

No.   20,275 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

1.      Court has authority to vacate sale and order refund of deposit. 

Heuisler v.   Nickum 38 Md.  270. 

2.      The Court has the power to rescind an Order of Ratification, 
and 

if the proceeds of sale are still within the control of the Court /an injustice 

will be done the purchaser by compelling him to tak-; the property. 

Connaugln .n v.  Bernard    84 Md.   590.       Forest Lake Cemetary v.   Baker 

113 Md.   529,  77A.853.       Gottschalk Company v.  Samuelson   128 Md.   541, 

97A. 1003. 

**^w! 
S.   Leonard Rotwnan 
Siskind and Tabor 
940 Maryland National Bank Bldg. 
10 Light Street 
Baltimore.  Maryland   21202 
539-6606 

Attorneys for Purchaser 

FILED 
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BUGSNS HK'iTLEilAN 
Attorney  named  in mortgage 

vs. 

KILRUCK INVESTMEJIT,   INC. 

* 

* 

* 

IN  THE 

CXRCUXI COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNUEL COUNTY 

Docket 26 folio 39b 
Equity No. 2027J 

A************************************ 

ANSWER TO PETITION TO RESCIND 

RATIFICATION OF SALE 

Eugene Uettleman, answering the Petition of Charles J. Cirelli, 

Purcnaser, says. 

1. He admits all of the allegation of fact set forth in said Petition. 

2. That the existance of the mortgage to Brokers Financial Corporation 

was also a surprise to him. 

3 That part of the proceeds of the mortgage foreclosed upon in this 
case were used to pay a-d release a mortgage from said Riirock Investment, 
inc.  to Progress Federal Savings & Loan Association dated November 23, 1963, 
and recorded in Liber LHP 1925 folio 4d5.  To the extent of such payment, tne 
mortgagee in the mortgage filed in this case should oe subrogated to the 
rights of said Progress Federal Savings & Loan Association, under whicn 
mortgage title free of the defect set forth in tne Petition can be conveyed. 

4 That it is the intention of said mortgagee to institute proceedings 
in this*Court joining in the holder of said mo-tgage, with the expectation 
that good and merchantable title can be delivered to said Purchaser. 

Eugene Hettleman 
Attorney named in mortgage 

I HEREiJY CERTIFY that on tnis   w(   day of August, 1971, 1 mailed 
a copy of the aforegoing to S. Leonard Rottmau, 940 Maryland National Banx 
Building, Baltimore. Maryland 21202, Attorney for Purchaser. 

Eugene Hettleman 

FILED 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Defendant 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP. 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

Defendants 

MOK 199P*CE459 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity No. 20.275 

and 

Equity No. 20,533 

************************************* 

MOTION FOR CONSOLIDATION 

The Plaintiffs in the above entitled cases, move that the above entitled 

actions be consolidated. The grounds of the motion are as follows: 

1.  Both of the cases involve the validity of the foreclosure sale of the 

same property, and the question of the priority of the mortgages described in the 

Pleadings in both cases. 

2  Since both cases involve common questions of law and fact, and are 

*  -interrelated, and refer to one another, they should be consolidated. 

*• 

MiX- & 

Eugene Hettleman 
Attorney for Plaintiffs. 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

Rule 503 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure provides for the consolidation 

of actions involving a common subject matter, and it is evident that such is the 

case here.  In fact, Judge Melvin, in a Memorandum in Equity No. 20,533 noted that 

Charles J. Cirelli (who is a party in Equity No. 20,275) should be a party. Rule 

UK 
\JQ3  permits this action to be taken upon the application of any party, or by the 

^   Court of its own Motion. It is evident that this procedure should be filed In this 

case, and when this case was filed, it was the intention that such consolidation 

CD 

u» 

,jO-, 
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should take place.  Actually the second case, Equity No. 20,533, would have been 

filed as part of the foreclosure case, but it did not seem possible to do so, 

under the Rules of Procedure. 

Eugene Hettleman 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this  ^ 7 day of January, 1972, I mailed a 

copy of the aforegoing to S. Leonard Rottman, 940 Maryland National Bank Building, 

Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, Attorney for Charles J. Cirelli, Purchaser; to Arnold 

R. Silbiger, 1336 Sulpher Spring Road, Baltimore, Maryland, 21227, Attorney for 

Broker's Financial Corporation, and John H. Somervillt, 1700 First National Bank 

Building, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202, Attorney for Cl«  Bank of Philadelphia. 

Eugene Hettleman 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Defendant 

************************* 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP. 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

Defendants 

BOOK    199 PAGE 461 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity No. 20,275 

and 

Equity No. 20,533 

*********************************** 

ORDER CONSOLIDATING CASES 

The Court having read and considered the Motion for Consolidation, 

and having read and considered the Pleadings in said cases, it is thereupon, 

this /J^t    day of rffaj<jf , 1972, by the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County, ORDERED, that the above entitled cases are consolidated. 

JUDGE 

PILED 
7? MMJS  '•« 3.57 
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EUGENT: HETTLEMAN. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT,   INC., 

Defendant 

199 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC., 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

GE 462 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NOS. 20275 

and 20533 

ANSWER 0^ FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION, 
PURCHASER OF ALL THE ASSETS OF CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Answer of Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC"), 

purchaser of all the assets of City Bank of Philadelphia ("City Bank"), 

by John H. Somerville and Clapp, Somerville, Black & Honenann, its 

attorneys, to the Bill of Complaint for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunction filed on behalf of Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc., res- 

pectfully shows: 

1.  That FDIC is a corporation organized and existing 

pursuant to the Federal Deposit Insurance Act of June 16, 1933 (12 

United States Code, Sections l8ll-l83l), as amended.  On September 11, 

1970, FDIC purchased from the Secretary of Banking of the Commonwealth 

of Pennsylvania, receiver of City Bank, (which Bank is one of the 

Defendants in this proceeding) substantially all of the assets of 

City Bank. The Pennsylvania Department of Banking had taken possession 

FILED 
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of said a.sets ar, Receiver on September 3,  1970,  pursuant to the 

Banking Code of Pennsylvania and a detemination by said Department 

that the assets of City Bank v;ere insufficient to pay its creditors. 

2.  That FDIC. purchaser as aforesaid, now holds title 

to substantially all the assets of City Bank, including its Interest 

under a certain mortgage dated October 1, 1969, and recorded among 

the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S.H. Ho. 2307, 

folio 210, from Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock 

investments, Inc. and Invicta, Inc. to Broker's Financial Corpora- 

tion, which, by Assignment of Mortgages, dated December 20, 1969, 

ond recorded among said Land Records in Liber M.S.H. No. 232^, folio 

755, was granted and conveyed by Broker's Financial Corporation to 

City Bank.- 
3. Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 1 

of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC states that it can neither admit nor 

deny the same, but demands strict proof thereof. 

h.     Answering paragraph 2 of the Bill of Complaint. FDIC 

admits the allegations therein contained. 

5. Answering paragraph 3 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein set forth, and avers that the record- 

ing among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County of the aforesaid 

mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from Robert H. Pyle et al to Broker's 

Financial Corporation, and the subsequent recording of the Assignment 

of said mortgage to City Bank, put the Plaintiff on actual knowledge 

of the interest of City Bank in the property subject to this proceed- 

ing. 
6. Answering paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the Bill of Complaint, 

FDIC states that it has no knowledge of the matters and facts therein 

alleged and can neither admit nor deny the same, and demands strict 

proof thereof. 

7. Answering paragraph 7 of the Bill of Complaint. FDIC 

denies that the Plaintiff had no knowledge of the existence of the 

- 2 - 
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d to, notice of zi 

Uliit 

mortgage therein referred to, notice of the same having been given 

by the recording of it among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County. 

8. Answering paragraph 8 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

admits the allegations therein set forth. 

9. Answering paragraph 9 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein contained, and avers that it has no 

knowledge of the existence of any re-assignment of the mortgage 

subject to this proceeding from City Bank to Broker*s Financial 

Corporation. Moreover, unless any such re-assignment were executed 

by the proper officers of City Bank pursuant to authorization by 

its Board of Directors and said re-assignment were continuously in 

the Bank's official records, it would not be binding upon FDIC under 

the specific provisions of the applicable Federal statute, the Act 

of September 21, 1950, C967, §2[13] 64 stat. 888, 12 U.S.C. §l823(e). 

10. Answering paragraph 10 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein contained, and states that Broker's 

Financial Corporation does not hold any mortgage on the property 

subject to this proceeding which would give it the power to institute 

foreclosure proceedings against said property. 

11. Answering paragraphs 11, 12, 13, 1^ and 15 of the 

Bill of Complaint, FDIC denies the allegations therein contained. 

WHEREFORE, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, as 

purchaser of the assets of City Bank, having fully answered said 

Bill of Complaint, prays that the same may be dismissed, and that 

it may be allowed its costs. 

AND as in duty bound, etc. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION, 
Purchaser of the assets of 
City Bank of Philadelphia- 

f^-^Hluau Ci_ UL 
Fontaine ^t-orm, -liquidator 

John H. Somerville 

rville, Black S Honemknn 
Attorneys 
1700 First National Bank Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
Phone: 752-79^3 

io-i 

- 3 - 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / ^      day of /,'/// /    , 

1972, a copy of the aforegoinc Answer was mailed, postage prepaid, 

to S. Leonard Rottman, Esq., 940 Maryland National Bank Buildins, 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202, Attorney for Charles J. Cirelli; to 

Eugene Hettleman, Esq., 600 Knickerbocker Building, 220 East 

Lexington Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202, Attorney for Merritt 

Savings and Loan, Inc.; and to Arnold R. Silbiger, Esq., 1336 

Sulphur Spring Road, Baltimore, Maryland 212273 Attorney for 

Broker's Financial Corporation. 

--^ 'AM.   ^kuaiLLU^ 
X     John H. Somerville 

- 4 - 
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BOOK 
EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 

Plaintiff 

199 m.m 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT,  INC., 
Defendant 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, 
INC. , 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORA 
TION 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

EOUITY NOS.   20275 

and      20533 

.    •    •    • 

CONSENT DECREE 

Upon the consent of the parties to the within proceeding,  it is by 

this     / 3  ^ day of   [pUu— the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County 

1972, 

ORDERED that the ratification of sale to Charles J.  Cirelli reported 

heretofore in these proceedings in Case No.   20275 be and the same is con- 

firmed; and it is further 

ORDERED that the property the subject of said sale be and the same 

is hereby declared to be free aod discharged from the legal operation and 

effect of that certain mortgage from Kilrock Investment,  Inc. ,  et al to 

Broker's Financial Corporation,  which mortgage is recorded among the 

Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S. H.  No. 2307,  folio 210, 

and which mortgage has been assigned by said Broker's Financial Corporatio 

to the City Bank of Philadelphia by an Assignment recorded among the 

n 

t MJt 
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Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S. H.  No.  2324,   folio 577; 

and be it further 

ORDERED that the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,  purchaser 

of all of the assets of City Bank of Philadelphia execute and deliver to 

Charles J.   Cirelli its Release of Mortgage in recordable form to release th« 

aforesaid mortgage from Kilrock Investment,  Inc.,   et al to Broker's Finan- 

cial Corporation upon the Land Records of Anne Arundel County; and it is 

further 

ORDERED that the proceeds from the sale of the property sold to 

the said Charles J.   Cirelli be paid to Eugene Hettleman,  Trustee,  to be helc 

by him and disposed of pursuant to the further Order of this Court in these 

proceedings. 

< ^ <•> .^tf ,^ 

Judge 
u aa* T 

x: 
C/L\r .SKI Cc 

Eug«»^ Hettleman, 
Attorney for Merritt Savings and Loan,  Inc. 

^^V\U-^uLa6 
//John H.  Somerville, 

Attorney |or Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 

rr Leonard Rott 
Attorney for Charles J.  Cirelli 

UwU i 
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tn the Case of 

Eugene.. Hettle^^   

vs. 
Kilrock Investment,.Inc. 

In the 

Circuit Court 
For 

Anne Arundel County 
No.   20,275 Equity 

To the Honoroblc, the Judges of soid Court: 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he hts^rwithin account, and that he has this day given notice of the ^^Z^^ 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance w.th General Equ.ty Rule #595. 

c*)   rz 

en 

r 
m 
D 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
October 30. 1973 

H7 Hopkins, IV 
ST 

Auditor. 

FINAL ORDER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, .hi.   /i      d.y or^LArf . 19 M, .h.. .h. ...rcgomg R^o« 
^1 Afcoum oHh. Audi,or b. .nd U. M. h hereby fa** ^M .nd confirm^. «o CUK .. rh. con.rary h.,.^ 
^Z" .LI. .h. Tru«« .pp.y .he proc^d. according.y wi.h a d- proponioa o, .«.«« .. .h. ^ h« 

been or may be received. 

Clerk 
Per: list  KAJUfit . deputy 

EQ-23 

FILL:.., 
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Dr. Eugene Hettleman, Attorney Named In Mortgage vs Kllrock Investment, Inc. ^fcit*' 

inAcct.with     Eugene Hettleman, Attorney Named in Mortgage 

1Q71. April 22. 

Proceeds of Sale 

TptPrest on dflfer•^ payment Ql_i3a^5Q£U}0- 

_41^5QQ 

il^nL4Z22^71_to_8Z31/22_ 

Refund Taxes 4/22/71 to 6/30/71 

QDL 

3.136 95 

J6 SI 

44.636 

**********v*****"* 

To Attorney for fee, viz 

To Attorney for Commissions, viz: 

75 

2.381 

QQ 

* * 

To Attorney for Court Costs, viz: 

Plaintiff'*; ^nliritors Appparanrp fee. 

85. 

JH 

W.G. Larrimnrer Clerk. - Clerk's Costs 

Auditor - stating this account  

41 

QQ 

.6Q 

To Attorney for Expenses^jnz^ 

Capital-Gazette Press - Advertising Sale  

" " "     - Order Nisi, Sale  

QQ 

QQ 

The Sunpapers - Advertising Sale, 

Harvey West - Auctioneer's fee  

72 

25 

Fidelity & CasuajtyLCo. of New York.Bond^cenmim 

Rental Income Collected after Sale less  

JM 

00 

00 

1,170-ia 

expenses, credited to purchaserL 

j49a 

70 

QQ. 

2.447 

Balance Subject to further Qrten-Of-XouEt 

in Arcordanre with Consent Dprrpp WZJIZ 

26- 

37.765 01 

95 

M 51 

?,45fi fiS 

-1U oa 

4.378 Sfi. 

37.765 31 

Cr. 

44,713 52. 

"m 
%    M 

44.713 52 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC., 

Defendant 
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* 

* 

* 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC.  * 

Plaintiff       * 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NOS. 20275 

and  20533 

vs. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION * 

and * 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, * 

Defendants * 

ADMISSION OF FACTS AND GENUINENESS OF DOCUMENTS 
_^_________—_^————^———^———— 

. 

Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., Plaintiff, and Federal 

Deposit Insurance Corporation, purchaser of all the assets of City 

Bank of Philadelphia, Defendant, by their respective counsel, make 

the following admissions: 

1. That the following documents, copies of which are 

attached hereto as exhibits, are genuine and have been duly re- 

corded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County: 

Exhibit 1 - Mortgage dated November 10, 1970 from 

Kilrock Investment, Inc. to Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

No. 2373, folio 236. 

Exhibit 2 - Release dated November 17, 1970 from 

Progress Federal Savings and Loan Association to Kilrock Invest- 

ments, Inc. and Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

No. 2396, folio 892. 

Exhibit 3 - Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from 

trn • • 

B73DECI7 RfilOsS^i 
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Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock Investments, 

Inc. and Invicta, Inc. to Broker's Financial Corp., and recorded 

among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber MSH 

No. 2307, folio 210. 

Exhibit 4 - Assignment of Mortgages dated 
i 

December 20, 1969 from Broker's Financial Corp. to City Bank of 

Philadelphia, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber MSH No. 2324, folio 755. 
i 

2.  That each of the following statements of fact is 

true; 

a. That Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc. with part of 

the proceeds of the loan secured by the Mortgage dated November 10, 

1970, and intending that said Mortgage would constitute a first 

lien on the property, caused the sum of $12,835.30 to be paid to . 

Progress Federal Savings and Loan Association for the November 17, 

1970 Release of Progress Federal's Mortgage, which Mortgage, dated 

November 23, 1965, appears among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber LNP No. 1925, folio 485. 

b. That Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. at the time 

of its loan to Kilrock Investments, Inc. had an abstract of title 

prepared for the property known as 539 Benfield Road, which exam- 

ination failed to disclose the October 1, 1969 Mortgage to 

Broker's Financial Corp. or the December 20, 1969 Assignment of 

that Mortgage to City Bank of Philadelphia. 

c. That on September 11, 1970 the Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation purchased from the Secretary of Banking of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania substantially all of the assets 

of City Bank of Philadelphia, and among said assets was the 

Assignment of Mortgages dated December 20, 1969 from Broker's 

Financial Corp. to City Bank of Philadelphia and, as a consequence. 

i M ?. 
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the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation now holds all right, 

title and interest to and under the Mortgage dated October 1, 1969. 

d.  That there is presently due and owing on the 

indebtedness secured by the Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 an 

amount well in excess of the balance of the proceeds of sale of 

539 Benfield Road ($37,765.01) being held subject to the further 

Order of the Court. 

r. y k^u. 
Eugene Hettleraan 

Attorney for the Plaintiff 
Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc 

fAoJ      AAr 
Robert Sloan 

Cla/jJ,   Somerville,  Black & Honei Honemann 

Attorneys for the Defendant, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration, Purchaser of all of 
the assets of 
City Bank of Philadelphia 

ifM 

•> 
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vr 
h*m*i*<~-  «-.•••»-»•••»••« 

r^ 
kj/2373 }a2uj 

DIRECT REDUCTION MORTGAGE 
Tuts MosTCAr.r. Mailt? thl*        10th Juy ..f Now««b«r 

and UUnn   KUtock Jr.v««t*«ftt,  Inc., • body corporatt 

. 1070    . by 

0f   Anr* Arunrf*!  County . in th.- 8tnt« of Marylaml. hereinafter called the MoffimKor, «ml 
MERR1TT SAVIN'GSi LOAN. INV.. ("t^k cor|...ralion).a corporalioii onraniml ami vxi>Un« iimlcr 
the lawt Of the State uf Marylaml. hereinafter «ill>-«l H* MurtlKiKe^ 

WllERKAJt, tho Mo. ik-a^or. being a member ..f the JJ'f'*^.'" i"*1* i,»W'U,l ,0 ,hr Slw,W,«,K'tux 

lorrowit! mwney in thi- |.rinci|»al mm of    t.Mrty x- our«n . ^ ...:th 
Dollar* (J^O.OCO.W ». irT«<«rt«^rt>««)n«««.«««««inn«^*^rt«w^*»>•*« w,in 

t   J,l SS SVt the rate uf      ten .- ..nturn 1   10 V. ) |«r um.nm un   he u. u. 
.rincipal until paid. |.rinei|Wl an.l mt.-r.-i i.-i../ |.a>aU.- at the ..H.v.. of the mar •n.^v. Ui llu c»t> of 
Em..;.. Maryland! or... .«vh u.ber „U«e a, the h.^ I- u-.f nmy .!.,....... „. *'*"*'*"**** 
M..rlK..r.-r crtenant* t« |«.e in -"".i.ly ..Malln..-..., ..f     three hundred f.nty t.o * "/I00 

Dollar* 1*^2:.29        Lcwnmrnemifonthf lirKtiby t»f    Januery . l|7l     . •"," 
on the (it*i «by of each nvnlh thereafter nntll th.- prinrl|«l »ml intent are fatly paid. 

*    Ast> \VII» BRW thii MnrtiltlW •hall al- latfure fwlnre advaiT.x an |iruvlilejl by fhaHt-r ITS of t»u- 
U«II of Maryland |.. il at tl.- January >.«....• in th. >.ar 1053 W any ,..|.|.l.n..t.t thefeta. 

AM. Win MA.-., it ua« a condition pmob nt to the nuUu' ..f llu ufor.-.aid loan that the rv,.aynunt 
thrr.of. Kith Inteml. •h.rtil.l U- Mcur.d by the . vcution of HUM: |.r.«.ni-. 

One ffi   II..WI thu da. ....... the reeei... .Nr.W rel.V .cuU^.d. ^JJ"*^^^ 
rrani ,.,«*,yon4o».i|!nant..thr Mort*ay«f.it*•««. r»awl*»Nriie.aH     vn"0      MDof^..m 
K'e! MnJ and I- ... ...    ««>• *fon**l C^ty . .n th. Slat, of MatyUml afamaid, and 
llrecribnl a« folluw «. th«1 •« l" »a) : * 

^ ^..t.^ted •• iha ••etcrrweet er^-Mlf ef let. *c. 12 e^d 14, 

t^ch    Wt   t. recer.c. .-*, th. Uo. recorc. cf Ann. Aru-.l  County  tn Pl.t 
Book 9 fcl   23.    Cel'-I k^*ft •• ^ e.nfl.ld Rc««. 

Ce!~ th'o .... lot. tn . •.- to Ml- «riM1or ' t-l«« ^IjJ l^*^' 
fiJuT^.r 24.  196S ..d recareed In th. l.nd ..cord, of An^o Arwnca  County 

in lib.r I*.' 1956 fol 5^.2. 

.vj 

t     : 
i    • 
- I 

I 

*• > ': 

.-.*•— <.-• M 

(ifn. 

I„(^vi2 •HK'fejinrr^ r.-imjct 
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•W'M 
•CfcJ** 

4 intim 

• 

,151^2373 i*u237 

.nd inlcrct. but U.c morU-awuf '^f. ^  ^^.a""^^ KftruRur. .t idmll nut 
U for lt« own purw*^. «ftd iih»w-J U gr. »«»•«•»> ^ ,     ,    moflK,aRW,   u H HIP 

lo inleriv. than thai which can !«• Y""* 4""'. r ' ,.•„,,„. ....„, i„ feive Uvn madi. bv the wortpujnni 
|U>-..nlll-.-.s of u..y ui-i.'.cat which ma)  :•';•',,V,;;   ;;;..:/      ,'•,:.„ h'Jally h-rmi^ihlc inlm-M 
«hkh *ould r.-ul: ... u*ury.u.i.v MIBM wlmh »..ttld '<"    l '• ;

v ;..,.„ .u. ,„,.,nlu-1|..,l MiutM.n 

^;^M;r;h::;n,::i,:^:n^'c:[ a.:>':;:... ^ ^ .....n^n. m.^ .^ — *„ -.ry. 

«i u coi.>t.!.i.lli..ii f.-r H..- .ar.-i-i..:."- •'! ".'•»» |.r.|M.vi...i.i. 

l.y Ailuh- l'.» '.f Itu- AlHWtatiHl tV.I# «( Maryl.n.l. 

|BW»li 

I 

; 

fi 

/j 

c 
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ii!ti2373 iia233 
TOCETIlia With the building an.l in...r..v. n .ni. lniTW.|t. nnU Ihn ri.rhl... rwul^aHrr*. w«ys waU-M. 

prlvilcfc*. oppurti'nanew unt l »(iv»ntiiP%^ ilit-rot.. Itrtimirtnir "r In unywiw «r»|wrU»i«inif, 

To HAM: AVPTO IIULP Ihi- «iW hU*) -f trniUlHl WMl inii-ruxirmnt. itlltn lW«W.Mort|mK«*. Un 
»iicccs>or.HHiulii^'*ti?ii>.   ^n fat almpla. 

|llT«l>.V MTlUVil tllU' Jlllil  |l.l\illlll-. 

liii^u'Kti'V it ii' BUV i-tl.t-r lllll^•. 

;,<.,-.»ni;iii- wr ii.-nr..!...- |»r«'HiiiH." MP.   I,..,!...  .I|...t..|-. "«<'>'.   '•   Ml WKSIIUHHI 

<f) S^sn: ;K • • '•••• --rT ^ .«... r...- 

:^,:;:.:;M':;n'W::l-''^v:,::i;:.:M.; U um^ (...—.> -.  

i T»,..» i.. «.III...N i.Hi-H»». ;•". ;•, ;, '  V,M„„ (,„ ,,... i—.. "..'i'- •••"" "••••"";' ",l, 

fn... ..r-; ...ml.' » •;» ^^a  .'nl'l;•,>,,,,',,, 'VK 

\,\.  iIn. n^'rU'...'.•. 

:v;:^.\i.......i.-M......'-;-:;;v:'::::li, ; '^ -•. .••"r;;'::; 

......v..-. '••• ' l"l"1 ;';;,";,.,;  .:.}..:.... t.V,.u.i• >••".• •;•;;.',iv;1",;u' 
juihllt I't..  ..-." •      1 ,V    ,..     .   .  la  .I". "•"•   '•-'••' .'" ."' '  '   ' 

...........I    luo.i.i.f • ,"""."f,,"""''..       ... ...i.i   ...V > -i  '•"• M...1,-...'.'.- ". 

v TI .i...- »'M...H •; ";)
,,;•(::'::;:

,:,;:„!r,::;:.1
,:•.!......... -.. ;..•• 

1;;.:;!.;:. < ,(:;,;v\i:;;:.;,.:,:v:M.l.:.:..i.:.:-- « ••"•""^ '  
lii-.l.»•..(•.• t'.'   W "   ,„   .,    i,    ,„   ,...,.) v,,. ....unii.... 

M-.tU'-'k"' 

il 
mm»wtm -r-* 

J 

T.j g  rn   •!   •' —• •^l 
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gmupm?.?'^-J- tuJ aHEBBaan .•JH.L^J'y•• •imj^jijf.****' 
•mmmmmn 

'ST1' 
nm 

Plat 17; and'runnmg from thence and across Drvm Feint Avenue. South 57 decrees 39 

minutes East 30 feet to the east s*e of the same and the west edge of the casement area 

Of the Governor Ritchie Highway: thence with said west side of said casement, South 31 

*deC«e. 14 minutes West 250 feet. ihcnce crossinc Drum Toint Avenue North 57 dor,ree, 

39 minute. West 30 feet to the west side of the same; thence with .aid west side North 31 

degree. W minutes East 250 feet to the place of hcginninR.   Containing 7500 square feet. 

mo« or 1«...   BEING tho seondly described lot of crounJ in a Deed. dated February 26. 1954 

and recorded as aforesaid in Libor J. H. H. No.  115. folio 524. from tho Louis N. Phipps Sale. 

Company to the within asmed Grantor. 

Tocclhcrwith the buDJing. and i^rrovement. th'ereupon. and the right., alleys, ways. 

water., privilege. . arPurtcn.>rv.et and advanta,o. to the same belonging or in an^isc appcr- 

iaining. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the .a.d decribed lot (s) of ground an-J premise.. unto .md to tho 

w.o of th. .aid rrantco. it. .uccc.or. and as.igns. in. fee simple.    AND the said Grantor 

CO.vnant. that it will warrant socially the prc^rtv l.ercby granted anJconvo^d. and that 

it will execute .uch further a.surancc. of .aid Ufld a. may l« requisite.   V^enover used, 

Iho .insular numlvr. .hall include tho plural, th. p'.ura! Ih. singular, and the use of any 

gervJcr shall be applicable to all genders. 

v. 

O 

2- 
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U! E?.23fJG FA«892 

Tills Release,  MadethU l7th (Uyof November 

19 70,, by PROGTIRSS FP-DTPAL SAVINGS  AN') LOAN ASS0CTAT1ON 

• duly Incorporated body under the Uw« of the^oaooBtMiayOoalX   IINITCD STATES OF AMERICA 

WitaetMUi, That whereat all the covenants of the hereinafter describxl Mortgage have been 

performed, and the whole mm of money and interest secured thereby has been paid 

PROTRHSS FKORPAL  SAVINGS  AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

the said body corporate doth grunt and release unto      Kilrock Inve«tnenttr  Inc.,  attvJy 
corporate of  the   State of MatylAnd,   And Robert  N.   Pyle and Edith  R.   ^le,  hi* 
wife 

and assigns, all those lot*  of ground and premises 
Being known and dealonMed as  the Westernmost  on<>-half of Lots  Nos.   13 and  14)  and 
«11  of  Lots  Nos.   15  and  16,  Block  30,   as  shown on  the Plat of Carrollton Manor, 
*»hlc-b  ?lat   i* Tf>rort,^» awonn the L.ind  Records of Anne Arundcl  County  In Plat  nook 
JeschWd^ a morW-liora J No. 9,  folio 23 

Kilrock Tnvestwents,   Inc.,  a body corporate of the 
State of  Maryland,   and Robert  K,  Pyle and Pdlth  R,   •yle, 
his wife 

I 

CJ 

\«! 

a 

r* 
r— 
CO 

So 

o 

c-> 
T9* 

to the raid body cor port U, dated      Novomhet 23,  lofts      , recorded In tha 

Records of Ann** ArunHel County Liber     tW       No.   1025 

free and clear from the operation of said Mortgage. 

Land 

folio    tas 

.. »;•• f 1 .'- 
At Witness, the corporate seal of tho said body torporata, and tha lignahira ol •••."••..''. • Vv 

Loula At Roinh^rdt, tho President thereof. '.'>'•.?. 
PROOriP.r.s  FEDPRAL  SAVINGS'ANO U>Vf )«50CIATTPM 

SijD-.ed, seoled end delivered ) j^P 'j^P^^'O *     o""""'' 
in the preience 0/ 

t,  E,   Ma»f»«,   Jr 

President ^''JJ*$*'**!' 
Lou la A.  Rolnhar«*.t vy, ' 

:& 

o 

I 
CTATX 07 MAarwuiu, CITY or CALTiMor-S, TO WIT: 

I IlntDJY Cumrv, That oa U»U    17th  day of Noveiiber ' • ,9 70. 

befora me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of tha Stata of Maryland aforesaid, personally 
appeared I ouis A.  Rainhardt, who acknowledfied hlinsclf 

to bo tha Presldentof PnOGIHSS FEDnRM-  SAVINrtS ANt> LOAN ASSOCIATION    , 

a corporation, and thut he, aa such President, being authorlicd so to do, executed the 

aforegoing initnmicnt for tho purposes therein contained, by signing. In my presence, tho nemo 

of the corporation by blmstlf as such President 

IHWIT* 

/ 

*\ •"  j . 

r.vi Wnrjuxjr, 1 hereunto set my hand and NotarttlSasK . e. 

mci..-. '.:>/.l;i,ot; :;'Mi.iicv ,/ 
My ConmlMlOB expires: MAtJJHIl V ••   ... 'u'JV*fian' •."./••,'.'.w'/ ' cmcu:TtO'Mi i » .)>••     'v   •> '^- r   .\4 

.J.ily  1,   l«?4. 
•••f.,. 

L 

JJ 
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in tlic yCAf one tlo-.i^nci niia- hundred nnd      r. ixty-ninc by Bnd between 
ROBERT  H.   PYLR  ami   KDITH   ?..   PVLK,   bio  wife,   Kll.ROCK   IIJVC^TMErrrS.   IKC. 
a body  corporate,   and   UIVICTA,   IIIC,   a  body corporate, 

Morttr.srcr     , of Anne  Arundcl   County    , in the St;\to of Maryland, of the first part, and 

DROrxKR'S P1KAMCIAL CORP.,   a  body coi-'jorato,   organised and existincj 
under  the  lav/s of   the State  of  Pennsylvania (Mortgagee   , of the second purt 

• 

WHEREAS, the Mortqagee Haas this day loaned to ROBERT N. PYLE, 1KC. 
(hereinafter called "r.orrower") the sum of One Iluhdrec Ten Thousahcl 
Dollars ($110,000.00), said amount payable twelve (12) months frora the 
date of this Mortgage, with interest thereon at the rate of one and 
one-fourth petcent (I'^'O per month on the unpaid princip:'.! balance, 
said interest due and payable monthly on the ist day of each end every 
month beginning on the 1st dav of Hovembur, 1969. 

VTilSREAS, it was a condition of Mortgagee's makiny such loan to the 
Borrover that the Mortgagors herein did execute this Mortgage to 
Mortgagee to secure the payment of principal and interest referred to 

herein. 

Mkftlt 

*»« 

New This Mortffase Witncsselh that In consideration of the premisfs and of the sum of Due Dwllar, 

liJCEi/d    and  in consideration  of the aforesaid  loan by Mortgagee  to 
Borrower,   and   in  order  to  secure  to Kortr-agee   the  pa^Tu.-'nt by  Borrower 
of  the  principal and   interest  payable  thereon.   Mortgagors 

do       grant and assign unto    Mortgagee,   its  successor? 

jh^m^aiotitomi^aclrm:;:}:"-};!;?; 

lojcnc-ocrx and assigns, 

all those lot        or parcel of grmmd situate and iy.nj: m 

Anne Arundel  County,   State of  Maryland afcnrcsald and described as finlow^, 

to wit: 
"TJIE  FIRST TiiERSOF   BEING  KNO'.-rN AND DESIGNATED  as   Lot  No.   10   as   .vhcw-n   • 

on Plat  of Chatham Kills  Subdivision   Benfield  Road  Third  District  ot 
Anno Arv.ndcl  County,   Marylanc1,   which   Plat   is   rucordeo   arvo:v.i   the   L.-'-nd 
Records   of  Anne  Arundcl  County   in  Plat   Book   33,    folio  3b,     The   iir^rcve- 
ments  thereon being  hnovn  as  479  Dlackshire  Road. 

UEiiiG the scn-.c parcel ot ground conveyed to the Mortgagors,   Robert 
K.   Pyle  and  Edith   R'   Pyle,   \\if  wife,   by   Deed  dated  July   ?ii,    1*6%,   am 
recorded  a.rong   the  aforesaid   E..:v;  Records   in MSH  T.iVcr  2090,    folio   :-'. 

Together with  the  dvelliiv)   aV.d  other   imnrovementa   thereon  and   u\]   of 
the rights,   aUoys.  ^rays,   privileges,   and r.ppurtenanccs   to the  -;ame 
belonging. 

To have  and  to hold  the said   land  and   improvementtl  unto and   to  the 
une  and  h.'n^:;.t   of   the  MvrtgiijOe,    uul   ;. 1 ?    sureersors   and   arsiqnr.,   in   feu 
riU-:?le^ sub-;^;t,  ha/ever,   to a Deed of Truot  to W    Burton Guy,   Sr.   nnd 
John J.   rjei'.bauor,   Jr.,   ^atcd  July   ^15.   It?u7,   .Mtd  recorded   wnomi  tbo   a::vc 
naidi hr.nC ih^ort'o  in ' "'h Libor  •iOOO,   folio  l1.*. 
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onc-h'Uif oL f.otn 3 3 4-ind l^nnd iill of LoLn  lb  ami 1G# lilocJ: 39, nn /ho-n 
On the Tlat entitled "CarrollLoa n.tnor", i/hicli Pint in rrcorded cuaony 
the Lnnd Rceordfl of Ann^ Anmdol County in Pint nook 0,   folio 23. 

DKTIIG the nnmc lotn of ground conveyed to the Ijortgagor, Itllroc); 
Invcntnicntn, Ine., by Deed dated September 24, 1965, and recorded among 
the aforesaid Land Kccordn in L!IP Liber 1906, folio 352. 

Tocjether with the dwelling and other irrprovments thereon and all of 
the rights, alleys, ways, privileacs, and appurtenances to the same 
belongir.;,'. 

To have and to hold the said land and improvements unto and to the 
use and benefit of the Mortgagee and its successors and assigns, in fee 
siinplc; subject, however, to a Mortgage to Progress Federal Savings and 
Loan Association, recorded Novenbor 26, 1965, among the aforesaid Land 
Records in LKP Liber 1925, folio 483. 

I 
TKK THIFD TKSRSO? BEING KSOKH AIs'D DESIGNATED as Lots Nos. 10, ] 1# 12, 

13 and 14, Block 38, Puat of Carrollton Manor, recorded among the Plat 
Records of Anne Arundcl County in P j at Boo); 9, folios 23 and 24. 

BEING the same parcels of ground conveyed to the Mortgagor, Kilrock 
Investments,'Inc., by Deeds dated May 19, 1965 and August 31, 1965, 
and recorded among the aforesaid Land Records in LIIP Liber 1561, folio 320, 
and LNP Liber 193 3, folio 472. 

Together with the dwelling and other improvements thereon and all of 
Ithe rights, alleys, ways, privileges, and appurtenances to the same 
|beloncing. 

(Continued on attached sheet) 

ivXi 1*1 i'w.' • 'r _ . r. • f. -. ^.. JL'w^^i ii/*.1. A ?Ci...-r...iV ;-*'..•». «•-• v,i*y».~^».'...-«.vi jsiiJk-,.»«jt-.i»^—i->~>.>iJ-.w»iii.T''';-' .^;...i—^-—•• 

V~i?t~'-  -y-- ^i---'•-1.   -it- -f..'J.t.-','.} ^.j»>- »..r\j.. .J< vwir>40>Nk»l j.ji...J-...x.,n^-ji--»;.i» — (i..».«>>-.*-.,v-j4-v» 

hri>vl:led, that if tha Raid      Borrower,   its  successors 

^le5:r:,»C£r^(d^^*«i:^:!t^»^C(s:met::cdjT^&l,ti:{!S6l^^r as-ismy. 5)irk!l well and imty pay or cause to ho paitl 

me aforesaid ptindp;;! $iim of   One Itumircd  Ton Thouscvnd Dollars   ($j 10,000.00) 

>::,r.,:::r::r.nii all the iiuta'lmcnts ot* inli'ro.-t ti:croo;> when an.! as each of thetn Httall 
JTjpivfivoly 1>«.% (!•.:-• .-.•-.li j-ayaivo ;.? ftfcrvj»fiu! an»l ;-!-.all j^rfonu each SUJU all oi' tho eovenaatfl herein on 
|:i3 j.art (.) 1 .• |n-r;vrr.ic i. \h'\\ •./•is MerljTU*^ •"'-•^ ^^ v»n»l, 

And tlio rMiil M-rtcai'or h. v.liy a-.-onis to the rt^saro of a decree ftv the Pale ef thc» I'vonoriy 
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BOOK 199^480 
To hnvo and to hold the *wrld 1 .iricr^-mc1 improvement8 unto nnrl to th^ 

use and henofit of the Mortq.igtc i%ntl  ita aucnosBOts  and assigns, in fro 
simple; subject, however, to fort'j.irjor t^ AttnnnoXis Federal Savings and 
Loon Association flattd May 19, l^o.'i. and recorded iimonq the Lam". Records 
of Anno Arundc] County 3n WP  Lib»:r l-^l, folio 322, and February «), 
19G6# and recorded among the aforesaid L^nd Records in LNP Liber 194C\, 
folio ST. 

THE FOURTH THEREOF BE1KG an undivided one-half interest in all that 
parcel of ground situate in the Third Election District of Ar.ne Arundel 
County, .Maryland, and described as follows: 

hUti 

BEGIKK1KG for the same in the eastrr.es*: right 
Highway, as oroposed to b.e constructed 

r way iz i ,• ~., of Cra i r. 
an« as shown on S t cite Road! 

• Comn.issio:i of Maryland Plat No. IC-im,   at the end of the North 73 ce- 
grces A5  minutes West 30.2.; foot line of a conv*>yj»ncc from Bus-acy 
Enttrrprises, a partnership, to Joseph Schwartz, et al, trading as Crain 
/<ancr. by D^ec dated June 17, K'tV., an:" recorded among the Lard Recnrrs 
of Anne Arundel County in LM' hi her 17'nS, folio 4, and running ther.ee- 
with the eastmost sice of the said highway by a curve liearing to th-- 
right, having a radius of 2789.79 feet ana an arc length of 190.::c feet, 
to a point distant North 03 degrees OB  minutes East 19y.1?.feet; thence 
Reaving VAC  said highway and running with the Wnrth ^-1 decrees Cl 
minutes West 203.-'y foot line 01 a convcyc.n -c from Crain Mnnr»r to Crain 
Court Apartments, Inc., by Teed dated March 4, 1965, and recorded amony 
the Lanr- Records of Anne Arundel County in LKP I-iber lc3-12. folio 1.3 

the reverse  thereof.   South  64   decrees   01   minutes ^tlast   208.45   feet   to 
intersect  the eastmost  boundary of the ftforr-mention^d  conveyance  to 
Crain Manor;   thence   running with  the   saic  boundary South  -is  decrees 
33  minutes  West   265.0   feet   and  North   73   decrees   4:   minute-  West   30.:- 
feet  to the place  of  becinninc;.     Containing   0.556  of  an  acr<;  nf   j^.nd, 
more or   less. 

BEING  the  same  parcel   of ground  conveved  to  the.Mortgagor,   In/:eta, 
Inc.,   and  Robert  N.   Pyle,   Inc..   by Deed, dated November   26,   19C>';,   and 
recorded  amortg  the  Land  Records   of Ann-- Arundel   Cocncv  in KSH  Libfrf 
2127,   folio 440. 

Together with all   improves'ents  thereon  and  all   of  the  nchts, 
ways,   privileges,   and  appurtenances  to the  same  belonging. 

To have and to hold the said land and imoroverrents unto and t 
use and hero; it of the Mortgagee and its successors r.p.d assigns, 
tenant in common C:/J to an undivided one-half interest, in fee sir- 
subject, hov.-ever, to a Deed of Trust frorr the Mortgaoor, Invicta, 
and Robert N. Pyle, inc., to Sar W, Hordcn and Charles J. rieury, 
Trustees, dated November 2*:), lVo7, and recorded among the aforesa 
Land Records  in MSII Liber 2127,   folio 4?0. 
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/••>...• 
of ihn v..n>^r,' :t:::\f'sr{     }\ I  

,%litm:h*  Il:ichney  - aa  tc/Ti'Jilh 

Anne Arundcl County 
State of .M;iry?and<:C!!p:£^/' Titfcisce, in wit' 

       &«/: /( t'-'\ ^i>:'^ iJ. 
- as to Rouort  M.   Pyic    ' 4 *''/       \ 

I 

On this                              day of     '    October , 19 69   .before me, a Notary Public 

of iKiid Slate, personally ftppvarcd    EDlTil  R.   PYLE, indivicually and as  President 
Of KILRCC::  Iir/EST.'^lTTS,   IMC, .'            .      '•    . 

knowalo rr.e, or satisfactorily proven to be the person \vho>c name           is/are subscribed to 
the within Mortyitgc, end who achnowlcdged th;tt     she executed the samo for the purposes therein 
eontairud. \:t-^:r.r-:-.r.::rJ:r::>.-:^o:<:n;.:r2~:c 

oo 

As Witness n:y hand and Notarial Seal. 

My r'omniission expires:      Jdly.1'   1970 
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THIS ASSIGN'iMSJJT 0? MOHXAGES, I-^de this 20th day of   December    , 1969 

by and between BROKER'S FINANCIAL COR?., a bcdy corporate,  organized and exist- 
• * 

ing under the laws of the State of Rrnnsylva   party of the first part; and 

CITY BANK 0? PHILADELPHIA, a body corporate,   organized and  existing 

under  the   laws  of  the Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 

party of the second part. 

WITNESSETH, Thau for ana in consideration of the sim of One Dollar and 

other good and valuable considerations, the said party of the first part does 

hereby grant and convey all of its right, title and interest unto the parzy  of 

the second part, its successors and assigns, in the following mortgages: 

:l 
1. Mortgage da^ed October 1, 1969^ and recorded among the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 230?, folid 220, 
from Chathan Developers, Inc., a body corporate, to Broker's 
Financial Corp., a bcdy corporate. 

2. Mortgage dated October 1, 1969, and recorded among the Land 
Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 2307* folio 210, • 
from Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. ?yle, his wife, Kilrock 
Investments, Inc., a body ccrporat,e, and Invicta, Inc., a 
body corporate, to Broker's Financial Corp., a body corporate. 

3. Mortgage dated October 1, 19^9, and recorded ar.ong the Land 
Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 230?, folio 21$, 
and recorded among the land Records of Baltimore County in 
OTG Liber 5049, folio 147, from Robert N. Pyle, Inc., a body 
corporate, to Broker's Financial Corp., a body corporate. 

AS WITNESS the corporate seal of said body corporate and the hand of 

its 

ATTEST: BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP. 

s- 
irwc .'CCA tr tf-A. .^. By:^d 

fy yy 

I (2,4<St .vr<=-^v 

y 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, to wit: 

I KERSBY CERTIFY,  That on this X'-^day of   *a>S<*****   ,  1969,  before 

rr.e,  the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Pennsylvania,  in and for 

the       state aforesaid,  personally appeared    Rocco  J.   Kolinan 

President of BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP.,  a body 

corporate,  and    he    acknowledged the aforegoing AsVifflrunent to be   "1S       act. 

My Cojrjrdssion expires: -^c^ 
Notary Public 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC., 

Defendant 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER"S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 

and 
|j 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NOS.   20275 

and   20533 

* 

* 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW ON BEHALF OF 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

The Federal Deposit Insurance Company, by Robert Sloan 

and Clapp, Somerville, Black and Honemann, its attorneys, submits 

the following Memorandum of Law in support of its claim to the 

proceeds of sale of 539 Benfield Road: 

On July 13, 1972, a Consent Decree was entered in these 

proceedings the sum and substance of which was that the parties   , 

agreed to permit the sale of 539 Benfield Road to be finally      . 

ratified and confirmed; that the proceeds of sale would be substi- 

tuted for the property and that Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 

tion (FDIC) and Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. (Merritt) would 

submit their respective claims to the proceeds to the determination 

of this Court.  As shown in the Report and Account of the Auditor 

filed herein, there is presently being held subject to the further 

Order of this Court the sum of $37,765.01, which represents the 

balance of the proceeds of sale of 539 Benfield Road. 

I9730ECIO PHI* 07 
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The rnxCxS ifcnffi balance of the proceeds of 

sale is premised on the fact that it hoids all right, title and 

interest to and under the Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from 

Kohert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilroc* Investments, 

xnc. and invicta, Inc. to BroKer's Financial Corp., and recorded 

folio 210.  It is submitted that under the nov, applicable pro- 

visions of Maryland Code Article 21, Keal ££2^ (1957, 1973 

Kepi, vol.,, and particularly Sections 3-201 and 3-203 thereof, 

the October 1, 1969 Mortgage constituted a first lien of record on 

the property and, therefore, is entitled to priority over the 

m  iq7n from Kilrock Investment, Inc. to 
Mortgage dated November 10, 1970 trom ^xx 

Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. fliqoute 
•-v,^*- Merritt does not dispure Although it would appear that Merritt au 

the priority of TOIC-s Mortgage, it asserts that under the doctrrne 

of subreption it is entitled to $12,83S.30 of the proceeds of 

saxe on account of its having paid this amount to Progress Pederal 

r^v -Hh^ Release of its Mortgage dated 
Savings and Loan Association for the Release 

member 23. 1963.  In support of its position Merritt looXs to 

those Maryland cases which have recognized that the doctrine of 

subrogation may be appUed on eguitable principles in behalf of 

one who, at the instance and reguest of the debtor, pays a Iron or 

encumbrance which he was under no legal obligation to pay. The 

sbort answer to this contention is that the Court of Appeals has 

established certain well defined exceptions to the entitlement to 

subrogation, among which are that the doctrine shall not be ap- 

pUed where there has been negligence on the part of the party 

asserting it. M_ml2B-itl^W^. ^  "• » ^^ '  ~ " 
v-,-^^.? and encumbrances of another, 

it interferes with intervening rights and encumu 

.  . v Tiffany, 64 Md. 455, 460 (1886); 
Milholland andJiilcoxJLJ^i^^ j 

PlRanceCongany v. Heller, 247 Md. 714, 718 (1964). 

-2- 
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NEGLIGENCE 

in ^ylandjritl^J^osisky,  ^UEra,   the Court of 

.ppeals, speaKin. through Chief audge Han^ond, stated as one 

ground for its decision that: 

"The fact that the loss »« one who seeks to 
be made whole by abrogation arose fro^^ 
own negligence may be fatal ro '"    _. 

' IheldS, !h2_^L-0XlHbr£2||i2a' |&. see 

wiiiSI5ZI^JIOTSh; o? eubrogatioi is lost in^IHTth^t^the "ght of subrog        ^ 
by inexcusable negligence °n ^ ? as one 
person asserting "'ti»?

a "° „ho negligently 
ground of decl"°"'tS

au°n of a mortgage he 
failed to preserve the lie"  negligence from 
paid off was prevented by "" "=9 y 

Ling subrogated as »;o^•°r^fL inter- 
priority of the <?^."°rrga|l5 Md! at 22-23. 
vening mechanics' Hen.   ^ "" 

=.^e almost identical to those 
The facts in Webber^Frie, suEra, are almost 

in the instant proceedings.  Xhe guestion presented was whether 

mortgagee, who paid out of the proceeds of his loan certain prior 

entrances on the property and caused their release of re 

wouId be subrogated to the rights of those ^^^ ^J'^ 
. n^on  In support of his claim to subro 

an intervening mechanics' Hen.  In supp 
A  that it was understood that his mortgage 

gate the mortgagee argued that it was 
^^„  <-hat he was assured tnat. 

Was to be a first lien on the property, that 
-.^ KO filed- that he had paid and 

no mechanics' lien could or would be filed, 

1 .Se of the prior encumbrances on the property with 
caused the release of the pr 

A  KMief that his mortgage was prior and senior 
the understanding and belief tnat n 

•   t-v^ release of the prior en- 
to all other liens, that by securing the release 

h did not intend to waive his right of subrogation to 
cumbrances he did not mten 

.  nnd that if he had known of the existence of the 
the lien thereof, and tnat ix 

iA  nr- raused the release of 

nesoite these contentions the Supreme 
the prior encumbrances.  Despite w» 

w T*  inuart that the Mortgagee's, failure to 
Court of Iowa held, in part, ww* 

........ —. -.' - •—-••"-"""""" ri. 
encumbrances. 

-3- 
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in the "Admission of Facts and Genuineness of Documents 

filed herein it is admitted that the October 1, 1969 Mortgage is 

genuine and that the Mortgage has been duly recorded among the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County.  As a consequence, the October 1, 

1969 Mortgage was a valid encumbrance of record at the time Merritt 

made the loan secured by the Mortgage dated November 10, 1970.  It 

is also admitted that at the time of the loan Merritt had an ab- 

stract of title prepared for the property which failed^to disclose 

"^ToTtober 1, 1969 Mortgage or its assignment to Cityjiank P.L 

Philadelphia and that Merritt^ relying^the_tit^examination 

^7^^"; to obtain a f irs_t_lien_on the property .paused th^ 

sum of $12,835.30 to be paid out of the proceeds of its loan for 

theTelease of the November 23, 1965 Mortgage held by Progress 

Federaljavings and Loan, Association.  It is submitted that the 

^lurJof^Merritt's title examiner to note the existence of the 

October 1, 1969, Mortgage to Broker's Financial Corp., an instru- 

ment of record encumbering the title to'539 Benfield Road, con- 

stitutes negligence as a matter of law, 2 Fitch, Abstract^nd 

Kfi9S  at 441 (1954) and 1 C.J.S. Abstracts vn-i**  to  Real Property  §625, at 411 IJ." 

of Title § 9, at 386 (1936), and cases cited therein, see also, 

c_B^SI^I^^o^o.   217 Md. 633, 637 (1958), Watson^_Calvert 

Biac. Ass'n., 91 Md. 25, 33 (1900), and that this negligence, under 

the teachings of the Court of Appeals in Ma^anOitl-^-i^. 

smk.   is fatal to Merritfs claim that it is entitled to subroga- 

tion. 

TNTERVENING LIEN 
; The general rule is that the doctrine of subrogation, as 

a method of preventing unjust enrichment, will be applied even 

against intervening liens or encumbrances if it does not work In- 

justice or substantial injury to the rights of intervening parties. 

-4- 
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As previously noted, the rule of the Maryland cases is that the 

doctrine will not be applied if it will interfere with the rights 

of intervening liens or encumbrances, Milholland and Wilcox, 

Trustees v. Tiffany, supra; Finance Company v. Heller, su£ra. 

That Maryland's rule is much stricter than the rule recognized in 

other jurisdictions and, as a consequence, will not permit subro- 

gation in these proceedings where the FDIC holds an intervening 

lien, is clear from the following passage from Notes on Titles, 

Subrogation § 11, at 10 (1903), and the cases cited therein: 

"[The] general statement must be qualified in 
Maryland by the fact that in this State an inter- 
vening encumbrancer seems to be most highly favored 
in the law.  In the leading case [of Boyd v. Parker, 
43 Md. 182, 201-203] ... it was held that when the 
liens [two prior mortgages and a judgment] were 
paid and released they were extinguished, and that 
the third'mortgage thereby became a first lien 
instead of a fourth lien.  The purchaser [seeking 
subrogation] should have taken assignments of tne 
mortgages and judgment? by paying them and having 
them released, he extinguished them.  Other cases 
where intervening encumbrancers have been gi*en a 
better position than they previously had, and tne 
oartv paying the prior lien has unintentionally, 
and  to his own loss, benefited the intervening 
encumbrancer, are ... [Woollen v. Hillen, 9 G- 185, 
Heiusler v. Nickum, 38 Md. 270; Clabaugh v Byerly, 
T"G—3547_Gardenville Assn. v. Walker, 52 Md. IDZ 
»nd Alderabn v. Ames, 6 Md, S2J. froai these cases 
it will be seen that it is dangerous to lend money 
to pay a lien and to have the lien released, in 
reliance upon the doctrine of subrogation.  The 
lender should first make sure that there ^e no 
judgments, mortgages or other encumbrances which 
may be elevated to a first lien by a release of the 
lien which is paid off.  But by taking an assign- 
ment of the encumbrance, and by not releasing it, 
the lender may secure the rights of the prior 
encumbrancer.  There seems to be no instance in the 
Maryland reports of a release of mortgage being 
treated as an assignment where there were inter- 
vening encumbrances. 

For the aforegoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted 

that the Federal Deposit Insurance Company is entitled to the 

-5- 
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eds of sale of 539 Benfield Road. 

Robert Sloan 

4w L^uM^ tMf£==. 
^teiScmnvil'le, Black & Honemann 
1700 First National Bank Building 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 
752-7943 

Attorneys for the Defendant, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration, Purchaser of all ot 
the assets of    , , . 
City Bank of Philadelphia 

Mf..< 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ^day of December, 1973, 

a copy of this Memorandum of Lav, on behalf of Federal Deposit 

insurance Corporation was mailed, postage prepaid, to Eugene 

Hettleman, Esg., 600 Knic.erbocKer Building, 220 East Lexington 

Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202, attorney for the Plaintrff. 

jidit ~ 
Robert Sloan 

i, 
: 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

vs. 

* 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 
*************** 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC.  * 

* 
VS. 

BROKERS FINANCIAL CORPORATION,* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 20275 
and No. 20533 

and 
CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

* 

* 

DECREE 

These consolidated cases having come on for hearing in 

open Court for a determination of the entitlement to and dis- 

tribution of the proceeds arising from the mortgage sale of the 

property described in these proceedings, and for a determination 

of the relative priorities of the mortgage dated November 10, 1970 

from Kilrock Investment, Inc., to Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., 

recorded  in Liber 2373, folio 236; and the mortgage from Kilrock 

investment. Inc., dated October 1, 1969 and recorded in Liber 2307. 

folio 210 to Brokers Financial Corporation, later assigned to City 

Bank of Philadelphia, whose position has now passed to the Federal 

Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

And the Court having been informed that in addition to 

the sum of $37,765.01, shown in the Auditor's Account and held by 

Eugene Hettleman, Attorney named in mortgage, under decree dated 

July 13, 1972, that there is an additional $4,183.68, net, in 

accrued interest thereon; and the Court after a hearing on the 

merits having determined: 

1.  That there is due on the mortgage now held by the 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, a sum in excess of the 

FILED 
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entire proceeds of sale, plus interest, held by said Eugene Hettle- 

man, Attorney named in Mortgage; 

2.  That the said mortgage now held by Federal Deposit 

insurance Corporation is a valid and subsisting lien on the prop- 

erty described in these proceedings and, except to the extent 

hereinafter set forth, is entitled to priority over any legal or 

equitable interest in the property held by Merritt Savings & 

Loan, Inc. 

3.  The remaining security subject to the mortgage held 

by Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, including the proceeds 

of sale which are the subject of these proceedings, is not suf- 

ficient to satisfy the indebtedness now due and owing and, as a 

consequence, the principle of marshalling of assets is not 

applicable; 

4.  That for the reasons stated by the Court in its 

oral opinion, Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., has, under the 

doctrine of subrogation, an interest entitled to priority over 

the said mortgage now held by Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 

tion, to the extent of $12,83 5.30. 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is this  /^-day ot^****£   ,   1976, 

by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, in Equity, ORDERED, 

ADJUDGED, and DECREED: 

That of the sum of $37,765.01 held by Eugene Hettleman, 

Attorney named in Mortgage, under the Decree of this Court 

dated July 13, 1972, the sum of $12,835.30 shall be paid to 

Merritt Savings fi Loan, Inc., and the balance of $24,929.71 shall 

be paid to Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; that of the 

sum of $4,183.68 held by said Eugene Hettleman, Attorney named 

in Mortgage, the costs of these proceedings shall first be paid. 

-2- 
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and the balance shall then be distributed to Merritt Savings & 

Loan, inc., and to Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, in the 

same proportions as has been provided herein for the distribution 

of said $37,765.01. 

IrfLM 
Judge 

Approved as to Form: 

--^j—^ 

Eugene Hettleman 
Attorney for Merritt Savings 

& Loan, Inc. 

/P^uSM 
Robert Sloan 
Attorney for Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation 

-3- 
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MEFUITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC. 
6 St. Paul Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

VS. 

BROKER'S  FINANCIAL CORP. 
(serve on State Department 
of Asaesraenta and Taxation) 

AND 

m mmWj 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ABUNDEL COUNTY 

(Equity) ^ ^ .rJ3 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA * 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 

***************************************** 

BILL OF COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 
 AND INJUNCTION  

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Merritt Saviaga & Loan, Inc., a Maryland Corporation, by Eugene Hettlenan, 

ita attorney, respectfully presents: 

1. That on the 10th day of Noveaber, 1970, KUrock Investaent, Inc., 

executed a mortgage to the Plaintiff, which mortgage was duly recorded among the Land 

Recorda of Anne Arundel County on November 12, 1970, in Liber 2373 folio 236. 

2. That there appeared among the Land Recorda of Anne Arundel County 

in Liber MSH 2307 folio 210, a mortgage dated October 1, 1969, from aaid Kilrock 

Inveatment, Inc., et al, to Broker'a Financial Corp. a purported PenneyIvania 

corporation, a mortgage covering inter alia the same property mortgaged to the 

Plaintiff, as well aa other property. 

3. That at the time of the execution of ita mortgage, the Plaintiff 

had no actual knowledge of the existence of said Mortgage dated October 1, 1969, 

although it had had the title to said property examined, aa the title examiner failed 

to report the exiatance of aaid Mortgage. Had it known of the exiatance of aaid 

Mortgage it would not have entered into aaid transaction. 

4. At the time that the Plaintiff entered into aaid traaaaction, there 

Q 
»aa reported to it, and it was aware, of the exiatance of a mortgage from aaid Kilrock 

Investments, Inc., to Progress Federal Savings fc Loan Association dated November 

23, 1965, and recorded in liber LNP 1925 folio 485, of the Land Recorda of Anne 

Arundel County, Aa part of the proceeda of Ita mortgage loan, the Plaintiff cauaed 

the sum of $12,835.30 to be paid to Progress Federal Savings ft Loan Association for 

the release of its mortgage, and received a release of said mortgage, which was duly 
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3. Default having occurred under Che said Mortgage held by  the Plaintiff, 

It proceeded to cause foreclosure proceedings to be Instituted, and the sane were 

Instituted, and are now pending In thin Court, under the title 'Dugene Hettleaan, 

Attorney naned In aortgage vs. Kllrock Investnents, Inc.', being Equity case No. 

20275. 

6. Under said foreclosure proceedings, said property was sold at public 

auction to Charles J. Clrelll for the sun of $41,500.00, which sale was reported to 

this Court, and duly ratified, no exceptions having been filed thereto. 

7. It was not until after aald sale, that the Plaintiff, as well as the 

said purchaser learned of the existence of the aortgage dated October 1, 1969, which 

would appear to have priority over the Mortgage held by the Plaintiff, although the 

Plaintiff doee not concede this priority, and the said Charles J. Clrelll haa filed 

a Petition to rescind the Ratification of Sale, which Petition Is now pending In this 

Court. 

8. That according to the Land Records of Anne Arundel County, It appears 

that said aortgage dated October 1, 1969, waa assigned by Broker's Financial Corp. 

to the City Bank of Philadelphia, said Asslgnaent being recorded In Liber MSH 2324 

folio 755. 

9. The Plaintiff has been Inforaed by Mr. Arnold R. Sllblger, Attorney 

for Broker's Financial Corp. that the asslgnaent froa Broker's Financial Corp. to 

City Bank of Philadelphia was as security for a loan, and that the aald Broker's 

Financial Corp. haa since obtained a re-aatlgnaent of said aortgage back to It, 

although the Plaintiff haa been unable to find any such asslgnaent recorded aaong the 

Land Records of Anne Arundel Coaaty. 

10. The Plaintiff haa also been Inforaed by aald Arnold R. Sllblger, 

Attorney for Broker'a Financial Corp., that said Broker's Financial Corp. Intaada 

to Institute foreclosure proceedings on Its aortgage, and thereby wipe out the 

aortgage of the Plaintiff. 

Ufcfc 
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11. That at the v«ry Ufrt, th« PUintlff ihottld b« .abrogated In the 

a«,unt it paid to Progta.a Fod.ral Savinga & Loan Aaaociation. with all the righta 

of Progreaa Fad.ral Savinga & Loan Aasociation nndor ita -ortgage, which »aa in all 

events a prior lien to the -ortgage of Broker'. Financial Corp.. and known to it at 

the time it obtained it. -ortgage. That if it were aubrogated to the right, of .aid 

Progre.. Federal Saving. 4 Loan A..ociation. it would have a right to in.titute 

foreclosure proceeding, thereunder, which would be .uperior to the -ortgage to Broker'. 

Financial Corp.. and would vest good and -erchantable title, free of any prior liena. 

in the said Charle. J. Cirelli. The only -attar, that would be in controveray 

would be the priority of dietributio. of the proceed, of .ale. Said .ale waa fairly 

nade, and well attended. 

12. That in addition to other -attera. the aaid Broker'. Financial 

Corp. ha. additional aecurity under it. -ortgage, and in any caae under the theory 

of -ar.hallinR of the a.aet. .hould be required to proceed against ita other 

aecurity. 

13. While the Plaintiff doe. not know whether or not there are any 

infir-atorie. in the -ortgage of Broker'a Financial Corp., and therefore doe. not at 

thl. point -ake any auch po.itlve allegation, it doea not concede that .aid -ortgage 

to Broker'. Financial Corp. i. neccarily a good and valid lien prior to the lien 

of the Plaintiff, and deairea the opportunity to go into the fact, and circu-atance. 

.urrounding the ea-e, and if it develop, that there i. any infir-atory. to raiae the 

sue a. « further defenee to the right, of the holder of .aid -ortgage. 

14. That a boo. fide diapute exiat. between the partie. to thi. caae, a. 

evidenced fro- the recitation of the fact., above net forth, and the Plaintiff i. 

..titled to a declaratory judg-ent or decree deter-ining ita right, and the 

reapective righta of the other partiea to thia .uit. 

15. That until thi. caae haa been .o deter-ined. .aid property i. .ubJ.ct 

to the juriediction of thi. Court in the pending foredo.ure caae, and i. in 

cuatodia legia. and no other proceeding, .hould be pur.ued a. to the foredoaure 

-3- 
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MU of Mid property, »nd if *ny othor proceodings «ro filed by the holder of Mid 

•ortgege deted October 1. 1969. who ever it aey be,   the eeae ehould be eteyed 

end enjoined pending the deteminetien of thie setter. 

16. Thet thie caee ehould be coneolideted with the pending forecloeure 

ceee, equity No. 20273. 

17. Personal juriediction any be asserted by this Court over the said 

Broker's Financial Corp., a purported Pennsylvania Corporation, under the provisions 

of Article 75 Section 96 of the Annotated Code of Maryland. The complainant has 

nade inquiry of the State Department of Assessaents and Taxation, and has been 

informed  that it has no record of said corporation nor any record of a resident 

agent. Conplainant therefore requests service of process on said Broker's Financial 

Corp.. under the provisions of Rule 106 e, of the Maryland Rules of Procedure. 

TO THE END, THEREFORE: 

a. That thia Court nay by its declaratory decree determine the 

respective rights and priorities of the parties to this case. 

b. That this Court may reaffirm the ratification of said to the said 

Charles J. Cirelli. end dismiss the Petition to rescind the Ratification of Sale. 

c. Besed upon the determination of this Court, as to the respective 

rights and priorities of the parties hereto, it msy pass such orders and decrees as 

•ay be necessary and proper to effectuate the asms and do justice to all partims. 

and to distribute the proceeds of sale. 

d. And such other end further relief as its case may require. 

AMD AS IN DUTY BOUND, etc. 

Eugene Hettleman 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
752-3169 
Attorney for Defendant 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /y day of September, 1971, before the 

0^( 

undersigned, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City of 
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Baltimore, personally appeared Milton Soaaera, President of Merrltt Savings & Loan, 

Inc., and aadc oath in due fom of law that the aattera and facta aet forth in the 

aforegoing Bill of Complaint are true to the best of his knowledge, information 

and belief. 

NOTXKlf PUBLIC" 
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MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

vs 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 
and 
CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

liMt 

jO'ii 

Equity No. 20,  533 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please enter my appearance in the above entitled case on behalf 

of the Defendant Broker's Financial Corporation, 

^ 

A mold R. Silbiger 
Attorney for Defendant 
Silbiger Building 
1336 Sulphur Spring Road 
Baltimore,  Maryland 21227 
242-1616 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that a copy to enter my appearance has 

been mailed to the attorney for the Plaintiff, Eugene Hettleman, Esquire, 

220 E. Lexington Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202 this 23rd day of 

December, 1971. 

AKNOU> B. ULBIOUI 
ATTOmMST  AX UtW 
• ILSIOtN •UILOINO 

BAvnuomm, MB. tiMT 

MMMC 

Arnold R. Silbiger 
Attorney for Defendant 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney HM*<J ** Mortgmg* 

PUtntlff 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Defendant 

************************* 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN. INC. 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP. 

end 

CITT BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDBL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity Ho. 20.275 

end 

Equity No. 20,533 

Defendants 
************************************* 

OO 

JO 

• • 

D 

MOTION FOR CONSOLIDATION 

TH. n^ti.f. te ft. **• «.titi*i «.«. «« th.t th. *o« -.iti- 

„.lo« b. co«.l«.t.4.    th. g»o»«U of th. -.tt.. .r. » toll—' 

i.   loth .» th. .«» i»voi« th. «ii-itT ot th. i..«a^.« .a. of th. 

i-. propott,. «- th. ..-tU. of th. prtorit, of th. «««- *-.tib- ** *• 

Pleadings in both ceeee. 

2.    U.«. boti. «»« l«ol" oo-o. ,-.!«- of !». -« <««• - «• 

lnt.r~l.t^. - "ft to o« -othot. th., .h.U* b. «»»oU-.tW. 

JO 

30 

lugono B«Ctl«Ma 
Attotney for FUlatiffe. 

maiofcAMPiy OF LAW 

^1. 503 of th. MIM ».l- •' »~«-" »*^- ^ ** •—l"rtl- 

.f MiM u*i^. *** -"« - " ^ •rt*-t »«* -^ ^ th' 

Ch„U. .. C1.UU (-» i. . ,«*, 1. M-e, ». 20.275) .ho^* b. . M^-    *a. 

m ^«*t. au -ti- «*..— *- .«« W"""~ - «# ^ " ^ 

«... - *« thi. .^ m-. it - tb. Ut-tto. «-. .-h «^M-l« 
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und«r the Rux«« of Proc«dur«. 

Eugene Hettlenen 
Attorney for Plelntlffe 

I HEREBY CEETIFT th.t on thi. !« of |«W.  »»•  ' -•"•', » 

i      to s    L«.o.rd lU.tt«n, MO ltor,l.od N.tl<m.l »»k B»lUlns, 
cow of th. .forogoiog to S. Loonaro M.« 

... rs.riu J    ClrolU. Purch»»«r; to Arnold 
taltl-oro, M.r,l«.<l. 21202. Attom^ for Ch.rl.. J. 

.      o    j    ..inxirc   Mnrrland, 21227, Attonwy for 
R.  Stlblgor, 1336 Sulph.r Spring Rond, Ii.ltl«.r.. Morr        . 

BMk.r.. nn«cl.l corporntlon. * ** «• -—" "W ""' ',"iOMl ^ 

^Idlns. Mltl«.r.. ^Un.. 2X202. Attorn^ for Clt, - of mi^U. 

^-St-. 

Eugene Hettlenen 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAM 
Attorney n««ed In Mortgage 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Defendant 

************************* 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

BROKER'S PINANCIAL CORP. 

and 

CITT BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

Defendanta 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Equity No. 20,275 

and 

Equity No. 20,533 

•A********************************* 

ORPER CONSOLIDATING CASES 

The Court having read and coneidered the Motion for Conaolldation, 

and having read and conaidered the Meadlnga in said eaaea, it la thereupon, 

thu   /J^T   dey of yPfa+t&S        ,  1972. by the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County. ORDERED. that the above entitled caeee are conaolidated. 

JUDGE 

nied.--i.XUfcC^^J
;^±S: ? 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC., 

Defendant 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC., 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 

and 

CITY BANK OP PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NOS. 20275 

and 20533 

ANSWER OP FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION, 
PURCHASER OP ALL THE ASSETS OF CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Answer of Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ("FDIC"), 

purchaser of all the assets of City Bank of Philadelphia ("City Bank"), 

by John H. Somerville and Clapp, Somerville, Black & Honemann, its 

attorneys, to the Bill of Complaint for Declaratory Judgment and 

Injunction filed on behalf of Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc., res- 

pectfully shows: 

1. That FDIC is a corporation organized and existing 

pursuant to the Federal Deposit Insurance Act of Junse 16, 1933 (12 

United States Code, Sections l8ll-l83l), as amended. On September 11, 

1970, FDIC purchased from the Secretary of Banking of the Commonwealth 

of Pennsylvania, receiver of City Bank, (which Bank is one of the 

Defendants in this proceeding) substantially all of the assets of 

City Bank. The Pennsylvania Department of Banking had taken possession 

FILED 
mm'2 nH9:50 
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of said assets as Receiver on September 3, 1970, pursuant to the 

Banking Code of Pennsylvania and a determination by said Department 

that the assets of City Bank were insufficient to pay its creditors. 

2.  That FDIC, purchaser as aforesaid, now holds title 

to substantially all the assets of City Bank, including its interest 

under a certain mortgage dated October 1, 1969, and recorded among 

the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S.H. No. 2307, 

folio 210, from Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock 

investments, Inc. and Invicta, Inc. to Broker's Financial Corpora- 

tion, which, by Assignment of Mortgages, dated December 20, 1969, 

and recorded among said Land Records in Liber M.S.H. No. 2324, folio 

755, was granted and conveyed by Broker's Financial Corporation to 

City Bank. 

3. Answering the allegations contained in paragraph 1 

of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC states that it can neither admit nor 

deny the same, but demands strict proof thereof. 

4. Answering paragraph 2" of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

admits the allegations therein contained. 

5. Answering paragraph 3 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein set forth, and avers that the record- 

ing among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County of the aforesaid 

mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from Robert N. Pyle et al to Broker's 

Financial Corporation, and the subsequent recording of the Assignment 

of said mortgage to City Bank, put the Plaintiff on actual knowledge 

of the interest of City Bank in the property subject to this proceed- 

ing. 
6. Answering paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the Bill of Complaint. 

FDIC states that It has no knowledge of the matters and facts therein 

alleged and can neither admit nor deny the same, and demands strict 

proof thereof. 

7. Answering paragraph 7 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies that the Plaintiff had no knowledge of the existence of the 

- 2 - 
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mortgage therein referred to, notice of the same having been given 

by the recording of it among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County. 

8. Answering paragraph 8 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

admits the allegations therein set forth. 

9. Answering paragraph 9 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein contained, and avers that it has no 

knowledge of the existence of any re-assignment of the mortgage 

subject to this proceeding from City Bank to Broker's Financial 

Corporation. Moreover, unless any such re-assignment were executed 

by the proper officers of City Bank pursuant to authorization by 

its Board of Directors and said re-assignment were continuously in 

the Bank's official records, it would not be binding upon FDIC under 

the specific provisions of the applicable Federal statute, the Act 

of September 21, 1950, C967, §2[13] 64 stat. 888, 12 U.S.C. §l823(e). 

10. Answering paragraph 10 of the Bill of Complaint, FDIC 

denies the allegations therein contained, and states that Broker's 

Financial Corporation does not hold any mortgage on the property 

subject to this proceeding which would give it the power to institute 

foreclosure proceedings against said property. 

11. Answering paragraphs 11, 12, 13, l4 and 15 of the 

Bill of Complaint, FDIC denies the allegations therein contained. 

WHEREFORE, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, as 

purchaser of the assets of City Bank, having fully answered said 

Bill of Complaint, prays that the same may be dismissed, and that 

it may be allowed its costs. 

AND as in duty bound, etc. 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION, 
Purchaser of the assets of 
City Bank of Philadelphij 

ci Somerville 

Fontaine 

Attorneys 

r^ 
MLuAju^ 

1700 First National Bank Building 
Baltimore, Marvli 
Phone: 752-7943 

mm* 

- 3 - 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this fT      day of ////// 

1972, a copy of the aforegoing Answer was mailed, postage prepaid, 

to S. Leonard Rottman, Esq., 9^0 Maryland National Bank Building, 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202, Attorney for Charles J. Cirelli; to 

Eugene Hettleman, Esq., 600 Knickerbocker Building, 220 East 

Lexington Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202, Attorney for Merritt 

Savings and Loan, Inc.; and to Arnold R. Silbiger, Esq., 1336 

Sulphur Spring Road, Baltimore, Maryland 21227, Attorney for 

Broker's Financial Corporation. 

y     John H.  ! 

"^ 

uvu iiA/^ 
John H.  Somerville 

- 4 - 
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^2373 wi233 
DIRECT REDUCTION MORTGAGE 

"     Tins MoRT.ur.r. Ma.l. tbl. WtH *** ** Nov.^.r 
.nd Ul^rKiltocW Invot-.^  Inc.. . body cor.or.t. 

. 1070     . by 

MERRIIT SAVINGS i LOAN. IN**'., l^ock rorpwrafun)  .i corpiiratiwi orgw 
Jle laJ.Tf'ho S...... of Maryland. hPr.u«.ft.r c«»M 1^ M-t.'a.- 

W..^ .he Me .^r. Mn« « -.... ... S::^.. i* i^ —' - - ~ «* 

Uirrowwl moiwy i" Ihv tirincipul Mini oi 

 .^rsi ;^K:;;.=;.-."-*.-. 

AS.. W,.,KK^ H -< - « >'"- frmnlHrt .o the nu^.n. ..f ..u »fWrW«UI t tbttl ....• r.-SM>n1..nt   ^J 

OoelMUr ttl. Ihu^ '- •' ^ ^ ^^ :^ :^:i?^u::i,,l Jl    *»••     MW of ^.••n..;..: 

rr-nl. en., y -n.l .."i,-n »**U£*•X**£{'^^ . ,„ ,h.- Slate ..( Mai > Uul -f..,.,....!. »nU ^.- 
•Itilalr. KirW "'"• '" " ' "'    , . • .••  •' 

.Jr.cr.U.1 a. M^«. '^ ,4 '" »"> • ^.K.lf  .f lot. *"  »3 ••*  »*• 

In llbtf LK3 WM 'oi 3"» 

^ 

dfn* 

ttr»HQV»2 ^0:,fe/3LL. 17   :..:.u:U 
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f*wm** 

•faM—Ml i      i'"" 

to |mv i. ililnxiu. nt IT Ul«r thnrgv "f two Uullora ur om- 
,ic |KII..1II: m^ullnuiit uf ilflini|uv»t mtin^l am 

U-  ituuiv  '"i  inmii'-'l  '"• in iimiiniil  utttl   MHh 
I'hi' ^lluflJ^•lt^»•», >.'..ill nut u- ri'tiuirvd IOMWI'HI 

.... •'•! -• •• - ; • .:/:;'r:';:::',;:::,!;.:i:;^:^:;•:,L;a.t:i;;c.S\irrX::^" 

iole ('/.rn«/«*.• Thi- nKHrliruWur i"v«r.iitt 
Iwmltrth i.f llw '"••'I »nu*iM ••• ^"V Ui'lnmmin ur 
|irtiu'i|>.il only, 
lllllll>|lll'liC> 

liuul.l    iiH)    |>.4\nrlll    i.ivil..iliUil    l"   I o 
|,;.s •Mini.-If'-r ill U.-l l1floiir:.li->"li.rii..vv 

IIWIIIMI In b-ivc U« i» ni.ulc UlUil •! han Iwl 

nu.k i,; I.,,' luJu.-,.,......i... r....l d. «m-l ^lUml ofWiwI l"..u-.|...l att^til u< IhM  
U* u cuiiMiln.'«."•. tvt Uw ..ir»|.i..:iir of vuli |.r.|..i.ui..ni. 

Ti... nu...if .i'..r t. rlili * Ihttl I'M'T I*. l».«- iKWUtlwM hrt»-wf !.• r»i. iw.l :i fully .A.V.M.-.! ;.«..•..... .U;.« 

l.y Arlulc «'J of ll.i- AnnutaUnl IvO* of M.iol.in.l. 

^ 

. 
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TootTlirR with the buildinm* niul in i.n.vrn.ai!-' Ihin-Hli, i.r!! Ihc ritTbUi fwulu, nllryu, wiiy*. *•*«*»• 
prlvilcpc^. oppufltfrnincw ami mlvnntmMW ihiri't.i iH+miflnif i»r In hnywiw Mpiwrtnlmnif. 

To HAVE AM> TO HUM. ihp KIM i"i(^ «•! trwniinl BMI ini|.ri.\iimni.* untn tin- mill MurtfftiKW. it^ 
i«iCCCS>or.H HIUI ;if«ii?ii>.   in faa  •Impli* 

PllOVtDMi, That this emtva V'aitCV -hall In' mill am ( voiil uii'iii ihl' |>trl''MiiiaiUf of all CMIMlHlniW ani 

»ilipiil.ili','i,« nifiiti hfri'in ami ii|Hin tin' fu". naMiii'iit nf llu- imncipal lli'lit nvcunil hfrchv. ami I 

intt-n-t thcriiiii. ami all liwinM * a Kaiu-r I ..r fxpciuliil, ami nil MlliiT |.in|.iT r-.-ls. itiartv-. c..niiiii-»...«« 

«nil rNpii !> hrfvin pmviilfil.  Whi-n thi* ntiirltfatfi1 -na i ii.,M' i.ciu fully IKIIII <'tr in itci'unlsiiA'i' ""h     (  
itn lernw ami Wnur, it "ill he ilnU ret- iM-ii hV l*i<- MlirH'tttflH' 111 Hi.   inim -1 Ullll i'N|"li-< •i ifu lurl ;Mv'" r. 

Inn m Ihc »v< Hi <•! ilffsiiill H" ""' r-lX n i 1.1 am iii'i.iiinniii "i itrinciiml "i IIII<-H-I ii« n |IMI\ •'   |l| >IV Mill 

«.• (it tni^r fi   that   Ihf lll'fatlll 11 

mn 
rh ht*tnllnii'iil». "* i' llu'i'i' in 
rl»MV'<'. Ilu-n tlif MurU'iUVv may i vn IM 

•\i.t   lllllv   ll   tl"'l   llla.l.   fi I   IHl'.r  III  I la-  >iiic  liali- »(  lh.-  Ili\l 
.i f ||„> I'ninliliun i.   •Ii|iiil.lliiili-' Mr  I'llVvllllMl'  ••!   'hi' 1.1- n ii.fa.i!t III any < 

liiTil'V Mi'iu ill ilili' ami liayahli'i   I ..ihiM- 
InrMlil'i- H al UI1.V I'Uar III 

Ihr i.|iti..ii <•! trralilu' Hi' i.MiaiiuliT fi  llli" lllll^l^•a^•^• < 
Im MIIIM- till-I'l'll"'   nUilll IWll imi'lllllli' a WttlVlTMl   P.l- III 

I.hi 
III 

Ami I In- M"rl|faifiif. •" «"• 

I,  Thai fur IIH* pnrpiiM* nl pimlilin* 

U r nn'ir fulii   In I'loiiil  'hi- MI m il\ |«  ol   llii- liiiill/ai'f. ii'MliaiiN ami 

fiiiul fur ihi' iM'im i I nf I.IM». I'HIIIHI mil  (if any I. ami 

iiwiranri' piinmin- 1l,i- ii uiU'. I'll- hal I  li-.M ami •••lahh-h an iMi'm  i-r t vpni-i' aiiniinl. am 

morU'apir, in liil'iiill In -in 'i   •'Hi'- a- may 
loan. .hall. t../ithir uilh. ami in luMillnii 

|i:»\l' l"i a   l-aal I" Ihi'  IH'iHiraVrf at  llM'  IIU'l-ptllHI  " 
in. il .• imaiiliiv |ia\t i-nii "f priiieiiml ami ar iiili,rv»l v* 

1 tin 
1 th 

an ihr tlu1 li rni- < .f til- nmrii'ai'' l. i.t I'ln-iiii'iiiMi- -it fm In, pav 

ii.l.- 

1.1 ihi- fmiiU'ai'ii' fur -urli iHiip"-'' 

Ihf lir-l ila) uf • arh mmiili nnlil ' I.I-   -,llll   ill hi    I-   fall)    |Mlll.   Ihl'   fl-lllV  111^' 

la)   A Mini iipial I" thr IT'1 il ruiil-.if upv, nu*', «hu-. |»llW tin- (in Tim nw thai Will hn'itiH1 llllf ami 

paiahh- nil piillCI 
life in-iraia'- > 11 
IiiiulV'.ii'iil |iei'l'<'> 

.1   hn" an- I iiihit   l'.i/..i'l iii-maiiii- rnvi-iim' till1 "'. 

II1- 
IV. Ii 

illWH'iil   liliil'i-l'l .   "•' 

it   ila-   1 I.MV'III-,  I'1"-  la* IIII-III.   in \l   ih 11   thi- 

ll  .iini-i ahiailv   pa 'I imri-liT iltviiUil liV Ihi- tnimhi r III   11 lllllll-  III 

ilali-i- I" f'Ti- I'lii- 1 h i,ru,f In Hi..'  iUil«< ***'»  -'Kh iri-.iiJ.l rrllt*.  MiM I a--.--m."'- 
•     . .> _._.....        .... L. , . i 1 . .     I .. -     I 11- Ii I        iV       t ' - 1 

anil pn-mmnw w I l.r ilm-  lull a. 1 -nn.a ii.l In Hi' minii'n'l-ii: MWII MIIIM I..   IH-   ll.-lil   l.V   I'll- 

nuirUMi'i-f in 

(Ii)   If. I,ii\\v\i-r 

trii-t In im.i -anl I'li'iiml mil-, pn IIIIIIIM-. ILM 
ami a.-i---ii.i ill*. 

tin-  ni..n'lilv   pa\ii'i-iil. 

Mi'lun-n' i" pay iftmi 1.-I ni.l-. I.IN. 

I.   hv   ll.i-  imnlyaviii   iimh r   till   ali'.M-  JMIII   ii"'   hi- 
.-mi 1.1    ur in-iir.imi- pn mi'iin- ulun tin- -aim' ..hah 

IN<CIIII:I" 'ha- an.I p.i^a 
In niaki- up Ihi- il. in ii nr>  "it "r 
{,«.,-•.iniiii- IT ni.iir.iiin- pri-riiinii'. »na 

l.ii   linn tin' ri...iU,..k'"r -liali p.n- l" It"- II.I.IU'.H iv an....ml imi-'-ary 

if i.llV ll" I l 11 lu y III -a .1 -1 |ii\l   Ul Ii.'t 

.hall   U al    Mill 11 .1   al   ll. 

liifmi- ihi- ilali- wluii  ...uim-nl "f -mh Vii.mil  nut'. Ia\i-. 
Ii ill In- ilm-.   Tin- irmllMi'iT -h.ill havi- Ihi- lifhl. in i-MUl 

.. .im.. it. ul. il tin ul.a-. I'linh il  -.1 aihaimil 
iiii-ili-i-. hi-nl.*  .-ii-mvil. ami In* luvahli- mi 

ul, In iiih .'I. •• 
ili- iii.i.uii 

ili-fii. mil. ami [-  •iiiiii.l Irt l!il« I'-'iU'-'y 

(c) Tin- nmri-Mi'ii -I all   li"t   I" «iiiiii'.<ii .1 ••• am pi   p:-iiiiiiil. mi prim ip .1 ami   inlrii-.l. null-* 

Cli.nip.iliinl la   lla-.riMia-'lli- liavnuiil. ill IM uml.-r '.In-  pal.il'rapi Ii NIL I. 

(il)   Iii Hi- lA.-nl liurr .h.M •'•• an IM- 
1,1    ll|..lll-\     l>l .ill i-iii'ii  an' uml i.vi-r ll'i- |iMip"-i-> fn 

wl.uh   il   H   rr.jilll.. 
hh.illill'.tr I-- app'i' 

I,  ..it h • M I" 
i| l.i Ihi- IM..I ti-..i'' 

.hail I"- h.M 1 • aihliiiiuiil  .11.ml*   la   tin- iniiili'aivi'. a ml 
pi ii.tip.il i-r 11 r.ni.h il i<> tl-i- i.inrii' u'l.r m I 1. a-'iv 

ailv np-.n Hn- full pi^m' ' 
fui.iU -liill imi •" ar iiiiin-"'. 

'.,.   Thai hi' will pa* all US' •  

I 1,1' |lic ii.mU'ai'i li I.I .111.1 alt iiia.illiini.l. nf mlrn-.l.   Saul i-in 

-1... iii.. >»a 

("nil", i-r iri.;"..il.i.ii4. ami riiam I )• ul. fm   \*l.ah  pimiMi'ii 

1.1 i.ili-ami nlla-i I'.niiniiinilal 1.1 limitu ipal 1 Ii Hl'i- 
,  |t|iHI*MMI la. ti"l  Uvll  mi'h' hi r.-iiiln-l   ami   Will 

I.11.1I prnliipllv ih IIM r • In 
Murli'ai'iir. Hi- M"r'i,ai,«i • 

ii »i ipt. 'hii 
i\   pa\  U 

|.il   l.i II i- Mmli' inil III il. f.mil   ul   -in Ii  p.i> m1'11 I hv   Hn 

aihii.l t" ih. nmrii'aiiV 1 ii ia 1 • 111.. «ii in.-' 

..1. I  aia   .HI" Uf  .IIMl-  -il 
I. .1 ,|l| IH- pal.il.l.- nil ill main 

p.tnl hv ll..- Mm IIMI'II- .h.ill I... 
I. .hall Liar lllli If I  al   lln- liill" 

Mi fnrlh luri mi (..r,. uml  -hall IH- -iniri.l In   llll» m.'lll'ai'i 

X   Tl al hi- w ill kwp till- -.1-1 K' "" ' -.'* » 
inmmil nr p. rnnl aiiv vi.i-.ii- ilnri' f. r • .i.i.n.ii. i' lie ura 

..I null r ••ml ii.Miliii"ii ii« 
1  .nnl lr.il  I-NII l''i 'I 

I In 1 ari- mav ami IM'-I m't 

4   That hmHIkii'iiiiM' ii-ipi-Miii" •••i' 
'  ll.lll  llllli'  In IH''* 

t \|.llM' 11 t In n-.ifl. 1 ri'<i Ii.l nil Ila    ll'.U'ril |il.'|ii-rl« , 

ilKiin-il a- m .v l»' l«plil'«'' 
ra.iialtii > ami iiMilnnfi'ia " 

1.1 1: Miiri 

i'i' i..11   1I..11 ..|'i'.  m  -m 

.1  |.... I.v l.i.' ami nlhn   l.a.'.iiil- 
I,'., mil. .iinl  fur  -'ah pi-imil* a« m.IV  hl- 

I'.n'rt- ar- 

ruinin il I.v ll 1  Mi-ill' U'"- •'"" I Ulil |M»  pi.ii'P'h. "hi 11 lilt*', aliv  I 

fur pav im nl  III   » l,„l.   1...I   M.l   I'I. II   " .1.     In n llll..l"ll VII 111 
I • lllllllll. 1.11 - 

.11.inr  • 

in Ii m-niaiui' pt.a 1 ami- 
I. ill   I... t .11 ii.l   III  imiipaiin 

appr.ai.l ••» thi' M .HI'M-"- a 
allalhnl llaliln I""" )M>ahli 
|ii>« M..iiiMi'"r will m 1 m iw 

n.l ll.i  pi.i.un .'a IHI   ll-l.l '1.1 .f .hill I- hi til hv   Ihi- M-.l'l' il'i r all I  I- IV. 

,I.IIIM. in irtvnr • 
,I1.1I1- In.'...- hv   in.il 

inaih- pi..ni| Hv I.v  M'.rli'.i'.'i. Wl 

til m.iVa- |I.IMI.I 1 1 IT .mil I"-- »liii«i,x iv in ti..  Mm "r 

I   .1„.|  ,11 I  an. plahli- In ll.i-   .NhallMI'iv.    Ill  1V1I1I   III 
I l.i Hi   Mi.lUMI'n. "hn mil   lllal..' 1 'I   "I   |i... ll   IH'I 

I 1. h. ul.*  aMllii.n/nl ami lllhl'twl 
ll.i-   M..|l|,al'..r all.l th.-  MlUliMI'** 

I 1.11 li m-iii..ui- imniMiii mmi 1 n.. 
,1^1 r Hi ill a I  

jmittlv. al ,| ll.i   ii-ill.im >' I ,|. m  .iiiv   p III f. IIMV   I..- applml hv   Ih.    M. II.'.M'II- al   ll.-plmn 

t-llln r In ll <  •' hn Mull • ! ||,.- 111.I. 1.1. ilm -- I . ii I- iiliil i.i  III ll.i- Ii .Inlaliiai m   1. p.111 f Iii.- pi..|.. 11> 

it.iln.il'i 1 I     In I ,.( fi«|i .L.-iili- nf Ihl. lu-'i u- MM   "i ll.i 1  lr.ihlil  nl  lllli' I" I'.   nn-iliMI'i'l pu.p.il* 

in 1 \i ii.i-.ii 
ami In am lli-nlaiiu 

.'•    II .1 np'-n 

I, .i i.f ll .   mil. l.i.ilm -. .mil' 1 I . .il.. . ..U llt'iil, tlllf ami  n.li n -i  . 1 ila- Mm ii-.ii'ni m 

p III. 11 III f..Ui   -I   nl   p.i" I"  ihr  pan Ita-i .1   in   llaliln. 

lli'f.Ulll  ill am  • f III i..\. .. in 

Mill...Ill   I1..I111 |«i il ,- M.-Mi' .f ,1. pi il..- inn... a 

v .ii.- In 1. hi •.- •'i'1 

In 11 1.1. " ill. -nl n i" 
an.l ni.-n anv Ma h 'I 
|.|..|" 
innll'-.i-i- 

1,   Tiiit il ••i 
in.-m- .1 
M..iU-..k-"' 

.I I.I II I   ...I. Mll-ll *  .''   m '•'   I ' " *  • 
l.n.il. " In 'I '  n-'l -' !" 

1, ,,1 11 1..Hi- a-.. ih.  \I..II,'..I'.. -hail 1 null.I. 
,. i    1.1    11.1     pi..p. I I V    I '.\1 ll 'I 

mil 1 -i iIn' ii'.n-. 1I1 M 
ilr  .ip|...iiilli;. nl   IM   -I   I. 

1  I In   1 1 .if. 1 11 
I.. .1 Mplmil I..I. Hi-  I. I I . .11.-I  hi 11. I.I - .1 

it.. M-.n 1 al'i'l 

.1 1 . iiu Mmli 
kill h.ivr Ha   Mil I  In  I" 

a.iiii.i. .1 M . .111 U     I nil] ll.. 1,   1. a il. I lllli  Ml"1' 1   ••'i" 
•i n.i -.ii.l pi.p. 111 

11..11 in.' 1 iii-i- 

.1.1.1.1....ii ..."i 
I      ..I     ll..      "Ilhlll 

 ll II     I .1    ,11      .11 u 11. 1 I., .mil 

illlml   pi  "|> I||M.,II   ll..    ii 1 ill* 11   1 nil ' nl   " 

- J) 
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o 

Plat 17; .nd running from thence and acres. Drum Feint Avenue. South 57 degrees 39 

minute. Ea.t 30 feet to the east si^e of the same and the west edge of the easement area 

of the Governor Ritchie HiEhway; thence with said west side of said easement. South 31 

'degree. 14 minute. West 250 feet, thence crossing Drum Point Avenue North 57 decree, 

39 minute. West 30 feet to the west side of the same; thence with .aid west side North 31 

degree. 14 minutes East 250 feet to the plac. of beginning.   ConUWng 7500 square feet. 

roo« or I....   BEING the .eco.uUy described lot of grounJ in a Deed, dated February 26. 1954 

and record a. aforesaid in Liber J. II, H. No. ttS. folio 524. from the Louis N. Fhipps Sale. 

Company to the within named Grantor. 

Together with the buQJing. a.vd improvement, thereupon, and the right.. alleys. ways »   _ 

water., privilege., a.-purtenanccs and advantage, to the same belonging or in anywise apper- 

taining. 

TO HAVE AND TC HOLD the .aul decreed lot (.) of ground and premise., unto and to the 

UM of ih. .aid rrantco. it. .ucce..or. and a..ign.. in fee simple.   AND the .aid Grantor 

covenant, that it will warrant .^cially the pro^rtv hereby granted and conveyed, and that 

it will execute such further a..urancc. of .aid land a. may bo rcqui.ite.   S^enever used. 

tho .ingular number, .hall include the plural, th. p'ural the .ingular. and the use of any 

gender .hall bo applicable to all gender.. 

• 

)] 
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•»(P»^P»»""W" nm!****m<!)*l*l' T 

•    4 .  . 1IEH239G i«tt892 
Muuta or eo«romA»io« iio»to»»« - rawuiMt - •• 

This Release, M.d. thu      ^ ^of      Nove-b" 
^ 70<( b PROC5RBSS FBOBRAL SAVINGS   A.M') LOAN  ASSOCTATION 

. dulyWr.ted body under th. Uw. of to*•********   rmv.o STMCS OP AM^RTCA 

Witn^U^ That where., ril th. covenant, of the hereinafter de^ribed MoriRage h.vo been 

performed, .nd the whole .um of money and tntemt secured thereby h« been paid 
PROORHSS  FnDRPAL  SAV1N3S  AW LOAN ASSOCI/.TIOM 

. "    * and assign.. aU the lot.  of jjround and premise 

JOtnBMVft mV«ai» liom " NO. «, {olio 21 

pi 

Kllroek Tnvest^nt.,   Inc.,  • ^/r^^^th"R* •»!• 
MM* of Ma,yl»nrt,  ami Robert  N. Pyl» *nH Mlth  R.   -yi«, 
hla wlf# 

T :toth.«idbodyeorpor.t..d.Ud     NovcSe, «. 1*M     .wcontadinth. UH- 

'      lUcord-of ^. ArunH.l ^unty Ub«     UP       Na   1«»       folio     4S5 

S     free and claar from tha operation of said Mortgage. 

o 

fc Louie A.  R^lnhardt, 

Stoned. leoUd end dcliuered ) 
10/ S 

ct 

^T. 

o 

Aawit^thecarporauaealofthe-Wbodyc^^ . 

in the presence o/         \                               71 e*****^.^'^^^^^?•-      *  - 
/>^ n     President >./V^l«;'->.. 

L, E. Mnao*. Jr. . V 

STAT.OfMA.TUUIO.CmOrBALTIM0Wt.TOWn: •    W   7o . 
UtaoTCnmnr.ThatonthU    17th  «Uy of Nov.-b« ,.    '      'l 
I JIEHBT v«. Maryland aforesaid, personally 

before me. the Wl»cnber  . ^ ^C ^ ^ S                 ^wbo .^wMg^l himself 
..j Louis  A.  R«tnn»ruTt 

appeared p,..^..,.       moc^.ss PEDTRAL SAVING AND tOAN AS^UTION   . 
tobethe PresUUntof                                                ,ulhorUed so to do. executed th. 

 $0*M2^l  , 
My Commission 

July 

*f\ 

u/inra-2 f\N9:i3 

i/ 
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THIS MOUTGAGK, M^k this day of       October 

in the vrrtr one tho-.i^nd nir.i- hundred nnd      8 iy.ty-ninc by nnd bctwrcn 
RODBRT II.   PYLE  and  HDITH  R,   PVLE,   hi.^  wife,   KII.ROCK  IllVESTMENTS,   INC., 
a  body  corporate,   and   INVICTA,   IIIC,   a  body  corporotc, 

MdrtRftKOr     . cf Anne  Arundcl   County    , in the State of Maryland, of the first part, nnd 

BROILER'S  FINANCIAL CORP.,   a  body  corporate,   orgnnirod  and  existintj 
under  the  laws  of   the  State   of  Pennsylvania , Morigagee    r of the second part 

WHEREAS,   the Kortqarjee hnis  this   day   loaned   to ROBERT  N.   PYLE,   INC. 
(hereinafter  called   "i-.orro-^/^r")   the   sun  of   One  Huhdroc  Ten  Thousand 
Dollars   ($310,000.00),   said   amount  payable  twclvo   (1.2)   months   Cron 
date of  this Mortgage, with   interest  thereon at   the rate  of 

L..e 

p.e anc 
one-fourth rjorcenl (1^%) Pc^ month on the unpaid principal balance, 
said Interest cue and payable monthly on the ist day of each and c. 
month beginning on the 1st cav of November, 1969. 

WHEREAS, it was a condition of Mortgagee's making .such loan to 
Borrower that the Mortgagors herein did execute this Mortgage tio 
Mortgagee to secure the payn-ent of principal and interest referred 
herein. 

ery 

the 

LO 

Now This Morteaee Witntsselh that in consideration of rijo premisfa and c»f tho sum of One DUIar, 

HKSCSM    and   in  consideration  of  the  aforesaid   loan  by Mcrtgagee   to 
Borrov/er,   arc  in  order  to  secure  to Mortgagee  the  paiTitent  by  Borrovr.r 
of   the  principal  and   interest   payable  thereon.   Mortgagors 

do       grant and assign nnto    Mortgagee,   its  successors 

>h«>m^t:Tnot:tc-r;:>acic>:>i::>:v.i;:rx 

menc-exsrxand a^iyns, 
• 

all those lot        or parcel of (rround situate and iyinjj iti 

Anne Arundel  County,   State  of  Maryland aforesaid and described its follows, 

to wit: 
THE  FIRST THEREOF   BEING  KN0V7N AND DESIGNATED  as  Lot  No.   10  as   shewn   • 

on  Plat   of  Chatham  Hills  Subdivision   Benfield   Road  Third   District   of 
Anno Arundel County,  M&ryland,   which  Plat  is  recorded  amon-j   tho  L^nd 
Records   of  Anne  Arundcl  County   in   Plat  Book   33,    folio  35,     The   improve* 
mento thereon being kno\/n as 479 niackshirc Road. 

BEIiiG  the sarr.e parcel  of  ground  conveyed  to the  Mortgagors,   Robert 
N.   Pylo   and  Edith   R.   Pyle,   hi?  wife,   by   Hoed  dated  July   ?c-.,    Wl.   and 
recorded  i.::ong  the  aforesaid  Lr.nd  Records   in MSH  T.iicr  2090,   folio   3T. 

Tocctb(,r with tho dwellin*! ntid other  jmprovementa  thereon and all  of 
tho righto,   aUcyr:,   ways,   privilcclea,   and appurtenances   to  the  same 
belonging. 

To hive  and  to hold  the said  land  and  itnprovementn unto and  to  the 
woo and IsonOfclt  of  the »!vrU3a  ^",   -uul  Wt   aucvci>nors  and  assignr.,   in  Ice 
tiiwnloj   aubD^-it,  hoover,   to a Peed  of Tnmt  to W    Burton Ouy,   Sr.   nn.i 
John J.  rict!Vi:i»ier(  dr.,   -utod julj   ?i\,   \<ii>lt   :>nd  recorded  amonci  tho  iit'ore' 
naiil L-'Ad pacordo  In '''n Liber   :>O90,   folio  3«>. 
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VIli: nr.CP n 5tnnni,.OV rnGXUiUird for tlio mmc  anil 1 oina tlio ^;oatern/.iortt 

oiie-h'Uli: ol I.otn ]3 ami .14 ami iill of Lotn 1
C
J and 10, UlocJ; 30, an rim ,n 

on the Plat entitled "Carrollton fl.inor", \/hich Plat in rrcordcel ajaony 
the I,nnc1 nocorrln of Ann^ Arundol County in Pint llool: 9, folio 23. 

DEIIIG the eame lotn of ground conveyed to the Mortgagor, IClIrock 
Invo.Mtwcntn, Inc., by Deed dated September 24, 1965, and recorded Diaong 
the aforesaid Land Records in LHP Liber 1906, folio 352. 

Together v/ith the cwellinq and other irrprovments thereon and all of 
the rights, alleys, v/ays, privileges, and appurtenances to the same 
belonging. 

To have and to hold the said land and iiuprovements unto and to the 
use and benefit; of the Mortgagee and its successors and assigns, in fee 
simple; subject, however, to a Mortgage to Progress Federal Savings and 
Loan Association, recorded November 26, 1965, among the aforesaid Land 
Records in LKP Liber 1925, folio 485. 

THE THIRD THEREOF BEING IC-TOVrN AND DESIGNATED as Lots Nos. 10, ] 1, 12, 
13 and 14, Block 38, Ptat of Carrollton Manor, recorded among the Plat 
Records of Anne Arundel County in Pi at Boo); 9, folios 23 and 24. 

BEING the same parcels of ground conveyed to the Mortgagor, Kilrock 
Investments;* Inc. , by Deeds dated May 19, 1965 and August 31, 1965, 
and recorded air.ong the aforesaid Land Records in LNP Liber 1661, folio 320, 
and LNP Liber 1933, folio 472. 

Together with the dwelling and other improvements thereon and all of 
the rights, alleys, ways, privileges, and appurtenances to the same 
belonging. 

(Continued on attached sheet) 

O JUZ'_•>*—~lf JJihi .." -^-. -- w..*.^* 

Provided, that if tha said      Borrower,    i 18   successors 

WK3:ri»5tfi»San;iip:j;?cxeeitu<KX^!jntcfct«nte«K0r Rit<lt?iii', >ha!l well and truly pay or cause to be paid 
tHe«fc>rw:UdprlKclp;;U'umor   One Humircd Ten Thousand Dollars   ($i 10,000.00) 

Xj*»^nnsan»1 all the In^ta'lmonts of lnU»ref.t thereon when and M each of thew t^mll 
•c^pcofivoly bo d'.to'r.ud pnyahli? t.a aToivsau! and shall perfonu each and all of the covenants herein c" 
\h mt\ to'bnluriVritiel. ihvw this Mortrare M.all (»o wld. 
re 
h 

And the <rd '.'•-t^a-or hcreliv w«?en»« to the r^.-.-o of a decree for the Pfde of the pro)>eriy 
wreby rr.orl^nTc!. after a defanf "•ball havo murnd In any of the covenanta or conditions ol i \i# 
n(irt.'n,v rt I ••:" prcvalc«l; and ilw .c;iid M"it>r;:''>i- hereby also authorlsea tlio .-.u.. Murtjtnnve, 

the duly uutherhwd 

hi 
inortcnite •.••• herojn p 

'Att^rV'^ A"•^^^o^nv ^ir:^:l^):o^'a;'l.r any d-fault   slud!   have OCCUmd   In   th; 0ovc!;:;at.  ..r 
condltkw vi m* wrtw. u> rSA ih.' luivhy mort^n-d v^v-^y- Any such ^.^hy'cv u d.r t u 
nl,av, ..rt lo i (••••,-..-o-'i.-.i.T-.!..• I.IM.-.O PPV.-I .M rih». shall !.•» under the rri»vl uu ' uC A«tu M > 
of tlv I'ld/M.' «:.'.•...I l-.v.-s ni MUIVIMHI and ii •• M.irvlar.d KH'-.. «»I Pivivduiv. nr uatU'r nnv oth-r 
iVnerd .•»•'I... ; law i.f Ih.- SlaU- ui" Maryland i»'l:uiu|t to m-ut! . : .•.•. or nn.) ^-I'l- na-.i;. aai< »"no*' d, 
0|.:.,; lii, :, r. ,; ,.. And i.p 'n fMi>  au-h t«aU»oi' r-aal i""i" ny. »h- l fiH-ofd.! diall 1 •• M'.!>'i a :••,• 
(t)  |0 l •.   ., ....-(f , f j U ..M-l    •   I (lUMdiMll   t...   P.I (till'. itl.Iihll'U- •« I'MIMI   r|   f.v |.f   I' IV'.'    11 nu;V'0     (.' 
JMbii ••MM u i-ivi.rt ii.ii In i!;- pulv  Mia».iii}'  ••M- • 'I" "'"   ',,;1   l,,"».,«,,v  "l'1 n   lo  ti • roi.uii 
„li .,.,.,; •;,,.!     •   .     ..  .' in'-    ;'.' «•   | i"!1"-' V '•    "•'• "••   •"  :' '      ' ' 

{       > I   1 .!. •   j •    '     . ,       . 1 .     .   1 I        '     ' >    I        • ' '     ' 1 

1.00) 

i.. *•••:• 
."i! • i.1 i 

I:,        n 
III    in 

. :  i   ) 

11 I t • U11  11 . v i;: •: •   ,' i > • •   1111 1 

•, I   ['.'ill'.     ' •'.   I • •.» I    : i. ••.  «• , 
li   i.i'    il   i' i    •       ,   II 

Id    ,<>i -     I. II   I i 1 i,    1,1 
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To hnvo  and   Lo  hold   the  s^irl   land   .mc1   iinurovnmontr.   unto  nnrl   to   thn 

use cind henefit  of  the Mortgng&e1  i\r.<:   ita  sucr.'cscors  nnci  assignSi   in   foe 
simple;  subject,  howovc-r,   to fort'i.irj-or  to Annapolis Federal Savimjfl  and 
Loon Arfiociation  dated  May   19,   190!;,   and   re'.:orded   amoncj   Che  Lane"   Records 
of Annr  Arundel   County   3n   tttP   Liber   \Jhlt   !olio   22?..   and   February  9, 
19G6,   and   recorded   among  tTic   aforesaid  Lonri   Ficcords   in  LNP  Liber   194(:, 
folio  <J, 

i^IHPt 

THE FOURTH THEREOF BEING an undivided one-half interest in all that 
parcel of ground situate in tbe Third Election District of Anne Arundel 
County, .Maryland, and described as follovrs: 

BEGINNING for the same in the eastmest right • f way 1 i -'->.-> o f   C r a J r. 
Highway,   a^   proposed   to  y;e   constructed   and   as   shown   on   State   Roads 
Corr.isMon  of Maryland   Plat  No.   167^9,   at   the  one .> '• the North 1 (•> • 

grees •';5 minutes V.\-st 30.2^ foot lino of a conveyance rrcr,
l Bus-scy 

Enterprises, a partnership, to Joseph Schwartz, et al, trading as Cram 
Manor, by Deed dated June 17, K-tV., an:'- recorded among the Lard Records 
of Anne Arundel County in LKP Liber 176^ folio 4, and runnin<; thence 
with the eastmost sice of the said hicihwav hv a curvi' .;ear:i.a . o t h • 
right, having a radius of 2739.79 feet and an arc length of 190,20 '"eet, 
to a point distant North 03 degrees OS minutes Enst 19^.1? feet; thence 
^leaving tlic said highway and running with the North 84 decrees 01 
minutes West 208.45 foot line o; a c o n v e y a n - c f r c rn Grain -. r.'<r 
Court Apartments, Inc., by Deed dated March 196 anr recordoe 
the Land Records of /.nne Arundel CounVv in LNP Liber Ic3-'i2, folio 55S, 
the reverse thereof. South 8'» degrees 01 minutes ''tast 203.-15 feet to 
intersect the eastmost boundary of the fsfcrr-mentioned conveyance to 
Cram Manorj thence running with the saic boundary South 45 ceqreea 
33 minutes West 265.0 feet and Norrfp '3 degrees 4^ minutes West 30. J- 
feet to the place of beginning.  Containing 0,556 of an acrn.' of j^.r.d, 
more or less. 

BEING the same parcel of ground conveyed to the Mortgagor, ir/icta. 
Inc., and Robert N. Pyle, Tr.c... by Deed, dated November 26, 1967, an-- 
recorded among the Land Records of Annr Arundel Cocncy in KSH kiber 
2127, folio 440. 

Together with all improvements thereon and all of the nchts, e:lleys, 
ways, privileges, and appurtenances to the same belonging. 

To have and to hold the said land and improvements unto and to the 
use and benefit of the Mortgayeo and its successors and JHSsigns, as 
tenant in common C:.-J to an undivided one-half interest, in ice pir.ple; 
subject, hov/ever, to a Deed of Trust f;*or the Mortgaoor i Invicta, in.-., 
and Robert N. Pyle, inc., to Sar W, tvorden and Charles J. rieury. 
Trustees, dated November 26, 1^67, and recorded among thf? at'oresaid 
Land Records in MSH Liber 21:7, folio AT.Q, 

- 3 - 
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' ;•• i •ir f.-r 1 rTf, Mi f it'll •. i''.' -lit;* i ?• j 11" »Mif .'ifivi i jiml ft wfyrnx, t]nvn ]\<\- 
±    I*.      !!.•• T)     I 'l   •    t, in . r; •<"< ..' n. 

1.  • i •i i r-1 
if'it^^i* 

i!. •MI.'til nr ii";i.-.> fif 
V-.W'I •      "Ml;   

liniil i'liVJlli;   iv V,\ •!•• r"'ii!'. .".li^F;' ii.-.-:» fnciiii'iil *<• rnitl .M'V* rli i^ni'ii^^* ir.it if*', ;ill Cciiff, en l:i ntui 
«•   ir,- pr»»Cfii|Jt:r;i nnl'r {}.i.\ .*l".l,.;iKf JUi'l ;i commi;; lion on thv {•,    I 

il'il, 11'   i «•       ill I .   ;i'i.i l.i i'.   M" iin^B l 'urn t«H )i" pu ! v m  .i   ; 

(•:.«» '.V '•     f to IJV frr  -I nil 
aniomii of the "ort   ice imliM'.irr .i. firincip.il ami Intrn-^l, vi\uu\ to oiu-li.;lf the p».-rrinil;uTC nllf»v;ri| 
ftH COMillii ".iorn to t.linvlc-ri iii.;kiii;: ; ;iio untiol' f»l'«li is «»r ilivinv; of a C'ourl havi/ur r.;j:ly jiiri:>.li<.ti n 
in tin1 Kiatn rif Mr.rylan'l, which nu'ui cxprn^iM, VHMA :\t\<\ vomwh''t<umfi the said MorlpaKor for him •l:". 
hifi hdra, pfirnonnl rt|M'C'.<('ntativ»'n nnd a-^ira.s, IIIK.I lurti.y covenant fo pay, ami tin," anid Mort^a;: f-, itacl 

kctjtehTV^rrcrcrt-rrnirrnnlntlwja or a^ripn.-, or      Gabriel  Berk 

their wniti Attorney, ; hall not bo required to nn-ivc tho principal nnd Interest on!v, of said Mort: 
debt in j-ntirfaction thereof, nrihv"! the pamo lie .•i' rrmi pnnied hy a tender of the said expenw, cosia, s 
and comTr.i-rdoa, but paid sale may he procoedial with unless, prior to the day appointed therefor, hral ^ 
tender hu made of rrud principal, eo.ttn, expenses and commi&uon. ^^ 

CD 
And the paid Mortrnrror, for himself, hi^ lieira.  personal  renrosentati\es and assign", covenann CO 

Mrlth the said Mortra'Toe, aa follows: f::):-'r-J; 
of>prJr; 

• k^'.L        **,mll»*/ :o;>Lr —'rn]i'^-- 
--- ^- —^-»- V -''f *—•** trr !,•»• "T ** KV»i^^ »r •• -vf» • • ••• • . -   ,. , .* • r u ^—^ ,   s 

*t_. • ^ «^l A <« . .^ -J • » t . • - •  i ...—•4.^.^0 4 4 « K «.. ^4« ' —•t\-*-i»'r fr-'M^r"' :;^ W 

^d M. — -^ *.. <  « at ii mm ---» • *«iMi  —  - - —• «•  •• — 

!#•/%»«•»«•   t^  • «4   -•-   .-  «#• • J   •..   • 

pv-v •--        - 

* i • rr~*f~ • •-* i- cn 
>.-.•'-'•*-.   k/W • Ai^Jd 

%,.t^« .-.^ •••?»• «r« 

•T'-»r— -»— fr\ • 

»nilkT*t*riij c>'^ nsiicmy c^* v '"iT^ 
.«. * *. * * 

.^t^..;i i::-~: 
/no:: -1 * - -*^ -.—»»- *. 

• *- -^•%;  ••    F.   .,,..,.  . 
• - •» '-^ w - r > --t «.•-*• • ^ • »-*-1 

"-V-** f? •Mk« «•«>•*«.   I  . 

. i .     . ~.^. —    *.-     -.,..r   ».   A,^.     tf .k#    •-    » rr.: r-: ^• • '^ • • -x« • -f.- 

repay tlio indebtednci 
promi- 
for the h.: 
brokers, and sucn torm a- s 
necessary to prC'tt-cl its l:* n 

-f.   • -  •  4  •« . 

*fr|*i » r»r    \i r v.iin tmeres: lerem (o)  to keep the hniltli 
t av • .« X   * :. i to 

insured airainst las.s hv lire ami windstorm ar c, nraer ird3, cr.su; d ccntins 
it e: t:."i ilort^avrre, its succi'ssors or r.jsfpns, In sue;; comnanits, tlirouch such av   i; 

iUM it IS. lorv 
th eoi nd 

'•Ir.rtjr; successors or a.ssijms, to the oxt^ 

its successors or assigns; and in cr.se of failure of th--' Morti 
neliver the policy and all renewal r- celpts to the M i'!-:--a'.a 

and 
the amount o 

ifror, his heirs, personal representativi-a 
JO to '.IO. the Mort^uirce, its successors or assigns, mav da so aaii add the cost thereof to 

iorteafrc maebienneis so as to become so much additional iiuleblcdness 

In 
this mortra/-!; '•!) to pay all taxes and any other public dues and n'sessnients of ovory kind w 
for which the property hereby mortrnjred may 
rent and insurance premiunis, wiu:n and 
commit or suffer no v. 

•ureii 
nat 

.0, imnairment or aetenorauon 
the holder of this n:or:.;;:.;'•? in any ac:.:on to forecl«)se ii. shad ho e- 
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THIS ASSIGNMENT 0? MORTGAGES, Made this 20lh day of   December    ,  1969 

by and between BROKER'S FINANCIAL COR?.,  a body corporate,  organized and exist- 

ing under the laws of the State of frnnsylva   party of the first part;  and 

CITY BANK 0? PHILADELPHIA,  a  body corporate,   organized  and  existing 

under   the   laws  of  the Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania, 

party of the second part. 

WITNESSETH, That for and in consideration of the sum of One Dollar and 

other good and valuable considerations, the said party of the first part does 

hereby grant and convey all of its right, title and interest unto the party of 

the second oart, its successors and assigns, in the following mortgages: 

J 
1. Mortgage dated October 1, 1969^ and recorded among the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 230?> folid 220, 
from Chatham Developers, Inc., a body corporate, to Broker's 
Financial Corp., a body corporate. 

2. Mortgage dated October 1, 1969* and recorded among the Land 
Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 2307* folio 210, 
from Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock 
Investments, Inc., a body corporate, and Ihvicta, Inc., a 
body corporate, to Broker's Financial Corp., a body corporate. 

3. Mortgage dated October 1, 1969> and recorded among the Land 
Records of Anne Arundel County in MSH Liber 230?> folio 215* 
and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore County in 
OTG Liber 50^9, folio 14?j from Robert N. Pyle, Inc., a body 
corporate, to Broker's Financial Corp., a body corporate. 

AS WITNESS the corporate seal of said body corporate and the hand of 

its 

ATTEST: 

^ 
•MT^-OcC^O- /O-^v 

/ CZ^^f -^-^v 
^x. By:_^l 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP. 

Kw '/ 

"STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY,  That on this ^v-^day of   *J>S<<* - ^>:    ,  1969, before 

me,  the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Pennsylvania,   in and for 

the       state 

President 

aforesaid,  personally appeared    Rocco J.  Molinari 

of BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORP.,  a body 

c 
corporate, and he acknowledged the aforegoing Assignment to be nis   act. 

My Commission expires: —.—^, . 
•^v.. 

Notary Public 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

Defendant 

BOOK   199 PACE 517 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

EQUITY NOS. 20275 

and  20533 

ADMISSION OF FACTS AND GENUINENESS OF DOCUMENTS 

Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., Plaintiff, and Federal 

Deposit Insurance Corporation, purchaser of all the assets of City 

Bank of Philadelphia, Defendant, by their respective counsel, make 

the following admissions: 

1. That the following documents, copies of which are 

attached hereto as exhibits, are genuine and have been duly re- 

corded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County: 

Exhibit 1 - Mortgage dated November 10, 1970 from 

Kilrock Investment, Inc. to Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

No. 2373, folio 236. 

Exhibit 2 - Release dated November 17, 1970 from 

Progress Federal Savings and Loan Association to Kilrock Invest- 

ments, Inc. and Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

No. 2396, folio 892. 

Exhibit 3 - Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from 

• 

IWOECI? MlOiSft 
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Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock Investments, 

Inc. and Invicta, Inc. to Broker's Financial Corp., and recorded 

among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber MSH 

No. 2307, folio 210. 

Exhibit 4 - Assignment of Mortgages dated 

December 20, 1969 from Broker's Financial Corp. to City Bank of 

Philadelphia, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber MSH No. 2324, folio 755. 

2.  That each of the following statements of fact is 

true: 

a.  That Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc. with part of 

the proceeds of the loan secured by the Mortgage dated November 10, 

1970, and intending that said Mortgage would constitute a first 

lien on the property, caused the sum of $12,835.30 to be paid to 

Progress Federal Savings and Loan Association for the November 17r 

a 1970 Release of Progress Federal's Mortgage, which Mortgage, date 

November 23, 1965, appears among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber LNP No. 1925, folio 485. 

b. That Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. at the time 

of its loan to Kilrock Investments, Inc. had an abstract of title 

prepared for the property known as 539 Benfield Road, which exam- 

ination failed to disclose the October 1, 1969 Mortgage to 

Broker's Financial Corp. or the December 20, 1969 Assignment of 

that Mortgage to City Bank of Philadelphia. 

c. That on September 11, 1970 the Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation purchased from the Secretary of Banking of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania substantially all of the assets 

of City Bank of Philadelphia, and among said assets was the 

Assignment of Mortgages dated December 20, 1969 from Broker's 

Financial Corp. to City Bank of Philadelphia and, as a consequence 

-2- 
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the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation now holds all right, 

title and interest to and under the Mortgage dated October 1,   1969 

d.  That there is presently due and owing on the 

indebtedness secured by the Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 an 

amount well in excess of the balance of the proceeds of sale of 

539 Benfield Road ($37,765.01) being held subject to the further 

Order of the Court. 

f   •> > 
W 

Eugene Hettleman 

Attorney for the Plaintiff 
Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc 

l(e^oJ      yjyCt' 
Robert Sloan 

ClapjJ,   Somerville,   Black & Honemari Honemann 

Attorneys for the Defendant, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration, Purchaser of all of 
the assets of 
City Bank of Philadelphia 

akWfc* 
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Plaintiff 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC., 

Defendant 
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MERRITT SAVINGS AND LOAN, INC. 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

BROKER"S FINANCIAL CORPORATION 

and 

CITY BANK OF PHILADELPHIA, 

Defendants 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NOS.   20275 

and    20533 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW ON BEHALF OF 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

The Federal Deposit Insurance Company, by Robert Sloan 

and Clapp, Somerville, Black and Honemann, its attorneys, submits 

the following Memorandum of Law in support of its claim to the 

proceeds of sale of 539 Benfield Road: 

On July 13, 1972, a Consent Decree was entered in these 

proceedings the sum and substance of which was that the parties 

agreed to permit the sale of 539 Benfield Road to be finally 

ratified and confirmed; that the proceeds of sale would be substi- 

tuted for the property and that Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 

tion (FDIC) and Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. (Merritt) would 

submit their respective claims to the proceeds to the determination 

of this Court.  As shown in the Report and Account of the Auditor 

filed herein, there is presently being held subject to the further 

Order of this Court the sum of $37,765.01, which represents the 

balance of the proceeds of sale of 539 Benfield Road. 

Fll .  -- 

I873DECI3 PHIZ: 07 
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The FDIC'gslaim to the entire balance of the proceeds of 

sale is premised on the fact that it holds all right, title and 

interest to and under the Mortgage dated October 1, 1969 from 

Robert N. Pyle and Edith R. Pyle, his wife, Kilrock Investments, 

Inc. and Invicta, Inc. to Broker's Financial Corp., and recorded 

among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber MSH No.2307, 

folio 210.  It is submitted that under the now applicable pro- 

visions of Maryland Code Article 21, Real Property (1957, 1973 

Repl. Vol.), and particularly Sections 3-201 and 3-203 thereof, 

the October 1, 1969 Mortgage constituted a first lien of record on 

the property and, therefore, is entitled to priority over the 

Mortgage dated November 10, 1970 from Kilrock Investment, Inc. to 

Merritt Savings and Loan, Inc. 

Although it would appear that Merritt does not dispute 

the priority of FDIC's Mortgage, it asserts that under the doctrine 

of subrogation it is entitled to $12,835.30 of the proceeds of 

sale on account of its having paid this amount to Progress Federal 

Savings and Loan Association for the Release of its Mortgage dated 

November 23, 196 5.  In support of its position Merritt looks to 

those Maryland cases which have recognized that the doctrine of 

subrogation may be applied on equitable principles in behalf of 

one who, at the instance and request of the debtor, pays a lien or 

encumbrance which he was under no legal obligation to pay.  The 

short answer to this contention is that the Court of Appeals has 

established certain well defined exceptions to the entitlement to 

subrogation, among which are that the doctrine shall not be ap- 

plied where there has been negligence on the part of the party 

asserting it, Maryland Title v. Kosisky, 245 Md. 13 (1966), or if 

it interferes with intervening rights and encumbrances of another, 

Milholland and Wilcox, Trustees v. Tiffany, 64 Md. 455, 460 (1886); 

Finance Company v. Heller, 247 Md. 714, 718 (1964). 

-2- 
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NEGLIGENCE 

In Maryland Title v. Kosisky^ supra, the Court of 

Appeals, speaking through Chief Judge Hammond, stated as one 

ground for its decision that: 

"The fact that the loss of one who seeks to 
be made whole by subrogation arose from his 
own negligence may be fatal to his claim. 
Sheldon, The Law of Subrogation, §43. Cf. 
Restatement, Restitution §59 and §142.  See 
Webber v. Frye (Iowa), 202 N.W. 1, 2, Recog- 
nizing that 'the right of subrogation is lost 
by inexcusable negligence on the part of the 
person asserting it," and holding, as one 
ground of decision, that one who negligently 
failed to preserve the lien of a mortgage he 
paid off was prevented by his negligence from 
being subrogated as a new mortgagee to the 
priority of the old mortgage over an inter- 
vening mechanics' lien."  245 Md. at 22-23. 

The facts in Webber v. Frye, supra, are almost identical to those 

in the instant proceedings.  The question presented was whether a 

mortgagee, who paid out of the proceeds of his loan certain prior 

encumbrances on the property and caused their release of record, 

would be subrogated to the rights of those encumbrances as against 

an intervening mechanics' lien.  In support of his claim to subro- 

gate the mortgagee argued that it was understood that his mortgage 

was to be a first lien on the property, that he was assured that 

no mechanics' lien could or would be filed; that he had paid and 

caused the release of the prior encumbrances on the property with 

the understanding and belief that his mortgage was prior and senior 

to all other liens, that by securing the release of the prior en- 

cumbrances he did not intend to waive his right of subrogation to 

the lien thereof, and that if he had known of the existence of the 

mechanics' lien he would not have paid or caused the release of 

the prior encumbrances.  Despite these contentions the Supreme 

Court of Iowa held, in part, that the Mortgagee's failure to 

ascertain the existence of the mechanics' lien constituted negli- 

gence and precluded his being subrogated to the rights of the prior 

encumbrances. 

-3- 
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In the "Admission of Facts and Genuineness of Documents" 

filed herein it is admitted that the October 1, 1969 Mortgage is 

genuine and that the Mortgage has been duly recorded among the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County.  As a consequence, the October 1, 

1969 Mortgage was a valid encumbrance of record at the time Merritt 

made the loan secured by the Mortgage dated November 10, 1970.  It 

is also admitted that at the time of the loan Merritt had an ab- 

stract of title prepared  for the property which failed to disclose 

the October 1, 1969 Mortgage or its assignment to City Bank of 

Philadelphia and that Merritt, relying on the title examination 

and intending to obtain a first lien on the property, caused the 

sum of $12,835.30 to be paid out of the proceeds of its loan for 

the Release of the November 23, 1965 Mortgage held by Progress 

|Federal Savings and Loan Association.  It is submitted that the 

failure of Merritt's title examiner to note the existence of the 

joctober 1, 1969, Mortgage to Broker's Financial Corp., an instru- 

ment of record encumbering the title to 539 Benfield Road, con- 

stitutes negligence as a matter of law, 2 Fitch, Abstracts and 

Titles to Real Property  §625, at 441 (1954) and 1 C.J.S. Abstracts 

of Title § 9, at 386 (1936), and cases cited therein; see also, 

mrnoran v. Abstract Co. 217 Md. 633, 637 (1958); Watson v. Calvert 

Bldg. Ass'n., 91 Md. 25, 33 (1900), and that this negligence, under^ 

the teachings of the Court of Appeals in Maryland Title v. Kosisky, 

supra, is fatal to Merritt's claim that it is entitled to subroga- 

tion. 

INTERVENING LIEN 

The general rule is that the doctrine of subrogation, as 

a method of preventing unjust enrichment, will be applied even 

against intervening liens or encumbrances if it does not work in- 

justice or substantial injury to the rights of intervening parties 

-4- 
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As previously noted, the rule of the Maryland cases is that the 

doctrine will not be applied if it will interfere with the rights 

of intervening liens or encumbrances, Milholland and Wilcox, 

Trustees v. Tiffany, supra; Finance Company v. Heller, supra. 

That Maryland's rule is much stricter than the rule recognized in 

other jurisdictions and, as a consequence, will not permit subro- 

gation in these proceedings where the FDIC holds an intervening 

lien, is clear from the following passage from Notes on Titles, 

Subrogation § 11, at 10 (1903), and the cases cited therein: 

"[The] general statement must be qualified in 
Maryland by the fact that in this State an inter- 
vening encumbrancer seems to be most highly favored 
in the law.  In the leading case [of Boyd v. Parker, 
43 Md. 182, 201-203] ... it was held that when the 
liens [two prior mortgages and a judgment] were 
paid and released they were extinguished, and that 
the third mortgage thereby became a first lien 
instead of a fourth lien.  The purchaser [seeking 
subrogation] should have taken assignments of the 
mortgages and judgment; by paying them and having 
them released, he extinguished them.  Other cases 
where intervening encumbrancers have been given a 
better position than they previously had, and the 
party paying the prior lien has unintentionally, 
and to his own loss, benefited the intervening 
encumbrancer, are ... [Woollen v. Hillen, 9 G. 185; 
Heiusler v. Nickum, 38 Md. 270; Clabaugh v. Byerly, 
7 G. 354; Gardenville Assn. v. Walker, 52 Md. 452 
and Alderson v. Ames, 6 Md. 52].  From these cases 
it will be seen that it is dangerous to lend money 
to pay a lien and to have the lien released, in 
reliance upon the doctrine of subrogation.  The 
lender should first make sure that there are no 
judgments, mortgages or other encumbrances which 
may be elevated to a first lien by a release of the 
lien which is paid off.  But by taking an assign- 
ment of the encumbrance, and by not releasing it, 
the lender may secure the rights of the prior 
encumbrancer.  There seems to be no instance in the 
Maryland reports of a release of mortgage being 
treated as an assignment where there were inter- 
vening encumbrances. 

For the aforegoing reasons, it is respectfully submitted 

that the Federal Deposit Insurance Company is entitled to the 

-5- 
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entire balance of the proceeds of sale of 539 Benfield Road, 

^ frcU.1 I 
Robert  Sloan 

4w Liuu^^Jl^c i tbz— 
Cl4ppf Somerville, Black & Honemann 
1700 First National Bank Building 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 
752-7943 

Attorneys for the Defendant, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Cor- 
poration, Purchaser of all of 
the assets of 
City Bank of Philadelphia 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the p     day of December, 1973, 

a copy of this Memorandum of Law on behalf of Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation was mailed, postage prepaid, to Eugene 

Hettleman, Esq., 600 Knickerbocker Building, 220 East Lexington 

Street, Baltimore, Maryland  21202, attorney for the Plaintiff. 

-(^/O-oc / / 

Robert Sloan 

, BW 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAH, * 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

vs. 

KILROCK INVESTMENT, INC. 

*************** 

MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAM, INC.  ' 

* 
VS. 

BROKERS FINANCIAL C0R20PATI0N,* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity NO. 20275 
and No, 20533 

and 

CITY  BANK OF  PlilLADELPIIIA 

* 

* 

DECREE 

These consolidated cases having come on for hearing in 

open Court for a determination of the entitlement to and dis- 

tribution of the proceeds arising from the mortgage sale of the 

property described in these proceedings, and for a determination 

of the relative priorities of the mortgage dated November 10, 1970 

from Kilrock Investment, Inc., to Merritt Savings * Loan, Inc., 

recorded in Liber 2373, folio 236; and the mortgage from Kilrock 

investment. Inc., dated October 1, 1969 and recorded in Liber 2307, 

folio 210 to Brokers Financial Corporation, later assigned to City 

Bank of Philadelphia, whose position has now passed to the Federal 

Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

And the Court having been informed that in addition to 

the sum of $37,765.01, shown in the Auditor's Account and held by 

j Eugene Hettleman, Attorney named in mortgage, under decree dated 

July 13, 1972, that there is an additional $4,1*3.63, net, in 

accrued interest thereon; and the Court after a hearing on the 

merits having determined: 

1. That there is due on the mortgage now held by the 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, a sum in excess of the 

smfe 

ntsit 
am 



/ 
• 

entire proceeds of sale.'plus interest, held by said Eugene Hettle- 

man. Attorney naiaed in Mortgage; 

2.  That the said mortgage now held by Federal Deposit 

insurance Corporation is a valid and subsisting lien on the prop- 

erty described in these proceedings and, except to the extent 

hereinafter set forth, is entitled to priority over any legal or 

equitable interest in the property held by Merritt Savings 6 

Loan, Inc. 
3.  The remaining security subject to the mortgage held 

by Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, including the proceeds 

of sale which are the subject of these proceedings, is not suf- 

ficient to satisfy the indebtedness now due and owing and, as a 

consequence, the principle of marshalling of assets is not 

applicable; 
4,  That for the reasons stated by the Court in its 

oral opinion, Merritt Savings ( boan. Inc., has, under the 

doctrine of subrogation, an interest entitled to priority over 

the said mortgage now held by Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora- 

tion, to the extent of $12,835.30. 

NOW, THEREFORE, it is this     day of .   1976, 

by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, in Equity, ORDERED, 

ADJUDGED, and DECREEDs 
That of the sum of $37,765.01 held by Eugene Hettleman, 

Attorney named in Mortgage, under the Decree of this Court 

dated July 13. 1972, the sum of $12,835.30 shall be paid to 

, r».„  Tnn  and the balance of $24,929.71 shall Merritt Savings s Loan, Inc.. ana tne UOJ. 

be paid to Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, that of the 

sum of $4,183.68 held by said Eugene Hettleman. Attorney named 

in Mortgage, the costs of these proceedings shall first be paid. 

-2- 
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and the balance shall then be distributed to Merritt Savings A 

Loan, Inc., and to Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, in the 

same proportions as has been provided herein for the distribution 

of said $37,765.01. 

..Te\m. 

£ frUAJlILChM 
Judge 

Approved as to Form: 

4 Eugene Hettlenan 
Attorney for Merritt Savings 

& Loan, Inc. 

JI 
Robert Sloan 
Attorney for Federal Deposit 

Insurance Corporation 

-3- 
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PETITION FOR FORECLOSURE 

BOOK    199pAG£5^y 
LOUISE  I.   CAMPBELL, 
now known   as  LOUISE   I.   LUDGROVE. 
6.110  Philadelphia Road' 
Baltimore,   Maryland  21237 

VS. 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL 
114 3rd Avenue, S.W. 
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061 

AND 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL  
1*42 Park Creek Road 
North Shore 
Pasadena,   Maryland 21122 

To The Honorable, the Judge of said Court: 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(In Equity) 

mm* 

The petition of the plaintiff       respectfully represents . 

That on the ...27th        day of JanMary    A. D.L966, the defendanteexecuted and delivered 

to   LOUISE..I..   CAMPBELL,...Widow.,  n^^   

a mortgage upon certain   property in 
Anne  Arurulel  Coun ty 

therein described, to 

secure the payment of the mortgage debt of $ 18 , SOQ. 00 and interest as therein mentioned, 

wherein said mortgagors assented to the passage of a decree for the sale of said mortgaged 

property, to take place at any time after any default in any covenant or condition of said mortgage; 

all which will appear from said mortgage, marked "Petitioner's Exhibit No. 1," and filed herewith as 

part of this petition. 

And your petitioner prays     that a decree may be passed for the sale of said property in 

accordance with the terms of said mortgage. 

And as in duty, Ac. 

Plaintiff Toppe 
1G10-1611 Munsey  Build 
Bal.timar.e,..Maryland...21202  
LExington 9-3230 Attorney for Plaintiff 

19/ZDEC 15 PM ':35 



'^SHNHIKHMfei 

MORTGAGE  FEE    CITY OR COUNTS 
LUCAS BROS. INT.    JJIiTR—1/0/63 

# 

BOOK1961 PACE159     tfa %lnt f' 

THIS MORTGAGE,   Made this       27th        day of   January 

1*^ in the year nineteen hundred and     Sixty-Six 
U-l 

S? and MARY P.  CAMPBELL, his wife, 

QJ Mortgagor8 ofjlta Anne Arundel County, 

LOUISE I.   CAMPBELL,  Widow, 

by and between  ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL 

in the State of Maryland, of the first part and 

. Mortgagee     , of the second part: 

Whereas, the said Mortgagors have received from the said Mortgagee an advance 
of Eighteen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($18,500.00); and said advance or loan 
of money has been used in part payment of the purchase money for the property 
hereinafter described; and, 

WHEREAS, the said Mortgagors, being therefore justly indebted unto the Mortgagee 
for the sum of money borrowed in the principal amount of Eighteen Thousand Five 
Hundred Dollars ($18,500.00), the said Mortgagors do hereby covenant to repay the 
same within a period of Ten Years (10) time from the date hereof with interest at 
the rate of Six Percent (6%) per annum, payable in monthly installments of Two 
Hundred Dollars ($200.00). Mortgagors agree to pay currently when due, all taxes, 
assessments, charges levied against the premises and to keep the property insurance 
insured so that to protect the interest of the Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS, the due execution of this Mortgage hLis been a condition precedent to 
the granting of the said advance of money. 

c 

Now this Mortgafte NVitnesseth, that in consideration of the premises and of the sum of One Dollar, 

the said Mortgagors,  ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL and MARY P.  CAMPBELL,  his wife,  

-------------do     grant and convey unto   the said Mortgagee,  LOUISE I. 

CAMPBELL,  Widow,     ________ — ___--_-_ her heirs and assiprns, 

in fee simple, all   --------  that  lot or parcel      of ground situate and lyinp: in the  Third 
Election District of Anne Arundel County, State of Maryland. - - - - - - r 7 " " 
 aforesaid, and desmhedas tolfows. to wit:—JaptMXDDDPCXOfr 

BEGINNING for the same at a pipe now set in the Southerly line of Twenty-Fifth 
Street (30 feet wide), where said line is intersected by the division line between 
Lots 36 and 37, Block 114, as shown on the Plat of Green Haven, filed amon^ the 
Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat Book No. 15, Page 7; thence running 
along the said line of said Street South 72° 57f. East 151.73 feet to a pipe now 
set; thence leaving said Street and running for a division line now made through 
Lots 1, 2, 3, ^ and 6 of said Block 11^, South 17° 03', West 188.60 feet to a 
pipe now set in the Northerly line of Mountain Road (iVO feet wide); thence running 
along said line of said Road North 73° 21' 20", West 151.73 feet to a pipe now set 
in the division line between Lots 12 and 13; thence leaving said Road and running 
along the division line between Lots 12 and 13 and between Lots 36 and 37, North 
17° 03', East 189.67 feet to the place of beginning. Containing 0.659 acre, more 
or less. 

BEING portions of Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 and 6 and all of Lots 7, 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12, 
37, 38, 39 and 40 in Block 114 as shown on the Plat of Green Haven, filed among 
the Land Records of Anne Arundel County, in Plat Book No. 15, page 7. 

BEING the same lot of ground which by Deed of even date herewith and recorded or 
intended to be recorded inmediately prior hereto was granted and conveyed by 
Louise I. Campbell, Widow, to Robert E. Campbell and Mary P. Campbell, his wife, 
the herein named Mortgagors. 

T* 
r 

F11 

IS i Z DEC 15 PM ^:36 
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Together with the buildings and improvements thereupon, and the rights, alleys, ways, waters, privi- 

leges, appurtenances and advantages thereto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 

To Have and  To  Hold   the aforesaid  parcel   of ground with  the improvements and  appurtenancps 

aforesaid unto and to the proper use and benefit of   the  said Mortgagee,   LOUISE  I.   CAMPBELL, 

heirs and assigns, forever. 

Provided, that if the said   Mortgagors,   ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL  and MARY P.   CAMPBELL,  his 

wife,   their heirs 

executors, administrators or assigns, shall well and truly pay, or cause to be paid, the aforesaid principal sum 

of EIGHTEEN THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS  )$18,500.00) dollars. 

and all the installments of interest thereon, when and as each of them shall respectively be due and payable 

as aforesaid, and shall perform each and all of the covenants herein on - - - their - - -part to be per- 

formed, then this Mortgage shall be void. 

"Upon any default being made in the payment of the said principal or interest, in whole or in part, when 

due, or upon any default being made in any covenant or condition of this Mortgage then the whole mortgage 

debt hereby secured shall thereupon be deemed due and payable forthwith". 

•^ 
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And the said Mortgagor hereby assent to the passage of a decree for the sale of the property hereby 

mortgaged, such sale to take place only after a default in any of the covenants or conditions of this mortgage 

as herein provided; and the said Mortgagor s hereby also authorize    the said Mortgagee    . her 

personal representatives, or assigns, or     her *»* authorized Attorney or Agent 

of the said Mortgagee , his personal representatives, or assigns, after any default in the covenants or 

conditions of this mortgage, to sell the hereby mortgaged property. Any such sale, whether under the above 

assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be under the provisions of Article 66 of the Public 

General Laws of Maryland, or under any other General or Local Law and of the State of Maryland relating to 

mortgages, or any supplement, amendment, or addition thereto. And upon any such sale of said property, 

the proceeds shall be applied as follows: (1) to repayment of all expenses incident to said sale, including a 
Dollars and a commission to the party making the sale of said property 

JL to the commission allowed Trustees for making sale of property by virtue of a decree of a Court having 

enuity jurisdiction in the State of Maryland; (2) to the payment of all claims of the said Mortgagee her hexrs. 

executors administrators or assigns hereunder whether the same shall have matured or not; (3) and the sur- 

plus (if any there be), to the said Mortgagors,   their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to who- 

ever may be entitled to the same. 
And it is agreed that, until default be made in the premises, the said parlies    ot the hrst part, 

their heirs^xecutors, administrators or assigns, shall possess the aforesaid property upon paying, in the 

meantime all taxes and assessments, ground rents, public dues and charges levied or assessed, or to be levied 

or assessed, on said hereby mortgaged property, which taxes, mortgage debt and interest, public dues, charges 
the said part ies   of the first part 

and assessments 

covenant    to pay when legally payable. .        ,.      .u       • * 4 «,,• 
And the said parties the first part further covenant     to insure, and pending the existence of this 

Mortgage to keep insured, the improvements on the thereby mortgaged property against the loss by fire and 
,.   . .     . dollars, and to 

other hazards to the amount ol at least 
cause the policy to be effected thereon to be so framed or endorsed as, in case of fire or other loss to mure 

to the benefit of the said Mortgagee     .her executors, administrators or assigns, to the extent of 

her Hen or claim hereunder. 
Witness .     The handn and seal,  of the said Mortgagors. 

TEST: 
\ 

.^...J « ^.CLL: 
-Gerald E. Topper  (as 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL - Mort 

/• MARY P. BELL - Mortgagor 

[SEAL] 

[SEAL] 

State of Maryland,     CC4NTY OF BALTIMORE, , »«: 

CO I Hereby Certify, that on this Twenty-Seventh day of January in the year one 

| thousand nine hundred and    Sixty-Six before me. the subscriber,  a Notary Public 

^ of the State of Maryland, in and for the   County of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared 

W ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY P. CAMPBELL, his wife,  

^g the Mortgagor B named in the foregoing Mortgage, and they acknowledged the foregoing Mortgage 

^ to be their act.  At the same time also appeared     LOUISE I.   CAMPBELL. Mortgagee, 

_„_-----------   and made oath in due form 
—    —    —    f    •-    ••    ^•-."*v~    —    —    —    —    —    —    —    ""'"" 

f law tt^tfieT^l^t>n set forth in said Mortgage, is true and bona fide as therein set forth. 

/%vr.M£k        r^-^        U       r——  
:^J...^.^:^.l.l../.^'J^.y^X...|  

^     ^ V'v'r **/<*§*> Gerald E.   Topper y VNotary Public 

W'!,,f£ CQrV •   ' My Commission Expires:     y////'/ 

ti&G'(X tor  fOOW^ttfLAkL Ji 1Q 6©tt-/-Li-2 '  '^• 
•ailed to^^L^UeJj^L     ^ ' "^//>L>Jt L 
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STATEMENT OF MORTGACApLAIM 

LOUISE  I.  CAMPBELL, 
r* now too^.#.a8t#.l^I^.„I...Liro®0SE,. 
JO 8110* RiKadeiphia'Road 
KO Baltimore,  Maryland 21237 

IN THE 

vs. 

«-D       s 
CD 
22 ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL 

im    3rd Avenue,  S.W. 

CIRCUH COURT 

— OF — 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

g Gjwsa.mcRwi^ .mxy.lsm&..ZlV.bl. 

AND 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 
442 Park Creek Road 
North Shor 

(In Equity) 

M Pasadena, ^Sf^tSwENT OF MORTGAGE DEBT 

The original Mortgage indebtedness in the principal amount of 
Eighteen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($18,500.00) was repayable over a 
pedod of ten (10) years, in monthly installments of Two Hundred Dollars 
($200 00) plus 1/12 of the taxes and insurance.  Because of continuous 
delinquencies in payments, the principal indebtedness at this date Is. 

DATE 

8/10/71 
9A0/71 

10/10/71 
11/10/71 
12/10/71 
1/10/72 
2/10/72 
3/10/72 
4/10/72 
5/10/72 
6/10/72 
7/10/72 
8/10/72 
9/10/72 

10/10/72 
11/10/72 
12/10/72 

LCAN PAYMENT 

$ 200.00 

$ 400.00 

INTEREST 

$ 50.33 
50.59 
50.84 
51.09 
51.35 
51.61 
51.86 
52.12 
52.38 
52.65 
52.91 
53.17 
52.44 
52.70 
50.96 
51.22 
51.48 

BALANCE 
$ 10,066.95 
$ 10,117.28 
$ 10,167.87 
$ 10,218.71 
$ 10,269.80 
$ 10,321.15 
$ 10,372.76 
$ 10,424.62 
$ 10,476.74 
$ 10,529.12 
$ 10,581.77 
$ 10,634.68 
$ 10,487.85 
$ 10,540.29 
$ 10,192.99 
$ 10,243.95 
$ 10,295.17 
$ 10,346.65 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, Set. 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this ..^. day of .Mmm% in the 

year nineteen hundred and WMSOte:.^ before me, a ...NQtary...PubJJ.C of the 

State of Maryland, in and for saidXwKof Baltimore, personally appeared 

LOUISE I...LUpGROVE,..fo^^^   

the plaintiff in the above entitled cause, and made oath that the foregoing is a true statement of 

the amount of the mortgage claim under the mortgage filed in the said cause now remaining due 

and unpaid. 

FlU 
197ZDEC 15 PH i: 36 

As witness my hawl and Notarial Seal, 

y       . Notary PvW«c. 
Genevieve Ann Hauxplipe, 
Mv Commission Expires: 7/1/74 



CO 
—~J 

CD 

5 p 
-n 

rsj 

• 
.ftB^l 

BOOK 199 PWE534 
DECREE FOR SALE OF MORTGA(.E PREMISES 

LOUISE   I.   CAMPBELL, 
now.known  as   LOUISE  I.   LUDGROVE 
8110  PhliadGlphia Road 
Baltimore,   Maryland  2123 7 

IN THE 

vs. 

ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL 
114     3rd Avenue,   S.W. 
Cle.a ..Bunuc.,.. .Maryland. ..21061 

CIRCUIT COURT 

ANNE ARljfiEEL COUNTY 
YVVVVVVVVV^^VVVV 

AND 
MARY. PATRICIA.CAMPBELL  
442 Park Creek Road 
North Shore 

The Petition ^ahd Exhibit ID the above cause having been submitted, the proceedings there- 
in were by the Court read and considered: 

(In Equitry) 
^ X/,/7/     ^-^T 

JZ^^JUA..^..^. TERM, 19 
<2 csJ^CC      CP 

day of It, is, Thereupon, This / Y^ 

nineteen hundred and  StL^ji—^y ~Ti*s&- ^y the circuit Court of 
nd DB( 

, in the year 
ARIMJEL COUNTY 

ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREED, that the Mortgaged property in the proceedings 
mentioned be sold, at or after any one of the periods limited in the mortgage filed for the for- 

feiture of said mortgage; that    Gerald E..  Topper, Attorney,  

be and     he Is hereby appointed Trustee   to make said sale, and 
that the course and manner of    the   proceedings shall be as follows: That      he 
shall file with the Clerk of this Court, a Bond to the State of Maryland, executed by 

h Wiself and a corporaJte surety or sureties to be approved by this Court, or by the 

Clerk thereof, in the penalty of ^ ^  Q  P -   ^        Dollars, conditioned 
for the faithful performance of the trust reposed in h lm by this decree, or to be 
reposed in h im by any future Decree or Order in the premises:       he       shall 
then proceed to make the said sale, having given notice by advertisement, inserted in 
such daily newspaper or newspapers published in the X^b(tej^Wl>roulfty least once 
in each week for three successive weeks, the first such publication to be not less than fifteen 
days prior to sale and the last such publication to be not more than one week prior to 
sale,   (Md.   Rule   W   74-2   (i),  of   the  time, place,   manner   and   terms   of   sale,   which 
shall be cash, deposit of $  at time of sale, balance in cash upon final ratification 
ot sale by the Court, the credit payment to bear interest from the day of sale; and as soon aa 
may be convenient after any such sale or sales, the said Trustee shall return to this Court a 

full and particular account of ....t|?.e..s^e..at publX.Q.aug.t.AO.n  
proceedings relative to the sale; with an affidavit annexed of the truth thereof, and of the fair- 
ness of said sale; and on obtaining the Court's ratification of the sale, and on payment of the 
whole purchase money (and not before), the said Trustee shall by a good and sufficient deed, 

to be executed, acknowledged and recorded, according to law, convey to the purchaser or pur- 

chasers, his, her or their assigns ( the property 

and estate to him, her or them sold, free, clear and discharged from all claim of the parties 
hereto. Petitioner and Mortgagor and those claiming by, from or under them, or either of them. 
And the said Trustee shall bring into this Court the money arising from said sale, to be dis- 
tributed under the direction of this Court, after deducting the cost of this suit, and such com- 
mission to the said Trustee as this Court shall think proper to allow in consideration of the 
skill, attention and fidelity wherewith he shall appear to have discharged 

the        trust; provided, that before the sale herein before decreed shall be made, a state- 
ment of the mortgage claim, duly verified by affidavit, as required by law, be filed in said cause. 

Uo-e-^ 
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JOUISE I.  CAMPBELL, 
low known  as  LOUISE  I.   LUDGROVE, 
5110 Philadelphia Road 
Jaltimore,  Maryland 21237 

* 

/s 

Plaintiff, 

10BERT E.  CAMPBELL 
L14    3rd Avenue,   S.W. 
Hen Burnie,   Maryland  21061 

and 

1ARY  PATRICIA CAMPBELL 
+42  Park Creek Road 
Jorth Shore 
^asadena,  Maryland  21122 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

In Equity 

File No.  21171 

* 

GERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTORNEY  AT  LAW 

1610-1611  MUNSEY BUILDING 

BALTIMORE 2.  MARYLAND 

LEXINGION 9-3230 

Defendants. 
* 

te************************************ 

MOTION FOR DECREE IN PERSONAM 

Now comes, LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, 

Plaintiff, and in persuance to Rule W 75, of the Maryland Rules of 

Procedure, Section B, Subsections 1, 2,3 and 4, moves for a deficiency 

iecree in Personam against ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL, 

Dased upon the following facts. 

1.  On January 27, 1966, ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA 

CAMPBELL, his wife, now divorced A Vinculo Matrimonii, borrowed from 

Plaintiff the sum of Eighteen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($18,500.00) 

repayable within a period of ten (10) years with interest at Six Percent 

(6%), covering property 2632 Mountain Road, in Pasadena, Anne Arundcl 

County, Maryland, and subject to all the terms, provisions and conditions 

as contained in said Mortgage, as recorded among the Land Records of 

Anne Arundel County, in Liber L.N.P. No. 1961, Folio 159.  The original 

copy of said Mortgage is presently filed as an Exhibit in these proceed- 

ings wherein an action for foreclosure was filed on December 15, 1972. 

2.  That subsequent to the filing of said Mortgage, the 

Mortgagee, the said LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, agreed to subordinate said 

Mortgage to a First Mortgage of Security Investors, Inc. covering propert|y 

- 1 - 
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GERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTORNEV AT LAW 

1610-1611 MUNSI) BUILDING 

BALTIMORE 2.  MARYLAND 

LEXINGTON  9-3230 

BOOK 199 PAGE 536 
No. 2632 Mountain Road, Pasadena, Anne Arundel County, Maryland.  This 

First Mortgage was foreclosed in an Equity proceeding No. 21189.  That 

said First Mortgage has been foreclosed and the net proceeds of the sale, 

after deducting the costs and expenses allowed the Court, were insuf- 

ficient to pay the Mortgage indebtedness of the Second Mortgage herein- 

above referred to. 

3.  That the present amount of the indebtedness to LOUISE I, 

CAMPBELL, now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, is Seven Thousand One Hundred 

Sixty-Nine Dollars and Seventy-Eight Cents ($7,169.78) after there having 

been crediic-d and paid to her Three Thousand Three Hundred Eighty-Five 

Dollars and Thirty-Five Cents ($3,385.3 5) from the surplus funds obtaine 

from the foreclosure sale of the First Mortgage. 

H.  That the said Mortgage dated January 27, 1966, from ROBERT 

E. CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL, as Mortgagors, to LOUISE I. 

CAMPBELL, now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, Mortgagee, contains a 

specific provision: 

"WHEREAS, the said Mortgagors, being therefore 
justly indebted unto the Mortgagee for the sum 
of money borrowed in the principal amount of 
Eighteen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($18,500.00), 
the said Mortgagors do hereby covenant to repay the 
same within a period of Ten Years (10) time from 
the date hereof with interest at the rate of Six 
Percent (6%) per annum, payable in monthly instal- 
lments of Two Hundred Dollars ($200.00).  Mortgagors 
agree to pay currently when due, all taxes, asses- 
sments, charges levied against the premises and to 
keep the property insurance insured so that to 
protect the interest of the Mortgagee." 

5.  That the Mortgagee has on numerous occasions requested 

payment from the said Mortgagors of the balance due without receiving 

any response thereto and that on April 16, 1973, the said LOUISE I. 

CAMPBELL, now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, through her attorney, Gerald 

E. Topper, made a written demand on the said ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY 

PATRICIA CAMPBELL, demanding payment of said indebtedness but no acknowlj 

edgement has been received from said Second Mortgagors. A copy of said 

letter is hereto attached for identification and marked Plaintiff's 

Exhibit ttAw. 

- 2 - 
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6. That no part of the Seven Thousand One Hundred Sixty-Nine 

Dollars and Seventy-Eight Cents ($7,169.78) has been paid by the said 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL, or either of them unto the 

said LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE. 

7. That Plaintiff has been advised that ROBERT E. CAMPBELL is 

planning to claim bankruptcy.  That Plaintiff has been further advised 

that the said ROBERT E. CAMPBELL, who is the present Licensee on Liquor 

License issued to him to sell alcoholic beverages at the said property 

No. 2632 Mountain Road, in Pasadena, Anne Arundel County, Maryland, has 

been offered Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000.00) by Clyde Didlake and that 

Plaintiff believes that the said ROBERT E. CAMPBELL will dispose of said 

funds without accounting to Plaintiff for the money owed to her. 

Plaintiff has been further advised that ROBERT E. CAMPBELL has applied 

to the Liquor Board of Anne Arundel County for a transfer of the License 

to Clyde Didlake and she has been informed that her claim of indebtedness 

against ROBERT E. CAMPBELL would not be considered by the said Liquor 

Board as a lien against the License. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays: 

1. That the Court pass an Order granting to the Plaintiff a 

Decree in Personam against the said ROBERT E. CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA 

CAMPBELL for the amount of indebtedness to her. 

2. That this Honorable Court impose a lien on any funds that 

the said ROBERT E. CAMPBELL may obtain for the sale or transfer of the 

Liquor License to the said Clyde Didlake or any other transferee. 

3. And for such other and further relief as the nature of the 

case may require. 

orNHM 
Uciu- kL^L 

GERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTORNEY  AT  LAW 

1610 1611   MUNSIY BUILDING 

BALTIMORE 2.  MARYLAND 

LEXINGTON 9-3230 

Louise   I.   Ludgrove,   formerly known -   Gerald E.   ToppeVrT^tt^ryy for 
as  Louise  I.  Campbell,   Plaintiff Plaintiff 

1610-1611 Munsey Building 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
LExington 9-3230 

STATE OF MARYLAND,  COUNTY OF  BALTIMORE,  TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY,   that on  this^7^day of April 1973,   before me 

-  3   - 
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the subscriber, a Notary Public, in and for the County and State aforesaid 

personally appeared LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, formerly known as LOUISE I. 

CAMPBELL, Plaintiff, and she acknowledged the foregoing to be true and 

correct to the best of her knowledge, information and belief. 

WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

/ 
•ZzSii^yxj? % L<4 

Genevieve Ann Haulplipe, Notary 

My Commission Expires;   7/1/7^ 

GERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTOKNCY  *T LAW 

1610'ISII  MUNSIY BUILDING 

BALTIMORE 2.  MARYLAND 

LEllNSTON 9-3230 

-  4  - 



mm* 

Plaintiff's Exhibit "A T!A  tt 

BOOK 199 P.CE539 

April 16»  1073 

Mm. Hory Patricia Campbell 
Uo>   1 {?-At   Route  7 
North r.bore 
Ptmod^na,  Maryland 21122 

Mr. Robert E. Campbell 
11M Third Avenue, S.W. 
Glen  Dumic, Marylaail 

Dear Mr.  and Mrs.  Cafflpbelll ' 

OiBbursctnen:   has now bf»en made  in  thn mattor of  tuu 
foroclonure »aiQ of  the TirttV Mort^a^e held by  the Security 
Investor*,  Inc.,  on prorcrty No.  2bi2 Mountain Koatf, Paaadena, 
Anno Anmdal County,  Maryland.    The amount of  the chrck rv<ceiv<?d 
ty Louiae  I. Ludrovo from Charlea C.  0. HcGUl, Tru»*lce,   Is 
Thrnp Thouaand TJirea Hundred EiglityFivo Dollara and Thirty-Five 
Crnta  ($itVA'.lb).    Aa of May 10, I0r3,   the  total amount due Mra. 
I.rrove will be Ten Thouaand rive Hundred Fifty-Five Dollara and 
Thirteen Crnt«   (91U,*.5&.1S) aubtraetini   Throe Tliou^ond Tlnvr 
Hundred Bi^ity-Fiva Dollara end Thirty-Fiva Centa  (V3,^;S.J .)  ivom 
that amount aa of May 10, 1973,  the  total amount of indabtedncaa 
of Robert E. Campbell and Mary l\   Campbell, viil be sevon Thouaon-A 
One Hundred Sixty-Nine Dollara and Seventy-Bi^it Cfn»trt   (s^.169.^). 

AB previously advised yon, Mrs.  Uid .rova tnaiata that she 
bo paid  the amount oi her Second Mori o.^e.     In or(U?r to make it 
ronsible to aecurc the lonn from Security Inveatora,  In?.. Nra. 
Ludgrova agreed to .We up her intercat in the North 'Jh.^e,  ias«drn« 
property,  at   thi»  raqneat of Ro>)ert B«  Campbell* 

Mrs    Lndi.rovo feeU  thai:  the North Shore property haa a 
value of approximately Sixty Thouaand Dollara   ($60,000.00)  and has 
been advised aa of the sa«nc.    That tha preaent indebtedneaa on the 
oronerty la lra:» than Fifteen Thouaand Dollara  C'l!>,uu0.ou) 
loovin:; an equity in  the property of rorty-Five Thouaand Dollara 
($Ua,000.00)  nvon- or loa^;. 

Mrs    Ludrovr IK entitled to aak i'or a Decree Jn r'eraona 
ar'Oinat Kobert E. Campbell and Mary Patricia Campball aa co- 
promiaora on her Mort^a^ ind«bfc«iUwaa that ah« held on property 

icu:h     :ii:^ 
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Mra. Mary Patrlelo Cnnpholl 
Mr. Robert £. Cempbell 

April 16, 19/3 

BOOK 199 PAGE 540 

No. 2H32 Mountoln RnO'l  ntvi wtiich Mort ,n ^ obviously lT»c\uf]fvi a 
promise on the part ol." bolli Mat'y Patricia Campbell and Robert 
E. Ompb^U to repay Lhff loan of Bl'jhtecn Thousand Five Hundred 
Dollars (§18,SU0,003 oH  the n)oi»ey that wa« borrowed i'rom har. 
Before proeeedln;.; with any artlou at low or equity* Mrs. 
Lud'srove, becauae of her  love and affeccion ior you and her 
grandchildren, dealrea to afford ynu the onport^jnity of makinj 
an •rran/.ement to ^ny the bolanoo that ie ownd her. rJhe reallz*»« 
t)iat both of you preeantly have very lltrle liquid cae>i, a» such, 
but as it now stands, unless she proteota her own interest, there 
will be no effort to repay her the money which was in ^ood faith 
lent you. 

Aocordin ly, to "ive you the opportunity to arran o for 
pa^-ment, Mrs. Lud^rove will wait until Thursday, April 26, i9/i, 
before filinjr. any action to recover the money owed her. 

Yours very truly. 

Gerald E. Topper 

GETt^hc 

cc: Mrs. Louise I. Lud',rove 

Dear Mrs. Lud^rove: 

Check in the amount of Throe Thousand Three Hundred 
Eiahty-Five Dollars and Thirty-Five Cents ($3,385.35) i« enclosed. 

Yours very truly. 

Gerald E. Topper 

GET-.ghc 

Enclosure - Check No. 1257 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, 
now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, 
8110 Philadelphia Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21237 

Plaintiff, 
* 

vs. 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL 
114 3rd Avenue, S.W. 
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061 

and 

MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 
442 Park Creek Road 
North Shore 
Pasadena, Maryland 21122 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

In Equity 

File No. 21171 

Defendants. 
* 

ORDER 

Upon consideration of  the  aforegoing Petition  and Affidavit 

thereon,   it  is  thereupon on this J^" day of M**'*- 1973,   by the 

Circuit Court of Anne Arundel County,   in Equity, 

ORDERED that ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL, 

show cause  if any   they may have,   on or before  the  y^^^day of i&B&BCg 

1973,  why a Decree  in Personam should not be  passed against them for the 

amount of   the balance  of the  indebtedness  owed by  them unto LOUISE  I. 

CAMPBELL,  now LOUISE  I.  LUDGROVE,   on the money advanced unto  them on a 

Mortgage  covering property No.   2632 Mountain Road,   in Pasadena,  Anne 

Arundel County,  Maryland,   provided a copy of this Order is  served upon 

each of them on or before  the    XT-^day of   y^S^/l^     1973. 

It /s  furttier Ordered thatNlpBE 

cinKfunds j^ceived fron^y sale or tr^ri^r of his MquoKLicen 

Goverii^<^roperty No/2632 flh^ntain/Road,   as  jJ^^said,  withoXiirst 

aeeoii/tiiiu.  toN^ /laintiff for/^e indebtedn^s o^d hery^rovidkd 

further that a ybpN^f this  Ql<der beNii^edXith  the Lic^fcr Board of 

ne Arundel bounty,  wiHi *he usual  riglftK l-xeept j/fns 

GERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTOHNIV  AT LAW 

ieio ten MUNAIV BUILOINS 

BALTIMORE 2. MARYLAND 

LEXINOTON  9-3230 

\&^ 
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LOUIS I. CAMPBELL • IN THE 
now known as LOUISE I,  LUDGROVE 

Plaintiff * CIRCUIT COURT 

v. » FOR 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL, et al •* ANNE ARUNDRL COUNTY 

Defendants * EQUITY NO. 21,171 

ANSWER TO MOTION FOR DECREE IN HIRSONAM 

Robert E. Campbell and Mary Patricia Campbell, Defendants, by their 

attorney, Jerome T. May, in answer to the Motion for Decree In Personam, say: 

1. They admit the allegations contained in No. 1 of the Motion. 

2. They admit the allegations contained in No. 2 of the Motion. 

3. They deny the allegations made in No. 3 of the Motion. 

k.    They admit the allegations contained in No. k  of the Motion, 

5. They admit the allegations contained in No. 5 of the Motion. 

6, They admit the allegations contained in No. 6 of the Motion 

and state further that the amount stated is not owed by Robert E. Campbell and 

Mary Patricia Campbell, 

7. They can neither admit nor deny the allegations made in No. 

7 of the Motion because they do not know what the Plaintiff has been advised 

concerning the plans of Robert E. Campbell to claim bankruptcy. Answering 

further, Robert E. Campbell has no specific plans to proclaim bankruptcy and 

he has no plans to sell his liquor license, said sale being against the law. 

Also, Defendants have no knowledge as to what the Plaintiff has been advised 

concerning the transfer of any liquor license. 

8, Answering further, Mary Patricia Campbell states that while 

being represented by Gerald E. Topper she was advised that she had no further 

obligation under the mortgage relevant in this case; that she gave good and 

legal consideration for what she understood to be a release from her obligations 

under said mortgage. 

. . 
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9.    Answering further, Robert E. Campbell says that Louise Campbell, 

now known as Louise Ludgrove, is presently due nothing under the terms of the 

mortgage in that numerous and various considerations passed from Robert E. Can^bell 

to Louise Campbell during the existence of the mortgage and that all money due 

has been paid in full. 

WHEREFORE,  Defendants pray: 

A. Hiat the Motion for Decree In Personam pursvmnt to Rule W 75 

of the Maryland Rules of Procedure be dismissed. 

B. That a Hearing be set whereby the Plaintiff nay be required to 

prove her claim and the Defendants may bring forth all defenses allowable under 

Rule W 75. 

C. And for such other and further relief as their case nay require. 

/Jerome T. May 
/  £12 Duke of Gloucester Street 
^  Annapolis, Maryland   21^01 / 

263-2658 ^—' 
Attorney for Defendants 

Robert E. Campbell 
--//--^ -W^ 

A- —     -i - 11 i •         
Mary Patricia Campbell 

/S 

STATE OF MlUmAND 
COUNTY OF AME ARUNDEL 
TO WIT 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this     ^4  day of my 1973, before me    the 
subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the State and County aforesaid, personallv 
appeared Robert E. Campbell, known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the 
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged that 
he executed the same for the purposes therein contained and that all matters and 
facts are true to his best information, knowledge and belief. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set my hand and notarial seal. 

Lfl 
Notary Public 

Ity" Commission Expires:    \\MA^ W I   ' 
U 
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STkTE OF MI^RYIAND ) 
COUNTS OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 
TO WIT ) 

BOOK 199 F^H 544 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this  gj day of May 1973, before me, the 
subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the State and County aforesaid, personally 
appeared Mary Patricia Campbell, known to me (or satisfactorily proven^ to be the 
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged that 
she executed the same for the purposes therein contained and that all natters and 
facts are true to her best information, knowledge and belief. 

In witness whereof I hereunto set ray hand and notarial seal. 

LU,^lLoVi      /dLi,^-, 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this i<.£        day of   "Tft* 
1973, a copy of the aforegoing Answer to Motion for Decree in Fe^fonam was sailed, 
postage prepaid, to Gerald E. Topper, Esquire, 1610-1611 Munsey Suilding, Baltinore 
Maryland 21202, attorney for Plaintiff. * 

.-^JeiTome T. May 

-~u- 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, 
Now known as Louise I.   Ludgrove 

Plaintiff 

v. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

iimfeA 

ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL 
and 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO.    21,171 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO STRIKE APPEARANCE 

Jerome T. May, attorney for Robert E. Campbell and Mary Patricia 

Campbell, moves for leave to strike his appearance as the attorney for Robert E. 

Campbell, and for cause says: 

1 .    Investigation of the case has resulted in a clear conflict between 

the best interests of Robert E.  Campbell and the best interests of Mary Patricia 

Campbell. 

2.    Robert E.  Campbell has agreed to allow Jerome T. May to strike 

his appearance as his attorney and further, has agreed to raise no objections to 

Jerome T. May continuing in the case as the attorney for Mary Patricia Campbell, 

and further, has agree to proceed without an attorney, and further, has agreed to re- 

quest no postponement.    A copy of said agreement signed by Robert E.  Campbell 

is attached hereto and made a part hereof by reference. 

Jefame T. May 
182 Duke of G louce^jte/ Street 
Annapolis, Maryland   21401 
268-7707 

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES: 
Maryland Rule 125 



199 ^otSffi 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this   //      day of ^^ P^lljjQ 

a copy of the aforegoing Motion for Leave to Strike Appearance was rrml»«*» p^atage 

prepaid to Gerald E. Topper, Esquire, 1610-1611  Munsey Building, Baltimore, 

Maryland 21202, attorney for Plaintiff. 

nwi.i 

• *• J ^ 

Jerbme T. May 

, 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, 
Now known as Louise I.  Ludgrove 

Plaintiff 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

v. FOR 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL 
and 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 
^     ^     ^     ^     ^     ^    ^     ^    ^ 

AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF MARYLAND ) 
COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL        ) 
TO WIT ) 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,171 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this       1''    day of £*"" 1973, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State and County aforesaid, per- 

sonally appeared ROBERT E. CAMPBELL who stated as follows: 

1 .    He hereby consents to Jerome T. May striking his appearance 

as his attorney. 

2. He agrees to proceed with the above-captioned case in proper 

person and without an attorney. 

3. He agrees to request no postponement of the above-captioned case 

presently scheduled for October 11,  1973. 

4. He agrees that Jerome T. May should continue as the attorney 

for Mary Patricia Campbell. 

As Witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

^7/ 
^ ^   Z^ 

Notary Public u 
My Commission Expires: 

c/ 

I have read the above and it is true and my statement. 

x^ 

i Robert E.  Campbell        r 
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LOUIS I.  CAMPBELL 
Now known as Louise I.  Ludgrove 

Plaintiff 

v. 

ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL 

and 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 

189 mSI8 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

for 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21 ,171 

********* 

ORDER TO STRIKE APPEARANCE 

//£ Upon the foregoing motion and consent, it is this    //^ day of 

rfcrJd£/e^ 1973» ORDERED by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County 

that Jerome T. May be and hereby is GRANTED leave to strike his appearance as 

attorney for Robert E.  Campbell. 

JUDGE 

-I'AvJ 
2 iX'jp.^. C*9nCdu^ 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL 
Now Known As Louise I.  Ludgrove 

Plaintiff 

v. 

ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL 

and _..  . 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 

199 ^549 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21 ,171 

*•*•***** 

MR. CLERK: 

Pursuant to the fonegoir^ Order of Court, please strike the appearanoe 

of Jerome T. May as the attorney for Robert E. Campbell. 

Jerome T. May 
182 Duke of Gloucester/Street 
Annapolis, Maryland   21401 

v268-7707 
Attorney for Defendant Mary 

Patricia Campbell 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this    / /   day of   ^^T 1973, a 

copy of the aforegoing line 
washed to Gerald E. Topper, Esquire, 1610-1611 

Munsey Building, Baltimore, Maryland   2iao2, attorney for Plaintiff and to Robert 

E. Campbell, 114   3^ Avenue, S. W., Glen Burnie, Maryland a 106,. Defiant. 

V^t^V-w    "(J 
I- 

Jerome T. May 7 w 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL 
Now known as Louise I.  Ludgrove # 

Plaintiff 

v. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL 
and 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO 21,171 

**••***** 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE CROSS-CLAIM 

Mary Patricia Campbell, by her attorney, Jerome T. May, moves for 

leave to file a Cross-Claim against Robert E. Campbell and for cause says: 

1 .    At the initiation of these proceedings neither she nor her attorney 

realized that a previous agreement between Robert E. Campbell and Mary Patricia 

Campbell, now divorced, made Robert E.  Campbell for all payments under the debt 

to Louise I. Campbell. 

2.    This Cross-Claim will in no way delay the case, as per the pre- 

vious pleadir^s, and the attorney for the Plaintiff has no objection to the filing thereof. 

Jerome T. May 
,1^2 Duke of Gloucesten'Street 
^Annapolis, Maryland   ^401 

268-7707 
Attorney for Defendant Mary 

Patricia Campbell 

\C O N S E N 

Patricia CampbelU/ 

The Plaintiff has no obiection of the m^f a CrossJcialm by Mary 

/n 
Gerald E. Topper 
1610-1611 Munsey Building 
Baltimore, Maryikoct 21202 
LExingtop 9-3230 
Attorney lor Plaintiff 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL 
Now Known as Louise I.  Ludgrove 

Plaintiff 

199 rrce551 

V. 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL 
and + 
MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

Defendants 
***••*•*•****•**•********** 

MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 
Cross-Plaintiff 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21 ,171 

v. 

ROBERT E.  CAMPBELL ^ 
Cross-Defendant 

********* 

CROSS-CL^IM 

Mary Patrioia Campbell, Defendant, and Cross-Plaintiff, by her 

attorney, Jerome T. May, oross-claims against Robert E. Campbell, Defendant 

and Cross-Defendant, and for cause says: 

1 .    Mary Patricia Campbell and Robert E.  Campbell are presently 

divorced.    At the time of the Divorce it was agreed between Mary Patricia Campbell 

and Robert E. Campbell that Robert E. Campbell would be responsible for all pay- 

ments due under the mortgage held by Louise I. Campbell.    Robert E. Campbell's 

failure to make said mortgage payments resulted in the foreclosure and the within 

Petition for A Deficiency Decree. 

WHEREFORE, Mary Patricia Campbell claims of Robert E. Campbell 

equal to any judgment rendered against_her in the above-captioned case. 
a sut 

Jel^bme T. May 
/\yfe. Duke of Gloucester S 
/ ^Annapolis, Maryland   21' 

I 
^ 268-7707 

Attorney for Defendant and Cross- 
Plaintiff, Mary Patricia Camobell 



I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of   & 1973, 

a copy of the aforegoing Cross-Claim was rr&t&ti, postage prepaid, to Gerald E. 

Topper, Esquire 

for Plaintiff. 

, 1610-1611 Munsey, Building,  Baltimore, Maryland 21202, attorney 

JifSfet 

Jerome T. May 
1 8^'Duke of Gloucester Str^t 
Annapolis, Maryland   21401 
268-7707 
Attorney for Defendant and Cross- 
Plaintiff Mary Patricia Campbell 
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LOUISE I. CAMPBELL, 
now known as LOUISE I. LUDGROVE, 

Plaintiff,  * 

vs . 

ROBERT E. CAMPBELL 

and 

MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL 

* 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

In Equity 

A 

CERALD E. TOPPER 

ATTOIMT »T LAW 

1tlO-««n HUNKT •uiiem* 

•ALTIHOH. MARVLAHO 11101 

klIIH*TO« ••tISO 

Defendants.       File No.  ^1171  

« « A A * ***** * * * * * * ****** * * * * * A ***** * * * •: 

DECREE 

Plaintiff's Motion for Decree  in Personam having been filed 

under  Rule  W7B  of   the  Maryland Rules   of  procedure,   against  ROBERT  E. 

CAMPBELL and MARY PATRICIA CAMPBELL,   who   filed   their  answer  thereto, 

having come  on for hearing and  evidence having been taken  in  open court, 

it  is   thereupon   this       /^SKlay  of  October 1973,   by   the  Circuit  Court 

of Anne  Arundel  County,   in Equity, 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED  and DECREED   that judgment be  and is  hereby 

entered  against   the  Defendants,   ROBERT  E.   CAMPBELL  and MARY  PATRICIA 

CAMPBELL,   individually  and  jointly  for such  an amount  as  may properly be 

found   to  be   due   to   the  P.laintiff,   LOUISE  I.   CAMPBELL,   IKW known  as  LOUISE 

I.   LUDGROVE,   by  ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL  and MARY  PATRICIA  CAMPBELL as 

Mortgage  indebtedness   on  property No.   2b32 Mountain Road,   Anne Arundel 

County,   State  of Maryland;   and. 

It is  further  ORDERED,   ADJUDGED and DECREED   that   this  matter 

bereferred  to   the  Court's Auditor to determine   the  amount   that  is  due 

and owing  to   the  Plaintiff,   LOUISE  I.  CAMPBELL,   now known  as  LOUISE  I. 

LUDGROVE,   by  ROBERT E.   CAMPBELL  and MARY  PATRICIA CAMPBELL,   on account  of 

the Mortgage  indebtedness  covering property No.   2632 Mountain Road,  Anne 

Arundel County,   State  of Maryland;   and. 

It is  further ORDERED,  ADJUDGED and DECREED   that   the  Defendants 

pay  the  cost of   these  proceedings. 

Eu-ene*Mackall CIVi I ds ,   Judge 

FlU 
inocne PH M«i 
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In the Case of 

Uwi.s.e..I.-...Ca^ 

vs. 
Robert E. Campbell .^^   

In the 

Circuit Court 
For 

Anne Arundel County 
No. 21,171 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court i 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

vo 

cu 
«i- 

ro 
o^ 
—o 

to • • 
CO 
CO 

- 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
November 26, 1973 

V^/^6. */*4npp'''-M X ^  
John H. Hopkins, IV 

FINAL 

Auditor. 

DER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this /fc^tday of \dtUHdj/k&il . 19^. that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified and confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 

been or may be received. 

EQ-23 

:    . 

'9/3 DEC 12 P[J3:45 



n     Louise I. Campbell, Now Known as Louise I. Ludgrove     vs   Robert E. Campbell and 
Dr- 4 nn       fcCkK Mary Patricia Campbell 
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inAcct.with    Robert E. Campbell and Mary Patricia Campbell 

Cr. 

Court Costs, viz:                                                        i 

Plaintiff's Solicitors Appearance fee 10 00 

Defendant's 10 00 

William R. Huggins - Sheriff's Costs 8 00 

Shirley Dudley - Stenographer's fee 12 50 

W.G. Larrimore, Clerk's Costs 15 on 

Auditor - stating this acnount 60 00 115 50 

Balance due Louise I. Campbell, now known as 

Louise I. Ludqrove from Robert E. Campbell and 

Mary Patricia Campbell,  a<; nf October 15.  1973 

(Judgment Decree) 

See Calculations below 7,061 70 7,061 70 r 

7.177 20 

Mortgage $18,500.00 - Interest Rate 6^ - Payments $200.00 mon h, ayrpnt a*;  ^Fnuir   hv  *   —     «/ 

Date of Payment Interest. Principal Balance of Loai 

2/1/66 12 21 187 79          18,312 21 

3/1/66 91 56 108 44           18.203 77 

4/1/66 V 0? 108 98           18,004 79 

5/1/66 90 47 109 53          17.985 26_ 

6/1/66 89 93 110 07           17.875 19 

7/1/66 89 38 110 62           17.764 57 

8/1/66 88 82 111 18          17.653 39 

9/1/66 88 27 111 73          17.541 66 

10/1/66 87 71 112 29           17.429 37 

11/1/66 87 15 112 85            17,316 52 

12/1/66 86 58 113 42             17,205 in 

1/1/67 86 02 113 98            17,089 1? 

2/1/67 a5 45 

87 

114 55           16.974 57 

3/1/67 84 115 13           16.859 44 .   B| ' / w f—. —  

4/1/67 84 JQ 115 70             16,741 74 

9 I > 
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5/1/67 

6/1/67 

7/1/67  

8/1/67 

9/1/67 

10/1/67 

11/1/67 

12/1/67 

1/1/68 

2/1/68 

3/1/68 

4/1/68 

5/1/68 

6/1/68 

7/1/68 

8/1/68 

9/1/68 

10/1/68 

11/1/68 

12/1/68 

1/1/69 

2/1/69 
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PETITION FOR SALE OF PROPERTY 

ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a body 
corporate  
6708 Belair Road 
Baltimore, Maryland 21206 
 TIaTntTfr" 

Vs. 

BURNICE A. GEORGE and 

GLORIA JOHNSON 

P. O. Box 506 
Glen Burnie, Maryland 210_6_1_ 

Defendant 

Docket_i^_L  Folio. 

Case No. .ALJ>-eiJ,  

m 
Filed 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Court: 

The petition of the plaintiff       respectfully represents 

That on the__—22nd__day of September _^JL96_4\.D. the defendant s Executed 

and delivered to __Fairy-iew--EederaJ.-Saving s—and-Loan-Association  

a mortgage upon certain f ee_ simple _pr0perty in Baltimore County, therein described, to 

secure the payment of the mortgage debt of $&*7JQ.0JJiend interest as therein mentioned, wherein 

said mortgagors    assented to the passage of a decree for the sale of said mortgaged property, to take 

place at any time after and default in any covenant or condition of said mortgage; all which will 

appear from said mortgage, marked "Petitioner's Exhibit No. 1", and filed herewith as part of this 

petition, which said mortgage is duly recorded among the Land Records of 
Anne Arundel County in Liber L.N.P. No. 1799 Folio 340, and short 
assigned to Rosedale Federal Savings and Loan Association on December 
22, 1970, which Short Assignment is recorded among the aforesaid Land 
Records in Liber M.S.H. No. 2380 Folio 646. 

That said mortgage is in default for non-payment of principal 
and interest. 

And your petitioner    prays  that a decree may be passed for the sale of said property in accord- 

ance with the terms of said mortgage. 

And as in duty, &c. 

John L.  Askew 
f08 W. _PemisyJLYfLnieL-AY^nuet_Tqwson,  Md. 

"Attorney""   for Plaintiff 21204 

Telephone;     823-5400 

19/3JUL \       .,   :-.l 
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THIS MOKTCAGE, Made this       2?nci day of September in the year 
Nineteen Hundred and    sixty - four     , by and between   Burnice A. Oeorge and Gloria John- 

son, 

in the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the 
Mortga^r.-d FMEV^ FEOE^ SAVNOS AND UN ASSOCIATE, a body corporate, duly incor- 

porated, hereinafter called the Mortgagee. 
WHEREAS, the said Mortgagor, being a member of the said body corporate, has received therefrom 

nn ndvanre or loan of      Six Thousand Seven Hundred ^««OT, 
DoilarM* WOO    ), said advance or loan having been used in part payment of the purchase money 
for the property hereinafter described; and ,     . 

WHEREAS, the said Mortgagor being therefore justly indebted unto the Mortgagee for borrowed 
mnnpv in the said orincipal sum of   Six Thousand Seven Hundred ...     ^      *** 4.v.« 
?SSSa r*6 7m m    ) the said Mortgagor does hereby covenant to repay the same, with interest at the 
^ti of ^ix'700-00    >' per centum ( 6%) per annum, computed monthly unto the 
M rtgagee. or its assigns, at the office of the Mortgagee, or its assigns, in -nthly insta meuts (includmg 

^principal and interest) of    Forty-Eight and OlACO insurance l^ums   and 
-plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ^ound rent   if any. insuranC^Premi79

S' ana 

Mother public charges and assessments, commencing on the first day of Odbober      ' ^    ' 
^ fnd continuing on the first day of each month thereafter until the principal, interest and such charges 
^^frnay belpoLd u^on the slid Mortgagor under the by-laws of said body corporate, (which by-laws 

are hereby referred to and expressly made a part hereof). are fully paid. #<w   «. 
THE said instalment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the following order: O)Jo the 
iHEsaia ins^ime    P y        Jyment of all taxes, water rents, assessments or public charges of 

^ttl a^ticriptl WO^^l tf any, insu'rance premiums and other ^ ***** the 
Tere^ter described premises; and, (3) towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum. 

THE due execution of this mortgage having been a condition precedent to the granting of said 

^K• THFREFORE THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH ! That in consideration of the premises, and the 
sumTdnlDX  thilday paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the said Mortgagor 

State of Maryland, and particularly described as follows: 

BEING known and designated as Lots Nos.  27, and 28,  in Block S,  as  shown on the 

Plat of Marley Park Beach recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arvndel County in 

Plat Cabinet No. 1,  Hod E, Plat 11,  now Plat ^ook 2,  folio 19. 

BEING the same loteof ground which, by deed of even date herewith and recorded or 

intended to be  recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County immediately prior 

hereto, wore .ranted and conveyed by Joe Lane Jacobs and wife,  unto the within named 

Mortgagors,  as joint tenants. 

"PETITIONER'S EXHIBIT NO. 1" 

- 
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TOGETHER with the improvements thereon and the rights and appurtenance^ thereto belonging or 

niBiiMiibuiilBBanKiLvaiuotMinliifiuilXHUth 

To HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(8) of ground apd invproyements unto and to the use of the said 
tgagee. its successors and assigns, forever,  m Tee simple. Mortgagee 

PROVIDED that if the said Mortgagor, his, her or their heirs, personal representatives,.auccesaors 
and ffiH^B^w »^^b?mSle the payments and perform and comply with the covenaiite 
^[SS3S3oSh«^nSiti^ on his, her or their part to be made and done, then this Mortgage 
shall be void. .      .*    «. 

TT TQ APRFED that said Mortgagee may at its option advance sums at any time for the Payment 

payable on demand at the option of the Mortgagee and bear the rate of interest nerein agreea w. 

^pplementsr^dSSs to the present law permitting such future advances. 
AND the said Mortgagor does further covenant and agree: 
1    To repay the indebtedness, together with interest, as herein provided. 
i.    iu ic^ajr „M„orfv u. anrMi Per,air and to insure and keep insured said 
2.   To keep the improvements on said KS^RgSSSniS^ required by the Mortgagee, or 

improvemente against fire, windstorm ^^.^^^^^SlS required by the Mortgagee. 
its assigns, in such company or companies d68^^*^^'^ to be so framed as to inure to the benefit 
S SSccSsors and assigns, and to ?u*e the Pf^^jg S?ffiSffi hereunder. and to deliver 
of f>i« Morttragee. its successors and assigns, to tne exiem, «* 
£SiSuSS& Mortgage, its successor, snd sss.^ ^ ^^^ 

AND the said Mortgagor does ««*"JJ^ffi* ^SU^rt which insurance is held as herein- 

K^vi^te^u^^^^^^^^^ 
0Pti0r Z^^orlZLlZy bondings now on the prcni^and to keep the nnproven-ents 
in ae good order and repair aj| the present t.me. M 
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c:' 4. To pay all taxes, wXr rent ground rent if ^ ^^^^^^^S^^ 

every kind whatsoever, private inaintenance ^^J^^^J^SbeSne liable when payable, 
and restrictions of record, forwh,ch ^^^^^f^^^o^^hBXi be added to the 

proflts of saTd premises and account therefor as the Court may d.rect. 
P     6.   That luld the title to the herein |^CC^J5KSS», W^t.WK 
tion, other than the M«ft^r(BkJW ^u^ "^ol^g^^J wrHten consent, then the whole 

T   That the whole of said Mort^e ^" ^^ffi^ niMK""^^ 
Srf£gfg "^n^^^ SSffiTW of «.. aforPegoing covenants or 

^rCtthemortga^e loan may be jJW^to J*ole or ^ .^^ ^^S*,!^^ 

fnrfVipr assurances thereof as may be required. , .   ,   . 

agrees to pay to the said attorney. a/^VLp^thou^ the debt hereby secured is fully paid upon the 

&M1^^^ is advertised for sale 
ftef or Sde^XTower of sale hereinafter authonzea. 

AND the said Mortgagor in accordan^ or 
General Laws of the State of Maryland The ^ai yland Kiues oi amendments, supplements, or 
Sal Laws of the State of Maryland relating ^ffiffi^^ a decree for the sale of the herein 
additions thereto, does hereby (1) declare his a^F* ^VtvTu morttraire (said sale to take place after a described property at any time after the recording ^ this jnortgage ^sam ^ ga.d 

default has occurred in any of the conditions ^^^^g^^S assigns, or Paul Beall or James 
gagor does hereby (2) also authorize the f ^ M0^n

g
v

a?Sch default shall have occurred as aforesaid, to sell 
H Whitney, its duly authorized Attorneys, after any such deiauiisnai passing of a 
The he eb/mortgaged property. Upon any such sale ^etherma^ under ^n ^ ^ ^       - 
decree or under the above power of sale. ^ Pr.0P«g but such party may do so, and the sale may be made 
of the party selling to sell the same in Parts or in lots but ^ Pa^^r and terms of sale in some news- 
after giving not less than twenty days' notice of f^ime, place, mar algo g.ve      h 
pape/pHnfed in the county or "ty in w^ich the Umd ^^^te   and t^e^pa ^y  ^ ratification 
Sther notice as he may deem expedient. ^« ^^^JJJJ expedient. The proceeds of any such sale 
of the sale, or such other terms as the party ^J^f^^SpnTes incident to said sale, including a counsel 
shalibe applied as follows: ^^\^^^^tp^^^ without contest but vf legal 
fee of Seventy-five Dollars ($75.00) lor. ^""V"1"" y: T^pJ:ree or to the party selling under the above 
services be rendered to the Trustee appointed by .uch g^^^^glfS, SUch other counsel fees 
power of sale in connection ^^tS

n*^^f^?« toS wSt«S deem proper, and also to the 
Ind expenses shall be allowed out 0Jthe proceeds ot sale as me mmission allowed trustees making 
payment of a commission to the party making suc^ to the payment 0f all claims 
sales of property under decree of a court of eqniyyjn ^^^   -^ n h       matured or not; 

bUt ^Tc—6 herein contained s^l ^^^^^ «% M"^ 
S^^MS'-SKfflS PKX pTural thrsingular, and the use of any gender 

P^^il^- seaHs, of the MortgagorCs) on the day and year drst ahove written. 

WITNESS : 

I rU 

CO 

re 

Antoinette M. Qranese 
:..:...;:.,..:„,..^ £  L 

Burnice A. fieorge 
1 

...^/..-J^.,-.- -:—^-*-  
-' 

-tr—-V— ..... 
Qloria John'    • 

fSEAL) 

 ...(SEAL) 

 (SEAL) 

( 

(SEAL) 
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< 
OF MORTGAGE OR DEED OF TRUST FROM-.^TP^.A-^m^^^-^sOi. 

TO PAIRVIW.FEPKBWt.a*.V.IR03..^-MAH..AasaciATIOR AS RECORDED IN 

LIBER   179^ FOLIO ^UO. 

BE 
HARJCR' 

CIRC I   ' •;W^ '        Rec-d 

Ify commiMion Mtplw* May 3, 196$ 

1970 DEC 28 All 9:22 

for record :^^ ^C^.ig^W ati/^'rr^fu 

Milled  r.n YA^ ^ ^irt^*.- V - „ .' •^P^MCA. yj( 

hereby assigns the with:Ln
i
n,orTi? ." w 

Federal Savings and Loan Association. 

day of t^^c^ v^vc   , 1970. 

TEST; • 

__ iZ 

60$li3 

Fairviev Fed€ffal toi^^Ja4 JU^A^ 

euman, Pres. 
,-7    --'>, 

Jerome 

—- ii^u^iM^ts^mM. 
OF MORTGAGE OR DEED OF TRUST FROM 

TO  

MORTGAGOR(S) 
 --'ry^V^V'"' 

AS RECORB£t> IN 
' M'ORTGAGEE(S) OR TRUSTEE(S) 

LIBER N0 FOLIO 

M & RECORDED IN 
SHORT ASSIGNMENT ^^^uffi^^ I: ••' 
THE LAND RECORDS OF AnKmxmm^fm^^ CLERK 
111 \BSiitd«lt Federal Savingt I Loan    Usn, 

^ 6708 Belair Road 
MAIL TO:     Baltimore,  Maryland      21206 

i 
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H 
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CO 

to 
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ROSEDALE  FEDERAL  SAVINGS 
AND  LOAN ASSOCIATION,   a  body 
ff9yp9rate<  
6708  Belair Road 
Baltimore,  Maryland  21206 

Plaintiff 

VS. 

 BBBMXCS JkmJSSWSSLaiA  
GLORIA JOHNSON 
P. 0. Box 506 
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061 

Defendant 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT   COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Docket No. ./ Folio. 

^/y ^7 

NON-MILITARY SERVICE AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE COUNTY (CITY), To Vvlt: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on the 
12th      dav of July 

19 73   . before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and 

for Baltimore County (City) personally appeared     George w'  Barrett,  Jr.,  Vice 

President of  Rosedale Federal  Savings and Loan Association 

and made oath, in due form of law, that he        knows the Defendant (s) herein 

and that to the best of his       information, knowledge and belief; 

(1) Said Defendant is not in the Military Service of the 
United States of America; 

(2) Said Defendant is not in the Military Service of any 
Nation allied with the United States of America; 

(3) Said Defendant has not been ordered to report for 
induction under the Selective Training and Service Act; 

(4) Said Defendant is not a member of the Enlisted Reserve 
Corps who ha^tt^^ ordered to report for Military Service. 

/Y     s*/- ...•y^^-L- vi i«i&r.— 
./       Notary Public 

ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 

B£:  
"7Mfiant George ^"S^tty: ^r.. 

Vice Presidfcpl; "> 
A .^ 

...    ... (9 . 
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ROSEDALE  FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 

LOAN ASSOCIATION,   a  body 
corporate 

IN THE 

VS. 
Plaintiff" 

JBUJiNICE-At_GEORGE_AQCL  

GLORIA JOHNSON 

Defendant, 

CimritCoiirtforlili»iK«Hiy9 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE DEBT 

Statement of the Mortgage Claim of—Rosedale-Faderar JSasd-DLgS-And-ioaJl-AasOiliation, 

-a--body-eorpora-te  

under the mortgage from„_Burnkce_A._^   
Fairview Federal Savings and Loan Association 

to 

dated the—^ndday of September    19_?5_, and recorded among the Land 
Anne Arflndel                T   N p                  1799                              340 j 

Records of BaflMWaMKCounty in Uber---„-.No FoUo x-J*• 

short  assigned to  Rosedale _Federal_Savings_ a^ 

December  22,   1970,  which Short Assignment  is recorded among the «*ore" 

said Land  RecoVd^'inLiberM^sV^ No.   2380 Folio  646. 

_C)xig:maJ--aimunt_DX-MQ£taagiL-d^^ •00 

Less_:  Amount paid on_Pj:incip_al_.t:__.__$_lf 888.79    

^aiance'in'Expense'Acctr.    107.97 1>996'76 

 ^^703.24 

-P-lu^- Interest-Jthraugh-Jjily--6^_A9i3-^^.^--^^---^*^-^»^-^»^-»-*j"^i^^0^ 

ROSEDALE-FED 
SAVINGS^ AND 

-By. ''&*o' 

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BAlSlftb*! \i 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this—H^—day of J?!?*X y£*l.Jl) the 

year nineteen hundred and_sey_entY.-three., before me. the subscriber A Notary_Public 

 of the State of Maryland, in and for said County 

of Baltimore, personally appearedGeorga-W^-Sar^ettr-Jr-f--Vice--President—of  

.RQsejiai^-Fje<3exaL_Savinas_and_JL^   

the plaintiff in the above entitled cause, and made oath that the foregoing is a just and true state- 

ment of the amount of the mortgage claim .under the mortgage filed in the said cause now remaining 

due and unpaid. 

, 

? 

^ 

Notary Public 
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DOCKET. Anne Arundel 

Decree in Cheult Court for RfMliniRtfinnm 
County  I CASE NO. 

-BO^DiaE_-?EPJERAL__SAVINGS_ANP_  I ^^ AjSAl 
LOAN ASSOCIATION, a body corporate * 
6708 Belair Road 
Baltimore^-Maryland--21206  

Plaintiff 

FOLIO. 

•N THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

.TERM. 19_. 

Vs. 

BURNIC_E_ . A_.. _GEORGE _ a_nd  
GLORIA JOHNSON 
P. 0. Box 506 
Glen-Burniet--Mary land--2106.1  

Defendant 

DECREE FOR SALE OF MORTGAGED PREMISES 

The Petition and Exhibit in the above cause having  been   submitted,  the  proceedings  therein 
were by the Court read and considered: 

It Is Thereupon, This ZJ day of .July in the year 

nineteen hundred and _-1973- , by the Circuit Court of Baltimore County. ADJUDGED, 
ORDERED AND DECREED, that the Mortgaged property in the proceedings mentioned be sold, at 
or after any one of the periods limited in the mortgage filed for the forfeiture of said mortgage; 

that   Jxihn..L.-^akew_ be and     he _-_. is.- hereby 
appointed Trustee to make said sale, and that the course and manner of h proc ;edings shall 
be as follows: he shall file with the Clerk of this Court, a Bond to the State of Maryland, 
executed by        himnsel f and a corporate surety or sureties to be approved by this Court, 

or by the Clerk thereof in the penalty of Seven-Thousand, J$7_t0p_0.p0^oiiarSi conditioned 
for the faithful performance of the trust reposed by this decree, or to be reposed by any future 
Decree or Order in the premises. The Trustee shall then proceed to make the said sale, having 
given notice by advertisement, inserted in such weekly newspaper or newspapers published in the 
County of Baltimore, at least once in each week for three successive weeks, the first such publica- 
tion to be not less than fifteen days prior to sale and the last such publication to be not more than 
one week prior to sale, [Md. Rule W 74-2 (I)], of the time, place, manner and terms of sale, which 

shall be cash, deposit of $5011..0.0. at time of sale, balance in cash upon final ratification 
of sale by the Court, the credit payment to bear interest from the day of sale; and as soon as may 
be convenient after any such sale or sales, the said Trustee shall return to this Court a full and 
particular account of the proceedings relative to the sale; with an affidavit annexed of the truth 
thereof, and of the fairness of said sale; and on obtaining the Court's ratification of the sale, and 
on payment of the whole purchase money (and not before), the said Trustee shall by a good and 
sufficient deed, to be executed, acknowledged and recorded, according to law, convey to the pur- 
chaser or purchasers, the property and estate sold, free, clear and discharged from all claim of 
the parties hereto. Petitioner and Mortgagor and those claiming by, from or under them, or either 
of them. And the said Trustee shall bring into this Court the money arising from said sale, to be 
distributed under the direction of this Court, after deducting the cost of this suit, and such com- 
mission to the said Trustee as this Court shall think proper to allow in consideration of the skill, 
attention and fidelity wherewith he shall appear to have discharged his 
trust; provided, that before the sale herein before decreed shall be made, a statement of the mort- 
gage claim, duly verified by affidavit, as required by law, be filed in said cause. 

\0f 

JUDGE 

? I9i 
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Tlin  JifT.'i Hnnlaii   I'rlnl,   TOWMOU,   M<1. 

That we, 

1 699 967 

lixnmx All iVanx bij SttfMf ^tmmtBt 

...\[9J1D-J^J>—AS^PJS    -  
20^ :;. Pennsylvania Avenue, Towson, Maryland  2120^ 

an ()  IMSMO-MMhliSl^M^ __-^—.iLY of 

^i'lL-^PJiJ-.--1--?:?- ar0 ll(>,(l and 

firmly bound unto the State of Maryland in the full end just sum l)f.-_-3ev:ga/iLhgugijid__snd„ 

Dollars, to be paid to the said Stale, or its cm-tain Attorney, to which payment, well and truly to be 

made and done, we bind ourselves, and each of \is. our, and each of our Heirs, Executors and Ad- 

ministrators, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents, sealed with our seals, and dated this 

 _B-Lb day   of 4U4;UHt in the year ninetocon hundred and iJ.  
County 

WHEREAS, by  decree of the Circuit Court for  Anne   Arundel sitting j,, Equity, passed in a 

cause in said court on the J.9±iL. day of flttly-.nineteen  hundred  and-SfiVfintyrilhree 

between  Jio^edale Federal JBulldiii£__aci.d_LQan-As5ogi9kioji  

complainants, and  -Jurnica.A..O^    

respondents, 

the above bound _49iin_ L.._Aiikew. 

liWu 

ha_2.-_- been appointed Trustee to make sale of the Real Estate and premises in the proceed- 

ings in said cause mentioned: 

« 

Now The Conditions Of This Obligation Are Such 

That if the above bounden JfifeS-kf—ASlSSJ!     -  

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in JOlfi! by aforesaid 

decree, or that may be reposed in bJA by any further decree or order in the premises, then 

the above obligation to be void, othenvise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

Signed, Sealed and Delivered    ) 
in the presence of ) 

Ss^C.. 

yiM /> $*A 
John  L.   Askew 

.[SEAJ4 

WLtf QLlM  THB.0Hig..CASJj^.ILSUM^8|;^ 

SfL/b 
.. f cKa el'' r r":" adoTa to ]' "A t't o"nVy -1. n -T act 

-[SEAL] 
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ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a 

body corporate 

Plaintiff 

Vs. 

BURNICE A. GEORGE and 

GLORIA JOHNSON 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Case No. 21,527 

•     • 

AFFIDAVIT OF NOTICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BALTIMORE, TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, before me, the subscriber a 

Notary Public of said State and County, personally appeared 

John L. Askew, Trustee, appointed by Decree of this Court 

to make sale of property herein and made oath in due form 

of Law that he has given notice by certified mail to the 

Mortgagors, Defendants, individually, at their last known 

address of the time, place and terms of sale of the property 

reported herein, in compliance with Rule W74 a 2 (b) of the 

Maryland Rules of Procedure. 

hn L. Askew, Affiant 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 

this  //^ day of September, 1973 

Meredith R. Wilson/, Notary FuDiic 

ly Commission Expires:  7/1/74 

LAW   OFFICES 

STENGEL. ASKEW 
& WILSON 

TOWSON.   MO.  11104 

/' 

SECOND AFFIDAVIT 

Fll-ED 
197 3 SE? 13 MWW 
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ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a 

body corporate 

Plaintiff 

Vs. 

BURNICE A. GEORGE and 

GLORIA JOHNSON 

Defendants : 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Case No.21,527 

:   : •      • •      • 

AFFIDAVIT OF NOTICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF BALTIMORE, TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, before me, the subscriber a 

Notary Public of said State and County, personally appeared 

John L. Askew, Trustee, appointed by Decree of this Court 

to make sale of property herein and made oath in due form 

of Law that he has given notice by certified mail to the 

Mortgagors, Defendants, individually, at their last known 

address of the time, place and terms of sale of the property 

reported herein, in compliance with Rule W74 a 2 (b) of the 

Maryland Rules of Procedure. 

'John L. Askew, Affiant 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 

this -^i'* ^ day of August, 1973. 

Me^dith R. Wilson; Notary Public 

y Commission Expires: 7/1/74 

LAW   OFFICES 

STENGEL. ASKEW 
ft WILSON 

TOWSON.   MD.  •IC04 

IZ 
19731 08 
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MILTON   J.   DANCE   COMPANY,   INC 
AUCTIONEERS e REAL  ESTATE e APPRAISERS 

Since 1912 

19 WEST  PENNSYLVANIA  AVENUE. TOWSON.  MARYLAND  21204 

September 17, 1973 

John L. Askew, Trustee 
Stengel, Askew & Wilson 
208 W. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Towson, Maryland  21204 

Dear Mr. Askew: 
RE:  126 Highland Road 

This is to certify that on this date I sold the 
above captioned property at Public Auction to Richard 
L. Utz, and Barbara A. Utz, his wife, 117 Highland Road, 
Glen Burnie, Maryland, at and for the price of $5,600.00 
in fee simple. 

There was a deposit of $500.00 made at the time 
and place of sale and after deducting expenses the 
balance of the purchase money will be forwarded to you 
under separate cover. 

With kindest regards, I remain, 

illy yours, 

Stephens Dance 

Enclosure 
mlf 

|3 
FILED 

1973 SEP 26 AH 10: 17 



STENGEL ASKEW k WILSON 
Attorneys 

208.W.Penna.Aye. 
Towsor., Maryland 

21204 

Sale 
OF VALUABLE FEE 
SLMFLE DWELLING 

PROPERTY 

126 HIGH1AND ROAD 
MARI£Y PARK, 

BEACH SECTION, 
THIRD ELECTION DISTRICT, 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY. 
MARYLAND. 

Under and by virtue of a decree 
of  the Circuit Court o: Anne 
Arundcl County, in Equity. tt» 
undersigned Trustee will sell at 
public Auction on the premises. 

ON MON. 
SEPT. 17 th, 1973 

AT 2P.M. 
All that piece or parcel of 

ground situate, lying, and being 
.in the Third Election District o 
'Am-.e Arurxlel County. State of 
Maryland,   and   particularly 
described as follows: 

BEING Itnowo and designate 
asUlsNos.27.ana2a.inmockS 
as shown on the Plat oi Mar ley 
Park Beach recorded among the 
Und Records of Anne Arundel 
County in PlatCabinet No. 1, Rod 
E, Plat 11. now Plat Book 2. folio 

»• . .—«• The property is a one sto.y, 
frame dwelling with five rooms; 
one bath, three bedrooms, and a 
basement. The lot is W* HO • 

The properly will be sold 
subject U conditions, restne- 
tlons, and agreements of record 
affecting same, If anj(«       .. f 

TERMS OK SALE: A uepo-sit of 
$500.00 pa^Wo in <*& 0' ** 
oTtined check will be required of 
the purchaser at the time and 
place of sale; balance m cash 
upon final ratification of the sa.e 
by the Circuit Court for Anne; 
Arundel County and to bear in-, 

itcrestfromthedayofaotetoday 
of settlement. Taxes, and all 

: other liens or charges, public or 
iotherwise,   including   specia 
t-ixci and front foot  benefit 

Id.ar ^it.'my.tobcadiuitodto 

I the-  c;::y  of sale.  Cost of al 
.documentary     stamps    and 

I transfer taxes, if any, tebe born 
ibv tho purchaser, 
I y JOHN L. ASKEW 

Trustee 

MILTON J. DANCE CO. 
Auctioneers 
19 W. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Towson, Maryland 21204 

| 623-3933 
i .         

BOOK 199 PAGE 570 

Milton J. Dance Company 
Auctioneers 

Masonic Temple Building 
TOWSON, MD. 

CONTRACT OF SALE 

I hereby acknowledge purchasing the property and agree to 

— i'^ ^LCiD.Jl)..ZZ^. DoUars 

2 lCu.hlO L: 0ri"z,_...    

VLl.-.^-L^kiyffi-M-  
GKJ (Ww)ir o\0. A<ldress- 

the above described'proPFV as ^/^ to ;er?S 0t Sale' 

—xsAy'-p- ^ 
Executed in Duplicate. 

•..-. 

• > 

ft 

FILED . 
W3SEP2S AH 10: 17 
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MILTONT DANCE COMPANY, Aoefionwr., Towwn, Md. 21204 

OS, 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT OF 

^UALTIMOUE COUNTY 

(Case No.'^ I £2-1 

STATE OF MARYLAND COUNTY OF BALTIMORE^Sct.: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT on this V-J day 0 

^ p r" , 19)_3_, before me, the subscriber, a Notary 

Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County of Baltimore 

.    iZvCM/HIO   ^'   UJ-"2--  aforesaid, personally appeared __»  

iO-i 

purchaser at the foreclosure sale in this cause, and made oath in due form 

of law that    ***. _..._ is are the purchaser and purchased same as 

p^pa. ****** ..^vn*.e....*...&*-!M*-k- 
 U-X.-i—--i-t^-^>F<.  - 
and that .JfcteT—— has/l»ve not directly or indirectly discouraged any- 

one from bidding for the said .WS.SimM->*»l^  

.„„„6tefeA5l    
mentioned in the said Report of Sale 

Purchaser 

MA 
NoUry PubUc 

F\UED 

w- n 
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REPORT OF SALE onni. 
ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS B0U* 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, a 

body corporate   plaintiff 

VS. 

* 

190 PACE 572 —IN THE- 

CIRCUIT COURT 
BURNICE A. GEORGE and 
GLORIA JOHNSON 

Defendants 

—FOR— 
ANNE ARUNDEL 

mmmmn COUNTY 
Case  No.   21,527 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE CIRCUIT COURT  FOR BALTIMORE  COUNTY: 

The Report of Sale of__-J?hr>_L._ Askew  

Trustee appointed by the decree in the above entitled cause to make sale of-£©©--§iinple.. 

P?oPe-rty No. _ 126 Highland Road, Glen Burnie, Maryland, described in 

the mortgage filed in said cause and 

in the proceedings in said cause mentioned respectfully shows, that the after giving bond with security 

for the faithful discharge of ^.is trust as prescribed by said decree, which was duly 

approved, and having given notice of the time, place, manner and terms of sale by advertisements 

inserted in TJie-E.ven.iDg_-Capital  

IN  EQUITY 

1 

newspaper, published in Baltimore County, for 

more than three successive weeks preceding the day of sale, said Trustee did pursuant 

to said notice on--ilOJiday_ the ITth.day of September.-. , 19.12., 

at---2_t.Q0 o'clock, _P^M., attend on the premises and then and there sold at public  auction 
the fee-simple property mentioned and described in the attached copy 

o f - advertisement- o f- -saie 7 - ^which- -is- prayed to be taken -a s part - of - thi s 
Report of Sale, unto Richard L. Utz and Barbara A. Utz, his wife, at and 
for the - sum- xrf - five Thousand: Six - Hundred Doilaxs - -(-$ 5,-6 OOv QfrY -, - -eaid - 
purchaser being then and there the highest bidder therefor. 

ll 

/ 

/    £** 
John L.  Askew Trustee. 

> 

State o/ Maryland, County of Baltimore, Set 
I Hereby Certify, that on this-—2-5th__dayof    ^September , 19-73-. 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Mai viand,  in and for the County of 

Baltimore aforesaid, personally appeared John .L._ Askew _Trustee and made oath that 

the facts stated in the aforegoing Report of Sale are true, as therein set forth, and that the sale 

thereby reported was fairly made. ^^^^^     s? / 
S^j%4S%&t&^&iry^ XXKX 

^/Meredith ^IbUli^i notary Public 

1973 SEP 26 fllilO: 18 
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John L.  Askew,   Esq. ^^ 
203  VJest  PennsYlvan:^PAvcnuc 
Towson,   Maryland 

FOR:   THE^VENING CAPITAL 
:^!Lst  Edition Oct^ 

21204 

BOOK    199 PALE 573 

ORDER NISI 
ROSEDALE FEDERAL .SAVIWGS._.AND..LQAN. 

ASSOCIATIOII, a body- corporate-  

versus 

BURNICE   A.   GEORGE   AND 

IN THE 

GLORIA  JOHNSON 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

No.  21,527  Equity 

Ordered, this 26th-- day of'- Septe^^..... ...., 19 73 , That the sale of the 

property in these proceedings mentioned     

made and reported by JpM.L^Askew^.Trustee. 

BE RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless cause to the contrary thereof be shown on or before the      31at  

day of        ...October-    - next; Provided, a copy of this Order be inserted m some newspaper 

published in Anne Arundel County, once in each of three successive weeks before the _ 

day 0f October _. next. '• 

31st 

The report states that the amount of sale was $ ...S^600.00. —-   

\l/» MAys****    ff>~*A^~.**n**~ Clerk. 

W ^^jh*^?*^^.^  Clerk. 
True Copy, 

TEST 

(Final Order) 
ROSEDALE FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN_ 

ASSOCIAT.ION j .a. body corporate. 

versus 
BURNICE A. GEORGE AND 

GLORIA JOHNSON 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

;r 
 _ Term, 19 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, This -./--.- day of .../P*t**~Jt*\ , 1^ 

that the sale made and reported by the Trustee.... aforesaid, be and the same is hereby finally Ratified and 

Confirmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, although due notice appears to have been given as re- 

quired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause; and the .Trustee.- allowed the usual commissions and such 

proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Ayiditor. ^ 

^ JUDGE. CHAMBERS JUDGE 

u 
EQ-IS 

FrILED 

1973 NOV-1  PM2:23 



Order Nisi 
INTHE 

cmcun COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
NO. 21,527 EQUITY 

ROSEDALE    FEDERAL 
SAVINGS        AND        LOAN 
ASSOCIATION, a body corporate 

versus 
BURN1CE A. GEORGE AND 

GLORIA JOHNSON. 
Ordered, this »th day of 

September, 1973, That the sale 
of   the  property  in  these 
nroceedii«s mentioned made 
and reported by John L. Askew, 
Ttusti BE RATIFIED AND 
CONFIRMED, unless cause to 
the contrary'thereof be shown 
en or before the 31st day of 
October next; Provided, a copy 
of this Order be inserted in 
some newspaper publi*ed in 
Anne Arundel County, once in 
each of three successive weeks 
before the 31* day of October 

The report  states that   the 
amoi'nt of sale was $5,600.00.  

W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

BOOK  199 PACE574 omCE^ 

Evening Capital 
Published by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

TRUE COPY, 
TEST.        W. 
LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

GARRETT 

0-15 

HOLDER OF  CONTRACT   FOR  ANNE  ARUNDEL  COUNTY   ADVERTISING 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Md., y&Ulte__/S 197^ 

We hereby certify, that the annexed 

O^LCLUJ 71L&U  

.A^L^---^--^^-^-?- 

was published in 

Evening Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County. Maryland, once a week for —A?— 

successive weeks before the  3JMdf-  

day of UAs. , i *z o 

s fit 
The insertions being made ihe   -/-->^--/--^  

 ^^^ /)d£&M£  19 ££ 

THE eAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

/ 7      No. E. C  

FILED 

-WWCTie PH 2:24 
Bv /^^^A.&*<*h& 
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In the Case of 

_lto.s.eda.le Federal. Savings and Loan Association.,  

. a., feody...corporate  

vs. 
Burn.i.ce. A,. George. and-Gloria.Johnson 

In the 

Circuit Court 
For 

Anne Arundel County 
No.   21 ,527 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court i 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

t 

o 
"H 

o All of which is respectfully submitted. ot which is respecttully s 
November 27, 1973 

H. Hopkins, IV 
^ 

Auditor. 

ORDER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this /j£22£day of JOOL^UMSM^ , l9^fL, that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified and confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 

been or may be received. 

BQ-23 

FIL       . 
1973 DEC 13 Pll It 06 
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NW 19S ^576 
Rosed.le Federa! Savings and Loan Association, a body corporate vs Bumice A. George 
and Gloria Johnson 

vfttf&l 

inAcct.with     John L. Askew, Trustee 

19731_SeptemberL_IL_ 

Proceeds of_Sale_ 

. •« I 
Cr. 

jnteresl^ijd^n^djp^ 

from 9/17/73 to 11/19/73 

T^jlj^sjtee_jEQiLJlQunsfil^ 

To Trusteefor^oninlssignsJ_vizi 

TojrniStee_jforL_CQAirtJ^s^^ 

M^jiftrrln1Qre^me^ 

Au<iliQiL^_sMtij^Jthis__a^^^ 

Tg_TrM?tee for ExpeaS£^-jdXl 

O-i 

XapilaUfiazette-Press^-^dvertisi 
_:Lj)rderJiis_L»_Sale 

The Sunpapers - Advertising Sale 

Ohio_^amLiy_In^^ 

Milton J. ^nffl r^ - Tnc      ftiiptlnrnwr's rfflnnlstt 

A.A. en. sanitary P.«M«rt«slQB - ^^yfld toter 

Aj^o^FrontJgotJiate]^ 

Title_Gua»^nteejCoJLl_jL^^ 

Mi seel l aneousJ^oUixJfeesjL^ei^^ 

ToJosedaUJederalJayl^^ 

this_balan£g_Jin^^^ 
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Amount of Mortgage ClMPLlll^i 

Credit - AiTX)unt__allowed_abo\^ 
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# 

BOOK 

IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE OF 

THE MORTGAGED PREMISES OF 

ROBERT L.   TROTT & BILLIE JO TROTT      : 

Equity No. /X    L-^.7 

IN   THE 

CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

WALTER L.   TROTT & LILLIAN E. TROTT   :     ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

PETITION TO DOCKET FORECLOSURE,  FILE ORIGINAL 
MORTGAGE AND STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE DEBT 

Mr.  Clerk: 

Please docket aforegoing suit,   file Mortgages and Mort£ae£ debts. 

% 
orney named in Mortgage 

STATEMENT OF CLAIMS 

To principal debt under mortgages dated: 

July 30,   1962,   recorded EGO 1582, folio 487 
May 16,   1959,  G. T. C.   1296,  folio 417 
March 11,   1966,  L.N.P.   1953,  folio 355 

Ummproved lots numbers 20,  22,  26,   29,   30,   31,   32,   33,   34,   35, 
40,   73,   75,   76,  77,  78,  Pride Village, Arnold,  Md. $2,959.86 

September 9,   1963,  recorded L. N. P.   1690,  folio 197, 
one-half of lot 71 and Lot 72,  improved by Swimming 
Pool,  Pride Village,  Arnold,   Maryland 

March 17,   1965,  recorded L. N. P.   1842,  folio 596, / 
November 18,   1965,   recorded L. N. P.   1923,  folio 282, ' 
Lot No.  21,   improved by Rancher,   Pride Village,  Arnold,  Md. 

Net balance due on Mortgages 

7,883.48 

17,720.00 
$28,563.34 

8 'v a ifi      '^«« 

•• 

Taxes 1/2 year 1965 to 196b $136.04 
1/2 year 1965 to 1966 48.03 

1966 to 1967 142.89 
1966 to 1967 354.80 
1966 to 1967 21.08 

1*$ v- ^ ^ ^—-o 

$702.84 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY,  to wit: 

On this     // & day of October,   1966, before me,  the subscriber, 
a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,  in and for the County aforesaid, 
personally appeared Michael V.  McCutchan, Secty-Treasurer of Capital City 
Federal Savings & Loan Association of Annapolis,  and made oath to the afore 
going statements and the truth thereof,  and that he is authorized to make 

Witness my hand and Notarial seal.      ">KvCl,i./-   'J-   %i C-.*.    
Notary Public 

rMm*.. 
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Cf)t£( ittortgagc. made this 3ixiL       J..~< July' u^ day of 

, between    Robert L.   Trott and 

, in the 

in the year one thousand nine hundred and       sixty-two, 

Billie Jo Trott,  his wife ,  Walter L.   Trott U Lillian E. TrotOf   Arnold 
his wife 

State of Maryland, hereinafter called Mortgagor(s). and CAPITAL CITY BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
OF ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND, a body corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said Mortgagor(s) the sum of    Twenty-one 

Thousand-  ---    _-__---- _-_  - Dollar^ being a part of the purchase money for the 
property herein described, which said sum the said Mortgagor(s)   agree to repay in  installments with interest thereon 
from the date hereof, at the rate of      6   % per annum, in the manner following: 

By the payment of    One Hundred Thirty-six  Dollars 
plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance premiums, and otherpubhc chargesand assess- 
ments for which the property hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before the   m^r-CLXJoC 
diy of each and every month from the date hereof, until the whole of said principal sum and  interest shall be paid, 
which interest shall be computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the following order: 

FIRST:    To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:    To the payment of all taxes, water rent, assessments or public charges of every nature and description. 
ground rent, insurance premiums and other charges affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD:    Towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum; 

Tiic due execution of this mortgage was a condition precedent to the granting of said advance. 

And the said Mortgagor(s) shall have the right to pay all or any additional part of the principal on any monthly 
installment payment date and interest shall abate on any amount so paid on the principal 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of 
Nftiryland passed at tlie January session in the year 1945 or any supplement thereto. 

NOW   THEREFORE THIS MORTGAGE W1TNESSETH, that in consideration of the premises and of one dol- 
lar, the said mortgagor(s) do grant, convey and assign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all 

those 

Third Election District of Anne Arundel Court y. 

lot(s) of ground situate and lying in 

State of Maryland and described as follows: 

i • 
CO 
cr> 
<=) 
f") 

Being designated as Lots Nos.   4%-a^r 245 «9 and 26 as shown on a Plat of Pride 

Village recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat Book 

No.   24,  folio 39,  as prepared by James D.   Hicks,  Registered Surveyor,  and dated 

September,   1953. 

BEING a part of the property conveyed to Robert L. Trott and Walter L. Trott 

by Cecil C. Knighton and Martha E. Knighton, his wife, by deed dated March 3l8t, 

1.959, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber G. T. C. 

—   No,   1283,  folio 529. 

ro 



l3Mfc> 

B^K 
1582 ^488 BOOK 199f/.GE580 

This loan was made upon the distinct undcrsnmcUng and agreement between the parries hereto that the following 
items, if any, shall be considered as hxtures and as such shall pass as a pan of the realty hereby conveyed and "^aged, 
viz • garages; all bathroom accessories, such as tub. lavatory, closet combination, built-m med^me cabinets; all kitchen ac- 
cessones, such as sink, budt-in kitchen units, gas ranges, cod ranges, all cellar accessories, such as laundry rrays. hew- 
ing plant complete with its boiler, radiator,, hot water heaters, oil burner. Oil tank and Circulators, bud -,n club room 
With it, appurtenances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels; and screens for *^•***J°°* 
The aforegoing enumeration of specific item, shall not be construed as excluding from the operation of th.s mortgage 
Ilything on s^d prem.ses wluchlould partake of the nature of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by opcranon of 

law pass to the mortgagee as a part of mortgagees security. 
Together with the  improvements thereon, and the rights and appurtenances thereto belonging or appertaining. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premise, unto the said Mortgagee, us successors and as- 

signs, in fee simple. 

m *, «k m. 
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ments and perform the covenants hercm on h.s, her or tneir p 

And the said Mortgagor(s), for       themselves, thc 
their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, cu 

said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns, as follows: 

,    To .pay the mdebtedness, together with interest, as ^^ ^ ^^ as the Mortgagee 

^ ^STJ-^ -= ^Xol Mortgagee, to the e.nr of . ** 

and repair as at the present time. ^ and ^^^^ of every kind 

L the amount so paid, together with said interest thereon. ed   (without regard to the adequacy 

V.    n* rhe holder of the mortgage in any ^^^^^   ^ts of sf.d prem.ses and ac- 
of any security for the debt)  to the appointment of a rcce.ver 

::;rrr ^r'rz=rr:^ ts ^ sUm% ^ ^«. ^ - -„ 
provided, at the option of the Mortgagee. monthl    install. 

L• h^ - ^ ^^ - S^e-^^4 ol ^ Wing covenants for thirry 

^ And lt 1S ..reed .at mud defa.lt is made, the said Mortgagor.), h.s, her or their heirs, personal relatives 

or assigns may rmin possession of the mortgaged property. ^ ^ ^ 

And the said Mortgagor(s)  consent ^^^1 ^£   ^dedT under the'provisions of Sections 720 
place after a default in any of the conditions of ^^Z^LTa^Z January session in the year  1898 - or any 
to 732, inclusive, of Chapter 123. of the Laws of ^^^^^ Leclo ed and the property  herein desenbed 
1 ndments additions, or supplement thereto "/^"^^ "Zcnsors   or   assigns,   or   by   Louis   M. Strauss   *. 
sold.   at   any   time   after   default.   ^ ;h%\a.,l ^^^ T10. inclusive of the Maryland Ccnle (19^^^ 
duly constituted Attorney or Agent under Art.cle 66   ^^^^ Maryland relating to mortgages; and the sale 
Z General Laws, or under any other General or ^^^^Zt  and t rms of sale in some newspaper pruned 
sliall be made after g.ving twenty days' notice of the tteK. place   m nner^ other ^ .^ ^ he de€m 

in L County or City in which the land - situate   and   - P        S    '^^ ^ or Jch other terms u the party selbng may 

^^f ^r-^ t ^ * S^ - - ^r „ decree or the .wers herein granted, the pr. 

S^ ^ ^- r ^ ^^"fee to ^e Attorney conducting the foreclosure proceedings. 

but not less than one hundred dollars; ^^ ^ ^ .^^ ^ 

Second, to the extinguishment of al  claims       the g g repreSentatiVes or assigns. 
Third, the balance if any, to the said Mortgagor(s)   his, her o   th^.r        ^ ^ ^ ^ or thcir 

Half of such commissions and all such -penses and co     ^haU be p y^ J^ any advertisement of 

heirs  personal representatives or assigns m the event that the mortgage 

said property, but before sale thereof. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ other asslirances 

The said Mortgagor(s)   covenant      to warrant specify 

thereof as may be requisite. 
Witness the hand(s) and seal(s) of the said Mortgagor (s). i v/)     ^V W 

i/V^JLi^fo^ '  u#t*^S?L    (SEAL) 

Koc)er       / /    j 

]&M^^..dAJ&      <SEAL) 
^rilie Jo^Stt         ^^ 

OVOiit^   SL'    /^t^r7~    (SEAL) 
f^ET^ZII^^ (SEAL) 
"Lillian E.   Trott 

jo- 
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State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 3 O   'UL- day of 

in the year one thousand, nine hundred and    sixty-two 

July 

, before me, the subscriber, a Notary 

Public of the State of Maryland, in and for said County, personally appeared       Robert L.   Trott and Billie Jo 

Trott,   his wife,   and Walter L.   Trott and Lillian E.   Trott,   hi^ w^f^ named Mortgagor(s) 

/ \ are subscribed to the within Mortgage, 
satisfactorily proven to be the person(s) whose name(s> 

, executed the same for the purposes 
and acknowledged that tney 

therein contained, and also they acknowledged the foregoing Mortgage to be their 

act.   At the same time also appeared JOSEPH H. GRISCOM, SR., President of said Mortgagee, and made oath in due form 

of law that the consideration mentioned in sa.d Mortgage is true and bona fide as therein set forth. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

/7-L^ *-r<r<'r, s/f   ^Vv,^  
NOTARY PUBLIC      Mildred F.   Bean 

My Commission expires      May 6,   1963. 

<'•? D 

4*-. 10.19^ at Reo'd for record      ^ 

Mailed tO^!!^--^L-J^53a*Afl 
m JJ. 
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^^   ^ day of May, 

in the year one thousand nine hundred and      fifty-nine, , between   Robert   L<  Trott and 

?illie Jo Trott,   his  ^ife, Walter L.  Trott and Lillian E. of    Arnold , in the 

Trott,   his  wife. 
State of Maryland, hereinafter called MortgagorCs), and CAPITAL CITY BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, a body corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said Mortgagor(s) the sum of    Eleven Thousand 

on 
an 

----   ___-_--------------- Dollars, being a part of the purchase money for the 
property herein described, which said sum the said Mortgagor(s)   agree to repay  in  installments with interest thereon 
from the date hereof, at the rate of        6 % per annum, in the manner following: 

61 
By the payment of  Seventy-eipht and YcT) ------------   -------- Dollars 

plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance premiums, and other public charges and assess- 
ments for which the property hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before the 
diy of each and every month from the date hereof, until the  whole of said principal sum  and interest shall be paid, 
which interest shall be computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the following order: 

FIRST:    To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:    To the payment of all taxes, water rent, assessments or public charges of every nature and description, 
ground rent, insurance premiums and other charges affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD:     Towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum; 

The due execution of this mortgage was a condition precedent to the granting of said advance. 

And the said Mortgagor(s) shall have the right to pay all or any additional part of the principal on any monthly 
installment payment date and interest shall abate on any amount so paid on the principal. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of 
Mjaryland passed at the January session in the year 1945 or any supplement thereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE  THIS  MORTGAGE W1TNESSETH, that in consideration of the premises and of one dol- 
lar, the said mortgagor(s) doth      grant, convey and assign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all 

those lot(s) of ground situate and lying in 

the Third Election District of  A nne Arunciel County,    State of Maryland and described as follows: 

Parcel   No.  !«    Peinf  designated as  Lots Nos. /^l8i9,10,ll,l?,13AU,l1?>l6^1,?,l8i 

19 and 20 and Lots Nos.  61, "V)?,   63,  BL and  SJ  as shown on a  Plat 

of Pride  Villape recorded  amonr the  Land Records of Anne Arundel County in PlatPook 

No.   ?Ii,  folio  39,   as  prepared by James D.  Hicks,  Registered Surveyor,   and dated September, 

19^3;  and heinp desipnated aa  Lots  Nos.  21,  ??,   ?3,  ?li,  ?r:,   26,   27,   28,   P^,   30,   31,   32, 

33,  3U,  35,   36,   37,  3%   3^ and hO;  and Lots Nos.   70,   71,   72,   73,   ll,  75,   76,   77,  7fi, (f?) 

f 0) (rl and(83 as shown on a ^lat of "Revised Portion of Pride Village", prepared 

po 
m 

— February,   1957,   and recorded amonp the  aforesaid records in  Plat "ook No.   29,  folio  27, 

— 
• and all Roads  and Road  neds shown on the aforepoinp two mentioned Plats. 

RECNQ  the same parcels  of  proimd  conveyed  to Robert L.   Trott and 

Walter L.  Trott by Cecil C.   Knirhton and Martha E.   Kniphton,  hia  wife,  by deed dated 

March  31st,  1959,   and recorded amonp the  Laud Records  of Anno Arundel  County in Liber 

G.T.C.   No.   1283,   folio   529. 

Parcel  No.   ?.     Being designated ^s   Lot  No#.3i  as  shown on a Plat of  Pride   '/iiiage 
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recorded among the Land Records of t-.nne  Aruncel County in Plat Book No. 2kt   folio 39, 

as prepared by James T).  Hicks, Registered Surveyor, and dated September, 1953. 

PETNn the same parcel, of ground conveyed to Robert L« Trott and Billie Jo 

Trott, his wife, by Cecil C. Rnlghton and Martha E. Knighton, his wife, by deed dated 

March 31, 19^9, and recorded amonp the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

G.T.C. No. 1283, folio 527. 

,?m.i, 

mi 15 

This loan was made upon the distinct understanding and agreement between the parties hereto that the following 
items, if any, shall be considered as fixtures and as such shall pass as a part of the realty hereby conveyed and mortgaged, 
viz.: garages; all bathroom accessories, such as tub, lavatory, closet combination, built-in medicine cabinets; all kitchen ac- 
cessories, such as sink, built-in kitchen units, gas ranges, coal ranges; all cellar accessories, such as laundry trays, heat- 
ing plant complete with its boiler, radiators, hot water heaters, oil burner, oil tank and circulators, built-in club room 
with its appurtenances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels; and screens for windows and doors. 
The aforegoing enumeration of specific items shall not be construed as excluding from the operation of this mortgage 
anything on said premises which would partake of the nature of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by operation of 

law pass to the mortgagee as a part of mortgagees security. 
Together with the improvements thereon, and the rights and appurtenances thereto belonging or appertaining. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premises unto the said Mortgagee, its successors and as- 

signs, in fee simple. 
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If   however the said Mortgagor(s), his, her or their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, shaU make the pay- 

ments and perform the covenants herein on his, her or their part contained, then this mortgage shall be vo.d. 

And the said Mortgagor! s), for     themselves, 
thei r    heirs, personal representatives or assigns, covenant with the 

said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns, as follows: 

I.    To repay the indebtedness, together with interest, as herein provided. 

li To keep the buildings on the premises insured against loss by fire and such other hazards as the Mortgagee 
may require for the benefit of the Mortgagee in some company acceptable to the Mortgagee, to the extent of its hen 

thereon, and to deliver the policy to the Mortgagee. 

111. Not to remove or demolish any buildings now on the premises and to keep improvements in as good order 

and repair as at the present time. 
IV To pay all ground rent, taxes, water rent, fire and life insurance, public dues and assessments of every kind 

whatsoever, for which the property hereby mortgaged .nay become liable when payable: the Mortgagee be.ng authorized 
to pay the same, and the amount so paid shall then be added to the principal debt named here.n and bear 'nterest at he 
rate of 6% per annum from the date of sa.d payment, and said Mortgagee shall have a hen hereunder on said premises 

for the amount so paid, together with said interest thereon. 

V That the holder of the mortgage in anv action to forclose it, shall be entitled, (without regard to the adequacy 
of any'security for the debt) to the appointment of a receiver to collect the rents and profits of said premises and ac- 

count therefor as the Court may direct. 
VI That should the title- to the herem mortgaged property be acquired by any persons or corporation other than 

the Mortgagor(s), by voluntary grant or assignment, by descent, inheritance, operation of law or m any other manner 
w-thot'L Mortgagees written Consent, then the whole of said principal sum shall become due and owing as herein 

provided, at the option of the Mortgagee. 
VII That the whole of said principal sum shall become due after default in the payment of any monthly install- 

ment, as herein provided, for thirty days or after default in the performance of any of the aforegoing covenants for thirty 

^^ And it is agreed that until default is made, the said Mortgagor(s),  his, her or their  heirs, personal representatives 

or assigns may retain possession of the mortgaged property. 

And the sa.d Mortgagor(s)  consent that a decree may be- passed  for the sale of sa.d  ^^^ ^.^ 
place after a default ,n any of the conditions of th.s mortgage as here.n prov.ded), under the P^^,^• ^ 
to 7S2   inclusive, of Chapter  123. of the Laws of Maryland, passed at the January session  in  the year  1898 -«^ 
laments addit.ons, J supplement thereto - of th.s mortgage may be  foreclosed  and the ^^•^^ 
sold,   at   any   time   after   default,   by   the   said   Mortgagee,   .ts   successors   or   assigns,   or   by   ^u-   M- St-uss^ ^ 
duly constituted Attorney or Agent under Article 66. Sections 6 to 10. inclusive of the Maryland Code  (1939)   Pulv 
l.c Gcner     1   ws  or U.K er any the r General or Local I-aw of the State of Maryland relat.ng to mortgages; and the sale 
allT nLk-* aft;r giving twenty days' notice of the time, place, manner, and terms of sale in some newspaper prmted 

he County or C.ty in which the land is situate; and the party selling may also give such other nonce as he may deem 
xlient  and the terms of sale may be all cash upon ratification of the sale or such other terms as the party sellmg may 
d^f exped.ent.  And upon any sale of sa.d property, under the assent to decree or the powers here.n granted, the pro- 

cecds shall be applied as follows: 
First  to the payment of all expenses incident to said sale, includ.ng a commission to the party making sale of sa.d 

prop^ iqual to't.ie commission dually allowed Trustees for making sale of simil.ar property by v.rtue ^ ^e o 
TCourt hav.ng equity jur.sdict.on. and a reasonable Attorneys fee to the Attorney conduct.ng the foreclosure proceedings, 

but not less than one hundred dollars; 
Second, to the extinguishment of all claims of the Mortgagee, its successors or assigns; and 

Third  the balance if any. to the said Mortgagor (s), his, her or their heirs, personal representatives or assigns. 

Half of such commissions and all such expenses and costs shall be paid by the Mortgagor(s)   or his, her or the.r 
heirs  personal representatives or assigns in the event that the mortgage debt shall be pa.d after any advertisement of 

said property, but before sale thereof. 
The said Mortgagor^)   covenant      to warrant specially said lot(s) of ground and to execute such other assurances 

thereof as may be requisite. 

Witness the hand(s)  and seal(s)  of the said Mortgagor(s). 

/   ti&jLjf ^ v^^C (SEAL) 
WITNESS: V  ^ Robert •L.'Trott 

\^JjU*l, J-A^J...  j^/A^efeTrott f 
Mildred F. Pean / J*~       Q     —7--    "V^ 

\,   C^i.'il</fc*   -s   Ir^tr^i      (SEAL) 

-•) 



L bilvWkk 

*m 1296 nA2Q KW i89 ^586 

Kay 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this ^ rtSL day of 

in the yeat one thousand, nine hundred and     fifty-nine, . before me, the subscriber, a Notary 

Public of the State of Maryland, in and for said County, personally appeared    Robert   L.   Trott  and Billie 

Jo  Trott,   his wife,   and Walter L.  Trott & Ullian B.   Trott,  hiaie above named Mortgagor(s) 
wife 

satisfactorily proven to be- the person(s) whose name(s) are subscribed to the within Mortgage, 

and acknowledged that they cxccutcd the *"* f,,r the pUrpOSeS 

therein contained, and also they acknowledged the foregoing Mortgage to be their 

act.   At the same time also appeared JOSEPH H. GR1SCOM, SR, President of said Mortgagee, and made oath in due form 

of law thaT the flDnsideration mentioned in said Mortgage is true and bona fide as therein set forth. 

AS WITNESS" Wiy hand and Notarial Seal. 

^ 

\ 

\~^Ll^^..<£...^       
NOTARY PUBLIC Fildred F.  Bean 

My (^^(UkWiO^expires   May 1,   1961. 

Rec'd for record. 

Mailed XWOMl—dQi 
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THIS MORTGAGE,   made this    // 

1953 PACE 355 MOK 199^587 

day   of   March, 
36470 

in  the year  one thousand nine hundred and    sixty-six -------,  between 

Robert L.   Trott and Billie Jo Trott,   his wife,   and Walter L.   Trott and 

Lillian E.   Trott,   his wife,   ----------of   Arnold  - - tin  the 
State of Maryland, hereinafter called Mortgagor(a), and CAPITAL CITY 
FEDERAL SAUINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, a body 
corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee, 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said Mortgagor(B), 
being members of said body corporate, the sum of Eighteen Thousand 

-___ — ________ —Dollars, being a part of the purchase money 
for the property herein described, which said sum the said MortgagorCe) 
agree to repay in installments with interest thereon from the date hereof^ 
et the rate of    6 % per annum, in the manner following: 

By the payment of Ninety  _ Doiidra 
plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance 
premiums, and other public charges and assessments for which the property 
hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before *&&  nine months 
ctoV)UBdExflS^xaRflb(BttM»4kACX)^b from the date hereof, until the whole of 
said principal sum and interest shall be paid, which interest shall be 
computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the 
following order: 

FIRST:  To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:  To the payment of all taxes, water rent, assessments or public 
charges of every nature and description, ground rent. Insurance premiums 
and other charges affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD:  Towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum; 

The due execution of this mortgage was a condition precedent to the 
granting of said advance. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as pro- 
vided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of Maryland passed at the January 
session in the year 19^5 or any supplement thereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, that in consideration of the 
premises and of one dollar, the said martgagor(s) do  grant, convey and 
assign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all that - - -   
lot(s) of ground situate and lying in the Third Election District of Anne 
Arundel County, --__-- — ___ State of Maryland and described as 
follows: 

Lot No. 29 as designated and shown on the Plat entitled "Revised 
Portion of Pride Village" dated February, 1957, by James D. Hicks, 

Surveyor, and recorded among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County 

in Plat Book 29, folio 27. 

BEING part of the property conveyed to Robert L. Trott and Walter 

L, Trott, by Cecil C. Knighton and Martha E. Knighton, his wife, by 

deed dated March 31, 1959, and recorded among the Land Records of 
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Anne Arundel County in Liber G.T.C. No.   1283,   folio 529. iinv ! 

This loan was made upon the distinct understanding and agreement 
betueen the parties hereto that the follouing items, if any, shall be 
considered as fixtures and as such shall pass as a part of the realty 
hereby conveyed and mortgaged, viz: garages; pll bathroom accessories, 
such as tub, lavatory, closet combination, built-in medicine cabinets; 
all kitchen accessories, such as sink, built-in kitchen units, gas 
ranges, coal ranges; all cellar accessories, such as laundry trays, heat- 
ing plant complete with its boiler, radiators, hot water heaters, oil 
burner, oil tank and circulators, built-in club .room with its appurten- 
ances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels; 
and screens for windows and doors.  The aforegoing enumeration of 
specific items shall not be construed as excluding from the operation of 
this mortgage anything on said premises which would partake of the nature 
of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by operation of law pass to the 
mortgagee as a part of mortgagee's security. 

Together with the improvements thereon, and the rights and appurten- 
ances thereto belonging or appertaining and all rents, issues, profits, 
and tenancies accruing from the premises hereby mortgaged. 

TO HAUE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premises unto the 
said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, in fee simple. 

Provided, however the said Mortgagor(s), his, her or their heirs, 
personal representatives or assigns, shall make the payments and perform 
the covenants and conditions herein on his, her or their part contained, 
then this mortgage shall be void. 

And the said Mortgagor(s), for themselves ---------------- 

their ------------------ heirs, personal representativee or 
assigns, covenant with the said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns, 
ss follows: (1) To keep the buildings on the premises insured against 
loss by fire, windstorm, and other hazards for the benefit of the mortga- 
gee, its successors or assigns, in some company acceptable to the mortga- 
gee, its succsssors or assigns, to the extent of its lien thereon and to 

-2- 
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deliver the policy and all renewal receipts to the mortgagee, its suc- 
cessors or assigns; and in case of Allure of the mortgagors, their 
heirs, personal representativ/es, ana assigns, so to do. the mortgagee, 
its successors or assigns, may do so and add the cost lhereof to the 
amount of the mortgage indebtedness BO as to become SJ nuch additional 
indebtedness secured by this mortgage; U) To pay monthly on the pay- 
ment date shown on Page One, each and every month the sum nf Ninety - - 

Dollars plus one-tuelfth of th' annual taxes, 
water rents, ground rent, insurance premiums, and c .er pub] c charges 
and assessments of every kind whatsoever, for which the property hereby 
mortgaged may become liable when payable.  (In the event the mortgagee 
hold a prior mortgage on aforesaid property, the payments for such 
purposes shall only begin upon release of said prior mortgage.)  Should 
such payments be insufficient the mortgagee, its successors or aas1^3* 
is hereby authorized to pay the same, and the amount so paid shall then 
be added to the principal debt named herein and bear interest at the 
rate of six per centum (6%) per annum from the date of said payment, and 
the said mortgagee, its successors or assigns, shall have a lien hereunde^ 
on said premises for the amount so paid, together with said interest 
thereon, so that the same shall become so much additional indebtedness 
secured by this mortgage and be included in any decree foreclosing this 
mortgage, or in any sale of the premises for the foreclosure of the 
same-  (3) Wot to remove or demolish any buildings now on the premises, 
nor to permit, commit or suffer any waste, impairment or deterioration 
of said property, or any part Lnereof, and upon the failure of the 
mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, to keep 
the buildings on said property In good condition or repair, the '"ortga- 
gee. its successors or assigns, may demand the immediate repair of said 
buildings or an increase in the amount of security, or the immediate 
repayment of the debt hereby secured, and the failure of the mortgagors, 
their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, to comply with said 
demand of the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, for a period of 
thirty days shall constitute a breach of this mortgage, and, at tha 
option of the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, immediately mature 
the entire principal and interest hereby secured, and the mortgagee, its 
successors or assigns, may without notice, institute proceedings to 
foreclose this mortgage, and apply for the appointment of a RecBiyer, as 
herein orovided; W  That the holder of this mortgage in any action to 
foreclose it, shall be entitled (without regard to the adequacy of any 
security for the debt) to the appointment of a Receiver to collect the 
rents and profits of said premises and account therefor as the Court may 
direct;  (5) That should the title to the hereby mortgaged proparty ba 
acquired by any person, persons, partnership 0^corPoyation' °^" ^" 
the mortgagors, by voluntary grant or assignment, or in any other manner 
with?iHe mortgagee's written consent, or should the same be encumbered 
by the mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatlyas and "a^; 
without the mortgagee's written consent, then the whole of ^"Principal 
sum shall immediately become due and payable as herein provided;  J6)That 
the whole of said mortgage debt intended hereby to be secured shall be- 
come due and demandable after default in the payment of any monthly 
installment, as herein provided, shall have continued for thirty days, or 
after default in the performance of any of the aforegoing covenants or 
condltJons for thirty'days; (7)  That upon the institution of either banki 
ruptcy or receivership proceedings, voluntary or involuntary, aQji"" 
the said mortgagors (or either of them) this mortgage will ImmediatBly 
mature and will entitle the mortgagee to foreclose this mortgage with- 
out notice; (8) That after any default and the institution of foreclosure 
oroceedings or the insertion of an advertisement for the sale of the 
Se?eby mS^gaged premises, the mortgagee shall not be required to accept 
parent of an? arrearage, or the balance of the mortgage deot only, but 
also shall be entitled to demand and be paid all costs, expenses, 
interest, etc., incurred in such proceeding, including the counsel faa 

ION 
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set forth herein, and one-half of the amount of the commission that the 
Trustee or Attorney uiould have received had the sale been made at a 
price equal to the balance of the mortgage indebtedness at the time of 
default;  (9) That in any proceedings in which the said mortgagee, be- 
cause it is the holder of this mortgage, is caused to file an ansuer or 
defend itself through no fault of its own a reasonable fee shall be paid 
the attorney for the mortgagee, and if not paid by the mortgagor, may be 
charged against the mortgage account. 

AND IT IS AGREED AND UNDERSTDDD that until default is made, the said 
mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, may re- 
tain possession of the hereby mortgaged property; which right to possess* 
ion shall immediately cease and be surrendered in the event of the 
maturing of the mortgage through default under covenant (7) above, 

AND the said mortgagors hereby assent to the passage of a decree for 
the sale of said property (the sale to take place after default in any 
of the covenants or conditions of this mortgage, as herein provided), 
and the said mortgagors hereby also authorize the said mortgagee. Its 
successors or assigns, or Louis M. Strauss, their duly constituted 
Attorney or Agent, after any default in the terms of this mortgage, to 
sell the hereby mortgaged property and any such sale, whether under the 
above assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be 
under the provisions of Article LXWI of the Public General Laws of 
Maryland, the Maryland rules of procedure, or under any other General 
or Local Laws of the State of Maryland relating to mortgages, or any 
supplement, amendment or additions thereto.  And upon any sale of said 
property, whether under the above assent to a decree or under the above 
powers of sale, the proceeds shall be applied as follows: (1) To the 
payment of all expenses incident to such sale, including a fee of One 
Hundred (81DD.0O) Dollars to the attorney conducting the foreclosurs 
and a commission to the party making the sale of said property equal 
to the commission allowed Trustees for making sale of property by virtus 
of a decree of a Court having equity jurisdiction in the County afore- 
said; (2) to the payment of all claims of the said mortgagee, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, under this mortgage, whether the same shall have 
matured or not; and (3) the surplus (if any there be) to the said mort- 
gagors, their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to whoso- 
ever may be entitled to the same. 

WHENEVER used, the singular number shall include the plural, the 
plural ths singular, and the use of any gender shall be applicable to 
all genders. 

THE mortgagors named herein, other than the title owners of the 
property or properties described herein. Join in the execution of these 
presents for the purpose of inducing the mortgagee to make the mortgage 
loan as herein set forth and do hereby Jointly and severally quarantse 
the performance of the terms, covenants and conditions of this mortgage 
and the repayment of the principal debt and all other sums due there- 
under. 

IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AuREED that in consideration of the initial 
service charge paid by the mortgagors, this mortgage may be pre-paid in 
whole or part, at any time, without penalty. 

THE said mortgagors covenant that they will warrant specially the 
property hereby conveyed, and that they will execute such further 
assurances as may be requisite. 

-a- 
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WITNESS the hands and seals of the said mortgagors. 

Witness: 

/-'L, t  jj > t A     • '^      jggg; 
Mildred F.   Bean- as to all 

mJ £ ^ 
Robert L.   Trott 

Rillie Jo T2¥ott 
^ 

(SEAL) 

(SEAL) 

h:aLt^  %.  r-j^ '  (SEAL) 
Walter L.   Trott 

., P 7>^y/  (SEAL) 
Lillian E. Trott 

STATE DF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this // ft\,   —    day of March,  

in the year one thousand, nine hundred and sixty-six ------ ,before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for 

said County, personally appeared Robert L. Trott and Billie Jo Trott, his 

CO 

CO 
CD 
CO 
CD 
CD 

wife, & Walter L. Trott and Lillian E. Trott, his wife - i the above named 

Mortgagor(s) satisfactorily proven to be the pBrson(s) whose name(a) 

are - - - - subscribed to the uithin Mortgage, and acknowledged that 

they ------ executed the same for purposes therein contained, 

and also they ------ acknowledged the foregoing Mortgage to be 

their act.  On the same day also appeared  Louis M. Strauss, 

-________-( Agent of said Mortgagee, and made oath in due form 

of law that the consideration mentioned in said Mortgage is true and 

bone fide as therein set forth, 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

'}lx.-^L:L,+zi^  J,    j^ 
Notary Public 
Mildred F. Bean 

My Commission expires. July 1,   1967 

Heo'd tor reoord^jf   19^   ^t£Mi^ 
yUMG. 
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made this ^7 ^ day of September, 

in the year one thousand nine hundred and      sixty-three 

Billie Jo Trott,   his wife, 

, between   Robert L.  Trott and 

fff a e r fl ' 
of Arnold , in the 

State of Maryland, hereinafter called MortgagorCs), and CAPITAL CITY BDILDING AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, a body corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said Mortgagor(s) the sum of Eight Thousand 

^--.  ---------------------    Dollars, being a part of the purchase money for the 
property herein described, which said sum the said Mortgagor(s)   agree to repay in  installments with interest thereon 
from the date hereof, at the rate of     6    % per annum, in the manner following: 

By the payment of    Eighty-nine   Dollars 
plus one twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance  premiums, and other public dwges and assess- 
ments for which the property hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before the   -TT^L ^ ui 
city of each and every month from the date hereof, until the whole of said principal sum and interest shaU be paid, 

which interest shall be computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the following order: 

FIRST:    To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:    To the payment of all taxes, water rent, assessments or public charges of every nature and description, 
ground rent, insurance premiums and other charges affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD:    Towards the payment of the aforesaid principil sum; 

The due execution of tliis mortgage was a condition precedent to the granting of said advance. 

And the said Mortgagor* s) shall have the right to pay all or any additional part of the principal on any monthly 
installment payment date and interest shall abate on any amount so paid on the principal. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of 
Maryland passed at the January session in the year 1945 or any supplement thereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE THIS  MORTGAGE W1TNESSETH. that in consideration of the premises and of one dol- 
lar, the said mortgagor(s) do grant, convey and assign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all 

those 

Third Election District of Anne Arundel County, 

lot(s) of ground situate and lying in 

State of Maryland and described as follows: 

Being known and designated as Lots Nos.   70 and 71.   as shown on a plat entitled 

"RevisedPortionof Pride Village",  prepared by James D.  Hicks,   County Surveyor, 

dated February,   1957,  which plat is recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Plat Book No. 29,  folio 27. 

BEING the same parcel of ground conveyed to Robert L. Trott and Billie Jo 

Trott,  his wife,  by Mildred F.  Bean.  Trustee,  by deed of even date herewith and 

intended to be recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County immediately 

prior hereto. 

^1.. 

F;       D 
I9S8 0CTII   PM 3:^5 

Moll 
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Th.s loan was made upon the distinct understanding and agreement between the parties hereto that the foUowtng 

• tens if any, shall be- considered as fixtures and as such shall pass as a part of the realty hereby conveyed and mortuaged, 
viz • garages; all bathroom accessories, such as tub. lavatory, closet combination, buiit-m medicine cabtneta; all kitchen ac- 
cesSOrieTsud, as sink, built-in kitchen units, gas range, coal ranges; all cellar accessories, such as laundry trays, heat- 
ing plant complete with us boiler, radiators, hot water heaters, oil burner, oil tank and c.rculators. budt-.n club room 
with its appurtenances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels; and screens for wmdows and doors. 
The aforegoing enumeration of specific items shall not be construed as excluding from the operation ofthts mortgage 
anything on s^id premises which would partake of the nature of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by opcrat.on of 

law pass to the mortgagee as a part of mortgagees security. 
Together with the  improvements thereon, and the rights and appurtenances thereto belonging or appertammg. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premises unto the said Mortgagee, its successors and as- 

signs, in fee simple. 

rW 

o- 
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menu and perform the cverurnts herem on h,s, he> P 

And the said Mortgagor (s), for      themselves , ——Bmrfn, or assigns, covenant with the 
their heirs, personal rcpresentanvts 01 o^, e   , 

Mid Mortgagee, its suceessors o, assigns, as follows: 

,.   To repay the rndebtedness, together w,th tnterest, as here.n prov.ded 

thereon, and to deliver the policy to the Mortgagee. impr0vCments in as good order 
ffl.    Mot to remove or demolish any buildings now on the prcm.ses and to keep .mp 

and repair as at the present time. assessments of every kind 

.V     To pay aU gtoond ten,, taxes  «ater [^^ ^^T^* Mortgagee being authorized 

whatsoever, for which the property hereby ->'Xf Jl^ h   P n^al de'bt nanred herein and bear interest at tht 

'::yzrp:^^X^ ** MO^TU have. *. ^«^ p— 
f'or the amount so paid, together with said interest thereon. j   (without regara ,o the adequacy 

::;r rr g.^0,rz=rr^ » ^ J^ hecome.. a„d ^ as ^ 
provided, at the option of the Mortgagee. payment of any monthly install- 

L-^ ^fo! ^« -^r^h-r:^ :f ^ u^ <— - - 
days. ., xf ,   .    ...   hcr or tht.ir heirs, personal representatives 

And 1. is agreed tha, untU default .s made, the sa.d Mortgagor (s),  lus. 

or assigns -nay retain possession of the mortgaged property. ^ to take 

And the said Mortgagor^,   consent ^ a decree may be p^d        ^   ^'^ ^Ls.ons of Sections 720 

phce .ftcr a default in any of the conditions of f^'"1 "g f V*"^     tl^   Zu*y session  in the  year  1898 _ or any 
t"      mclus.ve. of Chapter  M, of the Laws of **£%**?" ^  Closed and the property ^ein descr.bed 

mendments additions, or supplement thereto ~ **£**£** "lessors   or   assigns,   or   by   Lou.s   M. Strauss   * 
sold,   at   any   time   after   default.   ^ ;h%^ ^^6   " 10. indusive of the Maryland ^ 
duly constituted Attorney or Agent under Art.de 66   Sed***^"      ^ relat.ng „ mortgages. and the s^e 
He General Laws, or under any other General or ^^ ^^   ^ ^ of sale in some newspaper pnnted 

-rc^tcir=^;^::-d^.,ng^ 
if-inz;^:: :::^-^ ^r^r^ or *. ^ herem ^ a- ^ 
cceds shall be applied a, follows: comraission to the part, making sale of sa,d 

First, to the payment of all expenses ^ "•£"£ ^toTJ^ „f s„mu„ proper., by virroe of a decree of 
pmperty etpiaf to the comm.^n ^^J^^^ w L Attorney conducfog the foreclosure ptoce^mgs, 
, Courr having equity |,irisdittion, and a rcisonamc r. j 
but not less than one hundred dollars; ^ ^ 

Second, ro rhe extinguishment of all claims of the Mortgage . „«.„«*, o, assigns. 

Third, the balance if any, to the said Morrgagorts), his, he, o  rh^ir h.^p.n P       ^  ^ ^  ^ ^ ^ 

^ ZZ Moors': —     to warrant specUlly said fot.s) of ground aod to execute such othe. assurances 

thereof as may be requisite. 
W.tness the hand(s,  and seal(s) of the said Mortgagor (s). ^   .. , 

itjZJbjt ^JU^jdr..    (SEAL) 
Robert L. Trott 

&^^^^u^~ (SEAL> 

(SEAL) 
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State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 
BOOK1690 M^OO00"' 199 MCE595 

9 t£ 1 HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 7   ^ diiy of 

in the year one thousand, nine hundred and    sixty-three 

September » 

, before me, the subscriber, a Notary 

Public of the State of Maryland, in and for said County, personally appeared      Robert L.   Trott and Billie 

are 

, the above named Mortgagor(s) 

subscribed to the within Mortgage, 

executed the same for the purposes 

Jo Trott,  his wife 

satisfactorily proven to be the person(s) whose name(s) 

and acknowledged that they 

therein contained, and also they acknoWU-dged the foregoing Mortgage to be their 

act.   At the same time also appeared JOSEPH H. GRISCOM, SR., Pres.dent of said Mortgagee, and made oath in due form 

of law that the consideration mentioned in satd Mortgage is true and bona fide as thereto set forth. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

® \*MrlA d:  £fe*^  
"•"T. . NOTARY PUBLIC    Mildred F. Bean V l

G 

My Commission expires       May 3,    1965. 
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THIS MORTGAGE,   made  this      18 tJL  day   of    November ------ 

sixty-five ------   f between in  the year one thousand nine hundred  and 

Robert L.   Trott and Billie Jo Trott,   his wife, 

lOv 

JO-I 

... 

V 1 V i 
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•    of Arnold - , In the 
State of Maryland, hereinafter called Mortgagors), and CAPITAL CITY 
FEDERAL SAUINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, a body 
corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said MortgagorCs), 
being members of said body corporate, the sum of Four Thousand ----- 

1 

h-1 

CD IN) 
<' 3 In 
l    c 

CD n 
—t . 

—i 

CO 
>    • 

u 

__-__ — _________ _Oollars, being a part of the purchase money 
for the property herein described, which said sum the said MortgagorCs) 
agree to repay in installments with interest thereon from the date hereof 
at the rate of  6  % per annum, in the manner following: 

By the payment of Thirty   DoildPS 
plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance 
premiums, and other public charges and assessments for which the property 
hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before the first   
day of each and every month from the date hereof, until the whole of 
said principal sum and interest shall be paid, which interest shall be 
computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the 
following order: 

FIRST: To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:  To the payment of all taxes, water rent, aasessments or public 
charges of every nature and description, ground rent, insurance premiums 
and other charges affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD: Towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum; 

The due execution of this mortgage was a condition precedent to the 
granting of said advance. 

AND WHEREAS thia Mortgage shall also secure future advances as pro- 
vided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of Maryland passed at the January 
session in the year 1945 or any supplement thereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, that in consideretion of the 
premises and of one dollar, the said mortgagor(s) do  grant, convey and 
assign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all that -   
lotCs) of ground situate and lying in Third Election District of Anne 
Arundel County State of Maryland and described as 
follows: 

Being designated as Lot No.   21 as shown on a Plat of "Revised Portion 

of Pride Village",  prepared February,   1957,   and recorded among the 

aforesaid records in Plat Book No.  29,   folio 27. 

BEING a part of the ground conveyed to Robert L.   Trott and Walter L. 

Trott by Cecil C.  Knighton and Martha E.  Knighton,  his wife, by deed 

dated March 31st,   1959,   and recorded among the Land Records of Anne 

CO 
P> o v\ 

\ 
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Arundel County in Liber G.T.C. No. 1283, folio 529. 

This loan was made upon the distinct understanding and agreement 
betueen the parties hereto that the following items, if any, shall be 
considered as fixtures and as such shall pass as a part of the realty 
hereby conveyed and mortgaged, viz: garages; all bathroom accessories, 
such as tub, lavatory, closet combination, built-in medicine cabinets; 
all kitchen accessories, such as sink, built-in kitchen units, gas 
ranges, coal ranges; all cellar accessories, such as laundry trays, heat- 
ing plant complete with its boiler, radiators, hot water heaters, oil 
burner, oil tank and circulators, built-in club .room with its appurten- 
ances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels; 
and screens for windows and doors.  The aforegoing enumeration of 
specific items shall not be construed as excluding from the operation of 
this mortgage anything on said premises which would partake of the nature 
of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by operation of law pass to the 
mortgagee as a part of mortgagee's security. 

Together with the improvements thereon, and the rights and appurten- 
ances thereto belonging or appertaining and all rents, issues, profits, 
and tenancies accruing from the premises hereby mortgaged. 

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premises unto the 
said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, in fee simple. 

Provided, however the said Mortgagor(s), his, her or their heirs, 
personal representatives or assigns, shall make the payments and perform 
the covenants and conditions herein on his, her or their part contained, 
then this mortgage shall be void. 

And the said Mortgagor(s), for  themselves   

their - — ... — - — — • • — - heirs, personal representatives or 
assigns, covenant with the said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns, 
ae follows: (1) To keep the buildings on the premises insured against 
loss by fire, windstorm, and other hazards for the benefit of the mortga- 
gee, its successors or assigns, in some company acceptable to the mortga- 
gee, its succeasors or assigns, to the extent of its lien thereon and to 

-2- 
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deliver the policy and all reneual receipts to the mortgagee, its suc- 
cessors or assigns; and in case of ^pilure of the mortgagors, their 
heirs, personal representatives, ana assigns, so to do the mortgagee, 
its successors or assigns, may do so ind add the ccr.t hereof to the 
amount of the mortgage indebtedness LO as to become SJ nuch additional 
indebtedness secured by this mortgage;  (2) To pay monthly on the pay- 
ment date shown on Page One, each and every month th^ sum nfThirty - - - 
___________ _Dollars plus one-tuelfth of th annual taxes, 
water rents, ground rent, insurance premiums, and o .er pub] c charges 
and assessments of every kind whatsoever, for which the property hereby 
mortgaged may become liable when payable.  (In the event the mortgagee 
hold a prior mortgage on aforesaid property, the payments for such 
purposes shall only begin upon release of said prior mortgage.)  Should 
such oayments be insufficient the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, 
is hereby authorized to pay the same, and the amount so paid shall then 
be added to the principal debt named herein and bear interest at the 
rate of six per centum (6%) per annum from the date of said payment, and 
the said mortgagee, its successors or assigns, shall have a lien hereunde^ 
on said premises for the amount so paid, together with said interest 
thereon, so that the same shall become so much additional indebtedness 
secured by this mortgage and be included in any decree foreclosing this 
mortgage, or in any sale of the premises for the foreclosure of the 
same;  (3) Not to remove or demolish any buildings now on the premises, 
ncr to permit, commit or suffer any waste, impairment or deterioration 
of said property, or any part thereof, and upon the failure of the 
mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, to keep 
the buildings on said property in good condition or repair, the mortga- 
gee, its successors or assigns, may demand the immediate repair of said 
buildings or an increase in the amount of security, or the immediate 
repayment of the debt hereby secured, and the failure of the mortgagors, 
their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, to comply with said 
demand of the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, for a period of 
thirty days shall constitute a breach of this mortgage, and, at the 
option of the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, immediately mature 
the entire principal and interest hereby secured, and the mortgagee, its 
successors or assigns, may without notice, institute proceedings to 
foreclose this mortgage, and apply for the appointment of a Receiver, as 
herein provided;  (O That the holder of this mortgage in any action to 
foreclose it, shall be entitled (without regard to the adequacy of any 
security for the debt) to the appointment of a Receiver to collect the 
rents and profits of said premises and account therefor as the Court may 
direct;  (5) That should the title to the hereby mortgaged property be 
acquired by any person, persons, partnership or corporation, other than 
the mortgagors, by voluntary grant or assignment, or in any other manner 
with/thfe mortgagee's written consent, or should the same be encumbered 
by the mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, 
without the mortgagee's written consent, then the whole of said principal 
sum shall immediately become due and payable as herein provided;  (6)That 
the whole of said mortgage debt intended hereby to be secured shall be- 
come due and demandable after default in the payment of any monthly 
installment, as herein provided, shall have continued for thirty days, or 
after default in the performance of any of the aforegoing covenants or 
conditions for thirty days; (7)  That upon the institution of either banki 
ruptcy or receivership proceedings, voluntary or involuntary, against 
the said mortgagors (or either of them) this mortgage will Immediately 
mature, and will entitle the mortgagee to foreclose this mortgage with- 
out notice; (6) That after any default and the institution of foreclosure 
proceedings or the insertion of an advertisement for the sale of the 
hereby mortgaged premises, the mortgagee shall not be required to accept 
payment of any arrearage, or the balance of the mortgage debt only, but 
also shall be entitled to demand and be paid all costs, expenses, 
interest, etc., incurred in such proceeding, including the counsel fee 

lOv 
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set forth herein, and one-half of the amount of the commission that the 
Trustee or Attorney would have received had the sale been made at a 
price equal to the balance of the mortgage indebtedness at the time of 
default;  (9) That in any proceedings in which the said mortgagee, be- 
cause it is the holder of this mortgage, is caused to file an answer or 
defend itself through no fault of its own a reasonable fee shall be paid 
the attorney for the mortgagee, and if not paid by the mortgagor, may be 
charged against the mortgage account. 

AIMD IT IS AGREED AND UNDERSTOOD that until default is made, the said 
mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, may re- 
tain possession of the hereby mortgaged property; which right to possess- 
ion shall immediately cease and be surrendered in the event of the 
maturing of the mortgage through default under covenant (7) above. 

AND the said mortgagors hereby assent to the passage of a decree for 
the sale of said property (the sale to take place after default in any 
of the covenants or conditions of this mortgage, as herein provided), 
and the said mortgagors hereby also authorize the said mortgagee, its 
successors or assigns, or Louis M. Strauss, their duly constituted 
Attorney or Agent, after any default in the terms of this mortgage, to 
sell the hereby mortgaged property and any such sale, whether under the 
above assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be 
under the provisions of Article LXVI of the Public General Laws of 
Maryland, the Maryland rules of procedure, or under any other General 
or Local Laws of the State of Maryland relating to mortgages, or any 
supplement, amendment or additions thereto.  And upon any sale of said 
property, whether under the above assent to a decree or under the above 
powers of sale, the proceeds shall be applied as follows: (1) To the 
payment of all expenses incident to such sale, including a fee of One 
Hundred (S1D0.00) Dollars to the attorney conducting the foreclosure 
and a commission to the party making the sale of said property equal 
to the commission allowed Trustees for making sale of property by virtus 
of a decree of a Court having equity Jurisdiction in the County afore- 
said; (2) to the payment of all claims of the said mortgagee, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, under this mortgage, whether the same shall have 
matured or not; and (3) the surplus (if any there be) to the said mort- 
gagors, their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to whoso- 
ever may be entitled to the same. 

UJHENEUER used, the singular number shall include the plural, the 
plural the singular, and the use of any gender shall be applicable to 
all genders. 

THE mortgagors named herein, other than the title owners of the 
property or properties described herein, join in the execution of these 
presents for the purpose of inducing the mortgagee to make the mortgage 
loan as herein set forth and do hereby jointly and severally quarantee 
the performance of the terms, covenants and conditions of this mortgage 
and the repayment of the principal debt and all other sums due there- 
under. 

IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AiiREED that in consideration of the initial 
service charge paid by the mortgagors, this mortgage may be pre-paid in 
whole or part, at any time, without penalty. 

THE said mortgagors covenant that they will warrant specially the 
property hereby conveyed, and that they will execute such further 
assurances as may be requisite. 

-<•- 
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liJITNESS  the  hands  and seals  of  the  said mortgagors. 

Uiltness: 

^J^A^'^A   /   Sim 
Mildred F.  Bean 

^L/y.^-tf 
Robert L.    Trott 

(SEAL) 

&UI        '^rd.^j/-    (SEAL) 
Billie'Jo Trott 

iO' 

(SEAL) 

(SEAL) 

CO 

CD 

STATE OF MARYLAIMD, AMNE ARUINJDEL COUNTY, to ult: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this (BtL    — —day of November  

in the year one thousand, nine hundred and sixty-five before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for 

said County, personally appeared Robert L. Trott and Billie Jo Trott, 

his wife. - -  thB above namBd 

Mortgagor(s) satisfactorily proven to be the peraonU) whose namB(s) 

are   subscribed to the within Mortgage, and acknowledged that 

they   executed the same for purposes therein contained, 

and also they acknouiledged the foregoing Mortgage to be 

their act. On the same day also appeared Michael V. McCutchan, 

  |  Agent of said Mortgagee,  and made oath  in due form 

of law that the consideration mentioned in said Mortgage ia true and 

bone fide as therein set forth, 

AS WITNESS my hand  and Notarial  Seal. 

My  Commission  ovnirPfl July 1.   1967 

Reo'd for T*•T6yU>i, J7\* 4£** 1 ]£& ^^ 
Milled tn    flSaafcjy    7^-   i^/T^V^     -5- 

Notary Public 
Mildred F.  Bean 

r» F. 

V   ^ 
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THIS MORTGAGE, made this  / 7 51   , day of  March  
in the year one thousand nine hundred and sixty-five ------ t betyeen s 

Robert L. Trott and Billie Jo Trott, his wife, and Walter L. Trott and 

Lillian E. Trott, his wife, ---------- of Arnold ------- fin the 
State of Maryland, hereinafter called Mortgagor(s), and CAPITAL CITY 
FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND, a body 
corporate, duly incorporated, hereinafter called Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS the said Mortgagee has this day loaned to the said Mortgagor(s), 
being members of said body corporate, the sum of Fourteen Thousand 

___--__ ---__ Dollars, being a part of the purchase money 
for the property herein described, which said sum the said Mortgagor(s) 
agree to repay in instsllments with interest thereon from the date hereof^ 
at the rate of   ^   %  per annum, in the manner following: 

By the payment of One Hundred and One ------------- -Dollars 
plus one-twelfth of the annual taxes, water rents, ground rent, insurance 
premiums, and other public charges and assessments for which the property 
hereinafter described may be legally liable on or before the first - - - - 
day of each and every month from the date hereof, until the whole of 
said principal sum and interest shall be paid, which interest shall be 
computed by the calendar month. 

The said installment payments may be applied by the Mortgagee in the 
following order: 

FIRST:  To the payment of interest; 

SECOND:  To the payment of all taxes, water rent, assessments or public 
cherges of every nature end deecription, ground rent, insurance premiums 
end other chargee affecting the hereinafter described premises; 

THIRD: Towards the payment of the aforesaid principal sum; 

The due execution of this mortgage wee a condition precedent to the 
granting of aaid advance. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgege shell also secure future advancea as pro- 
vided by Chapter 923 of the Laws of Maryland passed at the January 
aeeeion in the year 13k5  or any supplement thereto. 

NOW, THEREFORE THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, thot in consideretion of the 
premises end of one dollar, the said mortgagor(s) do  grant, convey and 
aasign unto said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all that - - - - - 
lot(s) of ground situate and lying in Third Election District of Anne 
Arundel County -- — __- State of Maryland and deacribed as 
follows: 

• 

CD 

n 
  

3 
CO 

Being designated as Lot No. 21 as shown on a Plat of "Revised Portion of 

Pride Village", prepared February, 1957, and recorded among the aforesaid 

records in Plat Book No.   29,  folio 27,. 

BEING a part of the ground conveyed to Robert L.   Trott and Walter L. 

Trott by Cecil C.  Knighton and Martha E.  Knighton,   his wife,  by deed dated 

March 31st,   1959,   and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel 

County in Liber G.T.C.  No.   1283,-1-      folio 529. 
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This loan was made upon the distinct understanding and agreement 

betueen the parties hereto that the following items, if any. shall be 
considered as fixtures and as such shall pass as a part of the realty 
hereby conveyed and mortgaged, viz: garages; all bathroom accessories. 
such as tub. lavatory, closet combination, built-in medicine cabinets. 
all kitchen accessories, such as sink, built-in kitchen u"it«t QM 
ranges, coal ranges; all cellar accessories, such as laundry trays, heat 
ing plant complete uiith its boiler, radiators, hot water heaters, oil 
burner! oil tank and circulators, built-in club room uiith its appurten- 
ances; built-in radio antenna; all lighting fixtures; built-in mantels, 
and screens for uiindows and doors. The aforegoing enumeration of 
specific items shall not be construed as excluding from the °PB"tion of 
this mortgage anything on said premises uhich ^ulJ P^f* °fn^ ^I 
of a fixture or fixtures, and which would by operation of law pass to the 
mortgagee as a part of mortgagee's security. 

Together with the improvements thereon, and the rights and aPP^n- 
ancea thereto belonging or appertaining and all rents, issues, profits, 
end tenancies accruing from the premises hereby mortgaged. 

TO HAV/E AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and premises unto the 
said Mortgagee, its successors and assigns. In fee simple. 

Provided, however the said Mortgagor(s). his. her or their h*ir8. 
personal repreaentetives or aasigns. shall make the paymente and Perform 
the coSenanta and conditions herein on his. her or their part contained, 
then this mortgsgs shall be void. 

And the said Mortgagor(s), for themselves " " " 

._   heirs, personal representatives or 

assions." cove'nant with the said Mortgagee, its successors or as^9"e» 
«• follows: (1) To keep the buildings on the premises insured against 
iSes bt fire winSatorS, and other hazards for the benefit of the mortga- 
lll    its eucceesora or aasigns, in some company acceptable to the mortga- 
III:   ill  aucceeaora or assigns; to the extent of its lien thereon and to 

-2- 

jitfik- 
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deliver the policy and all reneual receipts to the mortgagee, its suc- 
oeiiver tne H"^ y ^^iiure of the mortgagors, their 
"'""personl^^re^at"^ ana assigns, so to do th. -jtQ^. 
Us licceslors or assigns, may Oo so 3nd add the cost ^eraof to the 

rt^^r^^dron^a^e ^n^ : c^^d'r^ .on . tn. so. n. 
Dollars plus one-tuelfth of th annual xaxea, 

?9he?Bbv authorized to pay the same, and the amount f0+P»"* ^ thi 

nor to per.!?! commit or suffer any yasta. Impairment or deterioration 

r.^ rop. tV or any P-^-r-^rnt^t^er^n^^sa^nr S^ 

demand of the mortgagee, its successors or assigns, for ^ Per^a 

thirty days shall constitute a breach of this ,•rt9a^' ^°;B?J ^ature 

security for the debt) to the fPPoint^e"* ^n! therefor es the Court may 

„lth the ""td""'" Si*^.?0"!^^" «presentatl«ea and aseigne. by the mortgagors, their heirs, personai IOH»    ,.hnlB „f saiij principal 
Without the mortgagee's written ""••"t, thw tha «hel. O^Mld p    P^ 

s sss rSr.fHS rsH-^-ssi'- 
^1 ?lL^d erhefeinpro^deS! shall have continued for thirty days,  or 

the said S'^^tlSa tt5 ^twS« to fw^loS thia mortgage uith- 
mature,  and ^"^"""^^^""efault  and the institution of forecloeure 
out notice;   (8)  That after anV a8'a"i''  °   . t for thB salB 0f  the 
proceedinge or the lnfrtla"°f

m^t^aeeshan not Se required to eccept 
hereby mortgaged premises,  the •"*?a9ee ^^    °ortgage deot only, but 

-3- 
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set forth herBin, and onEs-half of tha amount of the commission that the 
Trustee or Attorney mould have received had the sale been made at a 
price equal to the balance of the mortgage Indebtedness at the time of 
default;  (9) That In any proceedings In which the said mortgagee, be- 
cause It Is the holder of this mortgage, Is caused to file an answer or 
defend Itself through no fault of Its own a reasonable fee shall be paid 
the attorney for the mortgagee, and If not paid by the mortgagor, may be 
charged against the mortgage account. 

AND IT IS AGREED AND UNDERSTOOD that until default Is made, the said 
mortgagors, their heirs, personal representatives and assigns, may re- 
tain possession of the hereby mortgaged property; which right to possess- 
ion shall Immediately cease and be surrendered in the event of the 
maturing of the mortgage through default under covenant (7) above. 

AND the said mortgagors hereby assent to the passage of a decree for 
the sale of said property (the sale to take place after default In any 
of the covenants or conditions of this mortgaoe, as herein provided), 
and the said mortgagors hereby also authorize the said mortgagee, its 
successors or assigns, or Louis M. Strauss, their duly constituted 
Attorney or Agent, after any default in the terms of this mortgage, to 
sell the hereby mortgaged property and any such sale, whether under the 
above assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be 
under the provisions of Article LXUI of the Public General Laws of 
Maryland, the Maryland rules of procedure, or under any other General 
or Local Laws of the State of Maryland relating to mortgages, or any 
supplement, amendment or additions thereto. And upon any sale of said 
property, whether under the above assent to a decree or under the above 
powers of sale, the proceeds shall be applied as follows: (1) To the 
payment of all expenses incident to such sale, including a fee of One 
Hundred ($100.00) Dollars to the ettorney conducting the foreclosure 
and a commission to the party making the sale of said property equal 
to the commission allowed Trustees for making sale of property by virtua 
of a decree of a Court having equity jurisdiction in the County afore- 
said; (2) to the payment of all claims of the said mortgagee, its suc- 
cessors or assigns, under this mortgage, whether the same shall have 
matured or not; and (3) the surplus (if any thsre be) to the said mort- 
gagors, their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to whoso- 
ever may be entitled to the same. 

WHENEVER used, the singular number shall include the plural, the 
plural thi singular, and the use of any gender shall be applicable to 
all genders. 

THE mortgagors named herein, other than the title owners of the 
property or properties described herein, Join in the execution of these 
presents for the purpose of inducing the mortgagee to make the mortgage 
loan as herein set forth and do hereby Jointly and severally quarantee 
the performance of the terms, covenants and conditions of this mortgage 
and the repayment of the principal debt and all other sums due there- 
under. 

IT IS UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED that in consideration of the initial 
service charge paid by the mortgagors, this mortgage r».ay be pre-pald in 
whole or part, at any time, without penalty. 

THE said mortgagors covenant that they will warrant specially the 
property hereby conveyed, end that they will execute such further 
assurances as may be requisite. 

-U- 
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o UJITNESS the hands  and  seals of  the said mortgagors. 

fitness: 

g Mildred F.  Bean 

^ XK^JCI (SEAL) 

Robert L.   Trott 

/ZsJ/sOiy ^vX^^y     (SEAL) 
Billie Jo Trot^/   " 

^ ^LJ* CSEAL) 
Walter L.   Trott 

^•y/' £    -TX^/-     (SEAL) 
Lillian E.   Trott 

pi 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUIMDEL COUNTY, to UlltJ 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 11*1 day of March. 

in the year one thousand, nine hundred and sixty-five .before me. 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in end for 

said County, personally appeared Robert L. Trott and Billie Jo Trott. hii 

wife, and Walter L. Trott and Lillian E. Trott. his wife , the above named 

MortgagorCa) satisfactorily proven to be the person(e) uhose nameCe 

subscribed to the uithin Mortgage, and acknowledged thet 

they   executed the same for purposes therein contained, 

and also they    acknowledged the foregoing Mortgage to be 

their       act.  On the same day also appeared  Louis M. Strauss. 

. .  Agent of said Mortgagee, and made oath in due form 

of lau that the consideration mentioned in aald Mortgage ie true end 

bone fide as therein set forth. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.    /^ 

•*       Notary Public 
Mildred F.  Bean 

My  Commiaaion expirea MaY 3'   196^ ' 

fieo • a for recordmJU^l^^^ ''^T^ 

-5- » - - 



LOUIS M.STP»tSS 
Attorae. 

124 South Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 

Attornev's 
Sale 

OF VALUABLE 
IMPROVED 

REAL ESTATE 
LOCATED IN HOLLIEANNA 

ACRES, IN FEE SIMPLE 

Under and by virtue or power 
of sale contained in a Blanket 
Mortgage dated May 16, 1959. 
and recorded among the Land 
Records of Anne Arundel County 
in Liber G.T.C. No. 1296, folio 
417, from Robert L. Tro'tt and 
Billie Jo Trott, his wife, and 
Walter L. Trott and Lillian E. 
Trott. his wife, and further de- 
scribed by two additional mort- 
gages, one dated July 30, 1962, 
and recorded among the Land 
Records aforesaid in Liber 
EGO. No. 1582, folio 487, and 
the other dated March 11, 1966, 
and recorded among the afore- 
said Land Records in Liber 
L.N.P. 1953, folio 355; default 
having occurred thereunder, the 
undersigned Attorney will offer 
at Public Sale and Auction at the 
Court House Door, Church Cir- 
cle, Annapolis, Maryland, on 

WEDNESDAY 
NOVEMBER 16,  1966 
AT 11:00 A.M. (E.T.) 

Parcel No. 1: All those unim- 
proved lots situated in Hollie- 
anna Acres, namely. Lots 20, 22, 
26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 40, 73, 
75, 76, 77 and 78, Pride Village, 
Arnold, Maryland. 

N< NOVEMBER 16, 1966 
AT 11:15 A.M. (E.T.) 

Parcel No. 2: All of Lot No. 72 
and the adjacent one-half of Lot 
71 Pride Village, improved by 
Swimming Pool, as described in; 
Blanket Mortgage and an addi-l 
tional Mortgage dated Sr>ptem-| 
ber 9, 1963, and recorded among! 
ihe aforesaid Land Records in I 
Liber L.N.P. 1690, folio 197 

OFFICE OF 

BOOK l9&rb
8

h
Copi,a, 

Published  by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

NTHACT  FOR   ANNE   ARUNDEL COUNTY  ADVERTISING 
HOLDEH   OF   CO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis. Md..   .   - -      iMtJttJ-Z—' 19i-!- 

We hereby certify, that the annexed  

11 ^M:^--- 
+ i 

NOVEMBER 16. 1966 
AT 11:30A.M. (E.T.) 

Parcel No. 3: All of Lot No- 21 
improved by Rancher, Pride 
Village, Arnold, Maryland, as1 

described in Blanket Mortgage 
and two additional mortgages, 
one dated March 17, 1965, and 
recorded among the aforesaid 
Land Records in Liber L.N.P. { 
1842, folio 596, and Ihe other 
dated November 18, 1965. and 
recorded among the aforesaid 
Land Records in Liber L.N P. 
1923, folio 282. 

Said lots of ground and im- 
provements have gas and Coun- 
ty water. 

 .,.:..:..;-i-^x^xZ-4/^^- 

was published in 

ETcning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis. Anne Arundel 

County. Maryland, once a week for 3_ 

successive weeks before the -ll^JJi^  

,  l /    ww                , ^, .  \9JUA. The first day of J.JMd^d^%i%A^*f=L>A • 

insertion being made the   3_4-EL— ^ * 

_J2J. i-^— 19"i- 
THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

ISiSHDVIO r" 2W 

TERMS OF SALE: The afore- 
going three parcels of ground 
will first be offered as an entire- 
ty and the bid reserved, and 
then as separate parcels and 
will be sold in the manner bring- 
ing the highest amount. 

A cash deposit of 10 per cent 
of the purchase price on the 
whole or on each parcel at the 
time and place of sale; balance 
of purchase price to he paid in 
cash on final ratification of sale 
by the Circuit Court for Anne 
Arundel County, and to bear 
interest from date of salt, All 
taxes, public charges to be ad- 
justed to date of Sale. Documen- 
tary stamps to be borne by the 
purchaser or purchasers. 

LOUIS M. STRAUSS. 
Mlorney nair -i 

Mortgage N-I) 
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EQUITY NO. /F't   0^ H 

IN   THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE OF 

THE MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE OF 

ROBERT L.  TROTT AND BILLIE JO 

TROTT,  HIS WIFE.  AND WALTER L. 

TROTT AND LILLIAN TROTT,  HIS WIFE :        ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

    

The report of Louis    M. Strauss.  Attoruey named in mortgage filed 

in these proceedings,  respectfully reports: 

That after giving Bond with security for the faithful performance of 

his Trust,  and having complied with all other pre-requisites as required by 

Law.  the Rules of this Court and the provisions of the   Mortgage filed in 

these proceedings,  and having given Notice of the time and Place, manner 

and terms of sale by advertisement in the Evening Capital,  a Newspaper 

published in Anne Arundel County, Maryland, for at least more than twenty 

days as provided in said Mortgage before the day of Sale, he did pursuant 

to said Notice,  attend the Sale, on November It,   1966. at U A.M. did then 

and there proceed to sell and did sell at public auction   Lots ZO, ZZ. 26. 29. 

30.   31.  32.   33.   34.  35.  40. 73.  75,  76. 77 and 78. Pride Village, to and 

unto Harold E. Slanker. Sr.,  at and for the sum of Nineteen Thousand 

(19.000.00) Dollars; and did further sell at 11:15 A.M. Parcel No. 2 as 

described in the advertisement herein all of Lot 72 and the adjacent one-half 

of Lot 71 Pride Village and swimming pool to and unto Robert Blair,  Jr.. 

at and for the sutn of Si. Thousand One Hundred (6. 100.00) DoUars.  and did 

thereafter on the same day at 11:30 A.M.  sell Lot 21 advertised as Parcel 

No.  3. improved by a Rancher, and and unto Robert Blair. Jr.. at and for th. 

sun, of Seventeen Thousand Three Hundr/pifty (17. 350.^) Dollars, 

or a  total sale of   $42.450.00. R^ectfully submi 

Louis M. Strauss, 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

fffek. 
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STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, to wit: 

I hereby certify that before me,   the subscriber,   a Notary Public 

personally appeared Louis M.  Strauss,  Attorney aforesaid,   and made oath 

to the facts of the aforegoing Report, and made oath that Sale was fairly 

made without discouraging any bidding thereat. 

Witness my hand and Notarial seal. 

'K' 

V^' 
vv flftV 

- f     —       r\ emw- 

');vc, - , .   .     r   2^ L. 

Mildred F.  Bean-Notary Public 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE 

OF THE MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE 

OF ROBERT L. TROTT AND BILLIE 

JO TROTT, AND WALTER L.  TROTT 

AND LILLIAN TROTT. HIS WIFE 

t EQUITY NO.       / g / ^ J 7 

: IN   THE 

: CIRCUIT COURT 

: FOR 

: ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

I I • I I 

I hereby certify I sold this         (r          dmy of 

November,   1966, the real estate advertUed In 

these proceedings was eold to and unto  

0 C-j o ith*^    ' Q c   l ± c +  7 ) ^.:'*t »nd for tjie sum of 

^Sat being the higheat bidder therefore. 
^ .^p/c  I .1-, ^ 

J^   6Sc   — 

V gA, a^^£^ 

NOt 

o- 

Auctioneer 

ro 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL 
COUNTY, to wit: 

I hereby certify that on this   /C       day of 
November,  1966, before me, the tubecribor, a 
Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and 
for the County aforesaid, personally appeared 
George W. Scible, Auctioneer, and made oath 
in due form of law that he in no manner dU» 
couraged or interferred with free bidding at this 
sale. 

Witness my hand and Notarial seal. 

/Srfildred F. Bean-Notary PvblU 

I hereby certify that I purchased the afore- 
going property this     Ik       day of November, 

i 1966, at Public Auction at and for the sum of 
£L^   UK-pth-  . _ 

Dollars and that I in no maansr <uscouraged or 
interferred with the free bidding at this 

N 

• Mto. 

/ 

Subscribed and sworn to this 

 * 

Ik. 
November,   1966, by^   ,K^iCtLt<-. 

day of 

Notary Pi*! pSwic 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE                  t EQUITY NO.     / O , T ^   ) 

OF THE MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE      : IN   THE 

OF ROBERT L. TROTT AND BXLLIE        : CIRCUIT COURT 

JO TROTT. AND WALTER L.  TROTT      : FOR 

AND LILLIAN TROTT, HIS WIFE                : ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

t :  : : : 

I hereby certify I sold this Ik day of 

November,   iS66, the real estate advertised In 

these proceedings was sold to and unto 

^6 u f L   1 at and for the sum of 

P > i}r fa t /v       / 2£ fa   >" * A II o & 
c).!> 

that being the highest bidder therefore 

> 
ir^ 

Auctioneer 

', 

r 

V-   I 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL 
COUNTY, to wit: 

I hereby certify that on this U day of 
November. 1966, before me, the subscriber, a 
Notary Public of the State of Maryland, la and 
for the County aforesaid, personally appeared 
George W. Sclble, Auctioneer, and made oath 
in due form of law that he In no manner dls- 
couraged or interferred with free bidding at this 
sale. 

Witness my hand and Notarial seal. 

Mildred F. Bean-Notary PvibUe 

I hereby certify that I purchased the afore- 
going property this     / i- ''     day of Novombor, 
1966, at Public Auction at and for the sum of 

A/1 h < i ? * n    1 tiJUi § a * l a 
Dollars and that I la no manner discouraged or 
Interferred with the free bidding at th}s sale 

Subscribed and sworn to this      )v    day of 
November,  1966, by    /A^^'W:   > Q£^^mm >f^ Notary Pi*Uc 
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AFFIDAVIT OF NON-MILITARY SERVICE 

Equity No. 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
STATE OF MARYLAND :}'* 

I hereby certify that, on this 25th ***of Nogember * 

19 66    » personally appeared before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of 

Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, 

Louis M Strauss, Atty named in mortgage 

plaintiff    , in the above entitled cause, and made oath, in due form of law, that defendant s 
(Here, state facts showing that the defendant is not in the military service of the United States of America.) 

are civilians ,housewives and in Civilian Employ 

and 

Notarial 

Seal 

not in the military service of the United States of America. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto set my hand and affix my 

Notarial Seal, this 25  ct d«y of 

November ,19    66 . 

Notary Public 

My Commission will expire on: (LX, ^ / f 6 *?, 

Filed, C . wmQvv s 

,~ ^ j I 
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Louis M. Strauss, Atty. FOR:  EVENING CAPITAL 
(Nov. 29"i Edition) 

ORDER NISI BOOK iS8tt€£6l2 
IN THE MATTER. OF.THE SALE-OF.THE  
MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE OF ROBERT L. 
TROTT AND BILLIE.JO TROTT, HIS toXFE 
AND WALTER L, TROTT AND LILLIAN 
TROTT, HIS WIFE   -  

versus 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL CQT'NTY 

No.1.8 ,027.  Equity 

Ordered, this  „ 25^  day of ..- .November  ...., 19 66 , That the sale of the 

property in these proceedings mentioned  

made and reported by   Loulg M.   Stywgff,   AttOTTIlftY NflgftyS  jlft Mortgaga   

BE RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless cause to the contrary thereof be shown on or before the _    30*  

day of  Pecerober..      next; Provided, a copy of this Order be inserted in some newspaper 

published in Anne Arundel County, once in each of three successive weeks before the 301t   

day of Pecember  next. 

The report states that the amount of sale was $ ..42,450 •00 

True Copy, 
VM^-   L1.AJIU&&J: Clerk. 

TEST:   Clerk. 

(Final Order) 

IN THE..MATTER OF THE SALE OF THE 
MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE OF ROBERT L. 
TROTT AND BILLJE.JO TROTT^..HIS .WIFE 
AND WALTER L. TROTT AND LILLIAN 
TROTT, HIS WIFff61"8113 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

 -   Term, 19 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, This     ^.-^e(  day of .    ^<M^u4*-<c^^. -. , 194/ 

that the sale made and reported by the .Attorney aforesaid, be and the rame is hereby finmly Ratified and 

Confirmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, although due notice appears to have been given as re- 

quired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause; and the .A.t.tSjy5«ir~^STlowed the usual commissions and such 

proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Auditor. 

JUDGE. 

FILED 
in? jw-3 ami'1* 



Order IVisi 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
NO. 18,027 EQUITY 

FN THE MATTER OF THEftnn„ 
SALE OF THE MORTGAGEDDOOK 
REAL ESTATE OF 
ROBERT L. TROTT and 
BRXIE JO TROTT, his wifel 
and WALTER L. TROTT and: 
LILLIAN TROTT, his wife 

Ordered, this 25th day of 
November, 1966. That the sale 
of the property in these proceed- 
ings mentioned made and re- 
ported by Louis M. Strauss 
Attorney Named in Morteage 
BE RATIFIED AND CONFIRM- 
ED, unless cause to the con- 
trary thereof be shown on or be- 
fore the 30th day of December 
next; Provided, a copy of this 
Order be inserted in some news- 
paper published in Anne Arun- 
del County, once in each of 
three successive weeks before 
the 30th day of December next. 

The report   states   that   the 
amount of sale was $42,450.00. 

LOUIS N. PH1PPS, Clerk. 
True Copy, TEST: 

LOUIS N. PHIPPS, Clerk. 
D-20 

OFFl^L OP 

ETening Capital 
Published by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 
M   fVAE"   OF  CrfftrAA^ FOR  ANNE  ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTISINO 

FILED 
N.. E. c. iaU:«|C2I-PH 2:19 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 
K 

Annapolis. Md.. M^^^^^^C^^^--' W-LL 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE OF 

THE MORTGAGED REAL ESTATE 

OF ROBERT L.   TROTT AND BILLIE 

JO TROTT, HIS WIFE, AND WALTER 

L.   TROTT AND LILLIAN TROTT, 

HIS WIFE 

EQUITY NO.   18,027 

IN   THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

PETITION TO FILE BOND NUNC PRO TUNC AND 
 COURT ORDER THEREON  

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The petition of Louis M,  Strauss,   attorney named in mortgage, 

respectfully represents: 

1. That through inadvertance and lack of communication between 

your Petitioner and the Bonding Company,  your   Petitioner failed to file a 

bond in these proceedings prior to the day of sale which was November 16, 

1966. 

2. The proceeds and monies to be handled require a bond to be filed 

of Forty-two Thousand Five Hundred (42,500.00) Dollars. 

Your Petitioner accordingly prays leave of this Honorable Court to 

file a bond as required by the Rules of this Court Nunc Pro Tune as of 

November 15,   1966. 

And as in duty bound,  etc. 

"' Louis M. Strauss 
Attorney named in mortgage 

ORDER OF COURT 

Upon the aforegoing Petition it is ORDERED this        £/ day of 

January,   1967, by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County,  sitting in 

Equity,  that leave be,  and is hereby granted to Louis M. Strauss, Attorney 

named in the mortgage in these proceedings to file a bond in these proceed- 

ings in the amount of   Forty-two Thousand Five Hundred (42, 500.00) Dollars 

Nunc Pro Tune as of   November 15,   1966. V 

Judge 

r^?u 



(?c Fidelity and Deposit company 
HOME OFFICE       OF MARYLAND       BALTIMORE 3 

im 199 I*OE6I5 m   14 m ge 
NO.   18.027 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 

UBER 
NO.   18.027   EQUITY 

That we, LQUlS..JMJ....STRAU5S..Jaa...EriacipAl. 

 as Principal, 

and the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a body corporate, duly incorporated under the laws 

of the State of Maryland, as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the full and 

just sum of    gcgEY Two Thou»»ii4,fA^L.B!IBi£iAJAAA^fiQ*.0ft) «»—'ir.r.s^sg^g.?.?"'*—.rtfr.?. 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made, and done, we 

bind ourselves and each of us, our and each of our Heirs, Executors, Administrators, Successors or Assigns 

jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this 27..th day of January. 

in the year of our Lord....Slxty-j&e.Y.eiL.  

Whereas, the above bounden L.0.ula..M».-5tX.au.5.S  

six 
by virtue of the power contained in j/mortgagesfrom... Rpb?r.t...U...Tr.Q.t.t»...et...aJ.. 

to Qiip^*1 nty JEaiUril  Saviiwi atid Loan ^••Qciatloa •f Aiwp»Uti ^^yj^'^pi^iy 

bearing date the .7/3.0/6Z...m(^.9....J/lU^^^ 

among the mortgage records of... Anne.-Aryaaei C.Q.yn.ty —-"TSlft"   folio %5$TvalM5rt9XU  197. 
inLiber  MOTIP

2
 fo^g wtof|c u^frao HI, ^Jla'i.S'ty, hTO iWiuti 

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 

of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

THE CONDITION  OF  THE  ABOVE  OBLIGATION  IS SUCH,  That  if  the above  bounden 

Lffttif Mt g^yauaa aa.AttflMaT.JMMMA..tit..ltertK«f •  

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in him.  

under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by any 

Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof then the above 

obligation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden.. Louis.JU-Strauaa. 

has hereto set hia....hand and seal and the said b«*9 corporate has caused these presents to be 

duly signed by its Attorney-in-Fact, the day and year first herein above written 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of: 

'touCa'H.  Straus* 

Witness: FIDELITY AND 
 "^W^W* 
DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND. ; ::?> ' 

:rfs. 
^(WJL By   . X'^.y^:^*.M~ .£3%, 
•^ht^^       AsioS^'.^ JohnH.  Hopklt^.   IV   AUorr^-m^   £; 

Mo^a-.M,.^ W9j       Bond approve^tWX dny of^l^^^  YlU   ^ ^'^.f-     •    ^ Mortgugee'i or Attorney • Bona 

/ 
,^ 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE SALE 

OF THE MORTGAGED REAL 

ESTATE OF ROBERT L.   TROTT 

AND BILLIE JO TROTT,  HIS WIFE, 

WALTER L.   TROTT AND LILLIAN 

E.  TROTT,  HIS WIFE 

EQUITY NO.  18,027 

IN   THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

PETITION TO ALLOW MONETARY DECREE IN PERSONAM 
 AND COURT ORDER THEREON  

TO THE HONORABLE,  THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

.    Petition of Louis M, Strauss,  Attorney named in Mortgage, 

respectfully represents: 

1, That he is the holder of a judgment decree in personam in the 

amount of Thirteen Thousand Five Dollars and Sixty-five Cents ($13,005.65) 

against Robert L,  Trott and Billie Jo Trott,  his wife,  as shown on a true 

copy test of said Decree filed  herewith    as "Petitioner's Exhibit No.   1". 

2. That there appears there will be a surplus of proceeds •"' in 

these proceedings which may be due to Robert L.  Trott and Billie Jo Trott, 

his wife,   and your Petitioner therefore prays that this Decree in Personam 

be referred to the Auditor of this Court in thes^proceedings,  that the same 

/ ^ be allowed according to its legal priority. 

AND as in duty bound,  etc. 

S&i^ Ch   eaatoi^! 
Louis M, Strauss; Attorney 

named in Mortgage 

»••*-*- 

J J&s'—-c 4 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, to wit: 

I hereby certify that on this      (^ ?7I       day of February,   1967, 
before me,  the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,  in and 
for the County aforesaid,  personally appeared Louis M. Strauss, Petitioner, 
and made oath that the matters and facts above stated are true to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 

Witness my hand and Notarial seal. 

Mildred F.  Bean-Notary Public 

mk% 

l^mmt 

Hor 
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ORDER OF COURT 
Upon the aforegoipg   Petiton and Affidavit it is ORDERED this 

« 

, 2Q£ day of February,   1967, by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 

County,   sitting in Equity,   that the Monetary Decree referred to aforesaid 

be accounted for in these proceedings according to its legal priority,   subject 

to the usual exceptions. 

Si -^ 
Judge 

^- •'•• 

FILED 
«« rrs-s rm:3i 
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W THE MATTER OF THE SALE 

OF THE MORTGAGED REAL 

ESTATE OF ROBERT L.  TROTT 

AND BILLIE JO TROTT, HIS WIFE, 

WALTER L. TROTT AND LILLIAN 

E. TROTT, HIS WIFE 

EQUITY NO.  17,966 

IN   THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

DECREE PERSQNAV- 

The Respondentt, Robert L. Trott and BUlle Jo Trott, hit wife, 

after Order of Publication was eerved on them by personal service, and they 

having failed to appear to the Petition and Anewer the same according to the 

Command of said Order of Publication. 

It U thereupon thle /^       day of February,  1967, by the 

Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed that 

a monetary decree be, and Is hereby entered In favor of the Petitioner, 

Louis M. Strauss, Attorney named In mortgage, the Petitioner herein, for 

the sum of Thirteen Thousand Five Dollars and SUty-flve Cents ($13,005.65) 

with Interest from November 22, 1966, against Robert L. Trott and BlUie 

Jo Trott, his wife. n DL 

TRUE  COPY, 

T: RIE S. HOLT,  CLERK 

BY; /     -^ t. __._ DEPUTY 



MOK 199^619 In the Case of 

In.The Matter of...Th.e...Sa 

Premises.M..Rpfeer.t...l<A...Tr.Q.t.tJ...e.t...a.I  

VS. 

In the 

Circuit Court 
For 

Anne Arundel County 
No.    18,027 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court: 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

—J 

~.:v  ——-.-- 

33 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
February  10,   1967 

in H. Hopkins,   IV 

ST 
Auditor. 

FINAL ORDER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this/^ day of CtMjA^r__, 19 £ ./that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified and confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 

been or may be received. 

??7***u*. J (UJ&~  

1 
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tter of The Sale of The Mortgaged Premises of Robert L. Trott, et al 

InAcct.with   Louis M. Strauss, Attorney Named in Mortgages 

1966,   November   16^ 

Proceeds of  Sales,   viz: 

16  Unimproved Lots_-JPride  Vi 1 lage 

Interest on deferred payment of   $17,100.00 

from  11/16/66   to   1/15/67  (? 67. 

Lot 72 & Lot 7 IE    Pride Vi1lage 

Lot .2L   Pride Village 

Intaraat on d«f«f d payment_of_12ixI0i*QQ- 

frmn   11/16/^   tft   V^^? « 61  

To Attorney  fo^Jeej^vizL 

To Attorney for Commissions, viz: 

To Attorney-iflr-Cour-tcQ&ts^ viz^  

Plaintiffs Solicitors appearance fee 

Mari«U_S^Hoit^_CUxJcj^^U^S-COSts. 

Auditor^- iltating this account 

To Attorney for ExpenseSj^vizj  

CapitaUGa^^^e Press ^Advertising sale 

Capita 1 -Gazette Press  - Order nisij   saii^ 

neor^e W.   Scible  -_Ajictioneers__fee, 

19.000 00 

171  00 

„6.,iQ0  00 

,330lOO 

211 )0 

XLdtlltyL ^-Deposit Co.  - Bond Premiums 

County & State Taxes-Lot 7IE ^ 72«l71/65 t# 6/30/ 
— l  (145,73) 

M N •• " * 7/1/66  to  11/16, 

•i 

(340.68) 
Lot 21 - 7/1/66 to 11/16/66 

"    "  16 UnlmgroyedLLots " (26.42) 

Water Benefit Assessment l»65-LotaL_2j^L71E_AJ7j  
 "" Lots  21-71E & 72 

•• «•       1/1/66   to  11/16/66   (82.94l_„ 

•i 1965  -   14 Unimproved  Lots 

100 

1,136 

00 

65 

iQ 00 

62 Oil 

iOlOO 

94  50 

25 00 

JtOOiOQ 

17.0- 

JJB8 

55 

oa 
87 

09 

128 78 

89 

99 

19,171 00 

23^661--5a 

72 

456 

89 

14 

88 

U236 d5 

122 00 

Cr. 

42.832 50 
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14 Unimproved lots 

Water Benefit Asses. 1/1/66 to 11/16/66 (421.58) 

Mildred F. Bean - Notary fees 

To Capital City Federal Savings & Loan Assn. 

Mortgage claim in full as filed 

Interest on prinoipalbalMtcg,^ ^28^-563^34^ 

irom 10/11/66 to 2/27/67 - 139 cUva (? 61  

369 

28.563 

To Annapolis Banking & Trust Compan 

Judgment - B-6921 Law $4f531.44 

Interest 10/11/66 to 2/27/67 103.59 

Attorneys fee - 157. 679.72 

Court Costs 19.25 

Total $5.334.00 

LessiCredit allowance No. 18f026 EaJJ^436_.-07- 

tils   Ranking  A   Trust  Company 

Judgment - B-7218 Law $1,982,07 

Interest  -   12/14/66   to  2/27/67 24.50 

Attorneys fee - 157. 

Court Costs     

297.31 

19.75 

TQ Louis M.  Strauss. Atlorflfiy namjed,inHort&a&e 

this ha lance on accQimt oi decree in Wli*   171966 Bl 

652.96 

73 

00 

34 

^897 93 

2,323 63 

M&l. 51 

2,064 47 

1%2]A 2Q 

2,897 93 

2,323 63 

,4,971  52, 

j&m IL 
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JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. and 
AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife 
4309 Willshire Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21206 

Complainants 

vs. 

CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, 
a body corporate 
Ferndale, Maryland 

and 

all persons having or claiming 
to have any interest in the 
property in the Third Election 
District of Anne Arundel County, 
Maryland and assessed to CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION Account 
No. 3-694-07074750 and described 
as Lot 268, Plat 2 Rock Creek 
Park, which Plat is recorded in 
P^at Book 24, Folio 12 and which 
said lot was conveyed to CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION by Deed 
recorded among the Land Records 
of Anne Arundel County in Liber 
No. G.T.C. 1446, Folio 121. 

Respondent 

*       *       * 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

BILL OF COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE 
RIGHTS OF REDEMPTION  

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Bill of Complaint of JOSEPH C. STANIFWSKI, SR. 

and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife, by SAMUEL S. EISENBERG, their 

solicitor, respectfully represents unto this Honorable Court: 

FIRST;    That on the 5th day of April, 1971, DONALD 

P. CARTER. Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel 

County and the State of Maryland, sold to the Complainant,J. 

STANIEWSKI at public auction the hereinafter-described property 

in fee-simple, in conformity with the authority conferred upon 

him by Section 93 of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland,1957 

wm 

mm' -  : I 3: 16 
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edition, as amended, which said certificate of Tax Sale was 

assigned by the said J. STANIEWSKI to himself,JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, 

SR.,and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife, who are the Complainants 

herein. 

SECOND That the Certificate of Tax Sale issued 

to the Complainants. STANIEWSKI, by DONALD P. CARTER, Controller 

and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of 

Maryland, certifies that on the 5th day of April, 1971, he sold 

to the said J. STANIEWSKI at public auction the property in the 

Third Election District, described as follows, that is to say: 

" Property in District 3 described 
as Lot 268 Plat 2 Rock Creek Park 
G.T.C. 1446-121" 

Said property having been assessed to CUSIMANO 

CONSTR. CORP. in Account No. 3-694-07074750 for the sum of 

Seventy-one Dollars and Twenty-six ($71.26) Cents. 

THIRD:    That a copy of the original Certificate 

of Tax Sale is herewith attached to the Bill of Complaint and .. 

prayed to be considered as part hereof as though fully incorporated 

herein and marked as "Complainants' Exhibit A". 

FOURTH:   That a search and examination of the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County, the Records of the Register of 

Wills, and the Records of all the Courts of Law and Equity in 

Anne Arundel County discloses that the title to the aforesaid 

property is vested as follows: 

1.  That by deed, dated September 16, 1020, 

and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in 

Liber W.I..W. No. 13, Folio 361, HARRY N. ABERCROMBIE, Trustee 

for the Rock Creek Production Company, conveyed in fee-simple to 

EDWIN W. LEVERING, a tract of land known as "Rock Creek Farm" 

and containing 150 acres of land more or less. 

-2- 
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2.  That by deed, dated June 10, 192 5, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

W.M.B. No. 108, Folio 227, EDWIN  W. LEVERING, JR. and others 

who were the surviving heirs at law of EDWIN W. LEVERING, who 

had died on May 28, 192 5, conveyed their interest in the property 

of the said deceased, EDWIN W. LEVERING, to his widow, MARY G. 

LEVERING; that said conveyance indicated that said EDWIN W. LEVERING 

had died intestate and seised of certain real and personal property 

but did not contain a metes and bounds description thereof, said 

conveyance being in fee-simple. 

3.  That by deed, dated February 18, 1936, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

F.A.M. No. 148, Folio 174, EDWIN  W. LEVERING, JR. and others 

conveyed their interest in the property known as "Rock Creek 

Farm"  to CHARLES RUZICKA, in fee-simple; that said deed indicated 

that MARY G. LEVERING had died intestate on May 7, 1932 leaving 

surviving as her heirs at law seven children who with their 

spouses were named as grantors in said deed; that said deed 

gave the metes and bounds of said conveyance and indicated that 

it contained 150 acres of land more or less. 

4.  That by doed, dated March 23, 1934, a^d 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

W.M.B. No. 124, Folio 454, C. ALBERT HODGES, Treasurer of Anne 

Arundel County and the County Commissioners of Anne Arundel 

County, co iveyed to CHARLES RUZICKA, in fee-simpl^ ,the same 

property which had been originally conveyed to EDWIN W. LEVERING 

by HARRY N. ABERCROMBIE, Trustee, as hereinbefore set out; that 

said tract of land contained 150 acres of land more or less and 

was sold at public auction arising out of default in payment of 

state, county, and school taxes. 

-3- 
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5. 'That by deed, dated November 22,   1949, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

J.H.H. No. 547, Folio 486, CHARLES RUZICKA and PHYLLIS T. RUZICKA, 

his wife, conveyed in fee-simple the herein-referred to tract of 

land to THE TITLE HOLDING COMPANY, a body corporate. 

6. That by deed, dated August 29, 1951, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

J.H.H. NO 641, Folio 252, THE TITLE HOLDING COMPANY, a body 

corporate, conveyed in fee-simple interest in the said tract of 

land to FOXWELL and FOXWELL, INC., a body corporate. 

7.  That by deed, dated September 25, 1959, 

and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in 

Liber G.T.C. No. 1335, Folio 17, the said FOXWELL and FOXWELL, 

INC., a body corporate, conveyed in fee-simple to WILLIAM B. 

SEYMOUR and FAY P. SEYMOUR, his wife. Lot No. 268 as shown on a 

plat entitled "Plat 2 Rock Creek Park, FOXWELL and FOXWELL, INC., 

3rd. D., A.A.Co., Md." which lot was part of the property conveyed 

to said FOXWELL and FOXWELL, INC. by THE TITLE HOLDING COMPANY 

as hereinbefore set out. 

8. That by deed, dated December 7, 1960, and 

recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

G.T.C. No. 1446, Folio 121, the said WILLIAM B. SEYMOUR and FAY 

P. SEYMOUR, his wife, conveyed said Lot No. 268 in fee-simple 

to CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a copy of which said deed 

is attached hereto marked, "complainants' Exhibit B",and prayed 

to be taken as part hereof as if fully incorporated herein. 

9.  The plat of said Rock Creek Park is recorded 

among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat No. 1168, 

Book No. 24, Folio 12, Speed 20. 

-4- 
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FIFTH;   That altho more than a year and a day from 

the date of sale of said property has expired, the aforesaid 

property has not been redeemed by any party in interest and this 

present proceeding to foreclose the rights of redemption is 

brought within two years from the date of the issuance of the 

aforesaid Certificate of Tax Sale. 

SIXTH:   That the amount necessary for redemption of 

the property heretofore described and referred to, is the purchase 

price of said property, as aforesaid, which also appears on the 

Certificate of Tax Sale, together with interest at the rate of 

six per cent (6%) per annum from the date of sale to the date of 

redemption and all taxes and other county liens, accruing sub- 

sequent to the date of sale, together with interest and penalties 

thereon and the total disbursements made by the Complainants, the 

present holders of the said tax certificate, in accordance with 

the provisions of Article 81 of the Annotated Code of Maryland 

(1969 replacement volume.) 

TO THE END, THEREFORE, Your Complainants respectfully 

pray: 

A.  That this Honorable Court pass a final Decree 

foreclosing all rights of redemption of all the Defendants and of 

all persons having or claiming to have any interest in or to the 

aforesaid property herein described. 

B. That an Order of Publication be passed 

giving notice to all persons having or claiming to have an interest 

in the property. 

C. That this Honorable Court pass a final Decree 

vesting in the Complainants an absolute and indefeasible title, 

in fee-simple, in and to the said property herein described and 

referred to, and to bar all rights of redemption, and to foreclose 

-5- 
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all prior or subsequent alienations and descents of the property 

herein described and all encumbrances thereon, except public 

easements to which the property is subject, taxes and other 

county liens accruing subsequent to the date of the aforementioned 

tax sale. 

D.  As for such other and further relief as the 

nature of this cause may require . 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

^/^^^Era cTs^NIE STANIBWSKl, SR. 

M ^fej^AMj^JU 
AMELIA STANIEWSKI 

LM^^l 
SAMUEL   S.   EISENBERG 
1145  Md.   Nat'l  Bank  Bl< 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
752-0043 
Solicitor for Complainants 

l&IKk. 

-6- 



STATE OF MARYLAND  ) 
) 

COUNTY OF BALTIMORE) 
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TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY  that before me, the subscriber, 

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for Baltimore 

County aforesaid, personally appeared JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. 

and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife. Complainants in the Bill of 

Complaint filed herein, and they made oath in due form of law 

that all the matters and facts set out in said Bill of Complaint 

to Foreclose Rights of Redemption are true to the best of their 

knowledge, information, and belief. 

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal this ^ixt/L 

day of  March , 1973. 

^A... t7hn 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE BY SOLICITOR 

STATE OF MARYLAND  ) 

COUNTY OF BALTIMORE) 
TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that before me, the subscriber, 

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

of Baltimore aforesaid, personally appeared SAMUEL S. EISENBERG, 

Solicitor for the Complainants in the Bill of Complaint filed 

herein, and he made oath in due form of law that he has made 

a search of Land Records of Anne Arundel County, as well as the 

Records of the Register of Wills, and the Records of all the 

Courts of Law and Equity in Anne Arundel County for a period of 

at least forty years immediately prior to the institution of the 

said suit, and that the owner or owners of the property, or a 

part thereof, are unknown, except as set out in said Bill of 

-7- 
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Complaint, and that the matters and facts set out in said Bill 

of Complaint are true to the best of his knowledge, information, 

and belief. 

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal this •7 

day of March,   1973. 

1ia^ £ In TP 
NOTAKY   PUBLIC 

-8- 
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SAMUEL S. EISENBERG, SOLICITOR 

1145 Md. Nat'l Bank Bldg. 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. and AMELIA STANlEWSKI, his wife. 
Complainants, vs. CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a body 
corporate, and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 
in the property in the Third Election District of Anne Arundel 
County, Maryland and assessed to CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, 
Account No. 3-694-07074750 and described as Lot 268, Plat 2 Rock 
Creek Park, which Plat is recorded in Plat Book 24, Folio 12 and 
which said lot was conveyed to CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION 
by Deed recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in 
Liber No. G.T.C. 1446, Folio 121. 

IK) 

ICH 

• 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY. IN EQUITY 

ORDER OF PUBLICATION 

The object of this proceedi 
foreclosure of all rights of redemptio 
property in the Third Election Distric 
State of Maryland, sold by the Control 
for Anne Arundel County and the State 
who has assigned his interest to himse 
and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife, in fe 
the Controller's Tax rolls viz: "Lot 2 
G.T.C. 1446-121". 

ng is to secure the 
n in the following-enumerated 
t of Anne Arundel County, 
ler and Collector of Taxes 
of Maryland to J. STANIEWSKI 
If, JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. 
e-simple and described on 
68 Plat 2 Rock Creek Park 

The Bill states among other things that the amount 
necessary for redemption of said property has not been paid altho 
more than one year and a day from the date of sale has expired; 
that a bill to foreclose the rights of redemption of CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a body corporate, and all persons 
having or claiming any interest arising out of their interest 
the said property was filed herein on this J^^l day of March, 

in 
1973 

ZdW It is thereupon this 2U'        day 
the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, 
that notice be given by the insertion of a 
daily newspaper published in Anne Arundel County once 
four successive weeks before the 9 ^ clay of ^^ 

of March, 1973, by 
in Equity, Ordered 
copy of this Order in a 

a week for 
1973, four successive weeKS oerore rne / "' uay UJ. r""^ » - 

and redeem the property and answer the Bill,t)r thereafter, a 
final Decree will be rendered foreclosing all rights of redemption 
in said property and vesting in the Complainants a title in fee- 
simple free and clear of all encumbrances. 

iv kJdiuu M* UintU ,Clerk 

1973 • J  R!l 9: i7 
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"Complainants' Exhibit A" 

fflwan 

JO-, 

No      1728        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P. Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to ^.A....^OA^^!^,4U.^^U^.^.<:.... 

 tfjAfr ^ULLUuu^.,..J^, ^.^.SJ:^.^....^.A  
  at public auction for the sum of '7...L Dollars and ..„5Ls?.  

 Cents, of which \/..J.t..t»L<.&t Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in District iw! described as ^L4^L....,..cXi'.C.£.. iX*iMCk£t...*KA  

 /ckc.^U.-^-.^A^ iBaJtJkuM JMu.Sd:..,.C J.^.C.^.M^J.  

.:3-Jj^/-.0Za...2^.J.^±.. 
1 y/ 

and assessed to CjUJLA*KKljau»X~& C/aijA&i* :..^:f\. 
t *   GL** K C .   >•    -^ ^ & * - 

The property described herein is subject tb redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness mv hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

• -• A 
Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, y. j        -     / s  •   . 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

I 3 
P.  CO.   79031 

1873        - l7 
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stveen 

P«      u       ,  hie wifej  _     ti ,;: ol   the f:.   u p.     , 

",   and   !        iAHO CONSTRIKJTION COBPOIUTIOK,   a body corporal     oi"    . 

bol     of Mary]    .   .   party of the  cccond part,  "GRANT&i", 

;.::. ,T.i:    That for and In consideration of the oum of 

•  ''.    •,       .:  other .cod  an': valuable  connidorationn,   the i 

conv y unto CUJ [MAKO CONoTKUCTION CORPORATION,  a body   :or] 

.; of Maryl ad,   its ouccesoore and ansi^ns,  in fee  simple,      - that lot 

lying,  bein ; and  i Ltuate  in the Third Election Diotrict of Anne , tvund 

> titotc of Maryland and more particularly described aa  .olio..-;,: 

BiSINC  Lot  No.   268 as  shown on a certain plat entitled  "PLAT 2 

;SK iV^RK,  F0X//EL1   and ;OA.^LL,   INC.,   3rd.  Diet., A. A. Co.,  :•".." dated 

153 and made by j. ,,. McCrone, Jr., Annapolis, Maryland, which     dd plat 

.-n duly recorded ai ong the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Pli t 

iiook No.  2U,   Folio 12,  formerly Plat Cabinet I.To. U,  Rod G-6,  Flat No*   -. 

h.vIhO the  oame  lot of .^rovind conveyed unto  the herein ClVu. 

'do   I dated September 25,   1959 and  recorded an:onc the  Land Rcordc  of Anne 

undel County in Liber G.T.n.   1335,  Folio 17. 

TOGiiTIKa with be buildings and improvements thereon and the 

•ighti ,  roads,  ways,  alley..,  waters,  privileges,  and appurtenances nto bc- 

n,;...    or  in anywise  appertaining. 

TO HAVE AND :rO   .:OLD  the  above described property unto and to the 

>p      use  and benefit of the  said CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION,  a body 

aorporate  of  the Ctate of IHaryland,   its r-uccecaora and assigns,   in fee  r.in.ple,^ 

bjed   to toe  restrictions of record. 

AND  the  caia parties Of the  first part hereby covenant that the 

/c  n(      lone  or  suffered to be  c;one  any act,  matter or thin^ whatsoever,   to on- 

iber  the  property hci-eby conveyed;   that they will warrant specially the  prop- 

•r,y granted  and that they will execute  such further assurances of the  same  as 

ay be requisite. 

WITNaSS the hands and seals of the  said GRANTORS, 

tflTIi ••-: 

, / 

./. _ 

• ••<•     •   fc—   i.     -      •     •     - *- -T 1      •        x   ,       1      *      /,   ^^^^m,  

Cilliam B. '.   our 
C**^ 

... J  , 
lay P. Seymour 

•   1 SJ J ^ d ... J (SEAL) 

O 

<; 

k 11 
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STATE OV MARYLAND, ANNB ARUNT3EL COUITTY,  to wits 

I HBBfiBY CSRTIJTf,  that on thifl   7^ ciay of December,   i^O, be- 

fore ne,   the   oubacribcr,   a Kotary Public  in and for  the  State  and County afore- 

said,  pevnonally appeared WILLIAM B.  BfiKMOUR and 1AY  P.  SEYMOUR,  hie wife,   the 

above  nnned ^AWTORS and they acknowledged the  forecoin;; Deed to be  their act. 

rflTMESS my hand and Notarial S( al. >*• ^ .•••••••. • '.' • 

••,> L>), 

' s 
Notary Public..-, 

Deed frcr.nrori WRIirmt 

V 



SAMUELS. EISENBERG, 
souaxoR 

1145 MdNafl Bank Bldg. 
Baltimore. Md. 21202 

JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI SR, 
and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his 
wife,     Complainants,     vs. 
CUSIMANO    CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION,  a  body  cor- 
porate, and all persons having or 
daiming to have any interest in 
the property in the Third Election 
District of Anne Arundel County, 
Maryland   and   assessed   to 
CUSIMANO    CONSTRUCTION 
CORPORATION, Account No. 3- 
694-07074750 and described as Lot 
268, Plat 2 Rock Creek Park, 
which Plat is recorded in Plat 
Book 24, Folio 12 and which said 
lot was conveyed to CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION     COR- 
PORATION by Deed recorded 
among the Land Records of Anne 
Arundel County in Liber No. 
G.T.C. 1446, Folio 121. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR ANNE ARUNDEL 

COUNTY, 
IN EQUITY 

EQUITY 21,307 

Order of 
Publication 
The object of this proceeding is 

to secure the foreclosure of all 
rights  of  redemption   in   the 
following-enumerated   property 
in the Third Election District of 
Anne Arundel County, State of 
Maryland, sold by the Controller 
and Collector of Taxes for Anne; 
Arundel County and the State of 
Maryland to J. STANIEWSKI 
who las assigned his interest to 
himself.        JOSEPH        C. 
STANIEWSKI, SR. and AMELIA 
STANIEWSKI, his wife, in fee- 
simple and described on the 

'Controller's Tax rolls viz: "Lot 
1268 Plat 2 Rock Creek Park 
G.T.C. 1446-121". 

The Bill states among other 
things that the amount necessary 
for redemption of said property, 
has not been paid altho more than 
one year and a day from the date I 
of sale has expired; that a bill to 
foreclose the rights of redemp- 
tion   of   CUSIMANO   CON-1 

STRUCTION CORPORATION, a I 
body corporate, and all persons 
havii« or daiming any interest 
visits out of their interest in the 
said property was filed herein on 
this 30th day of March, 1973. 

It is thereupon this 30th day of 
March, 1973, by the Circuit Court 
for Ame Arundel County, to 
Equity. Ordered that notice be 
given by the insertion of a copy « 
this Order in a daily newspaper 
published in Anne Arundel 
County once a week for four 
successive weeks before the 7th 
day of June, 1973, and redeem the 
property and answer the Bill, or 
thereafter, a final Decree wiU be 
rendered foreclosing all rights of 
redemption in said property and 
vestii« in the Complainants a 
title in fee-simple free and dear 
of all encumbrances. 

W. GARRETT LARRIMORE. 
Clerk] 

TRUE COPY, 
TEST: 
W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

A-26 

* OFFICE  OF 

Evening Capital 
B00X    l99 PACEU34     Published by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

HOLDER OF CONTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTISING 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Md., hdjjL-c&i 19& 

We hereby certify, that the annexed 

 LUI-^-M-J^MJ--L&ZLLU  
...J^^JjUi..JlJ<3tl  
 Jfc&jlAJAXtaJL^-A^ULjMJ^^   

was published in 

Evening Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for  /  

successive weeks before the      jJ^Ar-.      — 

dej .^&L  l')2£. 

The insertioha being made tli<' ^•••L^--/ /^.L^-y../.7..C^-y .— 

 (L%iL..J.kijL...ti. UMAJL  19 i3. 
THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

BV r~~^2hu&-&&d*tC*  
I9i . Pi :i I    ; H (/ 
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JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. and 
AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife 

LAW OFFICES 

GERALD KERR 
RICHARD N. KERR 

• ALTIMOWC.   MD 

i5 

Complainants 

: 

: 

VS ! 

CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION  : 

Respondent : 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Case No. 21307 

: 

ANSWER TO BILL OF COMPLAINT 
TO FORECLOSE RIGHTS OF REDEMPTION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Cusimano Construction Corporation, by Richard N. Kerr, 

its attorney, in Answer to the Bill of Complaint to Foreclose 

Rights of Redemption, respectfully represents to this Honorable 

Court: 

1. That the Respondent is the owner of Lot 268, Plat 2, 

Rock Creek Park, which Plat is recorded among the Land Records of 

Anne Arundel County in Plat Book 2^, folio 12, by virtue of a Deedj, 

dated December 2, I960, recorded among the Land Records of Anne 

Arundel County in Liber G.T.C. No. l¥f6, folio 121, from William B 

Seymour and wife. 

2. That the Respondent admits the allegations in the Bill 

of Complaint to Foreclose Rights of Redemption. 

3. That the Respondent wishes to redeem the property in 

accordance with Section 9^, Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland 

1957 edition, as amended. 

WHEREFORE THE RESPONDENT PRAYS: 

1. That this Honorable Court fix the amount necessary for 

redemption in accordance with the provision of Section 9^, Article 

21, as aforesaid. 

BnHW-9  • 

Richard W. Kerr, Attorney for Respondent 
2101 One Charles Center 
Baltimore, Maryland  21201 
Ph. 685-0156 

IQJ11 

Mb 



LAW    OFFICtS 

GERALD KERR 
RICHARD N. KERR 

• ALTIMOMC.    MO. 

^t 

BOOK 189 fJAC£636 

I Hereby Certify, that on this ?dL    day of May, 1973, 

a copy of the foregoing Answer to Bill of Complaint to Foreclose 

Rights of Redemption, was mailed to Samuel S. Eisenberg, Esq., 

attorney for Complainants, at llh$  Maryland National Bank Building 

10 Light Street, Baltimore, Maryland  21202. 

Richard N. Kerr, Attorney for Respondent 
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JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. and 
AMELIA STAHIEWSKI, his wife 

Complainants 

vs 

CUSIMANO COHSTRUCTIOH CORPORATIQH  : 

Respondent : 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITX 

Case No. 21307 

\ma* 

O^pffi TO WITHDRAW ANSWER 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please withdraw the Answer to Bill of Complaint to Fore- 

close Rights of Redemption in the above entitled case so that the 

proceedings can continue as if no Answer had been filed in behalf 

of the Respondent. 

CTSI^riNCt^H^MCT^N CORPORATION 

By±    \    / /' fy.^Cfw*!*^c   
Anthony CusiMano, President, Respondect 

hard N. Kerr, Attorney Richard for 
Respondent 

I Hereby Certify, that OD this *f day of Decembdr, 
1973* a copy of the foregoing Order to Withdraw Answer was mailed 
to Samuel S. Eisenberg, Esq., attorney for Complainants, at 1145 
Maryland National Bank Building, 10 Light Street, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21202. 

LAW OFFICtS 

GERALD KERR 
RICHARD N   KERR 

• ALTIMORE.   MD 

Richard ard T. Kerr, AUC tomey espondeni 

^ 
FILE 

1973 DEC 21  RMUMM 
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JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, SR. and 
AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife 

Complainants 

vs. 

CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, 
a body corporate 

and 

all persons having or claiming 
to have any interest in the 
property in the Third Election 
District of Anne Arundel County, 
Maryland and assessed to CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION Account 
No. 3-694-07074750 and described 
as Lot 268, Plat 2 Rock Creek 
Park, which Plat is recorded in 
Plat Book 24, Folio 12 and which 
said lot was conveyed to CUSIMANO 
CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION by Deed 
recorded among the Land Records 
of Anne Arundel County in Liber 
No. G.T.C. 1446, Folio 121. 

Respondent 
* * * 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

Case No. 21307 

* 

* 

DECREE 

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted,, 

the proceedings were read and considered. 

And it appearing from the proceedings that the period of 

time limited in the subpoena and in the Order of Publication 

against CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a body corporate, and 

all persons having or claiming to have any interest in the property 

herein-described, the Respondents in this case, as prescribed by 

the Rules of the court and the Statutes of Maryland having expired^ 

and that altho an answer had been filed on behalf of the said 

CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION indicating its intention to 

redeem said property that the said Defendant subsequently dismissed 

his notice of intention so that there is as of record now no out- 

standing answer, plea, or demurrer  interposed on behalf of the 

A 
ILiMu.^u MiiU: 12 



H 
BOOK iSli i/'>L639 

said Respondent or on behalf of all persons having or claiming to 

have any interest in the property herein-described, and that all 

allegations set forth in the Bill of complaint present a proper 

case of relief. 

It is thereupon this ^ / clay of  / ), e /fff  by the 

Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, in equity, ADJUDGED, ORDERED, 

and DECREED that all rights of redemption in the property mentioned 

and described in these proceedings, to wit: 

BEING lot No. 268 as shown on a certain 
Plat entitled, "Plat 2 Rock Creek Park, Foxwell 
and Foxwell, Inc., Third Election District, 
Anne Arundel County, Maryland" dated June, 1953 
and made by J. R. McCrone, Jr., Annapolis, Mary- 
land, which said Plat has been duly recorded 
among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County 
in Plat Book No. 24, Folio 12, formerly Plat cabinet 
No. 4, Rod G-6, Plat No. 6, 

are forever foreclosed; that there be vested in JOSEPH C. STANIEWSKI, 

SR. and AMELIA STANIEWSKI, his wife, the Complainants herein, an 

absolute and indefeasible title in fee-simple in said property 

free and -lear of all encumbrances, but subject to any public 

costs, taxes, and all other court liens accruing subsequent to 

the date to which the said property may be subject; and the said 

CUSIMANO CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION, a body corporate, its successors 

and assigns, and all persons having or claiming to have any interest 

in the property herein-described, the Respondents, their heirs, 

devisees, executors, administrators, personal representatives, 

successors, and assigns having any right, title, or interest in 

said property shall be bound by this Decree. 

J> 
JUDGE 

. /<. /IA IL 

-2- 



RONALD A. BARADEL    BOOK ISO PAGE640 
160 South Street 
Annapolis, Md.  21401 

Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

Trustors 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.  <i '  u U * 

ORDER TO DOCKET FORECLOSURE 

MR. CLERK: 

Please docket the above entitled foreclosure proceedings 

and file among the proceedings the following attached documents: 

1.  Original deed of trust from Clifton Johnson, Jr., 

and Mary J. Johson, his wife, to Elmer F. Blanchard and William 

R. Sackville, Trustees, dated October 9, 1970 and recorded . 

among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 2368, 

folio 657, et seq. on October 19, 1970. 

2.  Deed of appointment of substituted trustee from 

George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper, his wife (sole beneficiaries 

under the original deed of trust and sole holders of the note 

secured thereby) to Ronald A. Baradel, substituted trustee, 

dated September 14, 197 3 and recorded the same day among the Land 

Records of Anne Arundel County at Liber 2622, folio 567, et seq. 

3. Statement of deed of trust debt. 

4. Bond 

5. Affidavit of non-military service. 

HARTMAN AND GRAIN 

9 
C. Edward Hartman, il 
p. O. Box 1989, 160 South St. 
Annapolis, Md.  21404 
Telephone:  267-8166 
Attorney for Substituted Trustee 

I 
FILL. 

I9730CTIO PH 2: 12 
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Slfta i^& 
Made this 9 th day of      October ,19 70    , by and between 

CLIFTON JOHNSON,  JR.  AND MARY J.  JOHNSON,   his wife 
Party of the first part, and 

E1MER F.BLANCHARD AND WM. R. SACKVILLE 

Trustee(s), as Joint Tenants, as hereinafter set forth, party of the second part: 

Vt|maa. the party of the first part is justly indebted unto      GEORGE COOPER \ND 

CLAYTON E.   COOPER,  his wife or the  survivor thereof                                        in the principal 

t ..^ xt^/inn - Dollars, sum of      TEN THOUSAND AND  NO/100  
^10,000.00     ) with interest from date at the rate of   EIGHT       per centum ( 8 %) per 
annum on the unpaid balance until paid, for which amount the said party of the first part has 
signed and delivered a certain promissory note bearing even date herewith, and payable in 

monthly installments of    NINETY-FIVE AND 57/100 -Dollars, 

($95 57 -), commencing on the     I5t\xlay of       November , i970      gml on 
Athene    dau of each month thereafter until the principal and interest are fully paid, «OOpC39flOK 

Atlb HtymaB. the party of the first part desires to secure the prompt payment of said 
debt and interest thereon!when and as the same shall become due and payable, and all costs and 
expenses incurred in respect thereto, including reasonable counsel fees incurred or paid by the said 
party of the second part or substituted trustee, or by any person hereby secured, on account of any 
litigation at law or in equity which may arise in respect to this trust or the property hereinafter 
mentioned, and of all money which may be advanced as provided herein, with interest on all such 

costs and advances from the date thereof. 

JJatu. ffi^rrforr. 3tyta Jnbmturr fflttneaBri. that the party of the first 
vart in consideration of the premises, and ofSne dollar lawful money of the United States of 
America to them in hand paid by the party of the second part the receipt 
of which before the sealing and delivery of these presents is hereby acknowledged, has granted 
and conveyed and does hereby grant and convey unto the party of the second part, as Trustee, tts 
successors and assigns, the following described land and premises, situate in the County of 
Anne Arundel , State of Maryland, known and distinguished as 

j  ^      ».       ^v  /"JM  and Twentv-nine   (29)   in Block lettered "BM 

ignrts&RsM iM^'Ssa ** ^ 9i* ««*« u put 
Book 22 at Plat 5. among the Land Records of Anne Arundel Co^ty. 
M^yland; being in the 2nd Election District of said Ca.nty. 

3 
13 

( .J 

(^> 

< r> 

< J> 

REXEIYI i  FCfl KcCORD 
MARJOfuE vi (HI. CLERK 

CIRCUIT C0m<7.A A.COUNTY 
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together with all the improvements in anywise appertaining, and all the estate, right, title, interest, 
and claim, either at law or in equity, or otherwise however, of the party of the first part of, in, to 
or out of the said land and premises. 

3tt mib Mp0n tljr SrUatS. Jfomtl^UBJMerdna/^r declared; that is to say: 
IN TRUST to permit the said party of the first port, or assigns, to use and occupy the said described 
land and premises, and the rents, issues, and profits thereof, to take, have, and apply to and 
for      their sole use and benefit, until default be made in the payment of any manner 
of indebtedness hereby secured or any installment of interest thereon, when and as the same shall 
become due and payable, or in the performance of any of the covenants as hereinafter provided. 

Hitih upon the full payment of all the said note and the interest thereon, and all moneys 
advanced or expended as herein provided, and all other costs, clmrges, commissions, half commis- 
sion, and expenses, at any time before the sale hereinafter provided for to release and reconvey 
unto and at the cost to the said party of the first part, his heirs and assigns, the said described 
premises upon payment to the Trustees, or Trustee acting, the sum of $ 21.00 for each and 
every release or reconveyance executed by them. 

Attb llpUtt SljtB IFttrtlfW SntBl.  upon any default being made in the payment 
of the said note or of any monthly installment of principal and interest as therein provided, or in the 
payment of any of the monthly sums for ground rents, if any, prior encumbrances or liens, taxes, 
special assessments, fire and other hazard insurance, all as hereinafter provided, or upon any default 
in payment on demand of any money advanced by the holder of said note on account of any proper 
cost, charge, commission, or expense in and about the same, or on account of any tax or assessment 
or insurance, or expense of litigation, with interest thereon at the rate set forth in the note secured 
hereby from date of such advance (it being hereby agreed that on default in the payment of any 
ground rent, prior encumbrance or lien, tax, 01 assessment, or insurance premium or any pay- 
ment  on account thereof, or in the  payment of any of said cost, expense of litigation, 06 
aforesaid, the holder of said note may pay the same and all sums so advanced with interest 
as aforesaid, shall immediately attach as a lien hereunder, and be payable on demand), of 
upon failure or neglect faithfully and fully tokeep and perform any of the other conditions 
or covenants herein provided; then upon any and every such default being so made as afore- 
said,  the said party  of  the  second  part,  or the Trustee acting in the execution of this 
trurt, shall have power and it shall be their duty to sell, and in case of any 
default of any purchaser, to resell, at public auction, for cash, in one parcel at such time and 
place and after such previous public advertisement as the party of the second part, or the Trustee 
acting in the execution of this trust, shall deem advantageous and proper; and to convey the same 
in fee simple, upon compliance tvith the terms of sale, to, and at the cost, of, the purchaser or 
purchasers thereof, who shall not he required to see to the application of the purchase money; 
and shall apply the proceeds of said sale or sales: Firstly, to pay all proper costs, charges, and 
expenses including all attorneys and other fees and costs herein provided for, and all moneys 
advanced for costs or expenses, or expense of litigation as aforesaid, or taxes or assessments, or 
insurance with interest thereon as aforesaid, and all taxes, general and special and assessments, 
due upon said land and premises at time of sale and to retain as compensation a commission of five 
per centum (5%) on the amount of the said sale or sales; Secondly, to pay whatever may then 
'remain unpaid of said note, w^ the.me sludl ^'^^ • whether 
date of payment, it being agrctW9S(ti(1 note shal1' "/,'m mch *" 



of said note, he and become in^Jtely due and payable at the ele^k^)} 
and Lastly, to pay the remainder of said proceeds, if any there her^th 

if the holder thereof; 
wthe party of the first 

part, their heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns upon the delivery and 
surrender to the purchaser, his, her, or their heirs or assigns of possesion of the premises so, as 
aforesaid, sold and conveyed, less the expense, if any, of obtaining possession. 

Sitih tl|? ffottt} Of ti\t IflVBt Jfort. m order more fully io protect the security 
of this Deed of Trust, covenants and agrees as follows: 

1. That he will pay the indebtedness, as hereinbefore provided. 
2. That he will pay all taxes, assessments, water rates and other governmental or municipal 

charges, fines or impositions, and ground rents, for which provision has not been made herein- 
before and will promptly deliver the official receipts therefor to the holder of the note; and in 
default of such payment by the party of the first part, the holder of the note may pay the same 
and any sum or sums so paid by the holder of tlie note shall be added to the debt hereby secured, 
shall be yayable on demand, shall bear full legal interest and shall be secured by this Deed of Trust. 

3. That he will keep the said premises in as good order and condition as they are now and 
will not commit or permit any waste thereof, reasonable wear and tear excepted. 

4. That he will keep the improvements, now existing or hereafter erected on the said 
premises insured as may be required from time to time by the holder of the note against loss by 
fire and other hazards, casualties and contingencies in such amounts and for such periods as may 
be required by the holder of the note and will pay promptly, when due, any premiums on such 
insurance provision for payment of which has not been made hereinbefore. All insurance shall 
be carried in companies approved by the holder of the note and the policies and renewals thereof 
shall be held by the holder of the note and have attached thereto loss payable clauses in favor of 
and in form acceptable to the holder of the note. In event of loss he toill give immediate notice 
by mail to the holder of the note, who may make proof of loss if not made promptly by the party 
of the first part, and each insurance company concerned is hereby authorized and directed to 
make payment for such loss directly to the holder of the note instead of to the party of the first 
part and the holder of the note jointly, and the insurance proceeds, or any part thereof, may be 
applied by the holder of the note at its option either to the reduction of the indebtedness hereby 
secured or to the restoration or repair of the property da7naged. In event of foreclosure of this 
Deed of Trust or other transfer of title to the said premises in extinguishment of the indebtedness 
secured hereby, all right, title, and interest of the party of the first part in and to any instirance 
policies then in force shall pass to the purchaser or grantee. 

5. The irrevocable power to appoint a substitute trustee or trustees is hereby expressly 
granted to the "Beneficiary," its successors and assigns, to be exercised at any time hereafter 
without notice and without specifying any reason therefor, by filing for record in the office where 
this instrument is recorded a deed of appointment. The party of the first part and the Trustee 
herein named, or that hereafter may be substituted hereunder, expressly waives notice of the 
exercise of this power and the giving of bond by any Trustee, as well as any requirement for 
application to any court for the removal, appointment or substitution of any Trustee hereunder. 

6. That if the said property shall be advertised for sale, as herein provided, and not sold, 
the Trustee or Trustees acting shall he entitled to one-half 0/j) the commission above provided, 
to be computed on the amount of the debt hereby secured, and the same is hereby secured in like 
manner as other charges and expenses attending the execution of this trust, and shall bear full 
legal interest. 

7. That if any suit, action, or proceeding whatsoever shall be commenced or prosecuted 
for the collection of the note, or any part of the note, or for the enforcement of any endorsement 
or endorsements thereof, or any other matters hereby secured, or in reference to the execution of 
the trust hereby created, or any of the trusty or property of funds which may become part thereof, 
he will pay all costs and charges and expenses of the same, including all counsel and attorney's 
fees and charges, which shall also he deemed a charge attending the execution of this trust, he 
secured hereby as such and bear full legal interest. 

8. That he specially warrants the property herein conveyed and that he will execute such 
further assurances thereof as may be required. 

The covenants herein contained shall bind, and the benefits and advantages shall inure to, 
the respective heirs, executors, administrators, succesors, and assigns of the parties hereto. 
Whenever used the singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use 
of any gender shall be applicable to all genders. 

Witness the signature(s) and seal(s) of the part iesof the first part on the day and year 

first above written. 

ANNA M, PRICfc    (^2/ ^ ?^C 

:0N JOIjffsON,  JR.Q 

 '•' »i 

^.4w.Q..\.^tkaMI&*rr..    [SEAL] 
MARY J^jtosOt/ 

\& 

'^J 

[SEAL] 
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uassmmm^ iwmm STATE OF      Maryland 
CO^TY OF   Prince Georges 

On f/m   9th     day of        October....._ 19 70. hefore me, JO ANNAJA. PRICE 

the subscriber, personally appeared 

Clifton Johnson, Jr.       end Mary J. Johnson   

Jtnoum to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person(s) whose ruime(s)        are 

subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged that    he   executed the same for the put* 
Hi, 

poses therein contained. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I hair hereunto si 
JOANNA M. PRICE 

NOTARY PUBLIC 
MV COMMISSION EXPIRES JULY 1. W* 

My commission expires on the day of 

d aud officiaTseai 

\iilury I'uhlic 

A D . 19 . 

JOANNA M. PRICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
COUNTY OF PRINCE GEORGES,ss: 

On this 9th      day of October 190     , before me, 
the undersigned officer, personally appeared 

George Cooper and Clayton E. known to me to be the 
Cooper, his wife ^ ^^ ^^ on ^ hereinbefore 

described Deed of Trust, and made oath in due form of law, that the consideration •*tonedin 
the above Deed of Trust is true and bona fide as therein set forth; and also that he ts the Agent 
of said Party Sesured, and is authorized to make this affidavit. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have heremtoSset pm fPfd at 

tot&z 

My commission expires on the day of 
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JO ANNA M. PRICE 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

Wf COMMISSION EXPUtES JULY 1,1974 

Notary Public 
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Jffar Ualttf Swrttlrt. W (We) *^ undersigned 
Trustee(s) hereby release the within Deed of Trust. Witness 

(my)(our)hand(s)andseal(s),this day of 

A.D.19  

Witness; 
[SEAL] 

[SEAL] 

[SEAL] 

[SEAL] 



LEER 2622 I«56?M« iSS P«E645 
DEED OF APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTED TRUSTEE 

t 

WHEREAS on October 9,   1970 Clifton Johnson, Jr. and Mary 

J. Johnson, his wife, executed a deed of trust recorded October 

19, 1970 among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

2368, folio 657 et seq. to Elmer F. Blanchard and William R. 

Sackville, Trustees, to secure a promissory note payable by 

Clifton Johnson, Jr. and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, to George 

Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper, his wife, and 

WHEREAS the aforesaid deed of trust contains the 

following power: 

"The irrevocable power to appoint a substitute 
trustee or trustees is hereby expressly granted to 
the 'Beneficiary', its successors and assigns, to 
be exercised at any time hereafter without notice 
and without specifying any reason therefor, by 
filing for record in the office where this 
instrument is recorded a deed of appointment. 
The party of the first part and the Trustees 
herein named, or that hereafter may be substituted 
hereunder, expressly waives notice of the 
exercise of this power and the giving of bond by 
any Trustee, as well as any requirement for 
application to any court for the removal, 
appointment or substitution of any Trustee hereunder." 

and, 

WHEREAS George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper, his wife,-are 

the sole beneficiaries under the deed of trust and the sole 

holders of the aforesaid note; 

NOW, THEREFORE George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper, his 

wife, by these presents do hereby substitute and appoint 

RONALD A. BARADEL as Substituted Trustee to stand in the place 

and stead of Elmer F. Blanchard and William R. Sackville. 

SEPm-7-jB «26231   *****f8.00 

RMEIVcl •.'  , . 
(wcyirciju-; u     '•• 

1973 SEP U PH 3:31 
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LiBEfi2622 PAGESGS COOK 139 F^E646 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper, his 

wifef have caused these presents to be duly executed this  /T^A> 

day of September, 1973. 

WITI/ESJ 

o^-^cj^ 
Georqe Cooper 

(SEAL) 
Jrge  Coope 

tIL 
Claytflh E. Coope •per   S 

JZSU      (SEAL) 

STATE OF MARYLAND      ) 
) 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 
ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /j/  day of September, 1973, 
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the county 
and staLe aforesaid, personally appeared GEORGE COOPER and 
CLAYTON E. COOPER, his wife, who acknowledged the foregoing 
appointment of substitute trustee to be their act and deed. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: X/^-^^ 

Hall*) to Ha% to ^Int-)>jsii!Z-~~~~. 

io-i 

-2- 



BOOX ISO mWI 
RONALD A. BARADEL 

Substituted Trustee 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

Trustors 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.  o// (/} L i 

AFFIDAVIT OF NON-MILITARY SERVICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND      ) 
) 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 
ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /o day of October, 1973, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the state 

and county aforesaid, personally appeared RONALD A. BARADEL, 

Substituted Trustee, and he made oath in due form of law that 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR. and MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife, against whom 

foreclosure proceedings have been instituted, are not in the 

military service as defined in the Soldiers' and Sailors' Civil 

Relief Act of 1940 as amended. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

^u fyfJ^dUjtJU, 

Ronald A. Baradel, 
Substituted Trustee 

_  Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: /-/-yt 

\ 

F1LEC 

IWJOCTIO PM 2:22 
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RONALD A. BARADEL 

Substituted Trustee 

v. 

BOOK   lyy PAGED48     IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

Trustors 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No.  JV £ L {. 

STATEMENT OF DEED OF TRUST DEBT 

Original amount of deed of trust (10/9/70) $10,000.00 

Payments were recei^ /ed and applie d as follows: 

Date Amount 
Paid 

Applied to 
Interest 

Applied to 
Principal 

Remaining 
Principal Balance 

11/17/70 $95.57 $82.22 $13.35 $9,986.65 

12/28/70 95.57 66.57 29.00 9,957.65 

11/17/70 $95.57 $82.22 

12/28/70 95.57 66.57 

1/19/71 95.57 66.38 

2/23/71 95.57 66.18 

3/23/71 95.57 65.99 

4/19/71 95.57 65.80 

5/18/71 95.57 65.59 

6/15/71 95.57 65.39 

7/21/71 95.57 65.20 

8/26/71 95.57 64.98 

10/5/71 95.57 64.77 

10/28/71 95.57 64.49 

11/26/71 95.57 64.37 

1/13/72 95.57 64.17 

2/2/72 95.57 63.96 

3/6/72 95.57 63.64 

4/6/72 95.57 63.53 

5/1/72 95.57 63.32 

6/13/72 (see next entry) 

29.19 

29.39 

29.58 

29.77 

29.98 

30.18 

20.37 

30.59 

30.80 

30.98 

31.20 

31.40 

31.61 

31.83 

32.04 

32.35 

9,928.46 

9,899.07 

9,869.49 

9,839.72 

9,809.74 

9,779.56 

9,749.19 

9,718.60 

9,687.80 

9,656.82 

9,625.62 

9,594.22 

9,562.61 

9,530.78 

9,498.74 

9,466.49 

FILED 

I9730CTIO PM 2:22 
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BOOK 199 P«E649 
Date Amount 

Paid 
Applied to 
Interest 

Applied to 
Principal 

Remaining 
Principal Balance 

6/13/72 

9/1/72 

10/25/72 

12/21/72 

2/8/73 

5/15/73 

6/5/73 

$191.14 

95.57 

95.57 

191.14 

95.57 

191.14 

95.57 

$126.22 

95.57 

125.36 

95.57 

91.75 

191.14 

95.57 

$4,007.83 

$64.92 

-0- 

35.99 

-0- 

3.82 

-0- 

-0- 

$638.24 

$9,401.57 

9,401.57 

9,365.58 

9,365.58 

9,361.76 

9,361.76 

9,361.76 

Plus: 

Accumulated Interest (8%) through 10/10/73 

TOTAL AMOUNT OF INDEBTEDNESS 

243.36 

$9,605.12 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
ss : 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 

^ I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _/ ' day of October, 1973, 
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and f0*^; state 
and count^ aforesaid, personally appeared RONALD A. BARADEL, 
substituted trustee, and he made oath m due form of law that 
the deed of trust dated October 9, 1970 from Clifton Johnson, 
jr. and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, to ?!»«/. Blanchard and 
William R. Sackville, Trustees is now in default, and that the 
above amount represents the true and just amount owed. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

*itAA*C~ 
Ronald A. Baradel 
Substituted Trustee 

Notary Public 

iTM, 

My Commission Expires: / -1-7/ 

-2- 
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& Fidelity and Deposit company 
HOME OFFICE OF MARYLAND       BALTIMORE, MD. 21203 

* 

m*   16^236 BOOK 199 P,CE650   ^^'^^^r^ 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: /J U 

RONALD   A.    BAKADEL,   SUBSTITUTED   TRUSTEE 
That we,  

 as Principal, 

and the FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, a body corporate, duly incorporated under the laws 

of the State of Maryland, as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the full and 
.¥B f TEN   THOUSAND $10,000.00   
just sum 01  
 Dollars, 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made, and done, we 

bind ourselves and each of us, our and each of our Heirs, Executors, Administrators, Successors or Assigns 

jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this ?th day of PCT0»ER  

in the year of our Lord NL^ TEE N. SEV ENT Y...THREE.. 

RONALD   A.    BARADEL,   SUBSTITUTED   TRUSTEE 
Whereas, the above bounden  

 DEED   OF   TRUST  
,.      v^v-   r        CLIFTON  JOHNSON,   JR.   AND by virtue of the power contained in a ftUkttgdfee from        ~.„... r. *  

MARY   J.    J OH NS0 N  

ELMER F. BLANCHARD AND WILLIAM R. SACKVILLE, TRUSTEES  
to 

yth                                    .        t    OCTOBER               1970 and recorded bearing date the day of and recorded 

among the mortgage records of. 
2368 657 and. in Liber No....".r.:..T. Folio 

RONALD A. BARADEL HAVing been named as substituted trustee oy ttt-eg- »1 

appointment dated Sept. 14. 1973 and recorded among land records of 
A-n-ne-ATtrndel- Co. iift liber ±6-22 r<mo 567  
is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 

of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

THE CONDITION OF THE  ABOVE OBLIGATION   IS SUCH,  That  if  the above bounden 
RONALD   A.    BARADEL,   SUBSTITUTED   TRUSTEE 

 -  HTM 
do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in  

under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by any 

Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof then the above 

obligation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

RONALD   A.   UARHDEL,   SUBSTITUTED   TRUSTEE 
In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden  

has hereto set HIS ...hand and seal and the said body corporate has caused these presents to be 

duly signed by its Attorney-in-Fact, the day and year first herein above written. 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the presence of: 

 - ^a^iMim i•»•••• .-»»./. R0Mtr''KV  ITAKAUEL,' SUBSTITUT (sT^ US TEE 

.(SEAL) 

Witness: FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND 

^/^ & &~*i~*~        By....^....^...A^^.^^-- 
Asia Surely 

Dcfct* 1 \ mm^^t^f1^ 
Yi'.i ittrti 

Cary $,   Meredith 

FILED 
1973 OCT 10 PH 2:22 

Attorney-%n 
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HARTMANAND^^ 
160 South Strei 

AmapoUi, Md. 2140 i 

Substitute 
Trustee's 

Sale 
OF VALUABLE, IMPROVED 

FEE SIMPLE PROPERTY 
LOTS 26 & 29, BLOCK B, CARR'S 
MANOR, ANNE ARUNDEL 
COUNTY, MARYLAND 

Under and by virtue of the 
power of sale contained in a 
certain deed of trust from Clifton 
Johnson,  Jr.   and   Mary   J. 
Johnson, his wife, to Elmer F. 
Blanchard and William R. Sack- 
ville, Trustees, dated October 9, 
1970, and recorded among the 
Land Records of Anne Arundel 
County, Md. in Liber 2368, folio 
667,   the   holder   of   the   in- 
debtedness secured by this deed 
of trust having appointed Ronald 
A. Baradel substituted trustee, 
by deed of appointment dated 
September 14,1973 and recorded 
that  date  among  the  Land 
Records of Ame Arundel County 
in Liber 2622, folio 567, default 
laving occurred thereunder, and 
at the request of the parties 
secured thereby, the undersigned 
substituted trustee will offer for 
sale at public auction at the front 
door of the Court House, Church 
Circle, Annapolis, Maryland on 

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 30,1973 
AT 11:00 O'CLOCK A.M. 

ALL      THAT      PROPERTY 
LOCATED   IN   THE   SECOND 
ELECTION  DISTRICT,  ANNE 
ARUNDEL     COUNTY, 
MARYLAND AND DESCRIBED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

Lots numbered Twenty-Six (26) 
and Twenty-Nine (29) in Block 
lettered "B" in the subdivision 
known as Carr's Manor as per 

No. plat recorded in Plat Book 22 at 
Plat 5, among the Plat Records of 
Anne Arundel County, Maryland, 
beii« the same property con- 
veyed fay George Cooper and 
Clayton E. Cooper, his wife, to 
Clifton Johnson, Jr. and Mary J. 
Johnson, Ms wife, by deed dated 
October 9. 1970 and recorded 
MMBI thi Land Records of Anne 
AnnM Coinky at Utar «* 
foUoM. 

Tht pwrty at indlcato* «• 
tte above nwittomd plat ii a 
oorMrktimMuriafl«'ilS7-S' 
more or less, and ttiB tm- 
provements consist of a detached 
frame one-story dwelling con- 

' tairiig 2 bedrooms, 1 bath, living 
room, dinette and kitchen. 

The property will be sold 
subject to conditions, restrictions 
and agreements affecting the 
same, if any. 

OFF.    -. OF 

3J Ot-fej 4f 
'Zt,  (rUO 

Evening Capital 
BOOK    199 PAGE651 ^UUUAU Published  by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

HOLDER OF CONTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTIS1NO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Md.. jC^J^^U-.)^ 19^^ 

We hereby certify, that the annexed . 

^^^fed^^^r, wLfctrgJ//*  
 dflJUz I_^k4_-_^.^^^. j&Lcc^i^- 
..^'ClAil^MjL^i  

was published in 

Eycning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for ^L  

successive weeks before the      Jifi      — 

day ..f CLaM^t,,  l9 tA. 

The iniertions being made IIH>   ^MK ..//.?.. ...X.*?.?. ,... 

 ^.<^7.,ij/.S!.&dk.L.  iQ ZA. 

THE CAPITAL-O^ZETTE PRESS,  INC. 

TERMSOFSALE: , 
A deposit of $1,000 payable in 

cash or by certified check will be 
required from the purchaser or 
purchasers at the time and place 
of sale. Balance of the unpaid 
purchase price to be paid in cash 
or fay certified check upon final 
ratification of the sale by the 
Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 
County. Interest to be paid on 
unpaid purchase price from date 
of sale to date of settlement. 
Taxes, assessments and other 
charges to be adjusted to the day 
of sale. Costs of all documentary 
stamp and transfer taxes, if any, 
to be paid by purchaser or pur- 
chasers. Upon default by the 
purchaser or purchasers the 
property shall be resold at the 
risk and expense of said pur- 
chaser or purchasers. 

RONALD A BARADEL 
Substituted Trustee 

ROBERT H. CAMPBELL 
121 Prince George Street 
Annapolis, Md. 21401 
Auctioneer 

0-26 



RONALD  A.    BARADEL BOOK     199  PAGE652 

Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,666 

Trustors 

REPORT OF SALE 

The report of Ronald A. Baradel, Substituted Trustee, 

filed in these proceedings, respectfully shows: 

That after giving bond with security for the faithful 

performance of his trust, and having complied with all other 

pre-requisites as required by law, the rules of this Court and 

the provisions of the deed of trust filed in these proceedings, and 

having given notice of the time, place, manner and terms of sale 

by advertisement in the Evening Capital, a newspaper published in 

Anne Arundel County, Maryland, for three successive weeks, on 

October 12, 19, and 26, 197 3, the first such advertisement being 

not less than fifteen (15) days prior to sale, and the last such 

publication not more than one week, he did, pursuant to said notice 

attend the sale on October 30, 1973 at 11:00 a.m. and did then 

and there proceed to sell and did sell at public auction the 

property described in said mortgage at and for the sum of 

SEVEN THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED DOLLARS ($7,600.00). 

And that, at said sale, there were thirteen bids, as 

follows:  $5,000; $5,100, $5,500; $6,000, $6,500; $6,600, $7,000; 

$7,100? $7,200; $7,300; $7,400; $7,500; and $7,600, being the 

highest bid. 

I 

I 
Ronald A. Baradei 
Substituted Trustee 

i" IL  

IS73M0V-I BMI0SO3 

iHfekt 
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PI 



•   • 

tIDKfci 

BOOK   109 PAGE 653 
STATE OF MARYLAND      ) 

) 
COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 

ss: 

^ I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2*      day of October, 1973, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the state 

and county aforesaid, personally appeared Ronald A. Baradel, 

Substituted Trustee, and made oath to the facts of the foregoing 

report and made oath that sale was fairly made without 

discouraging any bidding thereat. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

Notary Public ~" 

My Commission expires:  / '  / / 

-2- 
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BOOK 199 PAK654 
RONALD A. BARADEL 

Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

Trustors 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,666 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, I sold this 3vtl  day of October, the 

real estate advertised in these proceedings to and unto 

 — • ^JO/ 

at and for the  sum of   StW    rrtoOS^D     Sl<    KOMP^J?  ^     /*> 

Dollars, that being the highest-bid therefor. 

Robert H. Campbell/ Auctioneer 

STATE OF MARYLAND r 
ss 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ^O^i  day of October, 1973, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the state 

and county aforesaid, personally appeared Robert H. Campbell, 

Auctioneer, and he made oath in due form of law that he in no 

manner discouraged or interfered with the free bidding at this 

sale. 

AS WITNESS  my hand and Notarial  Seal. 

Notary Public 

My Commission Expires :      7'/^/ 

FILL:. 
I973IIOV-1  R!U0:O3 

MM 
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BOOK   189 PAGC655 
STATE OF MARYLAND      ) 

) 
COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL ) 

ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I purchased the foregoing property 

this 30th day of October, 197 3, at public auction, at and for the 

sum of SEVEN THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED and NO/100 DOLLARS ($7,600.00) 

as President of, and agent at the sale for SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL 

CORPORATION as Principal, and that I in no manner discouraged or 

interfered with the free bidding at this sale. 

SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 

By .^ 
C. Maurice Weidem'eyer, Presi/Qent 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 30th day of October, 1973, 

before me, a Notary Public in and for the state and county 

aforesaid, and the subscriber hereto, personally appeared C. MAURIC 

WEIDEMEYER, and he made oath in due form of law that the contents 

of the foregoing certification are true and correct and that he 

was authorized by the said corporation, SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL 

CORPORATION, to act on its behalf. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

My Commission Expires: ?'/- 7/ 
Notary Public 

IHJH0M WIUM 

:.; 
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Hartman and Grain, Attorneys 
C. Edward Hartman 
160 South St. 
Annapolis, Maryland 

FOR EVENING CAPITAL 
Wov. 8th Edition 

BOOK 199 PA&C656 

ORDER NISI 
RONALD A.   BARADEL  

Substituted Trustee 

versus 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, - J-R, T  A-ND • 

.WARY J.  JOHNSON., .h-i-&-wi-fe  

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

No 2.1»666_ Equity 

Ordered, this 1st _...._ day of NoveinheX- , 19 73, That the sale of the 

property in these proceedings mentioned _  

made and reported by   -Ronald-.A^.Baradel-,- Substituted Trustee -  

RE RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless cause to the contrary thereof be shown on or before the lO.th.... 
day of        Deceniber  next; Provided, a copy of this Order be inserted in some newspaper 

published in Anne Arundel County, once in each of three successive weeks before the ...LQ.til  
day of ...  December    next 

The report states that the amount of sale was $ .7.r600*-00- 

L 
True Copy, 

(Final Order) 
RONALD. A., BARADEL 

ff\iJxJi*iA^L4^(J  Clerk. 

TEST! IV •KJWiSiJ^L*   fWUWAyini^L* clerk. 

Substituted Trustee. 

versus 

CLIFTON  JOHNSON,   JR.,   AND 

MARY J, JOHNSON,  his wife 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, This 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

? 
.. day of ^ 

Term, 19 

 , 19 
that the sale made and reported by the oU.P.*.~—^. ?.®. aforesaid, be and the same is hereby finally Ratified and 

Confirmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, although due notice appears to have been given as re- 

quired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause; and the Sub-.T.rLi*^*allowed the usual commissions and such 

proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Auditor. 

J 
EQ-15 

I973DECII  RHih II 



RONALD A. BARADEL 

Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife 

Trustors 

BOOK   199 PACC657 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,666 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND, COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL, to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 7th day of November, 1973, 

personally appeared Ronald A. Baradel, Substituted Trustee, and 

made oath in due form of law as follows: 

1. That on or about October 12, 1973 he forwarded a 

letter setting forth the time, date and terms of foreclosure sale 

to Mr. and Mrs. Clifton Johnson, Jr., as shown by the enclosed 

letter dated October 12, 1973 and copy of advertisement attached 

hereto as Exhibit A. 

2. That the letter and enclosure were sent certified 

mail, return receipt requested as indicated by receipt #444007 

attached hereto as Exhibit B. 

3. That this letter was returned by the U. S. Postal 

Service "unclaimed" on or about November 5, 197 3 as indicated by 

the original envelope attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

4. That Clifton Johnson, Jr., in fact had actual notice 

of the time, date and terms of sale and attended the foreclosure 

sale held on October 30, 1973. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 

U 
Ronald A. baradel 
Substituted Trustee 

'" rn 1 
ry Public \ 

II 

Notary Public i 

My Commission Expires: >)( \U | I-{74 

FILL. 

1973H0V12 An 10; 23 

-' u*. 



EXHIBIT  A 

9TANL1V I   HAATMAH 
C   EDWARD  HARTMAN.ff 
CHARLES C HARTMAN.JR. 
•1NNETT GRAIN, JR. 

RONALD «. COUNCIL 
RONALD A.BARADEL 
STANARD T. K.UNEFELTER 
WAYNE T. KOSMERL 

IIART>LALX Aim CRAIX 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ieO SOUTH STREET 

P. O. BOX 1989 

AjnrAPOLifi, MARY LA 
21401 

jpK 199 ntt65 0 
AREA CODE  SOI 

ae7-8iee (ANNAPOLIS) 

a«9-OSSS   (BALTIMORE) 
S91-334? (WASHINGTON) 

October 12,   1973 

Mr. and Mrs. Clifton Johnson, Jr. 
5816 Eastern Avenue, N.E. 
Washington, D.C.  20011 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Johnson: 

Re: Cooper v. Johnson 
Our File 5906-A 

Enclosed is a copy of an advertisement being published in 
the Evening Capital, Annapolis, Maryland on October 12, 
1973, October 19, 1973, and October 26, 1973. 

As you can see from the terms of the advertisement, the 
foreclosure sale will be conducted at 11:00 a.m. on October 
30, 1973 at the front door of the Courthouse, Church Circle, 
Annapolis, Maryland. The terms of the sale are as follows: 

A deposit of $1,000 payable in cash or by certified 
check will be required from the purchaser or purchasers at 
the time and place of sale.  Balance of the unpaid purchase 
price to be paid in cash or by certified check upon final 
ratification of the sale by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 
County.  Interest to be paid on the unpaid purchase price 
from date of sale to date of settlement.  Taxes, assessments 
and other charges to be adjusted to the day of sale. Costs 
of all documentary stamps and transfer taxes, if any, to be 
paid by purchaser or purchasers.  Upon default by the 
purchaser or purchasers the property shall be resold at the 
risk and expense of said purchaser or purchasers. 

Very tfruly yours. 

Ronald A. Baradel 

RAB:krl 

CERTIFIED MAIL, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
CERTIFIED #444007 

r 

1 
Is 

U 



HA*2iWANDciuw 
MBSoott street 

Substitute 
Trustee's 

BOOK 199 PAGE 659 

**"*>", hi5 wife   •„ r, r>    J- 

•«flate among  the   Land 
"^^AnneAnindelCouru 
« ijner 2622. folio 567   drfanl* 

'Mum.^1,     COUNTY 

"•ta, among the Plat Recorrik «r 
^^d County. ?M 

fcSfacoumy at L
^ »? 

the above mentioned plat is a 
corner lot measuring 100' x 137.5' 
more or less, and the im- 
provements consist of a detached 
frame one-story dwelling con- 
taining 2 bedrooms. 1 bath, living 
room, dinette and kitchen. 

The property will be sold 
subject to conditions, restrictions 
and agreements affecting the 
same, if any. 

TERMS OF SALE: 
A deposit of $1,000 payable in 

cash or by certified check will be 
required from the purchaser or 
purchasers at the time and place 
of sale. Balance of the unpaid 
purchase price to be paid in cash 
or by certified check upon final 
ratification of the sale by the 
Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 
County. Interest to be paid on 
unpaid purchase price from date 
of sale to date of settlement. 
Taxes, assessments and other 
charges to be adjusted to the day 
cf sale. Costs of all documentary 
stamps and transfer taxes, if any, 
'•0 be paid by purchaser or pur- 
±asers. Upon default by the 
purchaser or purchasers the 
property shall be resold at the 
ask and expense of said pur- 
chaser or purchasers. 

RONALD A BARADEL 
Substituted Trustee 

ROBERT H. CAMPBELL 
121 Prince George Street 
Annapolis, Md. 21401 
Auctioneer 

0-2S 

flfr 

iO- 



EXHIBIT   B 

\$mkt 

I 
*.< 

BOOK 1S3 .E 660 

RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL—30(  (plus postage) 

CD 
CD 

o 

SENT TO 

Mr.   &  Mrs.   Clifton Johnson,   .: 
STREET AND NO. 

5816  Eastern Av«n.tiar N.B.  
P 0 , STATE AND ZIP CODE 

Washinaton.   D.C.     20011 

POSTMARK 
!,_      OR DATE 
1 JT . 

10/12/73 
RETURN       W      '    Shows ta whom and date delivered               Ibe 
QcrriPT      ^k                w',h <le|lve,y to addressee only              6Stf 

V   2.   Shows to whom, date and where delivered     35c 
SERVICES    W                    With delivery to addressee only     Sit 
DELIVER   TO   ADDRESSEE  ONLY                                                                50* 
SPECIAL  DELIVERY (oxtra (,„ r^v.rtd) 

PS Fo 
Apr.  1971 3800 NO  INSURANCE  COVERAGE  PROVIDED- 

NOT  FOR  INTERNATIONAL MAIL 
Se»   other  lidt) 

GPO : 1972  O - 460-743 
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Order 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COUI 
FOR 

ANNEARUNDELl 

•BOOK 199iA«662 omCE^ 
Evening Capital 

Published by 

F DTHEUAP^AL.QAZEXTE PRESS, INC. 
HOLDER  (»  CONTRACT  FOR  ANNE  ARUNDEL COUNTY  ADVEWTIBINO 

""^JS^^c^r^tflGATMF PUBLICATION 
Annapolis. Md.. V^•iujJ__j3J__, igfj 

 icuujJt^J&LjijZJr'tu&jL- 

Substituted Trustee I R)RWM<tAR 
versus \. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., AND 
MARVJ. JOHNSON.'his ^ 

Novmter;i95S.,SThitStthedSe a! We hereby ""^y' that the anneXed 

the property in these proceedines Aid,*,    7?, 
^ntioned made and rewrtedhv  (skUUdJ-./CCtLLt  
Ronald A  Baradel, Substituted 

December  next;   Provkted 
copy of this Order be inaerted in 
spme newspaper published in 
Anne Arundel County, once in 
each of three successive weeks 
before the 10th day of December 
next. 

The  report  states   that   the 
amount of sale was $7,600 00 

W.GARRETTLARRIMORE 
Clerk. 

TEST-1 
W.GARRETTLARRIMORE 

True Copy, 
N-22I 

was published in 

Eycning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County. Maryland, once a week for -~~j  

successive weeks before the 1-  

(iav 0f ^kM.??..^*/..  19 22 

I he insertioni liniig made the   •«• yf-^- .- « »— 

...^^..^.../^^^.^rl^^.  W 3~i 

FILL: 
No. E. C. 

W3m28 AM 9.-36 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

Bv j£bu_^^^^^^/^ 



tn the Case of                             BOOK    ! 99 ^^663   \ 
R?n?M.Av .Baradel > Su  I 'n t'ie 

1'IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIZ Circuit Court 
vs. / 

Mary J. Johnson, his wife I    A *../-. 1   Anne Arundel County 
 / No.     21 ,666 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court i 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #593. 

c-> 

CD 

-tJ 
•X. 
ro • • 

r 
n i 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
December 18, 1973 

H. Hopkins, IV Auditor. 

ORDER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this iS*d. day of ^^^^^i , 19 7/, that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby ftyftlly ratified aiyrconfirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 
been or may be received. 

n 3$ ^CVU Tf'sW'tClTLSlX- 

EQ-23 
197URU-3 Mil: 31 



BOOK 199 r [664 
Ronald A. Baradel. Substitute Trustee   vs   Clifton Johnson, Jr., and Mary J. Johnson, 

Dr. his wife 

inAcct.with   Ronald A. Baradel, Substitute Trustee 
Cr. 

1973. October 30, 

Proceeds of Sale 

Interest on deferred payment of $6.600.00 

from 10/30/73 to 12/13/73 

7.600 00 

****** 

To Trustee for Counsel fee 

To Trustee for Commissions, viz: 

*   *   *   * 

To Trustee for Court Costs, vizi 

Plaintiff's Solicitors Appearance fee 

W.G. Larrimore. Clerk. - Clerk's Costs 

Auditor - stating this Account 

To Trustee for Expenses, viz; 

Capital-Gazette Press - Advertising Sale 

"  "      - Order Nisi. Sale 

Robert H. Campbell  - Auctioneer's fee 

Fidelity & Deposit Co., Bond Premium 

Recording Cost - Deed of Assignment 

County & State Taxes - 7/1/73 to lQ/3Qy73_ 

Miscellaneous Notary &XerjMfiedjiall 

To George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper 

this balance on account oi 
filed. 

Claim 

Amount of Deed of Trust Claim filed 

Interest on principal halanrp nf i9.361.76 

from 10/11/73 to 1/3/74 - 84 davs_@-ai 

Credit Amount Allowed above 

150 

J80 

7,647 

*   * 

M 

oa 

jn m 
JM 

60 

DO 

oo 

^7 M 

25 

231 

4Q 

QQ 

m 

8 

4& 

oa 
m 
m 
DO 

6.482 82 

9,605 

172 

9J_77 

6,482 

12 

2L 

38 

82 

Balance Subject to Decree in Personam 3,294.56 

3Q 

3m QQ 

7.647 30 

178 00 

j45fi AE 

6.482 SZ 

7.647 30 



BOOK 
RONALD A. BARADEL, 
Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife, 
Trustors 

199 mi 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY No. 21,666 

MOTION FOR DECREE 
IN PERSONAM 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The motion of Ronald A. Baradel, Substituted Trustee, in 

the above entitled cause, respectfully shows: 

1. That there still remains due and unsatisfied in these 

proceedings the sum of $3,294.56 as found and determined by the 

Auditor's Account herein, which account was finally ratified by 

this Court on December 11, 1973. 

2. A copy of the Auditor's Report is attached hereto and 

incorporated herein as Exhibit A. 

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays and moves for a decree 

in personam for the sum of $3,294.56 against Clifton Johnson, Jr. 

and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, upon due notice being given by 

summons or otherwise as the Court may direct to the said Clifton 

Johnson, Jr. and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, who reside at 

5816 Eastern Avenue, N.E., Washington, D.C.  20011. 

HARTMAN AND CRAIN 

By 
Ronald A. Baradel 
P. O. Box 1989, 160 South Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 
Telephone:  2 67-8166 

imirl  12 LS 

wm* 



^  Ronald A. Btradel, Sub^ptuto Trustee   vs   Clifton oohn^l. Jr., and >?ary J. Johnson, 
his wife • 

BOOK   199 f AGE 666 

inAca.wuh   Ronald A. Baradel, Substitute Trustee 

Cr. 

1973. October 30. 
— 

Proceeds of Sale 7,eao 00 

Interest on deferred pavront of te.GOO.O? 

from 10/30/73 to 12/13/71 47 30 7.C47 30 

7.6^7 30 
i 

#   •   *   # * •   * 

To Trustee for Counsel fee 150 00 

To Tr^tee for Cownlsslons, viz: 330 00 530 00 

— 

To Trustee for Court Costs, viz: 

Plaintiffs Solicitors Appearance fee 10 00 

U.G. Larrlirore, Cleric, - Clerk's Costs 100 no 

Auditor - stating tils Account 60 00 170 G^ 

To Trustee for Expenses, viz: 

Capital-Gazette Press - Advertising Sale 97 RS 

•     - Order Mlsl, Sale 25 00 

Robert H. Campbell - Auctioneer's fee 237 00 

Fidelity & Deposit Co., Bond Premium 40 00 

Recording Cost - Deed of Assignment 8 00 

County i State Taxes - 7/1/71 to 10/30/73 45 60 

Miscellaneous :«otary & Certified rail 3 00 456 45 

To George Cooper and Clayton E. Cooper 
^ 

;,    \lU       |-8- •?v 
filed, 

this balance on account of Deed of Trust Claim 6.402 02 6.40? 0? VloS^ 
' 

7/17 r 

Anotlrfl of ::od of Trust Claire flld 9,005 1? 

Interest on principal Lalonca of |9t3$U76 

from 10/11/73 to 1/3/74 - M days « W ur 26 
- 

0,777 38 

CrviH Amount Allowed above 6.482 0.2 

Balance Suuject to C-ecree In PerfongM 

• 

3,254 .55 
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RONALD A. BARADEL, 
Substituted Trustee 

v. 

BOOK    199 itiibbl 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife, 
Trustors 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,666 

ORDER OF COURT 

The foregoing, motion/^having been read and considered, it 

is this 7.0   day  of F^rua^yT 1974, by the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County, sitting in Equity 

ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court be and he is hereby 

directed to issue a writ of subpoena directed to Clifton Johnson, 

Jr. and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, commanding them to be and 

appear in this Court on this first Monday of    S^±^l—Si ' 

1974, to answer the foregoing motion and show cause, if any they 

may have, within fifteen (15) days from the Return Day of said 

writ, why a decree should not be entered as prayed. 

\imk* 

m\ 
i 

4-- 



mmi 

r.' • 

RONALD A. BARADEL, 
Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife, 
Trustors 

ROOK    199 !VGE668 IN  THE  CIRCUIT   COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY No. 21,666 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

STATE OF MARYLAND 

COUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL 
ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 13th day of June, 197 4, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public in and for the state 

and county aforesaid, personally appeared Ronald A. Baradel, 

Substituted Trustee, and he made oath in due form of law as 

follows: 
1.  That on May 1, 1974 he mailed by certified mail, 

return receipt requested, delivery restricted to addressee, as 

evidenced by Receipt for Certified Mail numbers 444153 and 444154 

attached hereto and incorporated herein, copies of Equity Subpoena 

in these proceedings dated April 30, 1974, Motion for Decree in 

Personam, and Order of Court dated April 26, 1974 instructing 

the said Clifton Johnson, Jr., and Mary J. Johnson, his wife to 

show cause, if any they have, before June 3, 197 3, why a decree 

should not be entered as prayed. 

2.  That on May 4, 197 4 said Equity Subpoenas and 

attachments were served upon trustors, as evidenced by signed 

receipts attached hereto and incorporated herein. 

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal., 

U . . ., /   .- - /. ^  
Karen R. LehWald, Notary Public 

MOTION FOR DECREE IN PERSONAM 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The motion of Ronald A. Baradel, Substituted Trustee, in 

the above entitled cause, respectfully shows: 

1.  That there still remains due and unsatisfied in these 

proceedings the sum of $3,294.56 as found and determined by the 

Auditor's Account herein, which account was finally ratified by 

this Court on December 11, 1973. 



m 199»e669 
2. That an order to show cause why such an order should 

not be entered was served upon Trustors on May 4, 1974, as 

evidenced by the affidavit and receipts previously incorporated 

herein. 
3. That Trustors have shown no cause why such an order 

should not be granted. 
WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays and moves for a decree 

in personam for the sum of $3,294.56 against Clifton Johnson, Jr 

and Mary J. Johnson, his wife. 

h^<4. WOAAJ^L-^- 
Ronald A. Baradel 
Substituted Trustee 
P. 0. Box 1989, 160 South St. 
Annapolis, Md.  21404 
Telephone:  267-8166 

Copy of the foregoing affidavit, attachments, and motion 
mailed this 13th day of June, 1974, to Clifton Johnson, Jr. and 
Mary J. Johnson, his wife, 5816 Eastern^Avenue, N.E., Washington, 
D.C.  20011. 

m&k 

Ronald A. Baradel 

II -2- 



BOOK 99    870 

LO 

o 

RECEIPT FOR CERTIFIED MAIL-30r (plus postage) 
SENT TO 

Ml 
STREET AND 

^^     /^^ . 
POj STATE AND ZIP CODt >) 

OB^ToNAL   SERVICES   FOR  ADDITIONAL   FEES 

• 
RETURN 

RECEIPT 

SERVICES 

DELIVER   TO  ADDRESSfF   ONI Y 
SPECIAL   DEUVtRY  (extfQ ,^.. 

Shows to whom and date delivered 
With delivery to addressee only 

2.   Shows to whom, date and where delivered 
With delivery to addressee only 

ISC 
65? 
35c 
85C 
50c 

POSTMARK 
OR DATE 

^ .'•W 

PS  Form 
Apr. ion   3800 NO  INSURANCE  COVERAGE  PROVIOED- 

NOT  FOR  INTERNATIONAL  MAIL 
iSet ofhtr  side/ 

GPO: 1972  O - 460-743 

RECEIPT FOR CE-nTiFiED MAIL—30.  (plus postage) 

LO 

o 

POSTMARK 
OR DATE 

/   7 9f 
RETURN 
RECEIPT 
SERVICES 

DELIVER   TO 

AL SERVICES  FOR  ADDITIONAL  FEES 

Shows to whom and date delivered 15C 
With delivery to addressee only 65c 

Shows to whom, date and where delivered 35c 
With delivery to ai^dressee only 85c 

ADDRESSEE   ONLY 
• 

50C 

SPECIAL DELIVERY (extra foe required)! 

PS Form 

Apr.  1971 
3800 

NO  INSURANCE  CiVERAGE  PROVIOED- 
NOT  FOR  INTERNATIONAL MAIL 

I See ofhi 

GPO    1972  O - 

ir  side; 

460-743 

PLEASE FUkWsH StHVICMS)  INU^^BS^CKETBLOCKCS). 

Show to ^^rti^ddteand adctes^1" D where deliverai. 

Deliver ONLY 
.ee 

~~ V.:. RECEIPT   • ' 
Received the numbered article described below.  

SIGNATURt'oFNAMToFTDORtSSEE vM*.; • JlM "•'. 

SIGNATURE OF ADDRESSEE'S AGENT, IF ANY 

WHERE DtLIVEREO (^f/ if rtqiustid)      I 

\ «M-1«-7I»4>-U   S4T-IN      •*• 

RECEIPT it j fc , 
Received the numbered articte described below. 

SIGNATURE OR NAME OF ADDRESSEE (Mut slwtjt H fiM in) 

i • 
REGISTERED NO. 

CERTIFIED NO.      . . 

INSURED Rft      J&^ \*\ 

SAT^W^CD^      TT^ SHOW mm. 

SIGNATURE OF ADDRESSEE'S AGENT. IF AHT 

HlREOEUVElfEDC.^'/^"^ J^ 

&>0&\ -•' 
«»»-W-7»M»-»»   »«»-»••      •*• 
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BOO 
RONALD A. BARADEL 
Substituted Trustee 

v. 

CLIFTON JOHNSON, JR., and 
MARY J. JOHNSON, his wife, 
Trustors 

, i8b 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO. 21,666 

ORDER OF COURT 

Upon the foregoing petition and affidavit, and it having 

been shown that no cause exists why a decree in perspnam should 

not be granted in these proceedings, it is this / *  day of 

^ wvc   / 1974, by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 

County sitting in Equity 
ORDERED that a decree in personam in the amount of 

$3,294.56, being the amount remaining due and unsatisfied in 

these proceedings, be and hereby is granted against Clifton 

Johnson, Jr. and Mary J. Johnson, his wife, Trustors. 

, . vv. 

& 
e le^K-C^- yv^V^ 

J! U D G E 
CHAMBERS JUDGE 

iNUuXhU 11^ JUJJfci&UfaUX lfiiu£tt 

I97k< : i7 
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BOOK    l99fA(!E672 
PAPERS  TO  BE  FILED 

# 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10^ 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

August 3, 1971 Petition for Letters of Guardianship. 

October 12, 1971—  Petition to Withdraw Funds and Report of 
Assets. 

December 7, 1971 Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

June 15, 1972  

October 25, 1972 

November 9, 1972 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

Accounting and Petition to Create Separate 

Guardianship Accounts. 

April 16, 1973 Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

April 16, 1973 Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

April 16, 1973 Petition to withdraw Funds. 

April 16, 1973 Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

April 16, 1973 Petition to Withdraw Funds. 

May 31, 1973 Petition to Appoint Substitute Guardian. 

June 26, 1973 Order of Court Authorizing Maryland National 

Bank to substitute Guardian. 

June 26, 1973 Petition and Order for Counsel Fee. 

July 10, 1973 Petition to withdraw Funds. 

September 6, 1973 Petition to withdraw Funds. 

October 4, 1973 Petition to Terminate Guardianship as to 
Marvin E. Wood, Jr.,And to Substitute 

Guardian. 

October 9, 1973 Petition for Allowance of Attorneys* Fee. 

October 9, 1973 Order to Withdraw Funds for Payment of Feej. 

October 10, 1973- 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

Answer of Jane Hays, Guardian, to Petition 

to Terminate Guardianship, etc. 

Notice of Hearing. October 16, 1973— 

October 18, 1973 Answer. 

October 19, 1973 Answer. 

November 8, 1973 Petition for Transfer to Circuit Court. 

October 15, 1973 Petition of Jane Hays, Guardian, to Ter- 
minate Guardianship and Accounting (Not 

passed by Court). 

F1U 
I973I10V13 Pli ^01 
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No. , SEPTEMBER TERM, 19.7.3. 

(LBAVB BLANK) 

TRANSCRIPT OF RECORD 
FROM THE 

ORPHANSr COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Allene L. Moreland, C. J. 
Hazel I. Moreland  A.J. 

Judge: ?^9.f.® ..^..Stlegler A.J. 

IN THE CASE OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

lfAJ9Lm.iU..NQPJ9L«..j^ 

NAVONNE WOOD.MINORS (GUARDIANSHIP ESTATE NO. 969) 

Appellant 

VS. 

.^ANE  HAYS f.JMJ&TlTUVE  GUARDIAN 

TO THE 
CIRCUIT COURT 

Appellee 

Malcolm B. Smith, Esquire 

190 Duke of Gloucester Street 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

J*i?A^...^..H.4AA.^.,^.f...?'?.9Hi?.e 

Maryland Inn 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Filed. 
(LEAVE BLANK) 

FOR APPELLANT 

FOR APPELLEE 

I9F3H0VI3   PH /}:0 
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STATE OF MARYLAND 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

I, George M. Nutwell, Register of Wills, and by law, Keeper of 

the Seal and of the Records, of the original papers of the Orphans1 

Court for Anne Arundel County, do hereby certify that the afore- 

going are a true and full copy of the copy of Petition for Letters 

of Guardianship, Petitions to Withdraw Funds, Accounting and Peti- 

tion to Create Separate Guardianship Accounts, Petition to Appoint 

Substitute Guardian, Order of Authorization for substitute Guardiar, 

Petition and Order for Counsel Fee, Petition to Terminate Guardian- 

ship as to Marvin E. Wood, Jr., and to Substitute Guardian, Petition 

for Allowance of Attorneys' Fee, Answer, Notice of Hearing, Answers, 

and Petition to Transfer to Circuit Court. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto subscribe 

my name and affix the seal of said Court thd 

12th day of November, in the year of Our 

Lord, nineteen hundred and seventy-three. 

George W. Nutwell, 

Register of Wills for 

Anne Arundel County. 

FiLEI 
I973H0VI3 PHMOI 
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Inspected and approved this /g?  day of November, 1973 

W<^(-s/(^ 
Malcolm B. Smith, Esquire 

Noah A. Hillman, Esquire 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. NATALIE WOOD, * 

DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD AND * 

NAVONNE WOOD * 

' ***** 

iftnski 

IN THE ORPH 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  869 GUARDIANSHIP 

^ ^Jin&V1 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MANVLAND 

COLONIAL ».»l»l 

PETITION OF JANE HAYS, GUARDIAN TO TERMINATE HER 
GUARDIANSHIPS AND ACCOUNTING 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Jane Hays, Guardian of the minorjin this proceeding, 

respectfully shows: 

1. That originally this Court appointed Marie J. Cammarata, your 

Petitioner's mother and the grandmother of said minor children, to be their 

guardian. 

2. That Marie J. Cammarata departed this life while serving as guardiarj. 

3. That your Petitioner was then appointed Substitute Guardian under 

the same terms and condtions as the original guardian. She then proceeded with 

the usual and ordinary duties of such a position. 

4. That your Petitioner finds it desirable to withdraw as guardian of 

the said children. The reason is the growth of family dissension, causing 

unnecessary nervous tension, etc. 

5. That when your Petitioner undertook to act as Guardian for the 

said minor children, there was on deposit at Maryland National Bank in the name 

of the former Guardian, certain monies belonging to the minors. There was 

also on deposit at the Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association ccrtan 

monies standing in the name of the former Guardian, which funds belong to the 

children. In addition to the foregoing funds, the former Guardian received, 

for the benefit of the children, certain Veterans Administration and Social 

Security monies which was two sources of the monies in Maryland National Bank 

checking account mentioned. On several occasions, as will appear by the refererjce 

to the file in this case the former Guardian withdrew, by Order of Court, funds 

from the accounts at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association to reimburse 

the checking account. 

FILL.. 
ISHNOV13 n ferni 
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6. That your Petitioner files herewith and praye that it be taken as 

a part hereof, an accounting showing: 

(a) Balance on hand in Maryland National Bank checking account 

at the death of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian. 

(b) Balance in the minors' accounts at Annapolis Federal 

Savings and Loan Association. 

{c)    Deposits in Maryland National Bank checking account from 

Court authorized withdrawals in the savings accounts. 

(d)  Disbursements, itemized, for and on behalf of the minors. 

7. That your Petitioner has not accepted or used any funds, from 

the inception of her Substitute Guardianship, from either Veterans Administrati 

or Social Security Administration. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner prays the Court, after examination and 

approval of her accounting, to discharge her as the Substitute Guardian. 

AND, as in duty bound, etc. 

s&JU   /aT7i 
Jane Hays, Guardian 

HILLMAN ^ HILLMAN 

By /Zs&^t f/ C'- i.'H^ittS 

Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR GUARDIAN 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTONNEVB AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL t.Siai 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this /v   day of October, 1973, before me, the 

subscriber,; a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Jane Hays, Guardian of the minors in this 

guardianship and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set 

forth in the foregoing Petition are true to the best of her knowledge and be- 

lief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

J 2k Vr 
Notary Public 

(•\.l\i 

mm 
Nor •iV 
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The following disbursements were made: 

• >• 

1. 7/11/73 Per Order of Court ($ 1979.09 - $979.09) 

2. 9/10/73 Per Order of Court 

3. 10/2/73 Mortgage Payment (October payment) 

4. 9/14/73 Baltimore Gas § Electric Co. 

5. 10/5/73 C 5 P Telephone Company 

6. C § P . 

7. 9/18/73 Montgomery Ward (in full) 

8. 10/1/73 Blue Cross-Blue Shield 

9. 9/14/73 Newspapers ($ 5.20 § $ 7.80) 

10. 9/10/73 Pool expense 

11. Dr. Riviera 

12. Noah A. Hillman - per Order of Court 

13. To Alice Wood -  for food,  groceries,  etc. 

6/29/73 •      $ 200.00 
7/7 200.00' 
7/30 200.00 
8/17 200.00 
8/31 145.00 
9/14 300.00 

14. To Jane Hays,  reimbursements,  for payments 
personally made: 

9/4/73    Annapolis Federal S § L Assoc.   (Sept.) 

9/5 C § P    Telephone 

18 pr.  socks   (Woodward 5 Lothrop) 

12 pr. undb-pants   (Britts) 

12 pr.  underpants 

4 pr. socks (Britts) 

3 pr. socks    " 

8/20 

8/20 

8/20 

8/31 

8/31 

$ 114.00 / 

15.96 S 

21.06 

7.28 

10.40 

4.68 

3.02 

15. Maryland National Bank - bank charge 

16. 9/10/73 Marvin Wood, Jr. (car repairs) 

17 6/29/73 Marvin Wood 

18. Register of Wills - costs 

1000.00 ^ 

1560.22 

114.00 

101.73 

14.45 

21.65 

196.14 

81.72 

13.00 

60.09 

6.00 

5000.00 

1245.00 

176.40 

2.43 . 

250.00 - 

53.50 V 

$10025.83 

129.50 

$ 9896.33 

fffK&lt 
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ACCOUNTING OF JANE HAYS, GUARDIAN 

This amount in checking account - Maryland National Bank 
at death of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian (Bank Statement 
attached) 

These accounts at Annapolis Federal Savings § Loan 
Association, balance at time of Guardian's death 

1. # 1-00-26362 - Navonne Wood 

2. # 1-00-26363 - Carla Wood 

3. # 1-00-26364 - Denise Wood 

4. # 1-00-26365 - Natalie Wood 

5. # 1-00-26366 - Marvin E. Wood, Jr. 

The following is interest earned on above savings 
accounts through September 1973: 

No. 1 $ 

No. 2 

No. 3 

No. 4 

No. S   

Other receipts: 

Reimbursement for telephoning 

Metropolitan Life Insurance Company 

Marvin Wood, Jr. (Motor Vehicle) 

156.52 

135.63 

156.21 

153.58 

156.31 

/ 

/ 

/ 

/ 

Total Receipts 

Total Disbursements 

Present Balance 

$       1411.07 

$ 12004.19 ^ 

11881.58 ^ 

12004.19 S 

11794.55 • 

11999.11   ' 

758.25 

21.65 

S 

/ 

26.28 * 

53.50 s. 

$    61954.37 

$    61954.37 

9896.53 

$    52058.04 

Ift&fei 
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IN THE MATTER OF THBOK 199 P/GJ^SO IN THE 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE *    FOR 

WOOD, DENISE WOOD. CARLA     *    ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

WOOD AND NAVONNE WOOD        *    NO. 869 GUARDIANSHIP 

******************** 

PETITION FOR TRANSFER TO (!TRCUIT COURT 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marvin E. Wood, Jr., by Malcolm B. Smith, 

his attorney, respectfully shows: 

First: As will be seen by the pleadings filed in these 

proceedings, your Petitioner has requested this Court to terminate 

the guardianship as to him by reason of the fact that he has now 

attained the age of eighteen (18) years, and pursuant to the 

provisions of Chapter 651 of the 1973 Acts of the General Assembly 

of Maryland, he is now an adult, is entitled to have possession 

of his property, and is entitled to act as guardian for his minor 

sisters. 

Second: Further, as will be seen by the pleadings filed 

in these proceedings, certain relatives of your Petitioner, claim- 

ing to be interested parties, are opposing the termination of the 

guardianship as to him. 

Third: There are thus raised certain important statu- 

tory and constitutional issues in these proceedings which more 

properly should be decided by the Circuit Court of Anne Arundel 

County. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner prays that these proceedings 

be transferred to the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County pur- 

LAW opncca 
SMITH a WOHLOEMUTH 

ANNAPOLIS. MO. 

suant to Article 95A. Section 105 (a). 
,.•-/" ' 

> "Malcolm B. Smith *-r 
Attorney for Petitioner, 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. 
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ORDER OF COURT 

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition,   it is, 

//^ 
r/ 

this X'' day of  /- - ' ^v  , 1973, by the Orphan's Court for 

Anne Arundel County Ordered:  that pursuant to the provisions of 

Article 93A, Section 105(a) of the Annotated Code of Maryland, 

these proceedings are transferred to the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County, and the Register of Wills is hereby directed to 

transmit to the Clerk of that Court all of the records in these 

proceedings. 

s ' XV ' < <• X   S/L-L*   /' ,.'./.: 

ft A £x*** ' ?y 

Judges 

LAW eppieia 

SMITH A WOHLOCMUTH 

ANNAPOLIS, MO. 

\or 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

THE ESTATE OF 0 
BOOK    199 FACE 684 IN WiS ORPHANS 

P FOR 
,' lr %^^?n^Ctr^i^^C'4^Kt^4C^'  yt/' ANNE ARUNDEL 

Z-y           J\           /  DaCKASE^--                   / ESTATE NO. 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

TO: 

A hearing will be held on 
u "N 

'•<• (. C m    ••   *t  •' (• the r.5?*    day of '•: r-rs/"•/'• C      ( 19   y 

// in Ro^ 108, Court House, Annapolis, Maryland, on the Estate of 

. I. ':.':./• C. & A.1 df- •*   a.5fe^<- / 

Regarding; i'' 
i)«cea,sed. 

/ • j—j-   -, j      /,r      *r.       „ /-       ^> 

' 

; / i iC L 

u 

r 
V 

Remarks: 

A C / ,f    ,/ M. c 

' 

c 
y     r .    -/ /: 4 st&o ^./.f" 

." L 

'   A ' 

K      / 

' 
.>•   < 

t-C 

77"    ' ' T 

AJ. 

A.J. 

•' 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. NATALIE   * 

WOOD, DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD * 

AND NAVONNE WOOD * 

* *  * *  V 

ANSWER OB JANE HAYS, GUARDIAN TO PETITION TO 
TERMINATE GUARDIANSHIP, ETC. 

FILED 
OCT 10   1975       • 

REGISTER OF WILLS; 
rORm<CARUNDtLCOUNTY,KD: j 
TTN——•— i   I 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 
gSPWJJ 

I 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 869 GUARDIANSHIP 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

Now comes Jane Hays, Guardian of the minors in this proceeding, by 

Hillman and Hillman her Solicitors, and for Answer to the Petition to Terminate 

Guardianship as to Marvin E. Wood, Jr. and to Substitute Guardians, shows: 

1. That she admits the allegations of the First paragraph. 

2. That for Answer to the Second paragraph she shows: 

(a) Marvin E. Wood, Jr. is, as alleged, eighteen years of 

age having become this age on August 23, 1973. 

(b) Under the law of Maryland he is a minor, contrary to 

the allegation that he is not a minor, and comes within the provisions of 

Section 51 of Chapter 651 of the Acts of ihe General Assembly of 1973. 

(c) The said minor cannot, under the law, have his guardian- 

ship terminated and assume control of his own guardianship estate. 

3. That as to the Third paragraph she says: 

(a) That under the aforesaid Chapter 651, Acts 1973, 

said minor cannot act as guardian for his minor sisters. 

(b) She admits that she desires to be relieved of the 

obligations and responsibilities as guardian and has expressed the same. 

4. That for Answer to the Fourth paragraph of the aforesaid 

Petition she shows: 

(a) For the reasons given above said minor may not be a 

Co-Guardian. 

(b) Again, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., cannot individually be 

f    V0r Follo_ /^ / 
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appointed guardian of his minor sisters. 

HILLMAN § HILLMAN 

Jane Hay! 

Guardian 

Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FCR GUARDIAN 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, that on this 9th day of October, 1973, I mailed 

copies of the foregoing Answer to the following relatives of the minors, 

Mrs. Clara Wood; Albert Wood and Irving Wood, all of Mt. Airy Road, Davidsonville, 

Md.; Dorothy Ford, 837 Bay Ridge Avenue, Annapolis; Ernest Wood, Deale; Mrs. 

Mitchell Lock, 11717 Crestwood Avenue, N. Brandywine, Md.; Nadine Brown, 2738 

Alfred Circle, Riva Woods, Annapolis, Md.; Charles J. Cammarata, Jr., 1890 

Riverview Avenue, Annapolis, Md. and copy to Malcolm B. Smith, Esq., Solicitor 
•f 

for Marvin E. Wood, Jr., 190 Duke of Gloucester St., Annapolis, Md. 

/?. -? 
C&2h 
1 

Ljbi-t~-*tst,is 

Solicitors for Guardian 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ».ai»l 
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GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD, 

DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD AND 

NAVONNE WOOD 

199 ^687 
IN THE 01 

FILED 

PWfci «ii»i 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  869  GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Order of Court dated October 9,  1973,  for the allowance of 
i 

Attorney fee to Hillman and Hillman. Solicitors, of $ 5,000.00 is hereby 

supplemented for the purpose of allocation of the payment of said fee as follows 

The guardian, Jane Hays, be and she is authorized to withdraw funds 

from Annapolis  Federal Savings  and Loan Association,  totaling $ 5,000.00,   for 

the payment of said attorney fee and allocated as follows: 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr.  #  1-00-26366 $  1,000.00 

Natalie Wood - #  1-00-26365 $  1,000.00 

Denise Wood -  # 1-00-26364 $  1,000.00 

Carla Wood - # 1-00-26363 $  1,000.00 

Navonne Wood - # 1-00-26362 $  1,000.00 

/$/'tJ     /f7-3 /-^v;-,^ y'//^c^£^^. C.J. 

> 

0 
6  J« 

j. 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY* AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-9ISI 

•• '-%^\ i 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD, * 

DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD * 

AND NAVONNE WOOD * 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

869 GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

if    JCjJ^ 

HIL.LMAN » HILLMAN 

ATTOnNtYS AT LAW 

ANNAFOUO, MAHVIAND 

COLONIAL »•»!»' 

PETITION  FOR ALLOWANCE fegggBBBW^ 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Hillman and Hillman, Solicitors, respectfully shows: 

1. That your Petitioner, Noah A. Hillman, has acted as the menbci 

of the firm of Hillman and Hillman. Attorneys-at-Law, from the inception of 

this matter in its handling. Your Petitioner is therefore familiar with all 

of the proceedings. 

2. On June 4, 1971 your Petitioner was first advised of the 

deaths of Marvin E. Wood and Carlotta Wood, his wife, by a brother-in-law. 

Lewis Brown and asked if he would represent the Estates and the children. 

6.    On June IS, 1971 a conference was held with the Deputy 

Register of Wills for Anne Arundel County. Reference will be made to corres- 

pondence, trips, conferences, etc. which later took place. 

4. There are two estates, one for the husband and one for the 

wife, in this Court. Consequently, separate Petitions for probate were filed 

Separate Lists of Interested Persons. Renunciations and Consents, Information 

Reports, and Notice of Appointment and Notice to Creditors were prepared. 

5. The decedents, so far as could be ascertained, met their 

deaths suddenly and simultaneously as a result of an airplane accident in 

Pennsylvania. They were both passengers, in a private plane, which left Lee 

Airport. Anne Arundel County, Maryland piloted by Mr. Marvin Ebel. Mrs. Ebelj 

was also a passenger, 

6. At the outset several problems presented themselves, namely: 

(a) Who was piloting the airplane at the time of the 

accident?  This question was raised by the insurance carrier of the pilot. 

(b) It was claimed that the pilot was illegally piloting 
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the plane because he had not had sufficient hours of flying time to qualify 

him. 

(c)    It was  learned that the "coverage",  if claim for 

negligence could be maintained and liability as well, was $  100,000.00  face 

value. 

(d) The wife of the pilot, or rather the children, would 

have a claim. 

(c)    The children of Marvin Wood and Carlotta Wood had a 

claim. 

(f) There were funeral bills for Marvin Wood and Carlotta 

Wood, substantial ones, for which their Personal Kepresentativer. made claim. 

7. In addition to the foregoing there was a policy of insurance 

on the life of Marvin E. Wood of $ S,000.00 with Metropolitan Life Insurance 

Company. The policy carried a double indemnity clause. The Company, however, I 

held back payment of the double indemdty  benefit until they reached a decision! 

under what they call "Accidental Means Death" benefit provisions.  In other 

words, they had to know if their insured (our decedents) was the pilot or 

had any duties relating to the operation of the plane. If he was. or had. the | 

double indemnity would not be payable. This had to be worked out, with the   | 

Company because it was not possible to tell, from the situation of the bodies 

in the fallen plane, who was piloting. However, your Petitioner maintranod 

and successfully, that since Mr. Ebel left Lee Airport piloting the plane it 

was reasonable to suppose that he was still piloting when the plane crashed. 

Therefore, the double indemnity was paid. 

8. There then remained the matter of negligence of the pilot 

and the question of his airtime. Much correspondence took place as well as 

meetings to try  to resolve this. It was resolved in this way: 

(a) $ 45.000.00 was paid for the benefit of the decedents' 

MIU.MAN ft HIULMAN 

ATTORNEVH   AT  LAW 

*NN*fOUB. MAnVl-ANO 

COLON)At »-»>»! 

children. 

m®ki 
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(b) $2293.00 was paid for the funeral bill of Marvin E. Wood. 

(c) $  1967.00 was paid for the funeral bill of Carlotta Wood. 

(d) $252.00 was paid for the cost of memorial. 

9. Most of the foregoing was presented to this Court in the form 

of a Petition to compromise and settle claims.    At least the basic matter was. 

Whereupon the Court by its Order of July 9,  1972 ratified the same.    That is, 

it ratified the total compromise of $ 45,000.00 and the funeral bills and 

memorial costs. 

10. Except for the funeral bills costs and the memorial costs, 

which have been deposited in and are part of the Estates, the other fund, 

$ 45,000.00, has been deposited in the guardian accounts for the benefit of 

the five minor children.    The same has been drawing interest ever since. 

11. At the time the Petitions   •• were filed for compromise and 

settlement, your Petitioner did not set forth or claim an Attorney fee for 

doing this work.    Your Petitioner is informed and believes that this is the 

usual' course of events,  claiming the fee at. the time of settlement and being 

allowed to deduct it. 

12. The experience of your Petitioners is  that in the handling 

of tort cases,  for death or otherwise. Attorneys in Maryland almost uniformly 

charge one-third and on occasions one-fourth of the amount recovered.    Your 

Petitioners  do not claim compensation of either one-third or one-fourth but 

do feel that they are entitled to fair compensation for working out the settle 

ment or settlements hereinabove set forth.    Moreover,  the Court's  attention 

is called to the fact that in the administration accounts filed or to be 

filed herein no allowance is claimed for Attorneys fee for the handling of 

the Estates as such. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioners pray the Court to allow such overall fee, 

for the services rendered, as to the Court may seem fair and just under the 

circumstances. 

AND,  as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN § HILLMAN 

By r 
/ 

tggjj rs L ^cCA 
/ v 

-JL* iA it >•• 

O   te 

Noah A. Hillman 
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STATE OF MARYLAND, Anne Arundel County,  to wit: 

I hereby certify,  that on this </   ^day of October,   1973, before me, 

the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Noah A. Hillman, of the firm of Hillman and 

Hillman, Solicitors, who made oath in due form of law that the matters and 

facts set forth in the foregoing Petition are true and that said facts are 

in the personal knowledge of the Affiant. 

As witnessjj^.hand and Notarial Seal. 

/ 
a^ 1 j 

IS. -J.  -i-d .' -/<  B, 

Notary Public 

ORDER OF COURT 

The foregoing Petition for Allowance of Attorneys' Fee and other pro- 

ceedings in these guardianships as well as the Estates of Marvin E. Wood and 

Carlotta Wood, deceased, being read and considered, it is thereupon this ^ 

day of October, 1973, by the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County, ADJUDGED, 

and ORDERED that the sum of $ SfrS.^ be and the same is hereby 

allowed, as Attorneys fee. to Hillman and Hillman. Solicitors, in full payment 

for legal services rendered. 

(a) The settling of death claims at $ 45.000.00. 

(b) Resolving the double indemnity payment of Metropolitan Life 

Insurance Policy. $ 5.000.00 to $ 10.000.00. 

(c) Collecting $ 2293.00. $ 1967.00 and $ 252.00 for funeral 

bills and costs of memorial. 

(d) And for the overall handling of the Estates of the decedents, 

Marvin E. Wood and Carlotta Wood. 

Vtu.^ -X      y/t/^t-S'/s? sr- A- - C. J. 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTOHNCYt AT LAW 

AHNAPOLIB. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL «-»ltl 

JLLL 
d J 

.>' 

j. 

wm* 
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FILED 

OCT   4 1973 , 

RfGISTIR OF WILLS 
1,0» AHNI MUMML COWITY^O. 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 869 GUARDIANSHIP 

IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE * 

WOOD, DENISE WOOD, CARLA * 

WOOD AND NAVONNE WOOD       * 

*********** 

PETITION TO TERMINATE GUARDIANSHIP AS TO 

MARVIN E. WOOD. JR. AND TO SUBSTITUTE GUARDIANS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marvin E. Wood, Jr. and Malcolm 

B. Smith respectfully shows: 

First: As will be seen in these pro- 

ceedings, by prior order of this Court, Jane Hays was 

appointed guardian of the above named minors and has acted as 

such since her appointment. 

Second:  Your Petitioner, Marvin E. Wood, 

Jr. became eighteen years of age on the twenty-third day of 

August 1973, and under the laws of Maryland is therefore no 

a minor and desires to have the guardianship terminated as to 

him and to assume control of his own estate. 

Third:  The Petitioner, Marvin E. Wood, 

Jr., desires now to act as guardian for his minor sisters, 

and Jane Hays has expressed her desire to be relieved of the 

further obligations and responsibilities as guardian. 

Fourth: Because he is without facilities 

to prepare the petitions and other documents in connection with 

the administration of the estates of the minors, Your Petitioner, 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. with the advice and recommendation of 

certain of his uncles and aunts, has asked The Petitioner, 

Malcolm B. Smith to serve with him as co-guardian of the minors 
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and Your Petitioner, Malcolm B. Smith, has agreed to act as 

such and requests that he be appointed co-guardian with 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. of the property and estate of Natalie Wood, 

Denise Wood, Car la Wood and Navonne Wood, and that Marvin E. 

Wood, Jr. individually be appointed guardian of the persons of 

said minors. 

•' • •...••>• •> •. 

MARVIN £. WOOD, JR.  / 
Box 221 
Davidsonville, MD. 21035 

'A /* / 
/ 

this 'r-'^   dav  ^••   '• >'<"' 

LAW orFicr. 

SMITH a WOHUOEMUTH 

ANNAPOLI*.  MO. 

• s' '' m      •    '•-",-•         .  .f .  i  *.    i. i. fa .     ' 

< '   MALCOLM B. SMITH ' ' 
190 Duke of Gloucester Street 
Post Office Box 28 
Annapolis, MD. 21404 

ORDER OF COURT 

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, it is, 

_J.973, by the Orphans Court for Anne 

Arundel County ORDERED:  that the Petitioners shall, by for- 

warding a copy of the aforegoing Petition and this Order by 

certified mail to all uncles and aunts of the minors related by 

blood, give notice to them, as interested parties, to show cause 

herein within fifteen days from the date of this Order, if 

any they have, why the request for the termination of the 

guardianship of Marvin E. Wood Jr. and substitution of guardians 

for the remaining minors should not be granted. 

12 m -^0   • 
S- v >' 71 

LI&ER JtC^rllA-   *J /}U*L4*.£*    i .v^ d./ 

JUDGES 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E.  WOOD,  JR.,  NATALIE WOOD, * 

DENISE WOOD,  CARLA WOOD and ^ 

NAVONNE WOOD 

n * * *   * 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Jane Hays, Guardian of the above named minors, 

reppectfully shows: 

1. That she has made certain disbursements since the 

filing of the  last Petition to Withdraw Funds,   for which she craves  rtimburscmentr . 
i 

2. Your Petitioner requests authorizations to withdraw, 
i 

equal amounts from the several savings and loan association accounts, for the 

reason that all payments hereafter listed have been made for the besnefit of the 

minors. 

3. The present balance in the above accounts is as 

Balance 

Marvin fi. Wood - » 1-00-26566 (Old «l-0-25S65) 

Natalie Wood - I 1-00-26365  (Old 11-0-25566) 

Denise Wood - I 1-00-26364 (Old I 1-0-25568) 

Carla Wood - I 1-00-26363 (Old K-l-0-25567) 

Navonne Wood - 11-00-26362 (Old « 1-0-25569) , 

4. The di .sburscments were as follows: 

(a) House mortgagQ payments 
June      $ 118,56 ^ 
July        114.00 ^ 
August      114.00 / 

(b) Utilities 
Gas (i Electric 

follows 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

11,600.54 

11,398.49 

11,591.85 

11,495.52 

11,618.13 

HILl.MAN  ft  HILLMAN 

ArTOHNFY*  AT  l*W 

«NNAPUU«.   M*RVIJ»ND 

COLONIAL a-siai 

$   346.56 

47.53  u—H 

cy      / / 
Juno | 64,76;\July $ 62.86  6 Aug $71.33 $   193.89 

Telephone: 
y'-:    May h June $32.92; July $14.61 

Fuel Oil  / y 
July $ 2751 8 August $ 35.00 ^ 

(c) Miscellaneous 

$ 62.91 J- 

Hor 
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Montgomery Ward - two payments on 
refrigerator at $50.00 each 
Blue Cross 5 Blue Shield 
Jane M. Hays, reimburse for food, 
staples, etc. to 8/25 
Economy Supply - dryer and de- 
humi^ifer to replace worn out ones 
Court  costs 

:   Sfftfl  | 

$   100.00 
81.72 . 

274.87 

318.24 
129.50 / 

S 

%   1560.22 

'4. That the aforementioned amount, which should be 

apportioned or charged as follows: 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. 1/5 

Natalie Wood - 1/5 

Denise Wood - 1/5 

Carla Wood - 1/5 

Navonne Wood - 1/5 

%   312.04 

312.04 

312.04 

312.05 

312.05 

$ 1560.22 •^ 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order in 

conformitywith the above. 

And, as in duty bound, etc 

T       Jane Hays 0 

HULM&JiUt HILLMAN    ^ / rfrf , 

Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR GUARDIAN 

State of Maryland. Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this 31st day of August. 1973. before 

me. the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, xn 

and for the County aforesaid, personally appeared Jane Hays. 

Guardian, who made oath in due form of law that the matters and 

facts set forth in the foregoing Petition are true and correct. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 
ATTOHNEVt AT LAW 

ANNAPOU*. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL •••ISI 

^ 
•   \Qjt V   *.>• »J 

Notary Public 

• / 

}\H it  PACE      ^« 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 
IN THBCRPHAKS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD, 
DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD and 
NAVONNE WOOD * 

* * * * * 

QKIIER OF COURT 

The foregoing Petition to Withdraw Funds and other proceedings 

being read and considered, it is this ^/fday o£ September, 1973, | 

by the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County ORDERED that Jane 

Hays, Guardian, be and is authorized to withdraw the following 

funds from Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association: 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. » 1-00-26366      $ 312.04 

Natalie Wood - « 1-00-26365 $ 512.04 

Denise Wood - « 1-00-26364 $ 312.04 

Carla Wood - # 1-00-26363 %   312.05 

Navonne Wood - # 1-00-26362 $ 312.05 

/   <:   /.':. c.  -"v   cA •-' * VV st?' C . J . 

7^ 

•  / 

Q 
,If fir> - '• 9ttm   *m  ^- 

• /-» 

• ^  ' i=» 

J. 

J. 

MILl.MAN ft HILLMAN 

ATTOHNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIR. MARYLANQ 

COLONIAL •.SISI 

^lll:« 
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IN THE 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD, • 
DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD and 
NAVONNE WOOD * 

ANE ARUNDEL CDUNT1 

NO*  ^f  GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

i J PETITION TO WIHDRAW FUNDS 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-JI9I 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Jane Hays, Guardian of the above named minors respectfully 

shows: 

1. That since the last Petition was filed to withdraw funds, 

your Petitioner shows that the following disbursements have been made on behalf 

of the minors collectively, and individually, from a checking account at Mary- 

land National Bank, formerly standing in the name of Marie J. Cammarata, deceased 

the original guardian. 

2. Your Petitioner requests authorization to withdraw, from 
m 

•f 
the several savings and Loan Association accounts, the funds to make up the 

checking account withdrawals so that she may have funds with which to function 

during the next couple of months. 

3. The disbursements were as follows: 

(a) House Mortgage payments 
April 5 May  ( $114.00 each) { 

(b) Utilities: 
Gas § Electric 
February $ 52.43; March $ 51.66; 
April $ 44.92 § May $ 37.99 

Telephone 
February $ 22.67; March $ 16.45 
April $ 17.52 

Fuel Oil 
February $ 58.29;  March $ 59.82; 
April $ 23.22 & May $ 25.62 

(c) Miscellaneous 
Montgomery Ward 
4 payments on refrigerator $50.00 ea. 
Blue Cross 5 Blue Shield 
Clearwater Pools 
Noah A. Hillman - fee allowed by Court 

228.00 

187.00 

56.64 

166.95 

200.00 
81.72 
10.00 

1000.00 

This amount divisible in five parts $ 1930.31^- 

|*|3&fc« 
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Marvin E. Wood, Jr.     1/5 of $  1930.31 
Southern High School 
nnne Arundel Count/ College test 

Natalie Wood -  1/5 of $ 1930.31 
Dr.   Irving Ochs 

Denise Wood -  1/5 of $  1930.31 
Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. 

Carla Wood -  1/5 of $ 1930.31 

Navonne Wood -  1/5 of $ 1930.31 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an order in conformity 

with the above. 

$ 386.07 
^e; 00 
6.50 

$ 398.57 

$ 386.06 
10.00 

$ 396.06 

$ 386.06 
26.28 

J 412.34 

$ 386.06 

$ 386.06 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

\ -JXadLj if    /ttLA^ 

HILLMAN S HILLMAN 

(Jane Hays,  Guard i/an e/^f^/M 
Noah b. Hi 11man 

SOLICITORS FOR GUARDIAN 

f^c*<jJ 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY*  AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL Ml• I 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this y      day of J/^L^T.  , 1973, before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State o^ Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Jane Hays, Guardian, and made oath in due form of 

law that the matters and facts stated in the foregoing Petition are true and 

correct. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

/'> 
k^Baeid ^ 'J^  ,«    r. ) 

Notary Public 

\.Wk      11  PAut   5*J 

. m. 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD,  * 
DENISb WOOD, CARLA WOOD and 

NAVONNE WOOD 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The foregoing Petition to Withdraw Funds and other proceedings being 

read and considered, it is this  Y day of July, 1973, by the urphans Court 

for Anne Arundel County ORDERED that Jane Hays, Guardian, be and is authorized 

to withdraw the following funds from Annapolis Federal Savings § Loan 

Association: 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. - Account No. 1-0-2SS6S  $ 398.57 

Natalie Wood - Account No. 1-0-25566 

Denise Wood - Account No. 1-0-25568 

Carla Wood - Account No. 1-0-25567 

Navonne Wood - Account No. 1-0-25569 

$ 396.06 • 

$ 412.34 • 

$ 386.06 . 

$ 386.06 

C.J 

^K- -«->•-. C tSZdte^zSGAsJL J. 

J. 

HILLMAN a HILLMAN 
ATTORNEV8  AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-9iai 
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MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. NAVONNE WOOD, * 
DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD § 
NATALIE WOOD, MINORS * 

IN THE ORP 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 869 GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

HILLMAN A HIULMAN 
ATTONNCVS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL »-»l»l 

PETITION FOR ALLOWANCE OF COUNSEL FEE 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Noah A. Hillman, Solicitor for the Guardian, 

Marie J. Cammarata (now deceased) respectfully shows: 

1. That when the minors' parents died your Petitioner was 

engaged by their grandmother, Mrs. Marie J. Cammarata (now deceased) to re- 

present her in the matter of setting up the guardianship, obtaining funds from 

the several sources holding the same,rtc. 

2. That since the inception of the guardianshiia the said 

Marie J. Cammarata has departed this life and your Petitioner believes it is 

proper to Petition the Court, at this time, for compensation for legal services 

performed. 

3. That your Petitioner presents the following outline of 

services performed in behalf of the guardianships: 

(a) Presentation to the Court and appointment of the 

Guardian. 

(b) Prepared Petitions, four of them, at different 

times, to withdraw funds in joint fashion. 

(c) Prepared accounting and Petition to create separate 

guardianship accounts and prepared Order of Court thereon. 

(d) Conference at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan 

Association to create separate guardianship accounts. 

(e) Prepared five separate Petitions to withdraw funds 

of the minors. 

jfAll. 

Wfl  11 fACf 4<$ 
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(f)    Notice to interested persons for change of guardian- 

ffiMl • 

ship. 

v.g) Prepared Assents to appointment of Substitute 

Guardian. 

(h)  Prepared Petition to appoint Substitute Guardian and 

order of Court thereon. 

(i) Correspondence, telephoning and conferences. 

4. That the foregoing services cover the period June A, 

1971 to May 20, 1973 during which time the aforesaid correspondence, telephoning 

and conferences took place. 

5. That your Petitioner believes that an overall fee in thes<i 

five guardianships, equally divisible as to each,,of $ 1,000.00 is fair and 

reasonable. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner prays the Court to allow him such fee 

as may be deemed fair and reasonable in the circumstances, 

AND, as in duty bound, etc. 

Npah A. Hiilman, Solicitor 

/7 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY* AT LAW 

ANNAPOU*. MARVLAND 

COLONIAL »-»l»l 

STATE OF MARYLAND, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this^ ^ day of ^>^^<:    , 1973, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for 

the County aforesaid, personally appeared Noah A, Hiilman, Solicitor, who made 

oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing 

Petition are true to the best of his information and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

^4 Cljb-Trvu*~ K. -yUZj**. 
Notary Public 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NAVONNE WOOD,  * 
DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD § 
NATALIE WOOD. MINORS • 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  869 GUARDIANSHIP 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 

ATTONNEVa AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MAMYLAND 

COLONIAL s-aiai 

*     *     *    * 

ORDER OF COURT 

The foregoing Petition for Allowance of Attorney Fee and the 

. * /- //t 

proceeding^ in this proceeding being read and considered, it is this £*. '•• 

day of  ^..Y./V , 1973, by the Orphans Court for Anne ARundel County, 

ORDER^|/that Noah A. Hillman, Solicitor, be and he is allowed the overall sum 

of $ f^'^/'  t'-rf        , chargeable in equal portions to the several minors 

guardianship accounts, as Attorney fee. 

It is further ORDERED that the Guardian be and she is hereby 

authorized*rand directed to pay the same and that the bame be chargeable by the 

guardian as follows: 

Account No. 1-0-25565 
Account No. 1-0-25566 
Account No. 1-0-25567 
Account No. 1-0-^5568 
Account No. 1-0-25569 

$ Z**    r~J 

$  JCJ 

and the Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association be and it is authorized 

to pay to the Guardian the aforesaid sum,  in the aggragate of $    //^V- /y 

chargeable as above. 

/fciu ,<,^~- gj^jk*; ^ ^y >J » 

V^ o   I'Vu^i^Q   g J. 

LIBfh     11 PALE   OUx 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

I IN THT 

FILED 

.'I.IN   5i6 w> 

RCGlSTtR Of WILLS 
FOR ANNS AtUNOCL COUNTY.MO. 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NAVONNE WOOD, * 
DHNISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD and 

NATALIE WOOD, MINORS * 

ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  869 GUARDIANSHIP 

* 

* * * 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Substitute Guardian, Jane Hays, appearing by counsel, concerning 

the checking account heretofore standing in the name of Marie J. Cammarata, 

Guardian (now deceased) at Maryland National Bank, the matter was duly cons 
^ £ it is therefore ORDERED this ^"day of A^,c^ » 1^73, that the 

Maryland National Bank be and is authorized to substitute Jane Hays, Guardian 

in the place and stead of Marie J. Cammarata, with full authority to deposit 

and withdraw funds in said account. 

idered. 

6, 
•f 

\L .o JCbu^ faJL     ^-J' 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••Slat 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

I GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD. JR., NAVONNE WOOD. * 
DENISE WOOD. CARLA WOOD and 
NATALIE WOOD, MINORS 

r   I L E O 

.'1.IN   26 W> 

REGlSTtR OF WILLS 
FOR ANNE ARUNOIL COUNTY.MD. 

IN THH 

ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 869 GUARDIANSHIP 

c    "H 

*  *  *  *  * 

ORDER OF COURT 

th. Substitute Guardian. Jane Hays, appearing by counsei. concerning 

the checking account heretofore standing in tbe na^e of Marie 3. Caa»arata, 

Cuardian (now deceased,  at Maryiand Nationai Ban., tbe matter was duiy consider^ 

n is therefore ORDERED this ^day of jL*^ "»• ^ tM 

Maryund Nationai BanK be and U authorized to substitute .ane Hays. Guardian 

in the piece and stead of Marie d. Ga^arata. with fuii authority to deposit 

and withdraw funds in said account. 

ik A^^-'^ f   L&j-AdJt 
0 

HILLMAN ft HILUMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOUa. MARVLAND 

COLONIAL %.%\*\ 
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IN IMF.  MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

CARLA WOOD 

-,  * 

***** 

d&U. *, 

IN THE 01 

ANNE  ARUNDEL 

N0.    <?/,9 GUARDIANSHIP 

PETITION TO APPOINT SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

HILLMAN  A HII.LMAN 
ATTOHNEV6   AT  LAW 

ANNArOLir.,  MAHVLAND 

COLONIAl    511 »l 

TO THE HONORABLE.   THE JUDGES OF  SAID COURT: 

The  Petition of -lane Hays,   by  HHIman and Hillman.   her Solicitors, 

I 
respectfully shows: 

1. Uat Marie J.  Cammarata.  Guardian of the  above named        j 

minor,  duly appointed by this Court,  departed this  life at Annapolis. Maryland.  I 

i 

on  the 20   day of May»   1973" 
2. That your Petitioner  is the daughter of said decedent 

and the aunt  of the aforesaid minor,  marr.ed.  a resident of Anne Arunde. County. 

a voter and taxpayer. 

3.    That during the  lifetime of her mother. Ma.ie J. 

Ca.ma«a. your Petitioner wa. active in aiding .said Guardian in her guardian- , 

ship affairs, particularly with regard to the accounting and booKkeeping which , 

was  necessary  and   is  therefore  familiar with the entire matter. | 

4.     Ihat during the  last illness of said guardian. Marie J. 

Ca».arata.  toward the ,ast  i, was anticipate., that the end w.s near.    hhe,efore.| 

the members of the  family  convened  and detained that  it was  in  the best   in-      , 

terest of the children that your Petitioner, upon the demise of the Guardian. 

should be appointed Guardian in her place. 

5.    That it has been determined by unanimous consent of the 

several  members of your Petitioner's family not only that she shouid be the j 

,.,.,  guardian of said minor and the other minor children but it has also been   , 

decided that an aunt and uncle should move in and reside with the minors.    IKey , 

are Alice Wood and Albert  S. Wood. i 

6.    That  your Petitioner, upon appointment as Guardian. 

believes that  she will  be  ..hie to prepare  and file a r-per accounting of her 

' predecessor guardian to the satisfaction of this  Court. 

UBLIV 11 PALE  475 
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Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to consider her for 

appointment as Guardian of the above named minor. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

H1LLMAN f, HILLMAN 

/Jane Hays f /r. \n /- 

By   / J-X . 7/ : 

Petitioner Woah A.   Hi 11 man 
Maryland  Inn 
Annapolis,  Md.   21401 
263-3131 

S0DCIT0RS FOR PETITIONER 

STA'lli OF MARYLAND,  Anne Arundel  County,   to wit: 
rk 

I   hereby  certify,   that   on   t.hisc^>v/     day of    /A*-W   ,   1973,  bcforei 

me,   the  subscriber,   a  Notary  Public  of tiic  State of Maryland,   in  and  for' the 
i 

County aforesaid, personally appeared JANE HAYS, the Petitioner in above Petition 

and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth therein 

are true to the best of her knowledge and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

o- 
Hi*   ••'--: 
• 31    '       Y    / *' 

/ 

> 

Notary Public ; 

HILLMAN «  Hll. I.MAN 
ATTOHNf VC   Al   I AW 

ANNAPOLI-i.   MARVl AND 

COLONIAL  Jllil 

m*u< 
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|HILLMAN a HILLMAN 
AtTORNEVS  AT  LAW 

| ANNAPOLIS.  MARYLAND 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NAVONNE WOOD 

IN THE ORPHAN; 

ANNH ARUNDEl   UJi].ViV 

N0-   ^7        GUARDIANSHIP 
***** 

PETITION TO APPOINT SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition'of Jane Hays, by Hillman and Hillman, her Solicitors, 

respectfully shows: 

1. That Marie J. Canunarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, duly appointed by this Court, departed this life at Annapolis, Maryland, 

on the 20 day  of May, 1973. 

2. That your Petitioner is the daughter of said decedent 

and the aunt of the aforesaid minor, married, a resident of Anne Arundel County, 

a voter and taxpayer. 

3. That during the lifetime of her mother, Marie J. 

Camaaata, your Petitioner was active in aiding said Guardian in her guardian- 

ship affairs, particularly with regard to the accounting and bookkeeping which 

was necessary and is therefore familiar with the entire matter. 

4. That during the last illness of said guardian, Marie J. 

Cammarata, toward the last it was anticipated that the end was near. Wherefore, 

the members of the family convened and determined that it was in the best in- 

terest of the children that your Petitioner, upon the demise of the Guardian, 

should be appointed Guardian In her place. 

5. That it has been determined by unanimous consent of the 

several members of your Petitioner's family not only that she should be the 

legal guardian of said minor and the other minor children but it has also been 

decided that an aunt and uncle should move in and reside with the minors. They , 

are Alice Wood and Albert S. Wood. 

6. That your Petitioner, upon appointment as Guardian, 

believes that she will be able to prepare and file a proper accounting of her 

predecessor guardian to the satisfaction of this Court. 
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Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to consider her for 

appointment as Guardian of the above named minor. 

And,  as in duty bound,  etc. 

£&f»Uf 

r\ 
4L&JL 

HILLMAN 5 HILLMAN 

yjane Hays g 

Petitioner 

UAL 
By_ 

•> 7 
/ 

7  ^r- LJL U'' VKJA** 

Noah A. Hi11man 
Maryland Inn 
Annapolis, Md. 21401 
263-3131 ' 

SOITITORS FOR PETITIONER 

STATE OF MARYLAND, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 
• /V'A /i 

I hereby certify, that on this^?^ day of /H*-^/ t  1973, before 

me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the 

County aforesaid, personally appeared JANE HAYS, the Petitioner in above Petitioji 

and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth therein 

are true to the best of her knowledge and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

. 

h 
•;t.y,.y Q     -    '  /^-••'-vV..-j> -  M 

Notary Public 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYB   AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIt,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-Siai 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARHIANSMIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. 
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IN THE ORPHA^oC&foT/FOR     ^ 

ANNE ARUNDEL 

NO.   QL 9 GUARDIANSli] 

***** 

HILLMAN  a  HILLMAN 

ATTORNCVS   AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL  3-3131 

PETITION TO APPOINT SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 
I 

The Petition "of Jane Hay:i, by Hillman and Hillman, her Solicitors,; 

respectfully shows: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, duly appointed by this Court, departed this life at Annapolis, Maryland, 

on the 20 day of May, 1973. 
i 

2. That your Petitioner is the daughter of said decedent 

and the aunt of the aforesaid minor, married, a resident of Anne Arundel- County, 

a voter and taxpayer. 

3. That during the lifetime of her mother, Marie J. 

CammaEta,  your Petitioner was active in aiding said Guardian in her guardian- 

ship affairs, particularly with regard to the accounting and bookkeeping which 

was necessary and is therefore familiar with the entire matter. 

4. That during the last illness of said guardian, Marie J. 

Cammarata, toward the last it was anticipated that the end was near.  Wherefore, 

the members of the family convened and determined that it was in the best in- 

terest of the children that your Petitioner, upon the demise of the Guardian, 

should be appointed Guardian in her place. 

5. That it has been determined by unanimous consent of the 

several members of your Petitioner's family not only that she should be the 

legal guardian of said minor and the other minor children but it has also been 

decided that an aunt and uncle should move in and reside with the minors. They i 

are Alice Wood and Albert S. Wood. 

6. That your Petitioner, upon appointment as Guardian, 

b.jlieves that she will be able to prepare and file a proper accounting of her 

predecessor guardian to the satisfaction of this Court. 
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Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to consider her for 

appointment as Guardian of the above named minor. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

VW^^:   HkLUAJ 
Jane Hays 

Petitioner 

f 
IIILLMAN  f, HILLMAN 

4      / ^ 
Jk .1 St 

By   iJj&A LL 
Noah A. Rillman 
Maryland  Inn 
Annapolis,  Md.   21401 
263-3131 

SOITITORS FOR PETITIONER 

JLM^ 

STATE OI: MARYLAND, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

V-" ^ A 
I hereby certify, that on thicKT" day of /KA^   , 1973, before; 

me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and fox* the 

County aforesaid, personally appeared JANE HAYS, the Petitioner in above Petition 

and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth therein 

are true to the best of her knowledge and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

J -f1        - 

A 

'Ajtzazd*    ZS -" 
Notary Public 

% '•    . 

HIU.MAN  * HILLMAN 
ATTOnNLVP   AT   LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 3-3131 
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GUARDIANSHTP OF 

DENISE WOOD 
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[N THE OffjqflfiG'BfUKt i;e/tf# 

ANNH  ARUNl 

NO.   ^7       GUARDIAJ; 

IILLMAN  ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS   AT  LAW 

INNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 9.3191 

PHTniON TO APPOINI' SUBSTITUTl! GUARUlAiN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition "of Jane Hays, by Hillmpn and Hillman, her Solicitors 

respectfully shows: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, duly appointed by this Court, departed this life at Annapolib, Maryland, 

on the 20 day oi  May» iQ7^. 

2. That your Petitioner is the daughter of said decedent 

and the aunt of the aforesaid minor, married, a resident of Anne Arundel- County,} 

a voter and taxpayer. 

3. That during the lifetime of her mother, Marie J. 

C'ammacr.'i,  your Petitioner was active- in aiding said Guardian in her guardian- 

ship affairs, particularly with regard to the accounting and bookkeeping which 

was necessary and is therefore familiar with the entire matter. 

I 
4. That during the last illness of said guardian, Marie J. 

Cammarata, toward the last it was anticipated that the end was near.  Wherefore,!| 

the members cf the family convened- and determined that it was in the best in- 

terest of the children that your Petitioner, upon the demise of the Guardian, 

should be appointed Guardian in her place. 
i 

5. That it has been determined by unanimous consent of the 

several members of your Petitioner's family not only that she should be the 

legal guardian of said minor and the other minor children but it has also been 

decided that an aunt and uncle should move in and reside with the minors. They 

are Alice Wood and Albert S. Wood. 

6. That your Petitioner, upon appointment as Guardian, 

believes that she will be able to prepare and file a proper accounting of her 

predecessor guardian to the satisfaction of this Court. 

LIBER 11 PALE 4V9 
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Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to consider her for 

appointment as Guardian of the above named minor. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

'sk&zUL 'TJaJAA - 
Jane Hays 

Petitioner 

^ 

HILLMAN %  HTLLMAN 

By 
Noah A.  nilIman 
Maryland Inn 
Annapolis,   Md.   21401 
263-3131 

SOOCITORS FOR PETITIONER 

STATE OF MARYLAND,  Anne Arundei County,   to wit: 
A. 

I hereby certify,   that on thi§r^P. /    day of  0*-*1     ,   1973,  beforej 

me,  the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,   in and  for the 
j 

County aforesaid, personally appeared JANE HAYS, the Petitioner in above Petition 

and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set urth therein 

i 
are true to the best of her knowledge and belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

s 
'A^-'-rvC- # yvfe^^g^,^ 

Notary Public 

; 

HILLMAN a HILLMAN 
ATTOHNUVf;   AT   LAV/ 

ANNAPOLin,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL  S-3I3I 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NATALIE WOOD 

***** 

IN THE ORP 

ANNE ARUNDEL 

NO.   O/Q GUARDlANSli] 

HILLMAN  a  MILLMAN 
ATTORNrVF   AT   LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARVLAND 

COLONIAL  tOISl 

PETITION TO APPOINT SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Jane Hay:?, by  Hillman and Hillman, her Solicitors,] 
I 

respectfully shows: j 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, duly appointed by this Court, departed this life at Annapolis, Maryland, 

on the 20 day of May, 1973. 

2. That your Petitioner if the daughter of said decedent 

and the aunt of the aforesaid minor, married, a resident of Anne Arundei County, 

a voter and taxpayer. 

3. That during the lifetime of her mother, Marie J. 

Cammacra, your Petitioner was active in aiding said Guardian in her guardian- 

ship affairs, particularly with regard to the accounting and bookkeeping which 

was necessary and is therefore familiar with the entire matter. 

4. That during the last illness of said guardian, Marie J. 

Cammarata, toward the last it was anticipated that the end was near. Wherefore, 

the members of the family convened and determined that it was in the best in- 

terest of the children that your Petitioner, upon the demise of the Guardian, 

should be appointed Guardian in her place. 

5. That it has been determined by unanimous consent of the 

several members of your Petitioner's family not only that she should be the 

legal guardian of said minor and the other minor children but it has also been 

decided that an aunt and uncle should move in and reside with the minors. They 

are Alice Wood and Albert S. Wood. 

6. That your Petitioner, upon appointment as Guardian, 

believes that she will be able to prepare and file a proper accounting of her 

predecessor guardian to the satisfaction of this Court. 

LIBu . ii PALE 481 
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Wherefore,   your Petitioner prays  thr Court   to consider her   foi 

nppointmonL  as  GiiMrdian of tite  above  named  minor. 

And,   as   in  duty bound,   etc. 

Jane Hays 

Pet itioner 

r^~ 
HILI.MAN  f,  HtLLMAN 

/'-. flL 
(Noah A. HiVIman 
Maryland  Inn 
Annapolis,   Mci.   21401 
263-31 31 

soixi roRs FOR Pin nioNM R 

STATK OF MARYLAND,   Anne Arundel   County,   to wit: 
vA 

I  hereby  certify,   that  on  ihii>   ^/    day of     W**?   .   1973,  before 

me,   the  subscriber,   a  Notary  Public of  the  State  of Maryland,   in  and  fof  the 

County aforesaid,   personally appeared JANH HAYS,   ine Petitioner  in above  Petitiop 

and  made  oath   in  due   form of   law  that   the  matters  and  facts  set   forth   th( rein 

are  true  to  the best  of her knowledge  and bclUi. 

As witness my hand and Notan-'il Seal < 

Z LV / 
,: ,     ;     ; A-    • r-    ••''C   ^r:7-   ^    ^      _'>1'-    I 

Not.irv   Pub i i c 

HILLMAN  ft  Mil LMAN 

ATTORN^.VB   AT   I AW 

ANNAPOl If .   MARVl ANP 

COLONIAL  3.JI3I 
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GUARDIANSHIP OF 

WOOD,   MINORS 

BOOK 199 PACE 715 

***** 

1073 
IN THE 0I#m47*iW'LvF0R 

ANNE IUIIIIIIIFT muirmUMf 

NO. 

ORDER    OF    COURT 

t 

The Petition for Substitute Guardian, the Consents and other 

proceedings herein being read and considered it is this ffij&Uy of June. 1973. 

by the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County ADJUDGED and ORDERED: 

1. That Jane Hays be and she is hereby appointed Substitute 

Guardian for the aforesaid minors, 

2. That no Bond is required for the Substitute Guardian, so long 

as all funds be or remain deposited in a Savings and Loan Association, subject 

to withdrawal by Order of this Court. 

3. That as soon as may be practicable the said Substitute 

Guardian shall file an inventory of the assets in this guardianship together 

with all liabilities or all outstanding bills or obligations. 

4. That the Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association be 

and is authorized to substitute the name of Jane Hays in the place and stead 

of Marie J. Cammarata. 

/ C'Cccmc - y\  , A *L^ • ^ c /. ' L C.J. 

i^ *\ i   * in ,SL *}- 

J. 

HILLMAN A  HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

•NNAfOLIS.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••Sill 

l^lK mi ftuO 
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ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHNS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural (aunt), bSB£X<^*%*xm>*mm  of the minor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this 3       day of June, 1973. 

Witness: 

InO^^LuJU.    £• 4^M8^Cfa '  Mrs. Mitchell Lock 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY* AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••91 SI 

X 
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PFTLED 
JUN   19 19T3 

HEGlSTtR OF WILLS 
m Aunt ARUNoa couNrf.Mi) 

ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OP SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEl COUNTY: 

I, the und.r.ign.4. natural  (aunt),   (wrt.),   igxamiTO«>.r5  of the rcinor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr.. Navonne Wood, Dcni.e Wood, Carla Wood, and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays,  as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this ...f   JV of June'  i973- 

Witness: 

n ^. Q^SkSS 

t^?> ̂  • (SEAL] 

Dorothy^/Ford 

HItLMAN  (I Ull.LMAN 
ATFORN'Vr   AT  LAW 

ANNAfOl-lf-.   MARVL.AND 

COV-ONIAL »-St»« 

IV*\J 

I 
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ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDBL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural (aunt), (uncle), (grandmother) of the 

minor children. Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood. Denise Wood. Carla Wood 

and Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as 

Substitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this S    day of June, 1973. 

HIULMAN ft HILLMAN 

ATTOMNrVB  AT  IJkW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL a-9l>l 

Witness: 

J^c^a 
f 
v 

4iii    w^.. C/^i «i»»-^ 

JULY 1, 1974 

/ . 

?S?ts.st.. u y   •;...'•'' << -JI ^, ^..-. 

w. f y    f ^) 

tttl UUNiUawwIJN EXPlKtS 
JULY 1, 1974 

s 
//< '   ';        V    Z^<^i ^^ ^   '.       (SEAL)  ; 

Charles^. Cammarata, Jr/^ 

\M& 11 mi 466 
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Pr,'<;UH OF wilts 

ASSENT TO APPOTNTMbNT OF SUBSTITI£LL.g,yARJ3LM 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural (aunt), (uncle), (grandmother) of the minor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 
- y* 

Witness my hand and seal this /}    'day  of June, 1973. 

Witness: 

Jj£e&aai£    /'A   >-u - •• .A - *J 
-*— ^Safafe yQt. ><  J^EAL) 

Nadine Brown 

HIULMAN « MII.LMAN 

ATTOHNf.V*  AT   IAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-S1>l 
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ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN'V^^^'^^-'1'7'''^!! 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural ^aunt), (unala^ (grandmother) of the minor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this 1^ day of June, 1973. 

Witness: 

A<;, L yzzg. 
Q&uu*, (SEAL) 

Clara Wood 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 

ATTONNCYa AT LAW 

ANNAPOUIB. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL Ml 91 

> 

\ 
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ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITlfTE GUARDIAtl 

FILED   '? 

wfl  19 I9t3 

«JGISUR OF WILLS 
[0« Kttl AtUNOEL COUNTY.MO. 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural (-atfnt), (uncle), C»r««<lB»feh«T) of the minor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood, and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this //W day of June, 1973. 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS   AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••SISI 

Witness: 
^ 

uLl/^ (J. /Ibd- Irving Wo^d 

•f 

?££&£&** Docket libfK    ll mi 4dV 

\ 
•o*-. olio. rtto 



/W f6l 

5 RtWSHH OF WltlS 
BOOK 199 PAGE 722      ^^oimPtiCnyHW^ 

ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE •GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNF, ARUNDBL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural 4mm*),   (uncle), (g»mildB8th«r^ of the 

minor children, Marvin B. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Grla Wood 

and Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as 

Substitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this  jg day of June, 1973. 

HILLMAN A HIL1.MAN 

MTORMWl AT L*W 

ANNAPOLIS, MAHYLANO 

COLONIAL a-S1»l 

Witness: 

^ 
^ 

-<-'-- X. irr 
y /$    /.>;/ J) CU^Usui) 

Albert S. Wood 

^m». 
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ASSENT TO APPOINTMENT OF SUBSTITUTE GUARDIAN 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF THE ORPHANS COURT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY: 

I, the undersigned, natural (aunt), (uncle), (grandmother) of the minor 

children, Marvin E. Wood, Jr., Navonne Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood and 

Natalie Wood do hereby assent to the appointment of Mrs. Jane Hays, as Sub- 

stitute Guardian for each of them. 

Witness my hand and seal this /J^^day  of June, 1973. 

Witness: 

(jrf 4 L\ xgL jampo^L ̂ K, lit*^ y/ty^-,^^ 
Ernest Wood 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 

ATTORNCVB  AT  1>W 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ».3ISI 

^ 

io/ikiii.voiiciiji. 
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BOOK   189 PAGE 724 
IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NATALIE WOOD 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY*  AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL »-»UI 

IN THE ORPHANS,_ 

ANNE ARUNDEL rTIHI'FV ^'Tflin |] 

NO.    ^^^ GUARDIANSHIP 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, respectfully shows: 

1. That by this Court's Order of November 14, 1972 a separate 

guardianship account was opened at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Associa- 

tion in which was deposited $ 11,782.12. The account number is 1-0-25566. 

2. That since said Order of Court and accounting made your 

Petitioner has made certain payments for and on behalf of said minor, individu- 

ally, and on behalf of this minor and the four other minor children of Marvin 

E. Wood and Carlotta Wood, his wife, deceased. 

3. That said payments are as follows: 

(a) House Mortgage payments 
for November 5 December, 1972 and 
January, February § March, 1973 
(5 X $ 114.00) $ 570.00 - 1/5 

(b) Utilities 

Gas  5 Electric 
October $47.55;  November $ 35.98; 
December $ 43.21 and January $ 52.93 
Total    $  179.67 1/5 

$    114.00 

$    35.93 

(•-    Telephone 
October $ 19.01;  November $ 16.50; 
December $  27.99 and January $  19.53 
Total    $ 83.03 -  1/5 

Fuel Oil 
December $ 36.57 and January $ 33.50 
Total $ 70.07  - 1/5 

(c) Miscellaneous 
Annapolis Bendix, washer repair 
Nationwide Insurance Co., increased 
homeowners coverage 
Montgomery Ward-new refrigerator 
Amaican Pest Control 
Blue Cross-Blue Shield 
Total $ 233.32     - 1/5 

$    16.61. 

$    14.01 

$ 23.30 

$ 58.30 
$ 50.00 
$ 20.00 
$  81.72 

$ 46.66 / 

M*i t, 

•8 
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(d) Individual Benefit 

1 bedroom set 
Bicycle 
Driver's education 

$ 121.38 
56.15 
30.00 

$  434.74k 

^   -. «« •>>«. aforesaid account  is  $12,082.1. 4      That the present balance in the atoresaia 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authorU- 

ing the withdrawal of I 434.74 and directing the Annapolis Pederal Savings and 

Loan Association to make said payment. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN 5 HILLMAN 

/A? 
Bv   £%£&& v   ..  

" Voah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR PETITIONER 

jd&fa&L 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: •yland, Anne Aruiiuc* w^v-.-y,   -- ^ 

X Hereby certify, that on this &% of April,  1972. before me.   | 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,  in and for the 

County aforesaid, personally appeared Marie a. Ca.narata and made oath in due 

form of law that the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing Petition an 

Account, are true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

(j 

 ^^r   Ndary Public 

k 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 
ATTOBHCV* AT LAW 

AHNAPOU*. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL **\*\ 

Li3«   11 m. 243 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NATALIE WOOD 

199 ^T26 
IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNBEL COUNTY 

NO.       GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian in this matter, being 

read and considered, it is this /^ day of April. 1973, by the Orphans Court 

for Anne Arundel Co\mty,  ORDERED; 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allovol to withdraw the 

sum of $ 434.74^from her guardianship account, for reimbursement for expenses 

and monies paid in behalf of the above named minor, 

2. That Annapolis  Federal Savings and Loan Association be and it 

is hereby authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J.  Cammarata,   the sum of 

$ 434.74 and to charge the same to Savings Account No.   1-0-25566. 

/ > / • C-c^u ,., c. C.J 

2. JO. OJl 4  J. 

J.   I 

H1LLMAN 61 HILLMAN 
ATTOHNrVS AT  LAW 

AHNAPOLIf>.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••31*1 

MA » r 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NAVONNE WOOD 

BOOK 199. M 7^7 
IN THE ORPH^L f;o0(<> FOR   V ^\ 

if    'C/        ^ € 
ANNE ARUwiSttfP&JIJf    ^ ^    j 

***** 

NO.   86r/        ^l^^f^./ 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Ca.nmarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, respectfully shows: 

1. That by this Court's Order of November 14, 1972 a separate 

guardianship account was opened at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Associa- 

tion in which was deposited $ 11,782.13.Ml" account number is 1-0-25369. 

2. That since said Order of Court and accounting made your     j 

Petitioner has made certain payments for and on behalf of said minor. Individtt- 

ally, and on behalf of this minor and the four other minor children of Marvin 

E. Wood and Carlotta Wood, his wife, deceased. 

3. That said payments are as follows: 

HILLMAN ft  HILLMAN 

ATTOPNr.YP   AT   I.AW 

ANNAPOUf,   MAim-ANO 

COLONIAL  S.»l»l 

(a) House Mortgage payments 
for November % December,   1972 and 
January,  February a March,   1973 
( 5 X $   114.00)  $ 570.00 -  1/5 

(b) Utilities 

Gas | Electric 
October $ 47.33;   November $  35.98; 
December $ 4 3.21  and January $ 52.93 
Total     $   179.67 -  1/5 

Telephone 
October $  19.01;  November $  i^-50^ 
December $ 27.99  and January $  19.53 
To til     $  83.03 -   1/5 

Fuel Oil * •- e* 
December $  36.57 and January $ 33.o0 
Total    $  70.07 -   1/5 

(c) Miscellaneous 
Annapolis Beudix washer repair 
Nationwide Insurance Co., increased 
homeowners coverage 
Montgomery Ward - new fefrigerator 
American Peat Control 
Blue Cross - Blue Shield 

$    114.00 

$     35.93 

$   16.61 

$     14.01 

$  23.30 

$ 58.30 
$ 50.00 
$ 20.00 
$  81.72 

Total $ 233.32 -  1/5 
$  46.07^' 

.,_, mm —»• 

227.22 *r 

USu      11 'V K 

dfeU f« 
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4.    That the present balance in the aforesaid account is $12,082.15 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authoriz- 

ing the withdrawal of $ 227.22 and directing the Annapolis Federal Savings and 

Loan Association to make said payment. 

And,  as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN  5 HILLMAN 

/ -^ Zi 

fioah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR PEIfflONER 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify,  that on this /^3    day of April,  1972, before me, 

the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,  in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Caramarata and made oath in due form 

of law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing Petition and 

Account, afire true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

\ 

^L0-KM-C      /\ 7\ \J C-<J-<L^< <A -- 

Notary Public 

"•'^Trttrm^ 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORMEVB AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S>3I9I 

ifcU'r 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NAVONNE WOOD 

* 

* 

***** 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guadian in this matter, being 

read and considered, it is this  / A./day of April, 1973, by the Orphans Court 

for Anne Arundol County, ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allowed to withdraw the 

y 
sum of $  227.22 from her guardianship account,  for reimbursement for expenses 

and monies paid in behalf of the above named minor. 

2. That Annapolis  Federal Savings  and  Loan Association be  and it 

is hereby authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J. Cammarata,  the sum of 

$ 227.22 And to charge the same to Savings Account No.   1-0-25S69. 

i. 

Lt CC^e ...<.-    > 4 //I ,C.J. 

>:^ ..-    ^   QLU 
/ i 

J. 

HILLMAN » Mll.l.MAN 

*TTor)Nrv« AT LAW 

ANNAroUS. MAnVLANO 

COLONIAl. 3-Sill 

UCR   11 mi 247 

MAh, 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. 

IN THE ORPHAN^ COURT 

ANNE ARUN 

NO. g^ 

* * * * * 

AWtle 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, respectfully shows: 

. 1. That by this Court's Order of November 14, 1972 a 

separate guardianship account was opened at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loanj 

Association in which was deposited $ 11,782.12. The account number is 

1-0-25565. 

2. That since said Order of Court and accounting made your 

Petitioner has made certain payments for and on behalf of said minor, individu|lly| 

and on behalf of this minor and the four other minor children of Marvin E. 

Wood and Marietta Wood, his wife, deceased. 

3. That said payments are as follows: 

(a) House Mortgage payments 

for November S December,  1972 and 
January,  February & March,  1973 
(5 X $  114.00)  $ 570.00      - 1/5 $    114-uu 

(b) Utilities 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTOHNtVB AT L*W 

ANNAPOUS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL a-HSI 

Gas  5 Electric 
October $47.55; November $ 35.98; 
December $ 43.21 and January $ 52.93 
Total      $    179.67 I/5 

Telephone * ,- -* 
October $ 19.01; November $ 16.50; 
December $ 27.99 and January $ 19.53 
Total  $  83.03 -  1/5 

Fuel Oil 
December $ 36.57 & January $ 33.50 
Total $ 70.07    - 1/5 

(c) Miscellaneous •       * ox in 
Annapolis Bendix, washer repair $ zs.iu 
Nationwide Insurance Co., increased 
homeowners coverage J 58.30 
Montgomery Ward-new refrigerator $-50.00 
American Pest Control $ 20.ou 
Blue Cross-Blue Shield        » 81./f 

-1/5 

35.94 

16.60 

14.02 

Total $ 233.32 
$  46.66 / 

im 11 m 239 
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(d) Individual Benefit 
Graduation announcements 

$ 5.00 

$ 232.22 

4. That the present balance in the aforesaid account is $12,082.12. 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authorizirlg 

the withdrawal of $ 232.22 and directing the Annapolis Federal Savings and Loar 

Association to make said payment. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN 5 HILLMAN 

Joah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR PETITIONER 

State of Maryland. Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this /i^ay of April, 1972, before 

me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the 

County aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Canunarata and made oath in due 

form of law that the matters and facts set forth in aforegoing Petition and 

Account, are true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

ik Notary Public 

^"ii'im.^' 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOU*. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••SISI 

i&ltl*, 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR. 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian in this matter, being 

read and considered, it is this gjU   day of April, 1973. by the Orphans Court | 
t 

for Anne Arundd  County. ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Catnmarata be and she is allowed to withdraw the 

sum of $ 232.22v/from her guardianship account,   for reimbursement  for expenses 

and monies paid in behalf of the above named minor. 

2. That Annapolis  Federal Savings  and  Loan Association be and 

it  is hereby authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J.  Canmarata,  the  sum 

of $  232.22 and to charge the same to Savings Account No.   1-0-25565. 

ST 

/'i,, 

T 
(•    £Ub ' •    ' /'• J 

j. 

im    11 mz 241 
HILLMAN ft MILI.MAN 

ATTOWMf.YB   AT  IJ>W 

AHHAPOUS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL  S 3131 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

CARLA WOOD 

189 wot 733 
• IN THE ORPHA 

• . ANNE ARUNDj 

• NO. J^f 

***** 

. . PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Canunarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, respectful shows: 

1. That by this Court's Order of November 14, 1972 a separate 

guardianship account was opened at Annapolis, Federal Savings and Loan Associa- 

tion in which was deposited $ 11,782.12.^0 account number is 1-0-25567. 

2. That since said Order of Court and accounting made your 

Petitioner has made certain payments for and on behalf of said minor, individu^ 

ally, and on behalf of this minor and the four other minor children of Marvin 

E. Wood and Carlotta Wood, his wife, deceased. 

3. That said payments are as follows: 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 
ATTORNCV* *T LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,  MARVLAND 

COLONIAL S'Siai 

(a) House Mortgage payments 
for November 5 December,  1972 and 
January,  February S March,  1973 
( 5 X $ 114.00)  $ 570.00 -  1/5 

(b) Utilities 

Gas 5 Electric 
October $ 47.55; November $ 35.98; 
December $ 43.21 and January $ 52.93 
Total  $ 179.67 -  1/5 

Telephone 
October $19.01; November $16.50; 
December $ 27.99 and January $ 19.53 
Total $ 83.03  - 1/5 

Puel oil 
December $ 36.57 and January $ 33.50 
Total $ 70.07  - 1/5 

(c) Miscellaneous 
Annapolis Bendix, washer repair 
Nationwide Insurance Co., increased 
homewwners coverage 
Montgomery Ward - new refrigerator 
American Pest Control 
Blue Cross-Blue Shield 

Total $ 233.32/ - 1/5 

$    114.00 

35.94 

$       16.60 

$       14.01 

$ 23.30 

$ 58.30 
$ 50.00 
$ 20.00 
$ 81.72 

$      46.66 y 
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#-W,», 

(d) Individual Benefit 
1 Bedroom suit $  121.38 

$  348.39 ^^ 

4.    That the present balance in the aforesaid account is $12,082.14 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authoriz- 

ing the withdrawal of $ 348.59 and directing the Annapolis Federal Savings and 

Loan Association to make said payment. 

And, as in duty bound,  etc. 

HILLMAN ^ HILLMAN 

By    > '/.' :Z </ L A JS'/C Ci ^cv^^-'— 
'Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR PETITIONER 

State of Maryland,  Anne Arundel County,  to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this \0 day of April,  1972, before me, 

the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,  in and for the Count) 

aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Cammarata and made oath in due form 

of law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing Petition and 

Account,  are true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

/ 

0m\«. 

£14- > yi. c ^L fJ i. ^J.c <•-•'*- 

Notary Public 

If* / > 
I •• (   : ). %   :>  \   , c .1   •    / 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY*  AT  LAW 

ANWAFOUB, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL ••»l»l 

mn   11 m 237 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

CARLA WOOD 

BOOK    199 PAGE 735 
* IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

HIULMAN A  HILLMAN 
ATTOHNF.YF   AT   LAW 

• NHAPCLI*.  MARYUAND 

COLONIAL S-SI9I 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian in this niatter, being 

read and considered, it is this/_M__day of April, 1973} by the Orphans Court 

for Anne Arundel County, ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allowed to withdraw the | 

y 
sum of $ 34859 from her guardianship account, for reimhrsement for expenses 

i 

and monies paid in behalf of the above named minor. 

2. That Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association be and it 
• 

is hereby authorized and directed to pay xinto Marie J. Cammarata,  the sum of 

$  348*59 and to charge the same to Savings Account No.  1-0-25567. 

^Ar.... ....   </>     /A :   'r  /,. 
/ 

,.:,:   <dL& :, J. 

J. 
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ATTORNEVS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-JISI 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

DENISE WOOD 

IN THE ORPHA^ft^J FOif^ w 

ANNE ARUNDEL 

NO.   Sf^*?       GUARDIANStT^^';^ 

********* 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Canmarata, Guardian of the above named 

minor, respectfully shows: 
i 

1. That by this Court's Order of November 14,  1972 a separate 

guardianship account was opened at Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Associa- 

tion in which was deposited $ 11,782.13.    The account number is 1-0-25S68. 

2. That since said Order of Court  and accounting made your 

Petitioner has made certain payments for and on behalf of said minor,  individu- 

ally,  and on behalf of this minor and the four other minor children of Marvin 

E. Wood and Carlotta Wood, his wife,  deceased. 

3. Thet said payments are as  follows: 

(a) House Mortgage payments 
for November § December,   1972 and 
January,  February § Marsh,   1973 
( 5  X $  114.00)  $ 570.00 -  1/2 $ 114.00 

(b)  Utilities 

Gas  § Electric 
October $ 47.55; November $ 35.98; 
December $ 43.21 and January $ 52.93 
Total  $  179.6(7      -  1/3 

Telephone 
October $ 19.01; November $ 16.50; 
December $ 27.99 and January $ 19.53 
Total $ 83.03       - 1/5 

Fuel Oil 
December $ 36.57 and January $ 33.50 
Total $ 70.07     - 1/5 

(c) Miscellaneous 
Annapolis Bendix, washer repair 
Nationwide Insurance Co., increased 
homeowners coverage 
Montgomery Ward - new refrigerator 
American Pest Control 
Blue Cross - Blue Shield 

35.93 

16.61 

14.01 

$ 23.30 

$ 58.30 
$ 50.00 
$ 20.00 
$  81.72 

Total    $ 233.32 - 1/5 $     46.67 

im    11 fACE 233 
$ 227.22 

U * I • 
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4. That the present balance in the aforesaid account is $ 12,082.15 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authoriz- 

ing the withdrawal of $ 227.22 and directing the Annapolis federal Savings and 

Loan Association to make said payment. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN fi HILLMAN 

/ 

By. t Noah A. Hillman 
SOLICITORS FOR PETTTIONER 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel Couny, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this /O  "day of'April, 1972, before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County' 

aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Cammarata and made oath in due form 

of law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing Petition and 

Account, are true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

2k 4- -VK-^--' 7, v 
f 

Notary Public 

» 

< 
v 

•..v//-- ^^•»* 
•y 

b'Ttiim**' 
,< 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS  AT  LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL >-3t»l 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

DENISE WOOD 

* 

***** 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

ORDER    OF    COURT 

The Petition of Marie J.  Cammarata,  Guardian in this matter, being 

read and considered,  it is this / JJw day of April,  1973, by the Orphans Court 

for Anne ARundel County,  ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allowed to withdraw the 

sum of $ 227.22 from her guardianship account,  for reimbursement  for expenses 

and monies paid in behalf of the above named minor. 

2. That Annapolis  federal  Savings  and Loan Association be and it 

is hereby authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J. Cammarata,  the sum of 

$ 227.22 and to charge the same to Savings Account No.  1-0-25568. 

2MbarfaaM«aa   a      U   I'7-*-*?' <A^      (/'J» 

71 U 

J. 

NILLMAN a HILLMAN 
ATTORNCYa AT LAW 

ANNAPOUB,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-SISI 

un   11 m. 235 

dfefftUr 
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|HILLMAN a HILLMAN 
ATTORNEVS AT LAW 

| ANNAPOLIS. MARVLANO 

COLONIAL i.aiai 

BOOK 199 PAGE 739 
L»tn 111 m 4.^ 

IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OP 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., ET AL 

FILED 

.NOV   9 1972 

REGIS[tH Of ^VILLS 

FOR ANNE ARUNOtL COUNIY.MO. 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR* 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. J fyj   GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ACCOUNTING AND PETITION TO CREATE SEPARATE GUARDIANSHIP ACCOUNTS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Canunarata, guardian for the five infants in this 

matter, respectfully shows: 

1. That she has been advised by the Court, through the Solicitor, that 

a single accounting for the group is not desirable or proper. 

2. The funds of this Guardianship are all on deposit with Annapolis 

Federal Savings and Loan Association (Account No. 1-0-24186). 

3. There is on deposit at this time, $ 58,910.62, as follows: 

(a) Original proceeds of insurance policy 
DC 23-029-961A - Metropolitan Life 
Insurance Co. 

(b) Double Indemnity payment, on above 
policy 

(c) Death settlements, authorized in Estates 
of minors1 parents 

$ 11,671.12 / 

( 

$  5,000.00- 

$ 45,000.00- 

(d) Washington Area Carpenters Welfare Fund  $  1,500.00 " 

(e) Washington Area Carpenters Pension t, 
Retirement Fund 

(f) Interest 
$ 

$ 

500.00 

1,120.89 

Total Receipts 

and the following withdrawals, or disbursements, all 
under Orders of this Court: 

$ 64,792.01 

10/12/71 

12/10/71 

6/23/72 

10/31/72 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

2,288.09 

1.178.74 - 

959.93^ 

1,454.63 - 

5,881.39-" 

This balance on hand $  58,910.62^ 
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HILLMAN A HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-9ISI 

^J 

^    BOOK 199 ^740 
Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court, 

(a) To authorize opening five separate guardianship accounts, 

one for each minor child, excusing her from giving bond so long as all funds 

be deposited in a Savings and Loan Association, subject to withdrawal by Order 

of this Court, 

(b) To ratify the aforegoing Account; 

(c) To authorize closing Account No. 1-0-24186, Annapolis Federatl 

Savings and Loan Association and the opening of five separate accounts, one for 

each minor child, dividing the present balance in five equal sums1. 

(d) To enter such other and further Order as may be deemed 

necessary. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN § HILLMAN 

By 
rfrrt /It-tH^c J 

Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS FOR PETITIONER; 

STATE OF MARYLAND, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify,  that on this y^/vt day of November,  1972, before me, 

the subscriber,  a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally agsared Marie J. Cammarata and made oath in due form of 

law that the matters and facts set forth in aforegoing Petition and Account, 

are true as therein stated. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

/UL^-VK^J     7x - 
Notary Public 

Lltt«     10 PAir   41? 

AUii 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., ET AL 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Accounting and Petition To Create •'Separate Guardianship Accounts being 

read and considered, it is  Is Ar^_day of November, 1972, by the Orphans 

Court for Anne Arundel County, ORDERED and ADJUDGED: 

1. The Guardian is directed to open separate guardianship 

accounts as follows: 

•f 

(a) Marvin E. Wood, Jr. - 

(b) Natalie Wood 

Cc) Carl a Wood 

(d) Denise Wood 

(e) Navonne Wood 

$ 11,782.12" 

$ 11,782.12 - 

$ 11,782.12 

$ 11,782.13 - 

$ 11,782.13- 

2. Marie J. Cammarata is continued as Guardian for Marvin E. 

Wood, Jr., Natalie Wood, Carla Wood, Denise Wood and Navonne Wood, minors. 

3. No Bond is required for the Guardian, so long as all funds 

be deposited in a Savings and Loan Association, subject to withdrawal by Order 

of this Court. 

4. The Account of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian is hereby 

ratified. 

5. The Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association be and 

is authorized to close Account No. 1-0-24186 and to open five separate account^, 

one for each minor child, as above set forth, placing said sums in name of 

Marie J. Cammarata as Guardian for each child. 

o y   C.J 

xXyt j^y?^.?.^—*?• 
j. 

mJL\, 
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ATTOnNEVS  AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONM II 
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BOOK 

IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR.. ET AL 

199 mlVt 
* IN THE ORPHANS COURT 

* ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

* NO. ^ ^   GUARDIANSHIP 

***** i 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, guardian for the .-'infants in this 

matter, respectfully shows: 

1. That since March 20, 1972, as referred to in a prior Petition 

your Petitioner has made the following payments for and on behalf of said infant 

children: 

(a) House mortgage payments for April, May, 
June, July, August, September and 
October, 1972, at $ 114.00 monthly (7 mos)   $ 798.00 Jf 

(b) Utilities: 

Gas § Electric 

April $ 19.22 
May 20.14 
June 27.76 
July 36.40 
August 54.25 
September 34.60 

Telephone: 

March $  16.59 
April 18.55 
May 16.59 
June 20.17 
July 16.95 
August 18.41 
September 20.54 

Fuel Oil: 

March $ 25.70 
April 43.59 
May 25.97 
August 25.13 

Miscellaneous 

$ 192.37 v^ 

$ 127.80 

$120.39 

Dr. A. M. Rivera (Marvin) $ 8.00 
Blue Cross (,  Blue> Shield  163.44 
(81.72 7/11/72 ft $81.72 10/1) 
Gulf Oil 5.08 
Film developing (Fla trip)  29.55 
Natalie's school ring      10.00 $ 216.07 

U8EK     10 PACt   313 $ 1454.63 
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ATTORNEYe AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S-SIJI 

UM«     10 WE   314 
^p 

BOOK 199PACE743 
2. That since the filing of the last Petition to withdraw funds, 

as of January 20, 1972 when the balance was $ 15,348.96, your Petitioner de- 

posited in the guardianship account No. 24186, Annapolis Federal Savings and 

Loan Association, $ 45,000.00 on July 28^72. This money was received in 

settlement of death claims as reported to this Court. The balance as of July 

28, 1972, in said account, is $ 59,775.42 as shown on a photocopy of the account 

book attached hereto.  Interest is to be added to the account. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authorizing 

the withdrawal of $ 1454.63 and directing the Annapolis Federal Savings and 

Loan Association to make said payment. 

AND, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN 5 HILLMAN 

Noah A. Hillman 

Solicitor for Guardian 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I herdy certify, that on this«>^  day of October, 1972, before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian in this case, and 

made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in the fore- 

going Petition are true as therein set forth. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

J& rv 

/ io-^-^^i.   X -: t /   '(-.L-S 

Notary Public 

mA\, 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD. JR., ET AL 

***** 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.       GUARDIANSHIP 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata. Guardian in this matter, being read 

and considered, it is this M±J*,  of   JcM^L ' 1972' ^ 

the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County. ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allowed to withdraw the 

sum of $ 1454.63 from her guardianship account, for reimbursement for expenses 

and monies paid in behalf of the minors. 

2. That Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association be and 

it is hereby authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J. Cammarata. the sum of 

$ 1454.63.^ to charge the same to Savings Account No. 24186. 

I - 

( 

.i   *- 

HILLMAN tt HILLMAN 
ATTORNEVa AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 3-31 »l 
\m   10 WGE 315 

iO 

;< 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR.,  ET AL 

LMK    09 m 424 
V 

6OOK iss^i^e 
'*a.Vf <iim n us 

cai^ry 
WA. 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.     /^ GUARD-SHIP 

***** 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES/IF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian for the infants, respect 

fully shows: 

1. That since authorization for asimbursement to her, heretofore 

authorized, she has made the following payments up to March 20, 1972, for and 

on behalf of the infants: 

A. House mortgage payments for December (1971), January, 

f 

February and March 1972, at $ 114.00 monthly 

B. Utilities: 

$ 456.00 

$ 30.22 
22.15 
22.02 
22.21 

Gas  § Electric 
December • 
January 
February 
March 

Telephone: 
December 
January 
February 

FUel Oil: 
January 
February 

Miscellaneous 
3/12/72 Colonial Termite Control Co. 
Montgomery Ward, electric stove top 

Total 

96.60 

$ 15 .07 
18 .26 
21 .19 

$ 21 .83 
36 .46 

$ 
$ 

54.52 

58.29> 

180.00 
114.52 

LS 

HILLMAN « HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S'tlSI 

$  959.93 

2. That the balance in the Guardianship Account No. 24186, Annapol 

Federal Savings and Loan Association, as of January 20, 1972, is $ 15,348.96, 

with interest to be added from that date. 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order authorizing 

the withdrawal of $ 959.93 and directing Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan 

| Association to make said payment. 

4fcUlr 
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And, as in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN t,  HILLMAN 

( Noah A. Hillman 

Solicitors for Guardian 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this ^ ^  of June' 1972' bef0re mC' the 

subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. Canunarata, Guardian in this cause, and 

made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in the fore- 

going Petition are true as therein set forth. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

•V    ."•'      .irM t'   ^ 

JLA tS&At L^- 

n 
:.'   ..    »tV     />• J 

Notary Public 

LIB a   09 PAGE 425 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTOHNrVF  AT t*W 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL   SSISI 
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IN THE NUTTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD. JR., BT AL 

* 

* 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

IN THE ORPHANS COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEl, COUNTY 

N0# GUARDIANSHIP 

^ Petition of Maxic J.  Ca.narata,  Guaxdi,n in t).is .atter. being 

• ,       i    it is this      '.  'day of June.   1972. by the Orphans Court 
read and considered,   it is tms  .   y 

for Anne Arundel County, ORDERED: 
A  ci,*  io:   allowed to withdraw  the 

1.    'mat Marie J. Cammarata be and she is  allowca 

•„t     for reimbursement for expenses 
sum of $ 959.93 from her guardianship account,   for 

and monies paid in behalf of the minors. 

2      Th.t Annapolis  Federal  Savings and Loan Association be and It 

1S .ereb, authorized and cirected to pay unto Marie a. Cammarata.  the sum of 

$ 959.93 and to charge the same to Savings Account No.  24186. 

i 

C.J 

^, <«i' i' r -i      i.»f • 

^i«. -   '.,_ i - 
J.! 

HILLMAH ft Hll.UMAN 

ATIOFiNLTO  AT  LAW 

•NMArOUa. MAOVLAND 

COLONIAL 3-31 SI 

AU»i 
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IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., ET AL     * 

***** 

IN THE  ORPHANS COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COJNTY 

NO.   ^7     GUARDIANSHIP 

MII.LMAN  ft HILL MAN 

ATTORNr.VS   AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS,   MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 9-3131 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

***** 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Marie J. Caramarata, Guardian for the infant 

in this matter, respectfully shows: 

1. That she heretofore applied for Social Security 

benefits for the infant children in this matter but has not yet 

received any although there is a promise that same will be shortly 

forthcoming. 

2, That in addition claim has been made for Veterans 

Administration bewfits.  However, the payment of such benefits, 

for the children, is predicated upon the amount receivable from 

Social Security.  There is another problem with regard to this, 

namely, that Veterans Administration is loath to make payment 

of benefits until some decision is reached with regard to the 

payment of double indemnity life insurance.  The double indenmityj 

provision of Marvin E. Wood's life insurance policy is not pay- 

able if the insured (Marvin E. Wood) was the pilot in operating 

the plane in which he was killed.  Investigation is still con- 

tinuing. 

3.  That meanwhile, pending receipt of Social Security 

benefits and of Veterans Administration benefits, the everyday 

expenses with regard to the children continue.  Your Petitioner 
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has had to pay or incur bills for their benefit.  She attaches 

herewith a summary of said expenses paid or payable since she 

previously applied for permission to withdraw funds.  These in- 

clude mortgage payments, utilities, food, clothing and miscellaneQus| 

and items listed as "misc. (house)", all totaling $ 1178.74. 

Wherefore, your Petitioner prays the Court to pass an Order 

authorizing the withdrawal of $ 1178.74 and directing Annapolis 

Federal Savings and Loan Association to make said payment. 

And, a  in duty bound, etc. 

HILLMAN  & HILLMAN 

MILLMAN ft Hll-UMAN 
MTDSNr.VS  AT  LAW 

ANNAPOUS,  MARYLAND 

COLONIAU  5.3IS1 

y\ 
n 
^arie ,J. Cammarata 

</   Guardian 
^7 Noah A. Hlllman 

Solicitors for Guardian ' 

State of Maryland, Anne Arxmdel County, to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this /^f "day of November, 1971, 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Mary- j 

land, in and for'bhe County aforesaid, personally appeared Marie ! 

J. Cammarata, Guardian in this cause, who made oath in due form 

of law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing 

Petition are true to the best of her knowledge, information and 

belief. 

As witness my band and Notarial  Seal. 

7// 
V 

/ 

Notary Public 

LI8tR 6   fAl:     t^V 

V 
- 

ndki ? - 
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IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOK 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. ?fc^  GUARDIANSHIP 

HILl.MAH ft HILI.MAN 
ATTOHNFYf   *T  LAW 

ANHAPOUC-.  MAHYLAMO 

COtOt4IAL aaiji 

IN THE MATTER OF * 

GUARDIANSHIP OF * 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., ET AL   * 

***** 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition of Marie J. Cammarata, Guardian Inthis case, 

being read and considered, it is this ./•-, day of .f.   , ., ..  

1971, by the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County, ORDERED: 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and sheis allowed to 

withdraw the sun, of $ 1178.74 fro,, her account, rein.burse.ent 

for expenses and for .onies paid in behalf of the ndnors. 

2.  That Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Aasocia- 

tion be and hereby is authorised and directed to pay unto 

Marie J. Ca^arata. the su. of $ 1178.74 and to charge the sa.e 

to Savings Account No. 24186. 

////-      r^-/   £££* 
•I I 

/• c J . 
 > 

7 / .//''• 
i    'ii*  f • 

,       ./' 
Ti 

# 

22^1^ 

* *~^r 

CS) • 

J. 

•'   J. 

IHi W 8     WA        .i.,)^> 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., ET AL 

* 

* * * * * 

IN THE ORPlUNS^ C0bRTnVoW 

'  ANNE ARUNDEL COUNT? 

NO.        GUARDIANSHIP 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS AND REPORT OF ASSETS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition and Report of Marie J. Cammarata, guardian for 

the infants in this matter, respectfully shows: 

1. That she was appointed on August 3, 1971, by this 

Court, guardian for the minor children in this cause. 

2. That there has come into her hands as the sole assets,! 

thus far, the following: 

(a)  from Washington Area Carpenters 
Welfare Fund 9 

Cb)  from Metropolitan Life Insurance 
Co. Policy No. 23029961 

(c)  from Washington Area Carpenters 
Pension & Retirement Fund 

1500.00 

11671.12 

500.00 

Total 
$  13671.12 

HIU.MAN » HlLLMAN 
ATTfitJNfVe  AT  LAW 

ANNAT'OLI?.   MAHVLANO 

COLONIAL  3-»13' 

3.  That in accordance with the Order appointing your 

Petitioner guardian in this matter, the aforesaid funds «ere de- 

posited with Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association, 

Annapolis. Maryland, Account No. 24186, savings account, which 

is subject to withdrawals by Order of this Court. 

4.  That your Petitioner hopes to receive other funds and j 

when and if received she will promptly report receipt of same and | 

i 

deposit it in the aforesaid account. 

5.  That your Petitioner, the grandparent of the infants 
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in this case, has paid out monies on behalf of and in the interest 

of said minor children since the date of their parents' death and 

seeks reimbursement.  The following is an account of monies paid: 

(a) Payments made on unpaid balance for 
automobile June, July, August & 
September 1971 - four payment of 
$ 109.00 each $ 436.00 

(b) Payments made for food for said 
minor children: June 1971 $ 101.24; 
July $ 199.43; August 107.64 and 
September $ 183.77 - total $ 

(c) Miscellaneous house iter.s, clothing, 
etc. - June 1971 $ 73.75; July $108.68; 
August $ 98.17 & $ 101.47 and September 
$ 40.58 - total 9 

(d) Mortgage payments on dwelling 
June 1971, July, August & September 
4 payments at $ 114.00 each - total 

(e) Repairs to motor lawn mower 9/21/71 

(f) Automobile insurance. Nationwide 
9/10/71 

(g) Blue Cross 8/23/71 

(h) Gas & Electric - 7/13/71 $ 20.90; 
8/3 $ 18.41; 8/25 $ 22.51 - total 

(i)  Telephone - 6/25/71 $ 34.95; 
8/6 $ 10.48 & 8/25 $ 10.53 - total 

(j) Fuel oil - 6/25/71 

592.08 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

422.65 

456.00 

78.48 

39.90 

77.22 

61.82 

55.96 

67.98 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTORNKYB AT LAW 

ANNAPOLI*. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL a-aiai 

Total « ^88-09 

Wherefore, your Petitio^having reported assets in her hands 

and having prayed for reimbursement for payments made as aforesaid 

prays the Court to pass an Order authorizing said reimbursement 

and directing the Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association 

•:m a <AU ii>.> 

MM.i. 
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to make payment to her. 

And, as in duty bound, etc. 

H1LLMAN & HILLMAN 

rie J. Gammarata 
PETITIONER BY 

A Noah A. Hillman 
Maryland Inn 
Annapolis, Md.  - 263-3131 

SOLICITORS FOR GUARDIAN 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel Gounty^to wit: 

I hereby certify, that on this ^ ^day of October, 1971, be- 

fore me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, 

in and for the Gounty aforesaid, personally appeared Marie J. 

Ca^narata, guardian in this cause, who made oath in due form of 

law that the matters and facts set forth in the foregoing Petition 

and Report are true to the best of her knowledge, information and 

belief. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

2L fi -I'VL.J^. ^ 
/ 

L d •" ''•'-•   ''• 

Notary Public 

HILLMAN ft HILLMAN 
ATTONNEYS *T LAW 

ANNAPOLIS. MARYLAND 

COLONIAL s.aiai 

*M», 
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GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARVIN E. WOOO, JR., ET AL 

* IN THE ORPHANS COURT FOR 

* ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

* NO. GUARDIANSHIP 

* * * * * 

ORDER OF COURT 

The Petition and Report of Marie J. Caromarata, Guardian in 

this cause, being read and considered, it is this /J'  '  day of 

October, 1971 by the Orphans Court for Anne Arundel County, ORDERED; 

1. That Marie J. Cammarata be and she is allowed the 

sum of $ 2288.09, as shown in said Petition and Report, reimburse- 

ment for expenses and monies paid in behalf of the minors. 

2. That Annapolis Federal Savings and Loan Association 

be and is authorized and directed to pay unto Marie J. Cammarata, 

the sum of $ 2288,09 and charge the same to Savings Account No. 

24186. 

/, 
,;/<>'.- -.^- /i -'''<" '• ••''f- C.J. 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTOHNEy* AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MAHVLANO 

COLONIAL 3-3131 

 i j 

LiatR     B Pft&t X\K* 

•    i 
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Petition iot Letters of Guardianships    „ XV 

To the Honorable, the M*. of the Or^a^CouK of^ Anne Ajundel County^ 

In the Matter of the Estate ot ^J^^^^ ^ *** 
Sp    VnfantaO 

Camraarata The Petition of -     Maria.-J. 
respectfully shows unto your Honors: 

1   That your Petitioner resides at     .._D.avldSQaviIle^-Maryla-Dd  
in Anne Arundel County, State of Maryland. 

MarvinJE....WQQdA  Jr,_ „.     , Minor, Born     August  23 2. That 
_, 1055. 

IS 
the infant child ofMarvin Eugene Wood    (father), and .Xarlotta.-Woad  _ (mother). 

2. That Jtetalitf Wood , Minor, Born December .20 ....   , i£6„, 

is the infant child oT^rvin. Eugene .Wood (father), and  OarlQttt WOfld,     (mother), 

2   That Carla  W00^- • Minor' Born -P-11   - ' 1958   ' 
is the infant chiid'oflMaryin. Eugene. Wood (father), and ...fiiirlnftfl WoQd.-r(mother). 

Bom ..March. 16    , 19 61, « 2   That   Denise Wood _   , Minor 
of".Maryin..Eugene Wood (father), and - Carlotta^Wood    (mother ) 

$  

$  

o 
o 

is the infant child ot.j^^yxu^e--  "-—y"—y. JQ^ minor child  of above parents,! 

i-T&iffi —*e3tate of the value or 

17,000.00 , and is also seized of real estate, the income from which amounts to 

---.-.-" , annually. 

4. That the said Infanta-esides with       Petitioner   

at Davidsonville r , Anne Arundel County, Maryland. 

YOUR PETITIONER THEREFORE prays that   he may be appointed guardian ^wg^ant^  Cour1 

And ufforn rrurtnpnMf fll1  #,mH" *" ^"^ ftTn«n ABBOC.  Bnhj^j:<UJMu»^A 

^/iK-d&tL 
^    Attorney for Petitioner^^^^A^^ 

!kaA<**Jif & Petitioner. 
/ 

•Jp ^pOUNTY OF ANNE ARUNDEL, STATE OF MARYLAND, to wit: 

j|      S Personally appeared  Marte. J.   tomUMX*- -       Petitioner 

3l Earned in the above application and being sworn according to law, did depose and say that the matters 
*| ^.nd things set forth in the aforegoing petition are trne to the best of  .her...knowledge, informafon 

i^ nd belief. 
/o 

X 
SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED before me this 

..^U^M^ch', 19 71 . 

JsU 

Riim»»Wi(DCW><4 for Aane Arundel Cou^^sJ'      /%v i 
JlOtary Public V^W^V 

ORDER 

ORDERED, this  3**  day of        AUCDKlft    •71 ' that 

]torie..J....Cati^ar.ata  _  is hereby appointed 

GUARDIAN  for   Jft^tn 8.  Wood. A^iSililll^ WWl,  Mtl* Wft04,  Ptttltf 

Wood and Navonne Wood ^ with restrictions.   
" "  is  excused  from bond,  provided all  funds 

«i¥»xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx30«xKw:jdxx ^ ^5his C
/^
urt»^ sv 1% 

Money deposited in said Minors;  tkmmmm.^L/f^^^ t*, yjbt^j^f^^^' C/f 

LIBLK 8 Mfif   J.^i 7 

*.M.» r 

JO-i 

1 ( 

Judges 
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IN THE MATTER OF GUARDIANStfTP 0 

MARVIN WOOD,  JR.,   NATALIE WOOD, 

DENISE WOOD,   CARLA WOOD and 
NAVONNE WOOD 

*9*P^E'lb8      IN THE CIRCUIT COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.^/ ?#)     EQUITY 

PETITION TO WITHDRAW FUNDS 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

The Petition of Jane Hays, Guardian of the above named minors, 

respectfully shows: 

1. That she has made certain disbursements since the filing 

of the last Petition to Withdraw Funds, for which she craves reimbursement. 

2. Your Petitioner requests authorizations to withdraw, amounts 

from the several savings and loan associations accounts, for the reason that 

all payments hereafter listed have been made for the benefit of the minors 

as shown. 

3.    The present balance in the above accounts  is  as follows: 

$ 10,444.81 

$ 10,240.03 

$ 10,436.02 

Marvin E. Wood,  Jr.   -  i  1-00-26366 

Natalie Wood *   1-00-26365 

Denise Wood »   1-00-26364 

Carla Wood 

Navonne Wood 

I   1-00-26363 

«   1-00-26362 

$     10,319.10 

$     10,462.60 

4,    The disbursements were  as  follows: 

(a)  House mortgage payments 

$ 114.00 -T 
114.00 S 
140.00   / 

September 
October 
November $     368.00 

HILLMAN a HILLMAN 
ATTORNEY* AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 3-3131 

(b)  Utilities: 

Gas  5 Electric 
September 
October 

Telephone 
August 
September 
October 

Fuel Oil 

October 

$   101.73 
76.84 

/ 

$     178.57 

$     15.96 
14.45 ^ 
15.73 

$       45.21 s 

$       46.14 

$       45.21 

(c) Miscellaneous 

Clearwater Pools 
Montgomery Ward 
(in full) 

Blue Cross 5 
Blue Shield 

Total joints expenses 

IW3U0V28 W1IJ38 

$ 

$ 60.09 

196.14 

81.72 

/ 

/ 

$  337.95 

$    975.87 

MU. 

JO-, 
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Expenses for Natalie Wood - clothes 

Driving Marvin's car - damages - 
cost of repairs 

L-xpenses - Carla Wood - clothes 

Expenses - Denise Wood - clothes 
Dr. Riviera 

Expenses   -  Navonne Wood -   clothes 

$   12.22 

182.00       $   194.22 

$     12.22 

$   10.66 
6.00   '$     16.66 

$     11. 34 

That  the  aforementioned accounts  should be  charged as  follows: 

Marvin Wood,  Jr.   -   1/5  of joint  expenses 

Natalie Wood -   1/5 of joint  expenses 
Clothing expenses 
Damages  to Marvin's  car 

Carla Wood -   1/5  joint  expenses 
Clothing expenses 

Denise Wood  -   1/5  of joint  expenses 
Other expenses 

Insurance payment paid for Denise by 
Nadine  Brown  (aunt) 

Navonne Wood       -   1/5 of joint expenses 
Clothing expenses 

$   195.18 

$     195.18 
12.22 

182.00  $  389.40 

$     195.17 
12.22  $  207.39 

$     195.17 
16.66 

$     211.83 

26.28    $  185.55 

$     195.17 
11.34    $  206.51 

Wherefore,  your Petitioner prays  the Court to pass   an Order in con- 

formity with the above. 

And,   as  in duty bound,   etc. 

ShWLfc M 
Jane Hays 

z 
HILLMAN  & H1LLMAN 

ardian 
By^ 

HILLMAN A HILLMAN 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MARYLAND 

COLONIAL 9-31 SI 

Noah A. Hillman 

SOLICITORS  FOR GUARDIAN 

State of Maryland,  Anne Arundel County,   to v^it: 

I hereby certify,  that on this^7day of November,   1973, before me, 

the subscriber,   a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,   in and for the County 

aforesaid, personally appeared Jane Hays, Guardian, who made oath in due form 

of law that the matters  and facts set  forth in the foregoing Petition are true 

and correct. 

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal. 

A? 
1 cc^e- K>' -A/_ ^:a- -~s 

Notary Public 

MJLk 
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IN THE MATTER OF GUARDI 

MARVIN E. WOOD, JR., NATALIE WOOD, 

DENISE WOOD, CARLA WOOD AND 

NAVONNE WOOD 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT  FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. ^/ 7 ^ /   EQUITY 

***** 

ORDER OF  COURT 

The  foregoing Petition to Withdraw Funds  and other proceedings being 

read and considered,   it is  this .,.,>?     day of     (/u&jtkaJ**        * 1973' by the 

Circuit  Court  for Anne Arundel  County,   in Equity,  ORDERED that Jane Hays, 

Guardian, be and is  authorized to withdraw the following funds from Annapolis 

Federal Savings and Loan Association: 

Marvin E. Wood,  Jr.   -  »  1-00-26366 $ 195*18 

Natalie Wood #   1-00-26365 $ 389-.40 

Carla Wood #  1-00-26364 $ 207.39 

Denise Wood «  1-00-26363 $ 185.55 

Navonne Wood #   1-00-26362 $ 206.51 

</ 

\.-fk,A ^ 
Judge 

HILLMAN a HILLMAN 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

COLONIAL S.3ISI 

I9/3W3V28 PH M4i 

mjUt 
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IN THE MATTER OF GUARDIANSHIP    * 

OF MARVIN WOOD, JR.f NATALIE     * 

WOOD, CARLA WOOD AND * 

NAVONNE WOOD * 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY 21,721 

MEMORANDUM OF OPINION AND DECREE 

By its Order of 19 June 1973 the Orphans Court for Anne 

Arundel County appointed Jane Hays Guardian of the persons and 

property of the five young people named herein, in substitution 

for the Guardian first appointed.  She has now petitioned for a 

termination of the guardianship. 

Also petitioning for a termination of the guardianship 

as to himself is Marvin E. Wood, Jr., who became 18 years of age 

on 23 August 1973.  Mr. Wood is joined in his Petition by Malcolm 

B. Smith, Esquire.  Besides termination as to Mr. Wood, they pray 

that they be appointed co-guardians of the property of the 

remaining minors and that Wood be appointed sole guardian of the 

persons of those minors. The present guardian opposes this 

Petition. 

The battle is over the effect, if any, of Ch. 651, Laws 

of Maryland, 1973, which became law 1 July 1973. 

Sec. 1 of Ch. 651 provides that "a person eighteen years 

of age or more is an adult for all purposes."  It also provides 

PI! p-n 
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that "the term 'minor,' as it pertains to legal age and capacity, 

refers to persons who have not attained the age of eighteen years 

The guardian argues that when this section is read with Sec. 51, 

Wood is still a minor. The Court does not see it that way. 

Sec. 51 provides that it is to be "construed only pros- 

pectively and shall not be applied or interpreted to have any 

effect upon. . .any court decree. . .in effect prior to the 

effective date of this Act."   But the present question is not the 

effect of the Act on a prior court decree, i.e., the order 

appointing the guardian.  The question is whether the Court has 

jurisdiction at this time to continue the guardianship as to Wood. 

This Court derives its power to appoint a guardian for 

a minor from Sec. 201, Art. 93A, Code. Its jurisdiction termin- 

ates when the minor attains his majority. Sec. 214(c), Art. 93A, 

Code. There would be no question of the Court's lack of power to 

appoint a guardian for Wood if this were an original Petition to 

have a guardian appointed. The same infirmity limits the Court 

with respect to appointing a substitute guardian for him: it has 

no power to do so. 

Accordingly, it is this 13th day of December 1973, by 

the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and 

DECREED: 

That the guardianship of Jane Hays be, and it is hereby, 

terminated; 

That her accounting be referred to an auditor, and she 

shall stand discharged at such time as the Court ratifies the 

auditor's report without exception; 

•vs, 
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That Jane Hays pay over to Marvin E. Wood, Jr. all 

monies she has been holding for his benefit; 

That Marvin E. Wood, Jr. and Malcolm B. Smith be, and 

they hereby are, appointed co-guardians of the property and estateL 

of Natalie Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood, and Navonne Wood, to 

serve without bond so long as any expenditures are made only upon 

their joing signatures; 

That Jane Hays deliver to Marvin E. Wood, Jr. and Malcol^n 

B. Smith all property she has been holding for the benefit of 

Natalie Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood, and Navonne Wood; 

That Alice Wood and Albert Wood are appointed guardians 

of the persons of Natalie Wood, Denise Wood, Carla Wood, and 

Navonne Wood. 

cc:  Malcolm B. Smith, Esquire 
Noah A. Hillman, Esquire 
Mrs. Alice Wood 

L.  Wray , Jur fDGE 7 

jf&ltr 



ImheCaseof m   IQQ p^^g, 

.In.Ih.e GMard1.an.$Mp...Q.f.^^^   
NaM1e..WPP.d.i....Cteni.sft   

Naypnne..Wpgd  
vs. 

In the 

Circuit Court 
For 

Anne Arundel County 
No.     21,721 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court i 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 

WI*)|KXIOTO*l^fcin*XfcW)*^^)«)^ in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

January 9, 1974 

John H. Hopkins. IV Auditor. 

CO 

I 
CD 

FINAL ORDER 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this day of       . 0 •    ^' , 19    .   . that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified and confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 

been or may be received. 

CO 
CO 

  

•     ...•;      ..'  

  . , deputy 
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In The Matter of the Guardianship of Marvin E. Wood, Jr.. Natalie Wood, 
Oenlse Wood, Carla Wood and Navonne Wood 

inAcct.with      Jane Hays, Guardian 

Assets to be accounted for: 

Maryland   National Bank -J^e^ing._toQiAat 

Annapolis Federal Savings & loan Ass'n . viz: 

Jtecount No. 1-0026362 „-„Nawrme_Jj(QQd  

"       "     1 -0026363---Carla. Wood  

1-00?fi^4  -  npnUP-Wood 

"     1 -0026365. -^Nat^IleJJQQd 

1-onpfi^fifi - Marvin E. Wood. Jr 

Receipts: 

interest- Apn^poll? Fed-  S&L Ass'n to 12/31/73 

Amount No, 1-0026362 - NavonneJlQOtL 

" "   i-nn?fi^fi3 - Carl a Wood 

1 -0026364 - Denise__Wood 

n 1-nn?6365 - Nfl^liP Wood 

1-002^366 - Marvin E. Wood, dr. 

Rpin^rgpmpnt - Cemetery Marker 

gyggtlM Waives ConmisslfliiS-- 

To Guardian for CourtJ^ite^Jdii 

Plaintiff's Solicitors Appearance_fee 

Defendant's 

w.G. Larrimore.JIerlLjL-nerl^lJ^its 

Auditor - stating this__account 

To Guardian for Expenses_Charx|eable 

equally to all minors_1_yizi 

AnnapolisJed^S&L^s^:^^ 

Blue Cross and Blue_Shield 

- Tnsiiranqp Prpm.  - npni«;e Wnnd 



# i 
OE766 

• 
BOOK   199 n 

Baltimore Gas & Electric 388 1 1 

C & P Telephone Co. 128 E 18 

Alice L. Wood - Food, etc 1t745 ( 10 

"    "     "     - Reimb. Drver & Dehumidifier 318 24 

Robert L. Richards - Newspapers 18 20 

Hillman & Hillman -Attorney's fees 6,000 t DO 

Reaister of Wills - Orphans Court Costs 129 50 

Fidelitv & Deposit Co.  - Bond Premium 20 00 — 

Southern Maryland Oil Co., - Fuel Oil 171 B7 

Montgomery Ward - Refrigerator 296 14 

Cleanwater Pools - Repair & Cleaning 60 09 

Jane M. Hays - Reimbursement - Telephone 15 73 

                   "             - Food & Misc. 249 47 

                   "            - Gas & Electric 76 84 

 '                     "               - Mnwer Blades 3 75 

Marvland National  Bank - Service Charge 3 25          10.864 79 

Expenses Chargeable to Individual Minors, viz: 

To Natalie Wood - Clothes 12 22 

"         "     - Damage to Car 182 00                 194 22 

To Carl a Wood - Clothes 12 99                    12 22 

To Denise Wood - Dr. Riviera^ 6 00 

"         "      - Clothes 10 fifi                    Ifi 66 

To Navonne Wood - Clothes 11 34                    11  34 

Total Expenses llf244 23'r 

Summary : 

Total Estate to be Accounted for 62.833 64 

Total Expenses 11.244 23 

Balance for Distribution 51.589 41 

Distribution as follows  : 

Navonne Wood * viz; 

Balance Savings Account 7/11/73 17,004 19 

Interest - Savinos Account 298 17 

1/5 Checking Account - Maryland Nat'l Bank 282 22 

1/5 Reimbursement Cost - Cemetery Marker 50 ^         12^35_a 5- 

1 pec•   Onp-fifth  Cnmmnn Pynenco                    2.201.96 

less: Clothe^ nu^hased                                   11.34 2.21- 1 30           _2.213 3 0 

Balance due Navonne Wood 10.421 76 

. I f I 
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1 
To Carl a Wood, viz: 

MJ 

Balance Savings Account 7/11/73 llf881 58 

Interest on Savings Account 275 34 

CD 1/5 Checking Account -Maryland Nat'l Bank 282 22 

1/5 Reimbursement Cost - Cemetery Marker 50 48 12,489 62 
5*: 
o 
If Less: One-fifth Common Expense                2,201.56 

Clothes Purchased                                      12.22 2.2U 18 2.214 18 

Balance due Carl a Wood 10,275 44 

To Denise Wood, viz: 

Balance Savings Account 7/11/73 12.004 19 

Interest on Savings Account 297 60 

1/5 Checking Account- Maryland National Bank 282 21 

1/5 Reimbursement Cost - Cemetery Marker 50 48 

Reimbursement Insurance Premium paid 26 28 12.660 76 

Less:    One-fifth Common Expense            2.201.96 

Medical  - Dr. Riviera                          6.00 

"        Clothes purchased                               10.66 __    -   2.218^ 62 2.218 62 

Balance to Denise Wood 10,442 14 

1 i 
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oo To Natalie Wood, viz: 
-co 

Balance Savings Account 7/11/73 11,794 ! >5 ri 
— i Interest on Savings Account 291 36 

CD 
C7D One-fifth checking - Maryland Nat'l Bank 282 21 
-^H 

Plus: One-fifth Reimbursement Cost-Cemetery Mark? ?                50 49 12,418 51 
<=> 

Less: One-fifth Common Expense               ^^ni.oe 

"      Clothes purchased                                12.22 

"     Damage to car                                    182.00 2.396 lfi_ 2r396 Ji 
Balance to Natalie Wood 10.022 43 

To Marvin E. Wood, Jr., viz: 

Balance Savings Account 7/11/73 11.999 11 

Plus - Interest on Savings Account 297 78 

"    -One-fifth Checking Account-Maryland Nat'l  Rk 2fi2 21 

"    - "       "      ReimhMr«;pmprit Cost - Cemetery 

Marker 50 49^ 12.629 59 

Less: One-fifth Conmon Expense 2,201 9S 2.201 95 

Balance to Marvin E. Wood, Jr. in.d?? 64 

51.589    41 
1  T 

k 

Note:    All  money due Navonne Wood,  Carla Wood,  Den Ise Wood and 

^ and 

  

Natalie Wood payable to Marvin E. WoodT Jr. 
 • — 1 

Malcolm  B      ^nri+h   ac   Prt — Hna v«-l-i ^no   *»x   <. —JJ      J ftars. ^  IIMn.ifmt H.«—jimjuu—aa uo-iiuarQxanS—ot said ml i    ii 1 
1— J 7 

 JL 
J 
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IN THE MATTER CF   THE 
-MOK 199 P«E769 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NATALIE WOOD 
vs 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO       EZZZtE EQUITY 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

For the period of    January   15 1974       to     December  20 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of      Malcolm B.   Smith and Marvin E.  Wood,  Jr. 

Trustee/Committ^e/Guardiai/ nspeclrlilly snows: 
one-fourth of 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists of/the following property: 

Cash    52-566-7  

.19 74 

309.74 

7944 
(Checking Acct. No.) 

Cash _ 
(Savings Acct. No.) 

Savings Certificates  2629   and  2630 

/ 

/ 4,001.02 

43,033.28^ 

$. 

TOTAL CASH       47t334.04 

OTHER. 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor, Serial Number, Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

EQ-44 (      <IH MOKH SPACE IS NEEDED, INSERT FXTRA SHEET) MLJ 

IS75JIW-3 HI! 9J 10 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares, Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 

2. That during the reporting period the following income 
Marvin Wood 
Social Security l 

Veterans' Administration 
Interest Account No. 7944 
Interest Account No. 2629 
Interest Account No. 2630 
Jane Hays(additional principal) 
Payment of loan 
Other (additional principal) 1 

was received: 
177.87 

,206.40 
580.53 
33.31 

261.59 
239.37 
138.62 
560.00 

,555.68 

753.3S 
TOTAL RECEIPTS 

c    -5-r75^.-5r 

3. That during the reporting period the following 
Gas  & Electric Company 
Evening Capital 
Dr.  Dawson 
Annapolis Fed'l Savings & Loan 
Alice Wood 
Marvin Wood 
C  & P Telephone Company 
Southern Maryland Oil 
Blue Cross 
Dr.  Verkouw 
Dr.  Rivers 
Dr.  Alden 
Register of Wills 
Loan to Natalie 
Clearwater Pools  Inc. 
Frank Ahend 
Controller, Anne Arundel County 
Economy Supply Co. 
T.M, Branzell 
Hecht Company 

disbursements have been made: 
264.21 
16.85 
25.00 

385.00 
1,091.24 

22.09 
45.41 
93.35 
61.29 
20.00 
30.00 
43.00 
16.50 

4,200.00 
35.13 
15.60 

101.87 
3.75 

40.31 
74.46 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS 
<    6,585.06 

EQ--44A 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

$    10,022.43 ^ 
5 75Z.ZC- 

$ 5^733^57  

$   15,775.80 
IC, 77'- 7/ 

$      6,585.06 

/ 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate      $ _   »>190.74   ;? j ^    ,7 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Committee 
Guardia 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian VLMM. 

/ 

Address: 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
(iuardian 

Address: 

Tel:. 

FO-44B 



STATEMENT 

Mambar P.O I C. 

#he FARMERS NA^ONAL 
BANK of Annapolis -' 
Annapolis. Maryland 21404 

rA FULL: 

BANK, 

"ACCOUMI NO -f^ r BOOK T199 PAGE 772 
S2-b66-7      I   I'MALCOLM   a   bnlT 
 1 1      MAKVIN   C.   viOOU   Jr 

0UMHO1A w'S 
p   0     ''.'^    '•'-> 

use RIVIRSI siot FOR iMtJuPOLlS   I'IO        c:l4   4 
RICONCIUNG YOUR ACCOUNT   ,^N'^*r 

"1 
rt»'O0 (NIMNC 

12/^0/74 

PUASI ADVISE US OF 
ANY CHANOI IN ADDRESS 

afcUl. 

EXPLANATION OF SYMBOLS  C-Cettilied Check. LList. M-Memo. POther Charges. R Item Remneo. 

c 



N<^ mi 
^ATION 

Zttf-s/s, 
CAPITAL C. / FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASS*V 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

4f\n HTI SAVINGS ACCOUNT 
BOOK    iya PAGE-//J 

Tiiii cenifits ii«« ^^c?1^ B. Smith and Marvin E. Wood,   Jr. Guardian for 
Navonne Wood,  Caria Wood,  Derdse iWd,   and"S   
 P. 0, Box 2(Wvnnapolis,  Maryland 21404 
holds a savings deposit in CAPITAL CITY rrDF.RAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, subject 
to its charter and by-Uws, the Ruli-; ami Kcgulations for the Federal Savings and Loan System, and 
to the laws  of  the  United  Stales  of  America. 

WITNESS the authorized signature of officer or employee this lyt'h day 

o! .J.anviary. , 19 ...74. 
APITAL CITY FFDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

^-•v. **LSm 

1 

arole R. Hardcsty Authorixcd Signature 
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HDRAV/AL  i 

BOOK 

rv/O SIGIIATURB^iEQUIRSD FOI    .IT 
CAPfTAL CltY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

ANNAPOLIS, MAKYLAND 5. ^ ^ Kl 0 'K 

^   ,1 SAVINGS CKRTIFICAn:| 

199 m HS ISSUED FOR 

1H1S CERTIFIES THAT 

21,000.00 

guardians for Navonne,  Carla,  Dcnise and Natalie 
 Wood  
ho.ds, s-u^, ncposi, of     TV/IOTY  OM THOUSAND ———— ..DO,^ 
in CAPITAL CITY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, subject to its charter and 
bylaws, the rules and regulatiom lor the Fedrral Savings and Li.an System, to the laws of the 
United States of Amcma, and to the rules csuMnhed by its board of directors lor this deposit 
classification. 

July 15,   1976 
This sum has been deposited lor the term  ending » •na »n,u 

bear intnest at the rate ol  *:..?.% per annum, payable on ..J*^S*l&.3j*.$<U£(.k  

and       ^rrt.Qr.Xy therealter, provided  the account  is  not reduced below 
the  minimum   amount  established  by  the  Association   to be  eligible  to  receive the stated  rate. 

This  certificate  of deposit shall   be  automatically  renewed  at  the  conclusion  of its original  term or 

any   renewal   period   for  lUKCSlivc   periods  of ^^..J^31^^ unless  presented  for  a 
withdrawal not later than 10 days after a maturity date, except that at least fifteen days prior to the 
maturity date, the AssiKJation may give written notice to the depositor that this certificate will not 
be renewed at the stated rate and will thereafter earn interest at a different rate or will revert to 
the stains of 9  regular savings deposit and earn  interest at the rate paid on regular savings deposits. 

In the .vent of .ny with.hnwal from thtt account during the first thre. month* (90 ******* 
Unn ^ "rnin** ILll b. p.W on the USOUnt wirt.H.awn In the ^^^J^Xtt^SS 
prior U. the coneh^f ^^^^^^ ^^ ^JJSSi^^^SSi 
X^n^TJ^f^^rZZJZ**. Uc.uc.tion, sh... b. made from th. amount 
withcliuwn. 

M/M^: 

 January 15, ,19 74 

: arvin E.   VJoods Jr.  & Malcolm 3.   Smith 

Authorised Signature 

•BBB BBMBB "' BBBBBggHB 
s 
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NAME . 
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ZRHC       TrWO SIGNATURE REQUIRED  F      WITHDRAWAJ 

CAITIAL CrrY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

BOOK    199 PAGE 77 

BBSBE8SBB 
SAVINGS CERTIFICATE 

ISSUED FOR 

.20100.0...00. 

THIS CERTIFIES THAT 
»arvin 

 !J.a.nuary....l.5. , 19 l.k 

V»oods  Jr.  and Malcolm B.  Smjl 

guardians for    Navonne,  Carla,  Denise and Natalie 
^ood- 

TWENTY THOUSAND holds a S.'VMIRS Deposit o'   ...*..'.!.".".** .?.*.*.'  Dollan 
in  CAPITAL  CITY  FEDERAL   SAVINGS  AND  LOAN   ASSOCIATION, subject  to  its  charter  and 
bylaws,   the   mlts   and   regulations   for   the   I"cilci:il   Savings   and   Loan   System, 
United   States   of   Anicric;i,   and   to   the   rules   esuhlislicd   by 
clastificfltiotii 

to   the   laws   of  the 
its   boar'l   of   directors   for   this   deposit 

ih 

T                              1 C     T O^ C 
ThU sum has been deposited fo^ jhe term ending L ,? Z~ i7S>^- . aaA A*11 

0.50^ u,      March 3l»iv//4- 
bear inteitst at the rate c.f  % per annum, payable on   

an<j i J thereafter,  provided  the  account  is  not  reduced  below 
the mininmni   amount established  by  the  Association  to  be  eligible  to  receive  the stated  rate. 

This  certificate  of deposit  shall  be automatically renewed  at the conclusion of its original term  or 
one year , . . 

any  renewal   period  for  successive   periods  of unless  presented   lor  a 
withdrawal nut later than 1(1 days after a maturity date, except that at least fifteen days prior to the 
maturity date, the Association may give wriitcu notice to the depositor that this certificate will not 
be renewed at the stated ute and will thereafter earn interest at a different rate or wdl revert to 
the stains  of a regular savings deposit and earn interest at the rate paid on regular savings deposits. 

In the rvtnt of nny withilrawal from this neemmt dtirintr the first three months (90 days) of the 
term, no mrnintrs shall be paid on the amount withdrawn. In the event of any withdrawal thereafter, 
prior to tin; eonclugiun of tlic tirm, carninRs on the amount withdrawn shall be paid at the then current 
rate on rt(oil»r areounls for the period since issuance or renewal of the account, less three months. 
To the extent necessary to eomply with these reciuircments, deductions shall be made from the amount 
withdrown. 

JtsM^ 
MI^lT.iri7.r-l' i.rTr 

Authorised Signature 

n1 i 

^ 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

DENISE WOOD 
vs 

BOOK 199 P«E779 

NO 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

.19 74 to. 
December   20 

For the period .f    January 15  

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of     Malr.nl•  R.   Smith  and Marvin Et   Wpod t   Jr. 
/Denise Wood 

Trustee/Committee/Guardian/ respectfully shows: 
one-fourth of 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists ot/the following property: 

Cash. 

Cash 

52-566-7 

7944 
(Checking Acct. No.) 

(Savings Acct. No.) 

Savings Certificates     2629  and  2630 

$    309.74^ 

.  4,001.02 ^ 

43,033.28 ^ 

.19. 
74 

TOTAL CASH     S47.334.04 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor. Serial Number, Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

HO 44 
i dh MORH SPACE IS NEEDED, INSERT FXTRA SHEET) 

1975JAN-3 All 3J 10 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares. Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 

2. That during the reporting period the following income was received: 
Marvin Wood 177.87 
Social Security benefits 2,206.40 
Veterans'  Administration 580.53 
Interest Account #7944 33.30 
Interest Account #2629 261.60 
Interest Account #2630 239.36 
Jane Hays    (additional princiml) 138.62 
Other (additional principal) 1,555.68 

TOTAL RECEIPTS $      ^,193.36 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 
Gas & Electric Co. 
Evening Capital 
Dr. Dawson 
Annapolis Fed'l Savings & 

Loan Association 
Alice Wood 
Marvin Wood 
C & P Telephone Co. 
Southern Md. Oil Company 
Blue Cross 
Pants 
Register of Wills 
Anne Arundel Gen Hospital 
Drs. Emergency Service 
Clearwater Pools Inc. 
Dr. Lavy 
Frank Ahend 
Economy Supply Co. 
T. M. Branzell 
Hecht Co. 
Controller, Anne Arundel Co. 
Kathleen's Dance Center 

264.18 
16.85 
44.00 

385.00 
1,283.79 

22.09 
45.39 
93.38 
61.29 
14.24 
16.50 
27.00 
8.50 

35 .13 
16.00 
15.60 
3.75 

40.30 
74.45 
101.87 
52.00 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $ 
2,621.31 

BQ-44A 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate 

$ 

$. 

$ 

$ 

$ 

10,442.14 

5.193.36 

/ 

15,635.50 

2,621.31 

1^,014.19 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Comm 
Guard 

lee ^-,    ^ s 

i 
Address:. 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel: 

EQ-44B 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE GUARDIANSHIP OF IN THE 

NATALIE   WOOD CIRCUIT COURT 

V8 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.    21,721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of th4c^uardians _ 

filed in this cause, covering the period of-..^nu.ary. 15, .1974   through   Decembex-2Xi-r.-19-74n 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

xxxx 
Bonds, stocks and bankbooks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate.   N /A 

Surety Ji/A. 

Amount-..  

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court; 

...Nft. exceptiGaSj. -   

\YnLLJch\rLL 
Trust Clerk 

1/6 
&U it 

76/75 

FILE . 
II7JJAH-8 RMIMM 



IN THE MATTER OF .BOOK 199 PAGE783 
THE  GUARDIANSHIP OF 

CARLA WOOD 

vs 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO     27>721 EQUITY 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

For the period of    January  15 .19. 74 to. December  20 .19 74 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of      Malcolm B.   Smith and Marvin E.  Wood,   Jr. 
Car la Wood    " 

Trustee/Committee/Guardian,/respectfully shows: 
one-fourth of 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists ol/the following property: 

Cash        52-566-7   $ 309.74 
(Checking Acct. No.) 

Cash          7944 

Savings Certificates 
(Savings Acct. No.) 

2629  and  2630 

TOTAL CASH     

4,001.02 

43,033.28 

/ 

47,334.04 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor, Serial Number. Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

10 44 m MORE SPACE IS NEEDED, INShKI EXTRA SHF.ET) 

I975JRH-3 W 9! 10 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares, Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 

2. That during the reporting period the following income was received: 
Marvin Wood 177.87 
Social Security 2,206.40 
Veterans' Administration 
Interest Account #7944 
Interest Account #2629 
Interest Account #2630 
Jane Havs (additional principal) 
Other (additional principal) 

580.54 
33.29 
261.60 
239.37 
138.62 

1,555.68 

TOTAL RECEIPTS t     5,193.37 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 
Gas  & Electric Company 264.15 
Alice Wood 1,221.04 
Evening Capital 16.85 
Register of Wills 16.50 
Dr.  Dawson 1,050.00 
Drs.  Emergency Service 7.50 
Annapolis Fed'l Savings & Loan 

Associa tion 385.00 
Marvin Wood 22.09 
C  & P Telephone Company 45.37 
Southern Maryland Oil 93.36 
Blue Cross 61.29 
Dress 20.62 
Clearv/ater Pools  Inc. 35.12 
Dr.   Lott 20.00 
Economy Supply Co. 3.75 
Hecht Company 74.45 
T.M.  Branzell 40.30 
Controller Anne Arundel Co. 101.87 
Frank Ahend 15.60 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $    3.494.86 
LQ-'MA 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

$ 

$ 

$ 

10,275.44 

5t193.37 

J , 'I 
O 

15,468.81 

$        3,494.86 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate      $       11.973.95 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Committee, 
Guardi 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Com 
G •zir ^ //ri/c-r Ac 

Address:. 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel: 

EQMB 
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IN THE MATTER OF THE GUARDIANSHIP IN THE 

OF   DENISE   WOOD CIRCUIT COURT 

V8 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  213721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the  Gu.ajr.djlaOJSL _ 

filed in this cause, covering the period ^f January 15 ft   1974    through D^cemhex:...ZQ.9....19JAin 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

Bonds, stocks and bankbooks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate. N /A 

Surety N/A  _     

Amount... _    

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court: 

..No. exceptloagLt.        

ssaan) 1/6/75 

FILED 

l975Jlul-G RMIhSS 
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JN_THE_MATTER OF THE 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NAVONNE WOOD 
vs 

BOOK   199 PACE 787 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO =g^a. EQUITY 
-2/, 7^/ 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

.19. 74 to. December  20 For the period of   January  15  

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of   Malcolm B.   Smith and Marvin E.  Wood,  Jr. 

/Navonne Wood 
Trustee/Committee/Guardian/respectfully shows: 

one-fourth of 
1. That the Trust Estate now consists o^the following property: 

.19 74 

52-566-7 
(Checking Acct. No. 

Cash  

Cash  
(Savings Acct. No.) 

Savings Certificates       2629  and   2630 

7944 

309.74 

4,001.02v 

43,033.28 ' 

TOTAL CASH 
47,334.04 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor. Serial Number, Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

EQ-44 F ,(ih MOHV SPACE IS NEEDED. INSERT EXTRA SHEET) 

l975JA;i-3 All S: 10 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares. Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 

2. That during the reporting period the following income was received: 
Marvin Wood 177.87 
Social Security    2,206.40 
Veterans' Adminis- 

tration 580.53 
Interest Account 7944 33.30 
Interest Account 

No. 2629 261.60 
Interest Account 

No.   2630 239.36 
Jane Hays (additicnaLprinc)l38.63 
Other (additicnalprinc.)   1,555.67 

TOTAL RECEIPTS <     5,193.36 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 
Alice Wood 1,208.02 
Gas & Electric Company 264.20 
Evening Capital 16.85 
Dr.  Dawson 40.00 
Drs.  Emergency Service 7.50 
Annapolis Fed'l Savings & 

Loan Association 
Marvin Wood 
C  & P Telephone Co. 
Southern Maryland Oil 
Blue Cross 
Pants 
Economy Supply Co. 
Clearwater Pools Inc. 
Hecht Company 
Register of Wills 
Professional Services 

Division 
Frank Ahend 
Anne Arundel County Controller101.87 
T.M.  Branzell 40.30 

385.00 
22.10 
45.40 
93.36 
61.29 

7.65 
3.75 

35.12 
74.45 
16.50 

11.00 
15.60 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $ 
2,449.96 

i:Q-44A 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

$    10,421.76 

$   15,615.12 

$      2,449.96 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate 
$    1V65.16 

r^c 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Committee 
Guardi 

Tel:. 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 2L c LA 

Address:. 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel:. 

EO-44B 
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IN   THE   ^TTER  pF„THE_..GUARDIANSHip..OF IN THE 

CARLAWOOD -  CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

v8 ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.     21 f 721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

Co-Guardians. 
The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the 

•     iv.       i~i«# January  15,   19 74   throughPec.embejr..^O^-.A974 .i11 
filed in this cause, covering the period tAJiSW**^*   *.a.i—*a inrougii 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

Bonds, stocks and baS&s enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate.  N /A 

Surety N/A        

Amount -  

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court: 

Jto. JExcfiptions.,-   

1/6/75 

FILI 
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IN THE MATTER .O.F..THE..GUARDIANSHIP....QF IN THE 

NAVONNE.WOOD 

V8 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.   21t721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the Cp-Guardians _ 

filed in this cause, covering the period of-J-aauar^      :.,  .19.74  through December ..20^197.4^ 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

Bonds, stocks and baSks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate. N /A 

-    Surety N/A „             

Amount.. - - - * 

Exceptions, if any, or matters to oe called to the attention of the Court: 

.. JJjQ.ejicceptiQas..   -  

OLLA 
Trust Clark 

1/6/75 

I    II 

I975JRH-6 PMlZsOl 
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LAW   OFFICES 

I SMITH fik WOHLGE 

ANNAPOLIS. MD 
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n 

EX PARTE IN THE MATTER 

OF 

THE GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NATALIE WOOD, ET AL 

********** 

BOOK    199 lJACE792 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 21,721 EQUITY 

* 

* 

* 

MUTH 11 

PETITION FOR TERMINATION OF GUARDIANSHIP 

The Petition of Malcolm B, Smith and Marvin E. Wood, 

Jr., Guardians, respectfully shows: 

By prior order of this Court, your Petitioners were 

appointed Guardians of the property and estate of Natalie Wood, 

then a minor. 

1. The Petitioner, Malcolm B. Smith, is not related to 

Natalie Wood and has no interest in her property. The Petitioner 

Marvin E. Wood, Jr. is the brother of Natalie Wood, and with 

the exception of certain real property in which they both hold 

an interest as tenants in common, the said Petitioner has no 

interest in the property of Natalie Wood. 

2. On December 20, 1974, Natalie Wood attained her 18th 

birthday, is now emancipated, and the parties wish to terminate 

the guardianship. 

3. The Petitioners filed their annual account as of 

December 20, 1974, and since that date there have been no re- 

ceipts on behalf of their ward, and the following expenditures 

have been made on her behalf: 

A) Southern Maryland Oil Company for the ward's 

share of a fuel oil bill - $1.90 

B) Marvin E. Wood, Jr. for a one-fifth distri- 

butive share of the balance from the estates of 

the parents of him and the warcfe -  $27.73 
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C) To Malcolm B. Smith, Guardian, for 

commissions due to December 20, 1974 - $209.95 

D) To W. Garrett Larriraore, Clerk, for 

court costs - $5.00 

The total disbursements are therefore $244.58 leaving a balance 

in the estate of $8,946.14 in cash. 

4.  As is evidenced by her acknowledgement hereinbelow, 

the ward has received a copy of this petition and accounting, 

and a copy of the account fcr the period from January 15, 1974 to 

December 20, 1974, and accepts the same as being true and correct 

WHEREFORE, Petitioners pray this court to pass an order 

terminating the guardianship of Natalie Wood and discharging 

them as guardians of her property and estate. 

LAW OFFICES 

| SMITH & WoHLOtMUTH 
ANNAPOLIS, MO. 

Wrvin E. Wood, Sx.   } 

STATE OF MARYLAND, ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /I     day of ^Nl<4 

1975, before me, a Notary Public, State of Maryland in and for 

the County aforesaid personally appeared Malcolm B. Smith and 

Marvin E. Wood. Jr. and they made oath in due form of law that 

the allegations contained in the aforegoing Petition are true and 

correct, 

WITNESS my hand and notarial seal. 

Notary Public    """—^  

-2- 
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I, Natalie Wood, hereby certify and acknowledge that I 

have received a copy of the aforegoing Petition and a copy of 

the Fiduciary Accounting for the period of January 15, 1974 to 

December 20, 1974, and that the said Accounting, together with 

the Accounting contained in the aforegoing Petition, is 

acceptable to me, and I believe the same to be true and correct. 

Natalie Wood 

ORDER OF COURT 

Upon consideration of the aforegoing Petition, Affidavit, 

and acknowledgement of the ward, and appearing that Natalie Wood 

has now reached the age of majority, it is, this^ f day of 

//'''*'       » 1975 by  the Circuit Court of Anne Arundel County 

ORDERED:  That the guardianship established by the prior Order 

of this Court in these proceedings as to the said Natalie Wood 

is hereby terminated, the Accounting set forth in the aforegoing 

Petition and in the Fiduciary Accounting from January 15, 1974 to 

December 20, 1974 is approved, and upon payment over by the 

guardians to Natalie Wood the sum of $8,946.14, the said Malcolm 

B. Smith and Marvin E. Wood, Jr. shall be, and are hereby dis- 

charged of any further obligations to the said Natalie Wood or 

authority over her estate. 

7 . I-.••-'-   ,/\ 
J U DG^E 

, A. * r 
LAW   OFFICES 

SMITH ft WOHLQEMUTH 
ANNAPOLIS,  MO. 

FILE 
-3- 

•59 



IN  THE  MATTER OF  THE. 

GUARDIANSHIP   OF  

DENISE  WOOD  
vs 

BOOK   199 I Ct 795 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO 21,721 EQUITY 

m*U' 

i 

iO-ta 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

For the period of     December   21 .19   74      to. December   20 ,19 75 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of Malcolm  B.   Smith  and Marvin  E.   Woodf   Jr.  

Trustee/Committee/Guardian, respectfully shows: 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists of the following property: 

Cash $     13,992.56 

v   sh 
(Checking Accl. No.) 

Savings Certificates 
(Savings Acet. No.) 

TOTAL CASH 13,992.56 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor, Serial Number. Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

r'r:    .,,• 

HO 44 (IF MORF SPACE IS NEEDED, INSF.RT EXTRA SHEET) 
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1QQ 
Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares, Name of Company and CertiYicate Nos.) 

 None 

That during the reporting period the following income was received: 
Veterans Administration 
Social Security 

Marvin Wood 
Natalie Wood 

Account #2630 
Account #2629 
Account #3156 
Account #7944 69.31 

Interest 
Interest 
Interest 
Interest 

356, .80 
2,289, .20 

322. .67 
426, .67 
117. .01 
521, .21 
199, .17 

TOTAL RECEIPTS  <    4y302.04 ^ 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 
Southern Maryland Oil 
Gas & Electric Co. 
Controller, Anne Arundel Co. 
Alice Wood 
Annapolis Federal 
C & P Telephone 
Progressive Farms 
Dr. Dawson 
Softball 
Dr. Gordon 
Marvin Wood 
Malcolm B. Smith 
W. Garrett Larrimore, Clerk 
Jack Stansbury - plumbing 
Smith Building Supply 
Blue Cross & Blue Shielf 
Dr. Steadman 
Checks 
Montgomery Wards 
Clyde's Appliance Center 
Smith & Wohlgemuth - postage 
Evening Capital 
Clearwater Pools 
Kathleen's Dance Center 

101.68 
331.64 
193.13 

1,210.23 
562.70 
71.19 
90.59 
32.00 
10.00 
29.00 
27.72 

209.96 
5.00 
8.33 
8.74 

120.36 
78.00 
2.92 
6.85 
7.84 
4.24 

15.60 
11.95 

144.00 

^ffiWL^AW^feNTS 40-00       ,        3,323.67    • 
BQ-44A 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

199 1^797 

$    13,014.19 ^ 

$      4,302.04 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE   $    17 ,316.23 

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 3,323.67 

$  

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate      $    13, 992. 56 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Committe 
Guard 

Address 

Tel:. 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian |g C7 (01t 

Address: 

Tel: 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel:. 

EQ-44B 



AWJ. 

BOOK 199 i •« 798 
52- 2«29 •"•'•'•il''

iii'iinr,r^rTr,'?'i,'L-r'nn 

Chf.m   OTPMATTTPT?   RTiT^I JL,.U   oiLiiiai L aJj   i-j'^'- 

«aaaBBBBaBBBBaa 
laD F0\ JTHDRAWAL 

CAPITAL CITY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND ^  / O*    r-^ 5" 2 . 

rr1"""" MB— BaaBBg 
SAVINGS CERTIFICATE.; 

• ••• • aBBBBBBaaaagg 
ISSUED FOR 

21,000.00 

TT;/ENTY  ONE THOUSAND.———^~. . Doii.r, 
ch 

to   the   laws   of   the 

holds a Savinjrs Deposit of  
in   CAPITAL   CITY  FEDERAL   SAVINGS   AND   LOAN  ASSOCIATION,  subject  to  its  charter   and 
bylaws, the rules and reguiations for the Federal Savings and Loan System, to the laws Of the 
United States of America, and to the rules established by its board of directors for this deposit 
classification. 

July 15,  1976 . ... 
Thi» Him has been deposited for die term ending    • ••••» a"*1 » aU 

b«r interest at the rate of ^.'21% P« annum, payable on ...inarch,.. 3,1,1.9.7^ 

and      aUart/.Srly  thereafter,  provided the account is  not reduced below 
the ^inLnum  amount established by the Association to be eligible to receive the stated rate. 

This  certificate of deposit shaU be automatically  renewed at the conclusion  of its original term  or 

any   renewal  period  for  successive   periods  of .?t..J®.^ ^unless  presented   for  a 
-withdrawal not later than 10 days after a maturity date, except that at least f.heen days prior to the 
maturity date, the Association may give written notice to the depositor that this certificate W.ll not 
"e rented at the stated rate and will thereafter earn interest at a different rate or w.ll revert to 
the status of a regular savings deposit and earn interest at the rate paid  on  regular savings deposits. 

withJrawn. 

•M ggBB I'll I ' "'"lt 

Authorized Signature 

 — 

 ^^aiT ...151 , 19 .74 

Marvin S; Woods Jr. & Malcolm B.  Smith I 
THIS CERTIFIES THAT  

guardians for Navonne,   Carla,   Denise  and  Natalie, 
 Vfood  



i*W * r 

BOOK 199 pf« 799 
52-  2f^ 

To^  . 
NAME ^ 

1 

i             DATE MEMO. DIVIDENDS WITHDRAWALS SAVINGS BALANCE 

' 

_.   . 

» 1 ^ naisS 5*21iQZ9l»2 **21.0Z9^ n  ' 
i N it i"y o ^ -^ ^.v^TI^U AiTfiisr _ .»•«»'> 1 ^-a4-an- »-=>• 

i 
^ 1 rf^l  4_ C ."^ •^'jJl-- **jUlr_ **£ii3iiri uo" 

H 28AUG7U 30JUM7U                 * »367.07 »*21698.3A INT1 
hi 20NOV7t» ZOSEPlk * ^3??.52 »*22075.82 INT3 

- 3APR?5 31 nFc:7u » »33i+,oa ^22U59.90 INT6 

H 3APR?5 31MAR75 •* »382.20 *»228U2.10 INT6 

i~ 9JUL75 30JUN75 N *393,07 »#23235.17 INT3 

H 25rJOV75 30SEP75                 » •HiOU.2? **23639.UU INT6 

t5JAM76 31DEC75 * Mm .30 »*#2li050.7t» INT3 

2 
* 

~ ->        - -   -     -     - 

1 
* 

» 

5 

7 

B 

» 

> 

5 

2 

3 

4. 
4 

r 

CM 

y 

\ 



fATEMENT 

Member F. D I. C 

The jaailMEHS NATIOI^LAL 
BANK of Annapolis • 
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 

I SERVICE] 
BANK. 

• CCOUNt NO 

52-566 -7      I   liMiiLCOLM   c   SMITH     M      | Qfi Opn 
H   ?VXN   6   WOOD   JvBOOK    iUU PAGt OlU 
6UAR0I \NS 
P   0   t 0 K       ;' 

USE REVERSE SIDE FOR 
• ECONCIUNG TOUR ACCOUNT   ,   ftMNAPOHb    MO dl^    «+ L 

CHECKS AND OTHER CHARGES 

5X676 
2 6 a 00 

i 

14^00 
29^5fi! 

7800 

41 n 

DEPOSITS AND OTHER 
CREDITS 

6 7 0 

300! 

40 

0i 

IMMARY OF ACTIVITY 

Pt»iOD fNOIhJG 

12/2S/7 

J 
DATE 

11     26 
11 rza 
1 ?  n i 
12 OJ 
12/03 
Ir* IT 
i?'2J 
12/29 

P*OI 

FIEASE ADVISE US OF 
ANY CHANCE IN ADDRESS 

•AlANCI HOM 
PlfVlOUS STAtEMtNI 

10237S 

lO'Al  AMOUNT 
ot oetus 

1367129 

NO    Of 
CHECKS 

NO     0» NO   Of 
IUMS DfP 

NO   Of 
fNciosu»fs 

FOTAl  AMOUNT 
of c«eoiTs 

9Tij|40 

TOTAl 
SERVICE 
CMARCf 

BALANCE 

1   2^/3 

•30^V7 
24H97 
17304 

40H|d6 
32fc|b6 
62636 

3^4C^C4 

L\ ^ o C 

NEW (AlANCE 

o2666 

Please examine thii statement at once.   If no error is reported in ten days the account will be considered correct. 
EXPLANATION OF SYMBOLS  CCertified Check. LList. MMemo, POther Charges. Rltem Returned. SService Charge. TTransfer. XMaintenance Charge 

UL ^^K 

y^ 

\ 
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c. 2 Signatures Required for Withdrawels 
5     oit;A •n^-gamassmM agnMaaaBBBMBB 

«•        -5'L:?Q        >   transfer from 51-2630 f 
CAPITAL Crt< FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 

ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

1,000 min.  IH
1
 'in • 

saaBaaasaaassa 

11,308.^  

ISSUED FOR 

January 15 , 19 7.5 

Marvin E. Woods Jr. and Malcolm & Smith 

holds a Savings Deposit 
in 
bylaws 
United 
classitication 

u 0f   Eleven Thousand Three Hund. Eight    100 Doiiar, 
CASS cSYraDHUa SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION subject to its charter and 
.w, Ac rules and regulations for the Federal Saving and Loan SyMem, to the law, of the 
ttd   sTate,   of   AmericaT and   to   the   rules   established  by   its   board   of   d.rector*   for   Urn  depos.t 

. . ,    u        ,„*«-   January 15? 1976 , and »hau 
Thi. .urn ha. been deposed for the term .ndu.g .. ^^ ^ 

bear interest at the rate of !?*Zt.% per annum, payable on - 
quarterly thereafter, provided the account is not reduced below 

SJ .ninimum  ^noun. auWishei by  dte Assocution  to be eligible to receive the stated rate. 

Thi.  certiheau of depori. .hall be automatically  renewed at  the  conclusion  of to original term  or 

.   .    „« /•»«£»  •iroa-r  unless   presented  for  a 
any  renewal   penod  for successive  penods  ^.O^fJ^^- ^ fiheen day$ priur to the 

^TZY.^S^Z^U^'^^TS: i.\t:i s wu, -*• ss^ 
In the •v«nt of any withdrawal 
ttim. no earninns shall be paid on 
nrior to the conclusion of tht term, 

withdrawn. 

00( 

mrf mFFfmamBsmBmsmaS 

""Authorial Signature 
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DIVIDENDS 
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iNo. 7f4# 

JO* 
00( 

L; 

CAPITAL L J FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASsC   .ATION 
ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND 

SAVINGS ACCOUNT 

„    Malcolm B. Smith and M^y^.E..,.^^...^.. Guardian for 
^ «^-*«   r_la ^oodL; Denise Wood,   and Nabtlie Wood. Navonne Wood,  Oaria woou, ^  M^^^H PILOA 

p. 0. Box 28 Annapolis,  Maryland 2140/f 
•-:        ...cAp^AL CITY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, sublet 

^V^T^.^^^ ^• fe' *• "^Savings ana Loan Systtm'a 
,D Ae Uws o£ the United  States of Amenc. 

WITNESS the authorized signature ol office, ot employee tlm 

^^ ' P'TAI aTY FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOC.AT.ON of 

le- R. Hardesty 
AuthorUed Siirn«tii 

f 8 

s. n 
s 

c/a   en 

c=S   en 

ST 

3 'S 

pi I •BO- 
P I f 

5« 

5s   »*• 

./ 
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W 
NAME 

.^JANHr 

8 

•g£EB22g 

HARZTi 
^j 

APR 22. 

"HAY31F! 

7 25JUN7U 

26JUN7U 

26JUN7U 
7'4 JULIO 

J*3312i! 

30JUN7U 

r.* *371_ 

»n»M ,99 

WITHDIIkWtLS 

^**80QEg 
3^*1 nrnoo 

:*^i200gg 

SAVINGS 
DEPOSITS 

i^OOQ^ **»u.oooOQ 

**M,2CC^ 

TfW?^UU?o 

**^Z3799 

• 
in 

> 
01 

5**3,00052   ***5r237?9 

*##55U.U9 ^#»1592.39 i.C 3 

ir»l 000.00 
^*1 31 3.33 

***1,0372S 

»«»163t|«38 
K**263U.38 
-*»39U7.71- 

lH 

NT2 
LC 2 
.o  J 

p9l 

20N0V74 l3Q$EP74 
13JAN7? 
13JA.175 

75JAM15 
25FEB75 

JLDECIk 
*^*53.31 
»<r»$U.QU 

»»700.00 
•^^500.00 

nn*500.00 

t*»U0Q1.02 
***l£55Mn& 
***3355»06 
»*»3855.0o 

ZVl h 
LC  1 

***U355.06 

NT3 

HJJk 

LC 3 

3APR75 31MAR75 »<*53.68 »**U'408.7U I NTS 

F 9JUL75 3QJUN75 » ^53.89 ***i4hol,S5 MT6 

2- 19AUG75 jLiioaa* m. it»^1/i67 4^iC 

25MnV7S 30SFP75 tiatfel .32 »**1508.95 NTS 

25MQV75 
15JAN76 51DEC75 

^**300.00 
*->! *18.7U 

•»*»! 208.95 :w s ^ 

^^1227,69 MT3 
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IN THE MATTER Of THE GUAHJIANOHIP IN THE 

OF  DEMISE   WOOD CIRCUIT COURT 

V8 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  ^721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the   •.. GOwfiUfl rdtAim  

filed in this cause, covering the period of J?ecemfrer  21^^l97A^atough Decerober 20f   1975 fa 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

XXX 
Bonds, stocks and bankbooks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate.   N /A 

Surety JM./A _ _ _  

Amount _  

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court: 

No.  exceptions* 

JJjJaW-^ ~S. .Ll^wx-i-J.i-s  
Asst.  Tr».tCl.rk   1/?9/76 

•o-4a I97BJR        RHI0s23 



fckfcl 

IN   THE   MATTER OF BOOK 199 PACE 807 

THE GUARDIANSHIP OF 

CARLA WOOD 
vs 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Nn  21,721 EQUITY 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

For the period nfDecember   21 \9  74     to December   2Q  

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report r>f Malcolm B.   Smith  and Marvin E.   WQQ^,   Jr, 

. 19_75 

Trustee/Committee/Guardian, respectfully shows: 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists of the following property: 

Cash  

Cash . 

$     9,796.09 
(Checking Acct. No.) 

(Savings Acct. No.) 

Savings Certificates 

TOTAL CASH           9.-7^09 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor. Serial Number, Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

J. 
i:y 44 

(IF MORF SPACE IS NEEDED, INSERT EXTRA SHEET) 

1975 jn . 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares, Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 

That during the reporting period the following income was received: 

Veterans Administration 
Social Security 
Marvin Wood 
Natalie Wood 
Interest Account #2630 
Interest Account #2629 
Interest Account #3156 
Interest Account #7944 

356.80 
2,289.20 

322.67 
426.67 
117.00 
521.20 
199.16 
69.31 

TOTAL RECEIPTS 4,302.01 • 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 
Southern Maryland Oil 
Dr. Monias 
Gas & Electric 
Controller, Anne Arundel Co. 
Alice Wood 
Annapolis Federal 
C & P Telephone 
Dr. Lyons 
Jake Stansbury - plumbing 
Anne Arundel General Hospital 
Dr. J. Fred Hawkins 
Smith Building Supply 
Blue Cross & Blue Shield 
Checks 
Clearwater Pools 
Dr. Dawson 
Montgomery Ward 
Clyde's Appliance Center 
Smith & Wohlgemuth - postage 
Evening Capital / 
Loan .^^ -U^Vt,^' 
Error in deposit 
Drs. Alden, Williams & Land 
Progressive Farms 

101.68 
275.00 
331.64 
193.13 

1,103.59 
562.66 
71.15 
61.50 
8.33 

189.43 
10.00 
8.74 

120.36 
2.92 

11.95 
15.00 
6.85 
7.83 
4.23 

15.60 
3,000.00 

40.00 
5.00 

90.58 

Marvin Wood 27.73 
Malcolm Smith 209.96 
W.G.L.,Clerk     5.00 

BQ-44A 
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $    6,479.86    ./ 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate     

$   11,973.95^ 

$ 4f3n?.ni  

$   16,275.9^    o- 

6,479.86 

$         

ir~ 

ic    ^ 
$      9.7 96.--»3fr ^ 

4^ 

? Hi 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date: 
Trustee 

Comtnitt 
Guard 

Address 

Tel: 

frustee        -     JjS/ ^^" /\ // Trustee 
Com 
G 

Address:. 

Tel:. 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel: 

E0-44B 
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•IN THS J^^ER, QF THE GUARDIANSHg 

OF  CARLA WOOD 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

V8 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  2.li72l EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the    Co~Guardijm^  

filed in this cause, covering the period of PftCember   ? 1^09.74 through   Decafflber—2ar--19-75»n 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

XXX 
Bonds, stocks and bankbooks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate.  11 /A 

Surety N/A          

Amount  .. 

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court: 

No   exceptions. 

Asst.   TrustCIerk       1/29/76 

••-«> 

FILED 
1976JAN 29 ninu:23 



BOOK 198 m81i 
IN THE MATTER OF THE 

GUARDIANSHIP OF 

NAVONNE WOOD 
vs 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO     21r72] EQUITY 

I Mi 

ANNUAL FIDUCIARY REPORT NO. 

For the period of  December   21 .1974        to      December   20 .1975 

TO THE HONORABLE. THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

The Report of      Malcolm B.   Smith  and Marvin  E.   Woody   Jr.  

Trustee/Committee/Guardian, respectfully shows: 

1. That the Trust Estate now consists of the following property: 

Cash $  13,292.91 

Cash 
(Checking Acct. No.) 

Savincs Certificates 
(Savings Acct. No.) 

TOTAL CASH 13,292.91 

OTHER: 

Real Estate 

Leasehold 

Mortgages. 

Bonds (State Name of Obligor. Serial Number. Face Value and Maturity Date of Bonds) 

 ,—1 ,—u  
(IP MORE SPACE IS NEEDHD, INSF.Rf EXTRA SHEET) 

I976JAH28 l^il-uz 
Ey 44 
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Stocks (State No. and Class of Shares, Name of Company and Certificate Nos.) 

None 
«i 

2. That during the reporting period the following income was received: 

Veteran's Administration 
Social Security 
Marvin Wood 
Natalie Wood 
Interest Account #2630 
Interest Account #2629 
Interest Account #3156 
Interest Account #7944 

356.80 
289.60 
322.66 
426.66 
117.01 
521.21 
199.17 
69.31 

TOTAL RECEIPTS $ 4,302.42 w^" 

3. That during the reporting period the following disbursements have been made: 

Alice Wood 1,184.65 
Southern Maryland Oil 101.67 
Gas & Electric Company 331.60 
C & P Telephone 71.16 
Controller, Anne Arundel Co. 193.13 
Annapolis Federal 562.64 
Marvin Wood 27.72 
Malcolm B. Smith 209.95 
W. Garrett Larrimore, Clerk 5.00 
Blue Cross & Blue Shield 120.36 
Dr. Rivera & Lavy 2 9.00 

Dr. Cserefalvic 1,100.00 
Progressive Farms 90.58 
Clearwater Pools 11.96 
Piano lessons 40.75 
Smith Building Supply Co. 8.73 
Jack Stansbury - plumbing 8.34 
Checks 2.92 
Montgomery Ward 6.85 
Smith & Wohlgemuth - postage 4.23 
Clyde's Appliance Center 7.83 
Evening Capital 15.60 
Error in deposit 40.00 

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS $ . 4,174.^7 y 

EQ-44A 
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4. A recapitulation of the aforegoing is as follows: 

Cash balance as of last report: 

Income received during reporting period: 

TOTAL GROSS CASH BALANCE  

Less: Disbursements made during reporting period: 

Leaving Net Cash Balance of the Estate     

$   13,165.16 -' 

$      4.302.42^ 

$   17,467.58^ 

4,174.67,/ 

S   13,292.91.x 

VERIFICATION: 

I (WE) do solemnly declare and affirm under the penalties of perjury that the contents of the fore- 

going account are true and correct to the best of my (our) knowledge, information and belief. 

Date:. 
Trustee 

Committee 

Address 

Tel: 

ffir ^y^il £'. //^rnO (//. 

Address: 

Tel:. 

Trustee 
Committee 
Guardian 

Address: 

Tel:. 

EQ-44B 
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IN  THE   MATTER    )F  T    . 

GUARDIANSHIP   OF 

NAV  Nl  •:  WOOD 

V8 

BOOK 8b    8.1.4 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO ?!,, 721 EQUITY 

REPORT OF TRUST CLERK 

The Trust Clerk reports to the Court that he has examined the report of the  .CQ-fiu.ar.di.axLa  

filed in this cause, covering the period rfPecember 21J.974     through December  gO,   1$ ISA* 

accordance with the Maryland Rules of Procedure as follows: 

XXX 
Bonds, stocks and bankbooks enumerated in first paragraph of foregoing report have been 
exhibited to me and agree therewith. 

Deeds, conveyances, and other evidences of title as to remaining assets in first paragraph examined 
to extent deemed necessary and found in order. 

Bond of fiduciary is/is not considered adequate.   N /A 

Surety     N/A 

Amount - 

Exceptions, if any, or matters to be called to the attention of the Court: 

Np  Ey<?Qption8« _ _ _  

r. 

(piO^A :..: ZMt/\i/)Mr6M - 
V-t.   TrustCUrk     1/29/76 

I     IL   El 

1976 JAM 29 RMK)s22 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

MARY WINSTON HERGET 

ORDER OF COURT 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY 

IN EQUITY 

The above entitled matter having come on for hearing 

pursuant to a prior Order of this Court no one having appeared on behalf of 

the alleged Incompetent,   Mary Winston Herget.   and no one having contested 

this matter,  and the proceedings herein  including the Petition and Exhibits 

having been duly considered by the Court,   it is this/ ^day of April,  1959 

by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County ORDERED,  ADJUDGED and 

DECREED that the said Mary Winston Herget is hereby declared to be incom- 

petent by reason of a mental disability; and 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that John G. Hennegan be and he 

is hereby appointed as Committee for the said Mary Winston Herget to take 

charge of and manage her property,  provided,  however,  that the said John G. 

Hennegan post bond in the amount of % 1000 for the performance of 

his duties as said Committee. 

i       c0 

JoAn E.  Raine,   Jr. 

\ 

Q.K^ <~J 

c _> 

-FH.Ep 
19:5APR 19 mm.kk 

— <—/ 

W AW?8  f.H,2:?/, 

CLERK OF CIRCUIT 
"WRr.BAl.TO. CO. 
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IN THE  MATTE!  OP 

MARY 'TT!TS:n'T  HEHGET 

BOW 199PAGE816 

I.N THL CIRCUIT COURT FOR 

BALTIMORE COUbiTY 

IN EQUITY 

66/223     14-2250 

iMMfc. 

00( 

o- 

C L R T I F I o     rt T  I 0  N 

OTATL OF MARYLAND,   BALTE^ORK COUOTY   ,  To Wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY,  That: the  aforegoing  is a  true  copy  taken 

from the  original   Order of Court  filed  Arril  28,   1959,   and  that 

an  approved bond  waa   filed  on Hay Ih,   1SK9,  *iich la   still   in 

full   force   and  effect. 

In testimony whereof,  I 

hereto set my hand and affix 

the   seal  of  the  Circuit Court 

for  Baltimore County  this 

19th day   of      February      ,19 65* 

Clera eT  the  Circuit eourt 
for Baltimore County 
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IN THE MATTER OF 

MARY WINSTON HERGET, 

INCOMPETENT 

LIBER   161 PAGE   21 

BOOK    199 PAGE 817 

W />/yvi 

^ 

yTS* 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR BALTIMORE COUNTY 

/£V '7. /S/ 

PETITION TO TRANSFER PROPERTY TO ANOTHER FIDUCIARY 

1. That your Petitioner was appointed by this Honorable 

Court on April 20th, 1959 as conunittee of the property of Mary Winston 

Herget. 

2. That as of September 5th, Mary Winston Herget has been living 

in Florida which has been more fully recited in Petitions heretofore 

filed. 

3. That Harry T. Gray was appointed guardian of the said Mary 

Winston Herget on October 22n$,   1964 by Order of Judge Page Haddock of 

the County Judges' Court, Duval County, Florida, which certified copy 

of his appointment is hereto attached as well as a copy of the 

recorded bond in the amount of $3,000.00. 

4. That as has been recited by previous Petitions, your Petitioner 

feels it most advantageous that this committee be terminated and the 

assets be turned over to the guardian aforesaid in Florida. 

5. That part of the assets belonging to your committee consists, 

of chattels now held in storage by the Essex Van and Storage Co. 

and that your Petitioner has received from them an estimate of 

from $150.00 to $200.00 for the purpose of shipping and insuring said 

assets to the new guardian in Florida. 

6. That the guardian in Florida requests that the above chattels 

be shipped to Mary Winston Herget at 2345 Post Street, Jacksonville, 

Florida for her use. 

7. That in addition to the above chattels your Petitioner has 

in his possession six shares of American Telephone and Telegraph 

Company stock and deeds to a lot f^/p^EEE on Plat entitled Plat 

v € 
/ 

Li. ovo^W'9^^ 
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No 11, Cape St. Clare, recorded eunong the Plat Records of Anne 

Arundel County in Plat Book 22 folio 42, as well as cash in the form 

of a checKing account at the Mercantile Safe Deposit and Trust Company 

and a savings account at the First National Bank, Towson, Mary told 21204. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner prays that he be authorized by this 

Honorable Court to: 

A. Ship the above chattels by Essex Van & Storage to 

Mary Winston Herget, 2345 Post Street, Jacksonville, Florida, and 

be allowed the expenses of shipping and insuring same. 

B. Endorse the above six shares of American Telephone 

and Telegraph Company stock to Harry T. Gray, Guardian of Mary Winston 

Herget and forward same. 

C. Execute and record deed for lot number 23, Block EEE on 

Plat entitled Plat No. 11, Cape St. Clare and upon return from 

clerk of the Court for Anne Arundel County, foward same to the said Harry 

T. Gray. 

D. That the cash both savings and checking accounts be 

held by your Petitioner until such time as he has filed a final 

account in these proceedings at which time he be allowed to file an 

additional Petition for the release of these assets. 

E. And such other and further relief to which he 

may be entitled. 

AND AS IN DUTY BOUND, etc. 

r V 
^ 

ohn G. Hennegan, 
Committee7for Mary W/nston Herget 

iiMfe. 
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IN THE MATTER OP 

MARY WINSTON HERGET, 

INCOMPETENT 

BOOK    199 PAGE 819 
UER   161 RftGE   23 IN THE  CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR  BALTIMORE  COUNTY 

ORDER / /' 

Upon the aforegoing Petition it is this _/  day of November, 1964, 

ORDERED by the Circuit Court for Baltimore County that John G. Hennegan, 

Committee of Mary Winston Herget, transfer by shipment by Essex 

Van and Storage all the chattels recited in the above Petition to 

Mary Winston Herget, 2345 Post Street, Jacksonville, Florida, and 
i 

be allowed the expenses of shipping and insuring same; endorse six 

shares of American Telephone and Telegraph Company stock to Harry T. 

Gray, Guardian of Mary Winston Herget and forward same; execute and 

record deed for lot number 23, Block EEE, on Plat entitled Plat No. 11, 

Cape St. Clare and forward deed to Harry T. Gray upon return of same from 

the Clerk of the Court, retain cash in checking and savings accounts 

until such time as the said John G. Hennegan files his final account in 

these proceedings. 

S 

JL 
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iMifc. 

TTI THE MATTER   OF 

MARY VJTT1STOII HERGET 

TNCOriPETEIIT 

«..• J 

T  COURT  FOR 

. KJNTY 

PV 

66/223     I|.2250 

C   A I c   ; 

-.:    rmv o   •- ] ST. T :   OP MARYLAND,     •..." 
photostats c 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY,  Thai,   the  aforegoing  is   a   true/copy   taken 

from   the   original     Petition  and  Order  of  Court   filed   November  S, 

196l|.. 

lNr  TESTIMONY WHEREOF,   I 
hereto  set  my  hand  and  affix 
the   seal   of   the  Circuit  Court 
for  Baltimore  County   this 

9thday   of       April ,   1965   • 

feW/f.   hut 
flerk of the Circuit Court 

for Baltimore County. 

(/ 
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IN THE COUNTY JUDGE'S COURT 
IN AND FOR DUVAL COUNTY, FLORIDA 

File No.    29721 

Ml 

00( 

JO- 

IN RE: ESTATE OF /  ].] |r jT   vT^T] 

MARY WINSTON  HERGET, i      rrp n 0 ,nr^ '     \ 

Incompetent. I McS&hm ]  nAvie  I 

ORDER OF DISCHARGE ^ *-—-' 

Final Return and 

This cause coming on this day to be heard upon the/cport of distribution of the 

yi-mmatk-E of the above styled estate, and it appearing to the Court after an exami- 

nation of said report, that it is proper, that the SgEJCi^A^^W estate 8hould ^ m8" 

charged, and that the principal and surety on the Admini^ation Bond in this cause 

should be relieved and released of and from any further liability, and after due consider- 

ation, the Court being fully advised in the premises, it is therefore 
Final  Return   and 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the/oport of distribution of the said 

a^Sracbe, and it is hereby approved, allowed and also confirmed, and it is further 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the principal and surety on the Arix 

^Si^tiS Bond be, and they are hereby relieved and released of and from any further 

liability thereon, and the estate is declared to be fully administered and finally closed.    • 

DONE AND ORDERED at Jacksonville, Duval County, Florida this •*.../  

day of........:..£«M A. D. 19.W....       (D^j^JJ^  
,   ' .   (/ County Judge 

r # • 

.        V'        •. •        - 

\      C .'     . 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
COUNTY OF DUVAL 

/£*/        i       f          Cctobor 
BE IT REMEMBERED, that on &&.,,&£& day of i 

A.D. 19.A7.., I duly recorded the foregoing Order in the Public Records of this Court. 

McKENNEY J. DAVIS, 
,. County Judge 

By ^:^....^^:..a^^^^...- 
-^ Clerk 

i 

HIV.   IMl'O   DOJCI'S 

1B7U1V.11G PH Z-55 
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IN AND FOR IDUVAL COUNTY,  FLORIDA 

FILE NO.   29721 

IN RE:   GUARDIANSHIP OF 

MARY WINSTON IIERGET 

FIIFD 
SEP 2 9 1967 

USMSSSl J. DAVIS 
couirn TJ^GE 

FINAL ACCOUNT OF HARRY T. GRAY AS GUARDIAN 
FOR PERIOD FROM DECEMBER 31,1966 THROUGH 

SEPTEMBER 30,1967.  

Harry T.Gray,   as Guardian of the Estate only of Mary Winston Herget, 

respectfully ehows: 

1. He is the duly authorized and qualified Guardian and pursuant to 

Order of Court entered September 27,  1967 files this his Final Account for the 

period from December 31,  1966 to and including September 30,  1967. 

2. Mary Winston Herget by order dated September 12,  1967 in 

proceeding No.   532,  Petition for Restoration of Competency As Provided 

in Section 394. 22,  Sub-Section (15),   Florida Statutes, was restored to competency; 

consequently her receipt for all assets in the Guardianship Estate is attached 

hereto, 

3. The Guardian has no property,   real or personal or funds remaining 

in his hands as of the end of September 30,  1967. 

4. Attached as a part hereof is a schedule of receipts and disbursements. 

WHEREFORE,  your Guardian asks: 

1. An Order approving this Final Account; and 

2. An Order discharging him and h is surety of any and all liability 

under the surety bond. 

Harry T.Gray 
As Guardian of Mary Winston Hrrget 

RELEASE AND CONSENT TO DISCHARGE 

MARY WINSTON HERGET being first duly sworn according to law 

rrl 

19/U    ,: ^55 
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on oath says: 
BOOK 199 PAGE823 

She has read the attached Final Account of Harry T, Gray,  Guardian, 

for the period December 31,  1966 through September 30,  1967 and knows the 

contents thereof and she hereby approves and consents to all of the dis- 

bursements shown therein including the disbursement to Harry T.Gray 

as her Guardian of the sum of $Z00, 00; 

She acknowledges receipt of all of the personal property held by 

said Harry T.Gray as Guardian including Certificate No,   65T248199 for 

six (6) shares of stock in American Telephone and Telegraph Company which 

has been endorsed to her,   and the personal jewelry shown in the receipt 

dated 31 August,  1964,   attached hereto. 

She acknowledges receipt of all monies held by the Guardian in the 

checking account and in Savings Account,  No,   2197: 

Checking Account1   $ 571. 65  

Savings Account No,   2197:   $    1.112.82  

She consents to the discharge of the Guardian and his surety and 

acknowledges receipt of all of the assets held by the Guardian as such since 

his appointment and through September 30,1967, 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 

tbis   . 2 ^ ^     day of s'-: ' '?7~ 

1967, 

S 
. ..•,. 

V 

yw^ ..,.1^v..i^ vu-^-x 
J* »•** •      '   \ 

ary Winston Herget 

-if*^L 
Notary Public. State o£ V\ori^^r^ ^ 
My Commission Expires:^^^^^, 2, ir. 

.   »   ' * 

STATF.  OF   FtORIDA 

^f;17.:;:^ THAT w,/*~^Zr i 
, c. ,   . .. thfl foreRoinr, instrum 
Records (•• 

eni in tha P Wte 
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Received from First Bank and Trust Company of St. Paul $1,800.00 

(Through September 30,1967) 

Received from Doctor Carl Hergct (Through September 30, ,nn   nf, 
1967.)] - - — - $3,600.00 

Dividends received from American Telephone h Telegraph Co. 
and deposited in Savings Account No. 2197, First Bank and Trust 
Company of Jacksonville, Florida (through Sept. 30,1967) *     V. V^ 

Interest on Savings Account #2197, First Bank and Trust Company 
of Jacksonville, Florida (ThrOgh Sept. 30,1967) ?     "•" 

Total Disbursements $3, 421, 01 

DISBURSEMENTS 

Semi-Monthly Payments to Mary Winston Herget $4,650.00 

including loan for trip to Washington 

Marias, Gray, Yates,Conroy & Gibbs   (Fee and costs) $   391.21 
($166.00 and $225.21) ^          ^ oo 

County Judge1 s Court *" 

Internal Revenue Service ($132.50,   $90.11 and $110. 00) $   332.61 

-----$      2193 Taxes (property in Maryland)  ""' " ^ 

t     f  _      $      12.60 
John Bloise,   Accountant  

Repayment of Loan to Charles Riggs Long  "      *   5     • 

Ml 
€0( 

$5,928.25 

1 
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HtfAfe. 

:::l :-. 

.•!', • 

•n 

August  26,   X964 

/ 

1 p.ni>   .l99 L'OLS^S 

Roceived of John G. Konnogan, tho following items of Jowolry 

belonging to Mary Winston Korgat for tho parposo of dolivoring 

same to her: 

i 
)••• 

• (1) 
^(2) 
*(3) 

v(3) 

,(7) 

• C9) 
^(10) 
i/(ii) 

-(13) 
•(14) 
• (15) 
^(16) 

2 gold rinc/s with diamonds 
1 gold ring with green ctone 
1 silver or platinum ring £3et with blue riones 
1 silver or platinum ring set with pearly and diamonds 
1 silver or platinum ring set with small blue stone 
1 silver or platinum watch inlaid with diamonds 
1 string of.  pearls 
V?atch engraved M.W.L. - 12/25/34 
1 broach figurine, woman with crescent in hair (cameo) 
1 broach flower design, eng-raved liannah 11. Pratt Cohassct 
1 pin inlaid with pearls 
1 silver or platinum cross with silver or platinum chainn. 
1 smaller silver cc platinum exosa with chain 
1 Vasser College school'ring engraved M.VJ.L, 
1 gold ring with black and red Gtone, cngravod T.K. 
1 gold thimblo engraved, Mary 

Ilarxy i\  Graft 

Received of Harry T. Gray, the above listed items, this 31st day 
of August, 1964. 

y / / 

q /nfA/J jJJjJtA iu^L 
• Mary Winbtou Herget VJ 

U 
/ Witness 
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STATE OF FLORIDA ) 
) S.S. 

COUNTY OF DUVAL ) -i nn   O .i-» 
BOOK iyy PACE8^6 

HARRY T,  GRAY being first duly sworn according to law on oath 

says: 

He lias read and knows the contents of the foregoing Final Account 

for the period from December 31,1966 through September 30,1967 is correct 

and that the statements and accounting therein contained are true and correct; 

that he has delivered to Mary Winston Herget all of the funds and properties 

in his hands,   including the six (6)  shares of stock in American Telephone 

and Telegraph and all of the personal silver or other property held by him 

as Guardian; that the Guardianship fee of $200,00 for this period is 

reasonable and has been approved by Mary Winston Herget. 

»MMLi 

Ml 

00( 

Harry T.   Gray 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 

this   , y /, day 

Xl^C*£ ( 

f      ^/.  , - /   -      »1967. 
——   •*  — -'   •       >*"—immmmmmm   •   ••-• 

Notary Public, State of Florida at .Large «.»« w     r,' ..     .        „      . , HOIiyW WBUC STATl OF FLORIDA. W tAR 
My Commission Expires: 

GE 

A£V_?3. 1939 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

DUVAL COUNTY 

I. THE UNDERSIGNED Clerk of tho Ml Court 
Duval County. Flonda. DO HiRtBY CERTIFY the within and 
foregoing is a true and corect copy of the original as it 
appears on record and file in the office of the Clerk of 
Circuit Court of Duval Cojnty. Florida. 

WITNESS my hand and seal of Clerk of Circuit Court 

at Jacksonville, Florida, tlus theJ^Hhday pf October 

A. D., 19.13 , 
S. Morgan Slaughter 

Clerk, Circuit and County Courts 
Duval County, Florida 

By 70<^£"/ /^   A^<O»^ 
'dtputy Clerk 

I971IJAII16 PH 2s 55 



IN THE COUN^ JUDGE'S COURT 
IN AND FOR DUVAL COUNTY.   iTLOlUDA 

BOOK xiiy mStf SEP 
12 oai 

ORDER RESTORING MENTAL COMPETE^Y^^/'-""-" 
MARY WINSTON IIERGET   

This cause having como on for final hearing parsonnt to Section 

394. 22 (15),  Florida Statutes,  after due notice in accordance with said 

Section 394.22 (4).  upon the Petition of Harry T.Gray as next friend to have 

the mental status of such person inciuirod into, and the said Mary Winston 

Herget having appeared personally at said final hearins before the Court 

an^he Court having hoard all the testimony and reviewed all the evidence 

submitted and considered the argument, it now appears to the Court and 

U so find, that Mary Winston Herget is mentally and physically competent, 

of sound mind Judicially and is capable of managing her own affairs and 

the Court being fully advised: 

It is CONSIDERED.  ORDERED.  ADJUDGED AND DECREED by Ih. 

1.    That Mary Winston Herget is of sound mind judicially and is 

;apable oi ma nacing her own affairs; 

2.    That said person be 
and she is hereby immediately restored 

to her personal liberty; 

3.    That Harry T.Gray as Guardian of the estate of said Mary 

Hereet be and he is hereby required within^_ days from 
Winston Herg« 

the Court may fix, to 
the date hereof,  or within such additional time a! 

• ^        A \^y^ Winston Hercet so restored,  of all make full settlement with said Mary Winston nerg 

•    v<    K.nds    custody or control,  under penalty of contempt her property in his hands,  CUSIOQ> 

of Court and the punishment thereof; 

4.    That a certified copy hereof shall forthwith be forwarded 

_   ,4. ros^tw    M.nrvland.  inequity, where 
to the Circuit Cutm ^ a^*..*    - 

I97URN 16 PM —5 



BOOK    199 i/GiO^O 
said person was originally adjudicated to bo Incompetent, to be filed 

in said proceeding in the Slate 6f Maryland, 

DONE AND ORDERED at Jacksonville,   Duval County,  Florida 

/A 2! 
this   y^i    day of September,  19D7, 

F/Tyj 
County Judge 

>MiMi.. 

[Oil 

jO-i 

i 

' I. 

" l^x 
CN 

STATE OF FLORIDA 
DUVAl COUNTY '     , ,   ,   r    . 

.  TIIC urDTSIGNEOCIcrk of the County ludze s Court. 
nli::,rLs    ••"•"-- DO  HEREB",  CERTIFY the .vithm and 
DU/31 LOJn.y,   _ c ^    .     .    .. ....   Dr • -j as it 

fereS0,n' "  - ....   •    .     ,  ,„ 0| w^ County ludna 
appj^rs on rcccrd and f.»e m - 
ol Duval County, Rorida. 

WITMESS my hand and seal c! County Judge s Court at 

tecteonvllle. Florid., this W^ZiLJ^ of^A^^ 

A.O., ^    £ V-       , 

Clerk County iud^i 'A Court 

i9?uii,:ib p;i 2=55 
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»feBii 

STATE OF FLORIDA) 
) SS. 

COUNTY OF DUVAL) 

HARRY T.  GRAY being first duly sworn according to law on 

oath says: 

He is an attorney at law and is admitted to practice in the State 

of Florida and has boon tor over forty-tivo years;   he is admitted to 

practice also before the Supreme Court of the United States; 

He knows Mary Winston Herget who executed the Deed on the 28th 

day of October,   1968 to E.   W,  HARVEY covering the real property 

described as:    ALL THAT LOT OF GROUND situate in Anne Arundel 

County,   being Lot No.   23.   Block FEE, Plat  No.   11, Cape St. Claire, 

recorded among the Plat Records of Anne Arundel County in Plat Rook 22, 

folio 42;   and he has been her attorney continuously since her 

adjudication of competency on the 12th day of September.   1967; 

In his opinion Mary Winston Herget Is Ugally competent to 

transact her own business and has the capacity to execute a Warranty 

Deed conveying the property above  referred to. 

FURTHER AFFIANT SAITH NOT. 

v  
HARRY T.  GRAY 

Sworn to and subscribed before me 

this 28th day of October. 1968. 

•»   .' UxX-Z 
/ 

Notary Public. Statt' of Fiorida at^Lar^ ^^ AT ^ 

My Com mis sion Expi re s y MY mfmmimt ^"ff «*W.CW rjs U. I 

ISZIiJAHie PH 2^55 
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EUGENE HFTTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

VS. 

ROBERT MONROE McDOKALD 
LIESO-OTTE McDONALD, his wife 

Mr.   rierk; 

No.   1." 

BOOK    199 PAGE 830 
* IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(IN EOUITY)   ^fiv • £ I,  (t (f 1 

******************************************* ^)   $(  O     -f-    CK   UP    I 

ORDER TO DOCKET FORECLOSURE CASE 

Please docket the above entitled foreclosure case, and file "Exhibit 

* 

* 

* 

* 

Eugene Hettleman 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21202 
752-3169 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

FILED 
l973ocrii flHi,:,0 
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BOOK iyy PACE Bill 
DIRECT REDUCTION MORTGAGE 

THIS MORTGAGE, Made this \ 7 day of 0^c r ,. fal*^ 19 (^ by 
and between   ROBERT MONROE McDONALD, by LleselntU McDonald, hi. attorney In fact! under 
power of attorney dated May 16, 1968, which power of attorney is intended to be 

SSraM^.'Sfr1- 0f W ^^ ^^ ^^^ P^r hereto, and 
of Anne Arundel  Couflty , in the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagor, and 
MERRITT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC., (stock corporation), a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS, the Mortgagor, being a member of the Mortgagee, is justly indebted to the Mortgagee for 
borrowed money in the principal sum of twelve thousand five hundred 
Dollars ($ 12,500.00). bPU«lU)iaajijfr>Uxim^^ with 
interest from date at the rate of eight      per centum  (    8 %)  per annum on the unpaid 
principal until paid, principal and interest being payable at the office of the mortgagee, in the city of 
Baltimore, Maryland, or at such other place as the holder hereof may designate in writing, which the 
Mortgagor covenants to pay in monthly installments of       one hundred four A 55/100 

Dollars ($ 104.55        ), commencing on the first day of   February'       ,19 69    » and 
on the first day of each month thereafter until the principal and interest are fully paid. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 178 of the 
Laws of Maryland passed at the January session in the year 1955 or any supplement thereto. 

AND WHEREAS, it was a condition precedent to the making of the aforesaid loan that the repayment 
thereof, with interest, should be secured by the execution of these presents. 

Now, THEREFORE, THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, that in consideration of the premises and the sum of 
One Dollar ($1.00) this day paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the Mortgagor does hereby 
grant, convey and assign unto the Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all    that lot(s) of ground 
situate, lying and being in     Anne Arundel County , in the State of Maryland aforesaid, and 
described as follows, that is to say: 

Being known and designated as Lot No.   11  in Block A,   as  shown on the Plat 
of Country Club  Estates,   Section I, which Plat  is dated June,   1955 and recorded 
among Plat  Records of Anne Arundel  County on July 13,   1955  in  Plat  Book No.   26, 
Folio 23.     Known as  21 Thomas Road. 

•IQC/: 
B5ai the

J
s*me lot in • ^•i from The Julius Gorporated dated January 9. 

oo?V i   c£ am0ng th* 1*nd records of Anne Arundel County in Liber GTC 

4 

\   • 

REC; .       '•.:.. CORD 
MARJ0! ::.      -JLT.CLERK 

CIRCUIT COLiU.A. A.COUNTY 

I96BDEC23 AM||:3I 
ci li ' 

y 
FIU 

I9730C1 H Wlh 10 
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BOOK I 9Q Pi • ^'^'^ 
It is covenanted and agreed thai the mortgagee shall nol be minimi to prepareTffl^ accounting 

for the mortgagor aa to the application of any monies received by it al any time, as between principal 
and interest, but the mortgagor shall make his own accounting thereof. The mortgagee's records shall 
he tor its own purposes, and should it gratuitously furnish copies thereof to the mortgagor it shall not 
De determinative ol the intended or actual application of the payments by the mortgagee It is the 
purpose ol this paragraph to ensure thai this mortgage can never be usurious, nor the monies received 
hy the mortgagee ever be applied in a usurious fashion, and thai no greater sum can ever be applied 
to mterest than that which can be legally and properly charged by the mortgagee without being usurious 
Kegardlessol any application which may have been made, or seem to have been made by the mortgagee 
which would resull In usury, any sums which would constitute greater than legally permissible interest 
shall conclusively be considered by the parties to have been paid at the time made, to principal reduction 
and prepayment and not to any other purpose. In event a release of this mortgage is accepted by the 
mortgagor, this shall be deemed a release of any action which the mortgagor might then have for usury. 

Late Charges: The mortgagor covenants to pay a delinquenl or late charge of two dollars or one- 
twentieth of the otal amount ot any delinquent or late periodic installment of delinquent interest and 
principal only, should any payment covenanted to be made on principal be delinquent and such 
delinquency has extended for at least fifteen calendar days. The mortgagee Shall not be re'pured to accept 
any delinquenl payment unless accompanied with the delinquenl or late charge. No payment shall he 
deemed to have l.een made until it has been received in U.S. currency at the ofiice of the mortgagee! 

<nJ^iumua1u-K{i'lV{ '" Lhe ca8e
l

tJ1? mortgagor is a corporation, or this is a commercial loan for 
oyei SMOO.OO, this loan may be prepaid m whole or in part, provided that two month's advance interest 
at the rate hereinbefore provided, shall be paid on that part of the aggregate amount of all orenavmS 
^COnslIrK'foTfhp 1,,,ri,>;1 -h-V'XT(1S ""-tWrd of the orfJLS r.rincipal amount'of^fuom as .1 consideration for the acceptance of such prepayment. 

The mortgagor certifies that prior to the execution hereof he received a fully executed agreement as 
& Arttc?e 49 of the A^n^ *J0JF di*clTre 8t*tement "' connection with this loan^s m^l o\  .unue iv oi lhe Annotate'1 ( ode ot Marvland. 

^ 
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TOGETHKR with the buiia^H a.ul impHnemonts thereon, and thefts, roads, alleye, ways, waters, jtllBI and improvements thereon, and the^ml 

privies apmXnances amHulvanta^s thereto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 
To HAVE AND TO HOLD the said l.)t(s) ol ground and improvements unto the said Mortgagee, its 

successors and assigns,        subject to the annual ground rent, of $120, payable 
semi-anmally on the first days of February and August, 

PROVIDFD That this conveyance shall be null and void upon the performance of ^.conditions and 
H««U^^^cnti"ned hewin and upon the full payment of the principal debt secured hereby, and the 
nte e    tereon and ah advanced or expanded, and all other proper costs, charts, COmnrisstons 

and expenses as herein provided. When this mortgage shall have been fully paid off in fj^^e^th 
its tr, n s uul tenor it w 11 be duly released by the Mortgagee at the request and expense of the Mortgagor. 

ut n the ttnt nlefault in the payment of any installment of principal or interest a, above provided 
?it beirSr affreed that the default shall exist only if not made good prior to the due date of the next 
iuch instellmlS)! or if there be a default in any of the conditions, stipulations "J covenants of his 
mort^wKthe Mortgagee mav exercise the option of treating the remainder of the mortgage debt 
Treln secured due and payable. Failure to exercise this option shall not constitute a waiver of the right 
to exercise it at any other time. 

And the Mortgagor, In order more fully to protect the security of this mortgage, covenants and 
agrees as follows: 

(^   A sum eaual to the ground rents, if any. next due, plus the premiums that will become due and 
^ mvab e on nohcies of fire and other hazard insurance covering the mortgaged property   or 

nf.   nt.M-nne    on the life of the mortgagor, phis taxes and  assessments next due on the 
mortWgSp^ ^readv paid therefor divided by the number of months to 
Xns^beo^re month prior to that date when such ground rents, taxes and assessments 
anrpremiums will be due (all as estimated by the mortgagee) ; such sums   o be he.d by the 
mortgagee in trust to pay said ground rents, premiums, taxes and assessments. 
If   however   the monthly payments made by the mortgagor under   (a)   above shall not be 
sutlicnt to pav ground rents  taxes, assessments or insurance premiums when the same shall 
SmediSSS Sable, then the mortgagor shall pay to the mortgagee any amount necessary 
to make SS toe deficiency on or before the date when payment of such ground rents, taxes 
nsses n en s or insurTnce preniiums shall be due.  The mortgagor shall have the right, in event 
or^nv defidencv in said escrow account, to advance sums needed therefor, which if so advanced 
shall bea.in?ere"t at the same rate as the indebtedness hereby secured, and be payable on 
"demand, and be secured by this mortgage. 
The mortgagee shall not be obligated to accept payments on principal and interest, unless 
accompanied by the requisite payments due under this paragraph No. 1. 
In the event there shall he an excess of money in said escrow account over the purposes for 
which it frequ red, such excess shall be held as additional security by the mortgagee, and 
^ph Pi her be • DDI ed to the mortgage principal or refunded to the mortgagor or his assignees, 
S^^nt^f^^entcrf^ mortgage debt and all installments of interest. Satd escrow 
funds shall not hear interest, 

o    TW kA u-ill nav all taxes assessments, water rates and other governmental or municipal charges 

set forth hereinbefore and shall be secured by this mortgage. 
3    That he will keep the said premises in as good order and condition as they are now and will not 

commit or permit anv Waste thereof, reasonable wear and tear excepted. 

4.   That he will keep ^ W^e^ 
insured as may be required fi;om time to   imt b> the JJ0^*^Jj?{J ana f0/8UCh periods as may be 
casualties and ^ntingencies  inchidmg ^^^^n^U

ef^J^^ on such insurance provisions 

S7S^^^ Al1 Lurance ^l,e ca-r-ried in com?'nies 

(1)) 

(O 

(d) 

loss Mortgagor will give immediate nonce u    nan ;^^"^0^^;d" hereby authorized and directed 
made promptly ^ M^^ and the Mortgagee 
to make payment for such loss di ecti>      Jnc ^"[^ f      lv be applied by the Mortgagee at its option 
jointly, and the insurance proce^m or ir of the property 
either to the reduction of Wf^eb^n^ heiwswuwa w transfer of title to the mortgaged property 
damaged. Jn event of foreclos^ d ^^ of the Mortgagor in 

EfelK^ Sc^STrfor lstll pass to the purchaser or grantee. 

without notice to ^e»»W^W wy^ewaw »jg property as security for the mortgage debt; 
hereby, without "W^^Sff^S not a reviver has been appointed, the rents and benefits of said 
and upon W.^/^^Jto^Mo^aJeTSSStonal security. Until there is a default under this 
^^^SS^S^^B^l SSSt to possession of the said property. 

r    That it shall be deemed a default under this mortgage if he shall sell, cease to own, encumber 
mortgagltralfer. or dispose of the within-descnbed property without the written consent of the 

Mortgagee. 

HKJMb. 
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7    In the event that foreclosure proceedings are instituted hereon after Bttattlt thew snail DJ 
immediately due and payable by the mortgagor (s) to the attorney filing the same, a fee of $75.00, whicn 
fee shall be part of the costs of foreclosure. 

8.   That he specially warrants the property herein mortgaged, and that he will execute such further 
assurances thereof as may be required. *    «.       i     * *v,   ..••...ULWIU 

AND the said Mortgagor (s) hereby assent (s) to the passage of a decree for the sale of the propeity 
hereby mortgaged (the sale to take place after a default in any of the covenants or conditions of this 
mortgage as herein provided), and the said Mortgagor(s) hereby also authome(s) the said Mortgagee, 
its successors or assigns or Eugene Hettleman, its duly authorized Attorney or Agent, after any detault 
in the terms of this mortgage, to sell the hereby mortgaged property, and any such sale, whether under 
the above assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be under the provisions ot the 
Marvland Rules of Procedure, Article LXVI of the Public General Laws of Maryland, or under any 
other General or Local Law of the State of Maryland relating to mortgages, or any  supplement, 
amendment, or addition thereto.  And upon a sale of said property, whether under the above assent to a 
decree or under the above power of sale, the proceeds shall be applied as follows:  (1)   To the payment 
of all expenses incident to such sale, including a fee of One Hundred Fifty Dollars and a commission 
to the party making the sale of said property equal to the commission allowed Trustees for making sa e 
of property by virtue of a decree of a Court having equity jurisdiction in the State of Maryland; 
(2)   to the payment of all claims of the said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns   under this mortgage 
whether the same shall have matured or not; (3)  the surplus (if any there be), to the said Mortgagor(s), 
his her or their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to whomever may be entitled to the same. 
Half of such commissions and all such expenses and costs shall be paid by the Mortgagor in the event 
that the mortgage debt shall be paid after any advertisement of said property but before sale thereot 

The covenants herein contained shall bind, and the benefits and advantages shall inure to, the 
respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns of the parties hereto. Whenever used, 
the singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use of any gender shall be 
applicable to all genders. 

WITNESS the signature(s) and seal(s) of the Mortgagor(s) on the day and year first above written. 

Witness: [SEAL] 

Eugena Hettleman 

Robert Monrpe McDonald . fl 
by: 3 v-^'tLi^ m^ --timik rLieselotte McDonald, attorney-in ftct 

Leselotte McDonald 
w [SEAL] 

00( 

o- 

[SEAL] 

CO 

cvj 

STATE OF MARYLAND ,  CITY OF RALTIMOHE:       to wit: 

1 HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 11 day of December .19 68    .before 
me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the    City of Baltimore 
aforesaid, personally appeared Lleselootte McDonald,  individually and as attorney in fact 
for Robert Monroe McDonald 

the above-named Mortgagor (s), and she        VtaowtedBBd theJ'V;^'"*; JPfi^SSJ&l Yas attorney 
individually and to be the act of said Rbbert"Monroe KcDonald by herself as attorney 
in fact, .J    • 

Also penally appeared Milton Sommers , the      vice-president 
i pf the withirt body corporate. Mortgage!', and made oath in due form of law that the consideration ol 

said mortgage is true and bona fide as therein set forth; and also made oath that he is the agent of the 
Mortgagee and is duly authorized to make this affidavit. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed by official seal the day and year 

aforeHaid. 

jf 

aiiefl %t 

Eugene Hettleman 

/L^tc 
Votary I'ubiii: 
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Military Affidavit under Soldiefs' and Sailors' Civil Relief Act 

of 1940 and Amendment thereto of October 6, 1942 

EUGENE   HETTLEMAN 

ATTORNEY   NAIY1ED  IN  MORTGAGE ' IN   THE 

MKRRZITXSXWZKS8XXX 

CIRCUIT COURT 
OF 

r :T n\f   ;      ^      ID | ANNE  ARUNDEL   COUNTY 

I ir,n UTTL   ' Al ,.r   his   wife      y EQUITY 

Docket   Folio 

Military  Affidavit 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of said State, in 

and for said City, personally appeared  ^l.to.n. SpmmRr.SJ..Pr.fiSld«nfc..D.e..jnBrr±tt  

Saings  4 .Lpan^..Inc..j...the  mgrtgaqBe  

and made oath in due form of law that he (she)  knows the defendant herein, and that to 

the best of his   (her)   information, knowledge and belief 

(1) said defendant is not in the military service of the United States, 

(2) said defendant is not in the military service of any nation allied with the United 

States, 

(3) said defendant has not been ordered to report for induction under the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 as amended, 

(4)    said defendant is not a member of the Enlisted Reserve Corps who has been or- 
dered to report for military service. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 

this 19, day of .9.9.tpbBr... 19....73 

Notary Public 

'/U&. .^^V^. 
Affiant. 

,   i L E D 

19730C111  Mil; 10 
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BOOK 139 P«E836 
EUGENE HETTLEMAH 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

VS. 

ROBERT MONROE McDONALD 
LIESELOTTE McDONALD, his wife 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN T11F 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDFL COUNTY 

(IN EQUITY)   ^ ( V1 6 / 

******************************************* 

STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE CLAIM 

Statement of Mortgage claim under Itortgag* from Robert Monroe McDonald 

and Lleselotte McDonald, his wife, to Merritt Savings & Loan. Inc., dated December 

17. 1968, and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber 

M.S.H, 2231 folio 554: 

Original amount of Mortgage 

Paid on principal 

Credit in expense account 

Interest to Sept. 30, 1973 

Fines 

Balance due 

$1,368.86 

147.04 

$12,500.00 

$ 1.515.90 
$10,984.10 

222.60 

10.40 

$11,217.16 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 10th day of October, 1973, before the 

undersigned, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland, in and for the City of 

Baltimore, personally appeared Milton Sommers. President of Merritt Savings & Loan. 

Inc.. and made oath in due form of law that the aforegoing Statement of Mortgage 

Claim is true and correct. 

00( 

iO- 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

1 

FILED 
id730CTit n;iii: ii 
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BOOK 199 »«837 
EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

VS. 

ROBERT MONROE McDONALD 
LIESELOTTE McDONALD, his wife 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

21,667 EQUITY 

******************************************* 

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE WITH RULE W-74 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 25th day of October, 1973, before 
the undersigned, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City 
of Baltimore, personally appeared Eugene Hettleman, and made oath in du« form of 
law that he complied with the provisions of the Maryland Rules of Procedure, 
Rule V-7A, a, 2, (b), by mailing a notice to the Defendants, on October 24, 1973, 
of the time, place and terms of sale, which notice was sent by/certified mail. 

^ & 
EUGENE HETTLEMAN 

^S 
NOTARY PUBLIC 

i FILED 

I9730CT26 M 9:57 
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S)C;:    199 s;L!-8J8 

to x/jty**/^ / 

Kumn All Mtn by ibrar ^rrarntfi. 
That we,       EuQen® ..Hettleman  

A9P.....Kn.ickerbocker   Bldg. , Ba.lto,, Md. 21202 

 as principal, 
and the FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COMPANY OF NEW YORK, a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of New York, as surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the 

full and just sum of y.wel.v.e..Thpug.ancl•and....00/lQ.Q~-r'~~.r--r-r-rr:r.--r.r,r.r:,r-l-:r,^.r:—r,—-, 
 ----.-------.-^.-.-----.--------.-----r-.------ 
to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made and done, 
we bind ourselves and each of us, our and each of our Heirs, Executors, Administrators, Successors or As- 
signs jointly and severally, (irmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this 23rd day of October  

  in the year of our Lord ^iiieteej^Jmndre^ & seventy-three * 
Whereat, the above bounden Eugene...Het.tleman  

by virtue of the power contained in a mortgage from EQ.fee^.^lQa^QfiJ^D£ffial^_aa3. 
Lieselot.te McDpngild.i   his.yifftp Mex.r.itt...Savings...&...Loan.,. Inc  

bearing date the 1.7 t.b day of .D.e.C.emb.eX.^. 13.33.  
and recorded among the mortgage records of Mne...M.U.ndel... County  

in Liber MSH No 22 31 Folio 554 and  

 Ey^ene. Hettleman  

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 
of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

The Condition of the above Obligation is such, that if the above bounden. 

 Euaene....He.ttlsniJaa  

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in D.-Lll  
under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by 
any Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof, then the 
above obigation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden ^.^.^....hflll^.^.. 

rA 

has hereto set J.A.I...... hand    and seal    and the said corporation has caused these presents to be duly 

signed by its....Att.Qrn.ey , attested by its  Secretary. , the day and year first 
herein above written. 

Signed, sealed and delivered 
in the presence of 

SsA 
Pnul   Jicobs 

i 
Attest: 

  ISeal) 
Eugene  Hettleman ' •,:   V7? . 

 •/ -:-•-• (a?«ty . 
THE FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COIVtf»ANY)OF NEV^YORJfc \\ 

 ^.7&M...JL..JL..U^JJ.L ti 5 K %CSM  Samuel   R.   Zetzer /      , 
J6anne  M.   Healy,   as  to   surety 
Bond IBM.  200   *   (36067817)        J> -(MORTGAGEES   OR  AXJORNEY S  BOND) 

$£    ^-M^r*^- 4 FILE 

l..Mi' 
AttoiWiJfj-T 



REAL ESTATE SALES 
JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 

MERCHANDISE 

APPRAISALS 

BOOK   199 PACE 839 
SARATOGA 7-4047 

^rtarveis.    VUeAt 
AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 

KNICKERBOCKER BUILDING    •    218 E. LEXINGTON STREET    •    BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 

November 13, 1973 

Eugene Hettleman, Atty. 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Md.  21202 

RE:  21 Thomas Road 
Anne Arundel County, Md. 

DEPOSIT: 

EXPENSES: 
Auctioneer's Fee: 
Advertising: 

The Capital-Gazette Press 
Sun Papers 

CHECK ENCLOSED: 

$1,000.00 

$539.00 / 

207.00 
245.90 / 

$991.90 -991.90 

8.10 

FILED 
W3N0VJ9 PH |: 06 



Eugene Hettleman, Atty, 

220 E. Lexington Street 

vs. 

21 Thomas Road, AAC 

MOK }99WCE840 
* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

AUCTIONEER'S AFFIDAVIT 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the annexed bill 

or statement of the fees and sums due us, set forth in detail, are all 

and singular of the fees and sums due us, and that we have not paid or 

will not pay, directly or indirectly, any sum or consideration to anyone 

for employing us or aiding us to be employed to make the sale for which 

the annexed bill or statement was rendered. 

HARVEY WEST, AUCTIONEER 

v   WCJLAM' 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for 
Co. 

Baltimore XJWJJr by   Harvey West this   8th  day of 

November .. 19. 
73 

' 4 x 
Notary Public 

/ 

A •    -   tJ 

l9"N0VI9 P|| 1:06 



BOOK    199 FGE841 

J4arveu     \AJe&i 

SARATOGA 7-4046 

ranrnm 
AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 

KNICKJRBOCKER BU11DING      •      218 E. LEXINGTON STREET      •      BALTIMORE 2, MARYLAND 

REAL ESTATE SALES 
JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 
MERCHANDISE 
APPRAISALS 

LO- 
ST ATE  OF MARYLAND, -9W? OF BALTIMORE, SCT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this   8th day of 

November , 1973, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of 

of Baltimore aforesaid. the State of Maryland, in and for the 

personally appeared  Edward L. Bryl ,, purchaser 

at the foreclosure sale in this cause, and made oath in due form of 

law that he is the purchaser and purchased same as principal and not 

as an agent for anyone, and that he has not directly or indirectly 

discouraged anyone from bidding for the said property   

21 Thomas Rd., AAC, Md.  mentioned in the  said Report of 

Sale. 

^. ^ 
Purchaser r      V \    (Pl^ce) Notary Public 

Purchaser 

Purchaser 

IV 
FILED 

BMNOVIS n 1:06 



REPORT OF SALE 

Cugarw Haiti•man 
BOOK X 

vs. 

Robart Monroa McDonald 

Liaaalotta McDonald, alfa 

199 

Attornay namad In mortgaga 

AC£ IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

—OF— 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

21,667 Equity 

S   T| 

To The Honorable Judge of the 
Circuit Court of Baltimore City: 

The Report of Sale of Euqana Mattlawon, ATtornay namad In mortqaga,  f Had In 

WcSSl Pr0C*ji«»o«tokhx)titoexiataE in the above entitled cause, to make sale of 

proparty known aa 21 Thonaa Road  

in the proceedings in said cause mentioned, respectfully shows, that after giving bond with 
security for the faithful discharge of hla trust as prescribed by/««i*ciBwee, which was 
duly approved, and having given aotice of the time, place, manner and terms of sale, by ad- 

vertisements inserted in 

Tha Capltal-Garatta Praaa and tha Sunptpari  

daily newspaper a published in^StoaiatS^ for mofe than 

three successive weeks preceding the day of sale. said«i«rtBe Eogana Hattlawan, Attornay 
didTursuSnrt^sltTnotice on     Thuraday       the      8th day of Novambar       19 73 
at      2,45 o'clock  P    M, attend on the premises and then and there sold 

aaid proparty,  tha li^prowawanta tharaon balng knoan aa No* 21 Thowaa Road, and 
balng mora fully daecrlbad In tha mortgaga filad in thaaa procaadinga, 
aubjact to an annual ground rant of $120.00,  to Edaard L. Bryl, for tha 

Bum of 122,700.00, ha hawing offarad tha graataat prica tl»afor. 

VMUHUOtX 
Eugana Hattlanan 
Attornay naaad in Wortgaga 

1  •" 
Icn 

\ 
V 

State of Maryland, City of Baitimore, Set: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 15th day of Novawbar 19 73 
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City 
of Baltimore aforesaid, personally appeared        Eugana Hattla«an, attornay na«adin tha 

aortgaga filad in thia eaaa 
i>iba ^ ImBtaa   , and made Oath that the 

facts stota4^iWW«lnK Report of Sale are true, as therein set forth, and that the sale 

thereby f§mi^j^A node, 

^ * As witness my hand and Notarial Seak y 6 Va 
Notary Public. 



Sugene Kettlemar^Atty. 
220 E. Lexington St. 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

f EVENING CAPITAL 
FOR Nov.   25 

BOOX 199 a* 843 

ORDER NISI 
:GEiNE.HEm£WAN  

Attorney named-in-^-or-tg-a^^- 
IN THE 

versus 

ROBEKT MQHEaE-iaGDQNALD.-  

.LI-ESELaT-T-E-^DUULU-v-w-i-f«- 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

No....21^.6£7.. Equity 

Ordered, this ISM*  - ** of &****£ • ^ Th.t to »!» of th. 
property in these proceedings mentioned  - -  
made and reported by ..- Eugaae HettUiMm. Attomay^iamed 1^ Tlnrtgagt -  

BE RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless cause to the contrary thereof be shown on or before the -2MA  
da   of        December  next; Provided, a copy of this Order be inserted in some newspaper 
pubUshed in Anne Arundel County, once in each of three successive weeks before the 2&fc -  

day of  Ddceraber-  next- 

The report states that the amount of sale was I-—8^-700•GO  "-"  
k) JJAkkJdUL ^AUiMJMAuX clerk. 

True Copy. 

(Final Order) 
EU GEN E HETTLIMAN 

TEST: . *k< jjiAA^ S^iAAX^^tl^/ Clerk. 

A11orney named in Mortgage. 

versus 

LIi;_SSLOTTE..M.QDOIiAL.U.v.wile.- 

- ) 

^ 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

 Term, 19 

L,^-^  vP H ,K 

ORDERED BY THE COURT. This day of ""f "^\' T » r«   . anH 
that the sale made and reported by the ftUOTW • aforesaid, be and the same is hereby Wly Ratted and 
Connrmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, although due notice appears to have been given as ^ 

quired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause; and the .Attorney     allowed the usual commiss.ons and such 

proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Auditor. 

'J jUDde. 
-^ V^U*" 

CHAMBERS JUDGE 

^ 

KQ-15 
18?IIJAH-3 IWIM03 



ADDITIONAL   SURETY 

199 hot 844 

Unom All iMru btj Uirar Prpsmta. 
I'jr-ene   HeJ     !  

?u &/£*7 ^^7 

That we, ....E.J ..^e.. 
600...Kn.lcker.bo.c:Ker....SMg.....f Bal.t.Q.«../.....Mfi.., 21202. 

as principal, 

and the FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COMPANY OF NEW YORK, a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of New York, as surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the 
i ii  J ;..-f «.m «f Ten Thousand Seven Hundred ,}n^...29/192r:-----.-------.z~.z-z.z full and just sum or i.v..'. *,  

 T----------:------;----  (S10,700«)   adl^a. 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made and done, 
we bind ourselves and each of us. our and each of our Heirs. Executors, Administrators. Successors or As- 

signs jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this I9.th day of    H^emtafi*  

  i„ the year of our LOTdu3LlQiBL.tfiieiaJaiJndxeA ,..&....asaaeat^t&fcfift*~ 
Whereas, the above bounden E...._ene.. Hettle,.;  

, .                        £         R ••bert   M i iroe   McDonald  & by virtue of the power contained m a mortgage from .^     !.^..!r...J..1.....'  

Lifijae ........u...Mj.D...'.i.isild*.hj..s..wLt)De tfexxitJL.. Savlnga...&'l....T.tf>fln»  Tnc  
Wring date the LS-til day of L.^Smh^ v  

and recorded among the mortgage records of        A:.:.a^..M.undeLJ 

•    Liber tS§& No...22 31 Folio 5.54  in 
am 

C0( 

—4 

O 

3£ 

• « 

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 
of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

The Condition of the above Obligation is such, that if the above bounden 
E'1  ene   -le' ble   

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in        . k... _~. 
under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by 
any Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereot. then the 
above obigation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

....       *  *     i       i      J           Eu'-ene  Hettleman In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden £..:   

has hereto set l.U.S hand    and seal    and the said corporation has caused these presents to be duly 

signed by its h £Q.SX  attested by its ^ocret ;i ry , the day and year first 
herein above written. 

Signed, sealed and delivered 
in the presence of 

 jL6*i UkSJS: 

fc 

X. _ .r  
E '•one   rie':tle.m.in 

CSaal) *. 

 •'. .—.•'..y^S'al) 

THE FIDELITY AND CAijJALTY COMPANY OF NE^yORK 
Atteit!       ^V) A   /        By ^JL^^sL. i^rfj.:....:..:  
J&tza*Ml^^               ^      *- ****** v 7   Attorney- 
Bp„dlS».  200   *   (36067S.7, (IKWRAOEW   OR   ATTORNEYS   BOND) 

\ 
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Order IVisi 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNOEL COUNTY 
NO. 21,667 EQUITY 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
; Attorney named in Mortgage 
I versus 
ROBERT     MONROE      MC- 
DONALD 
LIESELOTTE    MCDONALD 
wife 

Ordered,  this 19th day of 
November, 1973, That the sale of 
the property in these proceedings 
mentioned made and reported by 
Eugene Hettleman, Attorney 
named    in    Mortgage    BE 

I RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, 
unless cause to the contrary 
thereof be shown on or before the 
day of December next; Provided 
a copy of this Order be inserted in 
some newspaper published in 
Anne Arundel County, once in 
each of three successive weeks 
before the 24th day of December 
next. 

The report states that  the 
amount of sale was 122,700.00 

W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 

ThieCopy, 
TEST: 
W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

D-7 

C^jCE  OP 

ioo. 199 p,.cE845       Pubnihe(lby 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE NEWSPAPERS, INC 

HOLDER   OF  CONTRACT   FOR   ANNE  ARUNDEL   COUNTY  ADVERTISING 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Md..vZk^-?^^^_7.t ig/S 

We hereby certify, that the annexed  

.~-ZU<^iJ._(^lULU  

#*%' 

& No. E. C. - ___  

was published in 

ETcning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for  ^  

successive weeks before the     &P'T_  

.lav of ^.^^t^^.     lg /^ 

The insertions being made the   Qi^UsM.^     /^U*? ti/ 

%**£<*&(^ lg ZJ 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE NEWSPAPERS, INC. 

I973DECIO Pfc?:j^^^ud^ #^e^/^ 
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EUGENRfipTTLEMAN, Atty. 
"20 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

Attorney's 
Sale 

OF 
VALUABLE LEASEHOLD 

PROPERTY 
21 THOMAS ROAD 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, 
MD. 

By virtue of the power con- 
tained in a mortgage from Robert 
Monroe McDonald and Lieselotte 
McDonald, his wife, to Merritt 
Savings & Loan, Inc., dated 
December 17,1968, and recorded 
among the Land Records of Anne 
Arundel County in Liber MSH 
2231 folio 554 (default taving 
occured therein) the un- 
dersigned, Attorney named in 
said Mortgage, will sell at public 
auction, on the premises, on 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 
1973 

AT 2:45 O'CLOCK P.M. 
all that lot of ground situate, 
lying and being in Anne Arundel 
County, in the State of Maryland 
aforesaid, and described as 
follows, that is to say: 

Being known and designated as 
Lot No. 11 in Block A, as shown on 
the Plat of Country Club Estates, 
Section 1, which Plat is dated 
June, 1955 and recorded among 
Plat Records of Anne Arundel 

Lunty on July 13, 1955 in Plat 
>k No. 26, Folio 23. Known as 

21 Thomas Road. Improved by a 
frame bungalow, 7 rooms, 2 
baths, club basement, subject to 
an annual ground rent of $120.00. 

DIRECTIONS: Ritchie High- 
way to Furnace Branch Road. 
Turn left and proceed ap- 
proximately 3 miles to Country 
Club Estates Apartments. Turn 
left at first road past apartments 
(Thomas Road) to property on 
right hand side of road. 

TERMS OF SALE: Adeposif cT. • ;. 

OFFICE   OF 

BOOK 

11.000.00 will be 
purchuar it time r 

I of I per cent Mr 
Idrieof MleMdale  
[which shall be within lea days] 
after ratification of atie to tfef 

larcuit Court «f Aa 
oty. at whidi time the] 

»» due. Taea. water 
iwer   font   foot    bentfit 

. •tsritaUbeMhuiadwl 
of data «C s^e. -   "^|ilm*,•B, 

^ racordatMD tu alaiQD 
*«U be bane antMy b, •nUraky fay pnr 

EUGENE KTTLBMAM. 
Attomy oamMi in Marti 

I HARVEY WEST. AUCTIONL 
IMembv of Aaet. Asm. «f Md.. 

Ine. 
Ill E. Usiagtoo Straat, 
BalUmart. Md. 21208 
1l7-4Mi 

199   PACE 846  Published  by 
THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS,  INC. 
HOLDEH Of CONTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTISING 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Anrupolis, Md., // H<411UUA/. A... Xt/J 

We hereby certify, that the annexed  

was published in 

a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for   

successive weeks before the      /_  

d.) of /?.te<4.v.U±tV ,., .7.3 

The insertions being nude the oS^M^P^Cf^^^LJ^t.^^. 

d^i:^^^^^^^^^  
THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

19 73. 

i 

By £&£*. // c r WA** 
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fWGENE HETTLEMAN, Atty. 
^" 220 E. Lexington Street 

Beatiinore;M(i. 21202 

Attorney9* 
Sale 

OF 
VALUABLE LEASEHOLD 

PROPERTY 
21 THOMAS ROAD 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY, 
MD. 

By virtue of the power con- 
tained in a mortgage from Robert 
Monroe McDonald and Lieselotte 
McDonald, his wife, to Merritt 
Savings   &  Loan,  Inc.,   dated 
December 17,19M, and recorded 
anong the Land Records of Ame 
Arundd County in Liber MSH 
S31 folio M4 (default having 
occured   therein)    the   un- 
dersigned. Attorney named in 
said Mortgage, will sell at public 
auction, on the premises, on 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 
1973 

AT 2:45 O'CLOCK P.M. 
all that lot of ground situate, 
lyii« and being in Anne Arundel 
County, in the State of Maryland 
aforesaid, and described as 
follows, that is to say: 

Beir« known and designated as 
Lot No. 11 in Block A, as shown on 
the Plat of Country Club Estates, 
Section 1, which Plat is dated 
June, 1955 and recorded among 
Plat Records of Anne Arundel 

lunty on July 13, 1965 in Plat 
JBinio. 26, Folio 23. Known as 
21 Thomas Road. Improved by a 
frame bungalow, 7  rooms, 2 
bate, dub basement, subject to 
an annual ground rent of $120.00. 

DIRECTIONS:  Ritchie High- 
way to Furnace Branch Road. 
Turn  left  and  proceed  ap- 
proximately 3 miles to Country 
Club Estates Apartments. Turn 
left at first road past apartments 
(Thomas Road) to property on 
right hand side of road. 

TERMS OF SALE. A deposit of 
$1,000.00 will be  required  of 
purchaser at time and place of 
sale. The balance of the purchase 
price will bear interest at the rate 
of 8 per cent per annum, from 
(tate of sale to date of settlement, 
which shall be within ten days 
rfUr ratification of sale by the 
Circuit Court of Anne Arundel 

ity, at which time the 
—fce of the purchase price 

shall be due. Taxes, water and 
sewer    front   foot    benefit 
Msesanents iiatt be adiusted as 
of date of sate. Transfer taxis 
ml recordation tax stamp taxes 
iiall be borne entirely by pur- 

OFFICE 

ETcmng Capital 
Published  by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

NTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTISING 

BOOK 199 ^8!t 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN,! 
Attorney named in Mortgsp 

HARVEY WEST, AUCTIONEER 
limber of Auct. Am. of Md.,| 
Ine. 
HI E. Lexington Street, 
Baltiinore.Md.nm 

ITIMMB 
N4 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Md., 

We hereby certify, that the annexed 

//cHMfr_L^AJ__f___, 19/^ 

.^^.^^-1^^-  

was published in 

ETcning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis. Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for -y-~  

successive weeks before the 

ta „, ^fe^B&^d » 7*. 

Th( w msertiona being rnade ni"  A' y"/f'  

\%l 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

:z:i.\ 30tc i&mkM*^^&**i&4£- 
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BOOK 199P.',CE848 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN, Attorney  + 
Named in Mortgage 

+ 

VS. + 

ROBERT MONROE McDONALD 
LIESELOTTE McDONALD + 

IN        THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

EQUITY NO.  21, 667 

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ 

PETITION OF ROBERT MONROE McDONALD, ALSO KNOWN AS 
ROBERT M. MCDONALD AND ORDER OF COURT THEREON 

CO 

IN) 

CO 

Robert M. McDonald, by Eliot Siskind, Attorney, respectfully 

represents this Honorable Court as follows: 

1. That Robert M. McDonald and Lieselotte McDonald, De- 

fendants herein, formerly husband and wife, were divorced by a 

Decree of Superior Court of Bridgeport, Connecticut on Nov- 

ember 16, 1972-  A certified copy of said Divorce Decree is 

attached hereto and made a part hereof and marked Petitioner's 

Exhibit No. 1. 

2. That Eliot Siskind  has been authorized by Robert M. 

McDonald to receive any funds which may be due and owing to 

him out of these proceedings.  A Power of Attorney from Robert 

M, McDonald to Eliot Siskind, is attached hereto and made a 

part hereof and marked Petitioner's Exhibit No. 2. 

3. That your Petitioner has been advised that there may 

be a surplus after the payment of all monies due in these pro- 

ceedings. 

4. That your Petitioner desires that any surplus be divided 

in half and separate checks be made to Robert M. McDonald and 

Lieselotte McDonald. 

WHEREFOR your Petitioner prays this Honorable Court to pass 

an ORDER directing Eugene Hettleman, Attorney, to make separate 

checks, each as to one half, to Robert M. McDonald and Lieselotte 
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McDonald of any surplus which may be due to them in these 

proceedings and the check to Robert M. McDonald is to be 
for 

delivered to Eliot Siskind, Attorney/ your Petitioner herein. 

iMfcL 

rJ* ^JL / 

Eliot Siskind, Attorney for 
Robert M. McDonald, Petitioner 
Post Office Box No. 128 
2 3 Balto-Annap. Blvd., N. W, 
Glen Burnie, Maryland 21061 

(766-3750) 

ORDER OF COURT 

The aforegoing Petition having been read and considered this 

•/I '  '    day of ., ••••.,  •., -• , 1974, it is hereby ORDERED that 

Eugene Hettleman, Attorney, named in Mortgage, is hereby directed 

to make separate checks, each as to one half, to Robert M. 

McDonald and Lieselotte McDonald of any surplus which may be 

due to them arising out of these proceedings, and it is further 

ORDERED that the check to Robert M. McDonald is to be delivered 

to Eliot Siskind, Attorney. 

A   ,• *.   SS .'   w' 

JUDGE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 21st. day of January, 1974, a 
copy of the aforegoing Petition and Modified Order were mailed to 
Eygene Hettleman, Attorney, 600 Knickerbocker Building, 220 E. 
Lexington Street, Baltimore, Maryland, 21202. 

< • ^wf 
Eliot Siskind, Attorney for 
Robert M. McDonald, Petitioner 
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ATE Of  CONNECTICUT 

NO 146909 

LIESELOTTH  McDOIIAl.n ) SUPERIOR  COURT 

vs 

ROBERT 11.   McDOriAl.n 

)     COUNTY  OF   FAIRFTELD   at   BRIDGEPORTi 

)     NOVEMBER   16,   197? 

Present  Honornble   Irvinq   l.ovino,   Judge 

JUDGMENT 

Thin action, by urit and complaint dated June 20, 1972 

claiminc! a divorce, custody and support of minor children and 

alimony and counsel fees, ns on file, came to this Court on the 

first Tuesday of August, 1972, when the Plaintiff appeared and 

thence to November 3, 1972 when said case was transferred to the 

un contested   list  for  failure  to appear,and   thence  to   the  present 

time when  the  plaintiff  filed  an affidavit  re military  service 

of   the  non-appear1nq  defendant,  and   the  plaintiff  appeared   to 

prosecute said  complaint,   but  the defendant made default of 

appearance nH offered no  evidence. 

Thi  Court finds t!nt at  the date of  said  complaint  the 

defendant wao a resident of  llarlingen,   in  the  State of  Texas,  and 

that said writ and conpHInt was  served on thi c'ofendant, as 

appears by the officer's return  thereon endorsed;  pursuant to 

order of  notice duly mads,  as of record appears,  which order  has 

been duly ccrvpllcd wit!' as appears  by return  thereon endcs-sedj 

and  that  the defendant Is  not now nor within  thirty days last 

prior  hereto  das  been  1n  the military or naval   service of  tho 

' p££f<4*J£'/e J ^A /;/^// AJo I 
I97UAI 22 Mil: 38 
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United States, and that the defendant has actually rccolved notice 

that said complaint is pending; and that said complaint has boon 

pending in this Court morn than ninety days from the return day 

thereof 

The Court, having heard the plaintiff finds issues for 

he plaintiff and therefore finds the following allegations 1n 

said complaint to be proved and true; 

1.  The plaintiff, by the name of Lieselotte Schiemer. 

was lawfully married to the defendant on October 16. 1953, at 

Stuttgart Had Cannstat, Germany, 

?.  The plaintiff has resided continuously in this State 

one year next before the date of said complaint 

The defendant has been guilty of intolerable cruelty 

to the plaintiff 

A. The plaintiff and the defendant have one minor child, 

the issue of said marraige. to wit:  Vernon McDonald, born 

February 28, 1958. 

The Court, further finds that the plaintiff ought to have 

the care, custody and education of said minor child, subject to 

the right of reasonable visitation as hereinafter ordered 

Uhereupon 

McDONALD, be an 

it is adjudged that said plaintiff. LIESELOTTE 

d is hereby divorced from said ROBERT M. McDONALD, 

and she is hereby declared to be single and unmarried, and the 

care, custody and education of said minor child Is h?rcby 

y/ - •. '• 
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No M69Q9  

LIESELOTTE McDOKALD 

\ 
vs. 

ROBERT M.   MCDONALD 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 

Fairficld County sa. Superior Court 

\ 

JD 30SS-CSP 

] 
I  J  Leo Campana. Clerk of the Superior Court for Fairfield County at Bridge- 

port, hereby certify that the within and foregoing is a true copy of the or.ginal 

in said cause, as on file and of record appears. 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have hereunto  set  m^hand  and  the   Seal  of   said 
Court at Bridgeport, in said County, this 
January, 1974 

J. LEO CAMPANA, Clerk 

by  .UKAU-U^/V 

nv   nant 
17th day of 

k..t/C.l(LZ Deputy Clerk. 

i fcti] 

llif / 
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KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 

That I, ROBERT M. McDONALD, of Harlingen, Texas, do hereby 

make, constitute and appoint Eliot Siskind, Attorney, of Glen 

Burnie, Maryland, my true and lawful attorney in fact, for me, 

and in my name, place and stead, to demand, institute legal pro- 

ceedings for, collect and receive all sums of money which are, 

or shall become due, owing, payable, and belonging to me, or 

detained for me, by any and all persons whatsoever, in the Eguity 

Proceedings pending in the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County, 

Maryland, involving the foreclosure of 21 Thomas Road, Glen Burnie, 

Maryland.  Said Eruity Proceedings being numbered Enuity No« 21,667 

and known as Euqene Hettleman, Attorney vs.  Robert Monroe McDonald 

and wife;      and upon receipt thereof to execute and deliver 

effectual receipts, releases and discharges therefor. 

Further, said Attorney is hereby authorized to endorse any 

checks received and deposit said checks or any other monies re- 

ceived in any other form in his Attorney's escrow account and 

make proper disbursement therefrom on my behalf. 

Also said Attorney is authorized to adjust and compromise any 

and all claims against me which may be disputed in good faith, and 

to make composition and adjustment of any and all claims against 

debtors, who may be unable to pay said claims and debts in full, 

for such sums and on such terms as to my said Attorney shall seem 

reasonable and advantageous. 

This Power of Attorney shall not be affected by any disability 

of the Principal. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and seal the 

/ %/£ day of January, 1974. 

        ysJ^M^i^P^jJ   (SEAL) 
Robert M. McDonald 

/ 

Witness 

STATE OF TEXAS, COUNTY OF CAMERON, to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / /isl    day of January, 1974, 

personally appeared ROBERT M. McDONALD, before me, a Notary Public 

of the State of Texas, in and for Cameron County, and acknowledged 

the foregoing Power of Attorney to be his act and deed. 

My Commission Expires: 

y ^L />• c^ 
Notary Public 

>/ Notary Seal 

I9?UA!-122 rinil:28 

ppjif,inuffi,i fx/nA/Z/O*- 9~ 



••'• , 

In the Case of BOOK    199 T"   854 \ 

Eu.ge.n.e.. Hetties  ) 

j  Circuit Court 
vs. / 

Robert Mq^  \ r"1 

1   Anne Arundel County 
 / No.   21 ,667 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court: 
The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 

them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

»**!£». 

35 -n 
-: 'i 
ro — 
en 

o 
CO 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
January 25, 1974 

. Hopkins, IV 
r- 

Auditor. 

FINAL 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, this/^? day ri„JZ<£¥.*f*..?ZZl , 19V^./. that the aforegoing Report 
and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified aiyi confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 
been or may be received. 

P«: UU.^   &. ^  '   f*-'-    f-- , deputy 

EQ-23 I9MEQ 13 fiil 3:C8 
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Dr.  Eugene Hettleman. Attorney Named in Mortgage   vs   Robert Monroe McDonald, et ux. 

InAcct.with    Eugene Hettleman, Attorney Named in Mortgage 

liZlJoyejiber 8 

Proceeds of _Sale_ 

Jpterest Qyt deferracj paymant nf jgl ,700.00 

froBL 1U8/73 to 1/7/74 9 8%  

Refund ^FrorLt_Foot_benefl^^LXjnQ^2Q^^ 

To Attorney for Counsel fee, viz: 

To Attgnr^J'orLConiTn 

To Attorney for Court Costs^jdzi 

plaintiff's Snlirit.nrs-Appearance fee 

Ji.G.J.AiTlmQr^jaerUJ^firk^J^sts 
Audi tor - stating this account 

To Attorney for Expenses, vizi 

Capital-GflZpttp Py,ess - Arivprtisinn Sale 

•• " ^__^jQrderLllisl»_5alfi 

The Sunpapers - Advertising ialje 

Harvey West - Auctioneenis-fee- 

Fidelity & Casulty_Co^_BQnjL Preml 

_CQiinly_t ^tate_Iaxes_---JZ/iaa -to-ll/a/73- 

Ground Rent - 8/1/73 to_Jl/8/73 ($120.00) 

jfetereiLWaler^tQ-11/a/Zi- 

Mictrellaneous Notary fees^L-Certifled-Eail 

Claim in full as filed 

intficest-oaJ^j^ipalJjal* 
fwm 10/1/73 to 2////74 -taa Av« • 8^ 
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in Robert M. McDonald - 1/2 surplus. 

To lieselotte McDonald - 1/2 surplus 

4.280 

4,280 

08 

08 

4.280 08 

4.280 08 

22.999 85. 
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: AKLSS -. :  G. L. WRIG] C 
AIW AL1 PKKSONS   AVI G OR CLAIMI FO 

,, . .     . : .^.J III THE PH(   ERTY 
: ,:: AS LOT ;, ^3 AND   34 BLCCX 10 

CARROLTC       ANOR,   UHIRD   .: 5  ^I0N 
DISTRICT, A    B AR    ^L  CCl   .; . , . ARYLAND 

•   Arab!     Av •. ,    lal   !     re, lid.) 

LOUIS  STRAUSS 
(Annapo3Is, 1    .   ) 

FR2D   5. KR 
ANB ALLLPSHSONS    AVI   3   ..   CLAI  I 'C 

j 7B AOT   I iTEEffiST IN THE      . :  .^ '    H 
LS LOT  44  BLOCK    20 OARROLI       MANOR, 
.   IRD   S]  ICTIO]   DISTRICT, ^ MB AR Nia5I 

COUNTY,    AR LA fD. 
v      id Bldg. , Washi Qgton,  D.  C. ) 

BILL OF co:;: : AI IT 

* 

* 

* 

: 

.' 2 

CIRCUIT  CCUx.r 

FOB 

A    3  AR    -^ II 

cc    n 

EQUITY #(?^<!C| 

J j 

>    ' 5JS 

1 'xtJ.   . 

.   K .RATOR,  co rola^   1        ays: 

1^1 r t;     That  on  the  14tt    La^    •f October,   1946,   ^1 

tififiates  of tax sale  atbacheu hereto were  issued by rho'iias 

H,  Davis,  Urei r and Collector of x'axei:  for Anne Arundel 

Count-   and Stj r Maryland,   b    Louis Stra       , ^.ser    of 

the hereinafter described properties.     3  Ld Certificates of  sale 

are prayed to be ta'en as part   thereof. 

Sec     ^:    The properties   aen   I      >d In saio  certificates 

f sale are i ' •     ' • 

1. Lote 32 and 54, Block 10,  as  B on plat of 
Oarrolt    . . " •    he  PI ' •     Electi   n District 
or .L    i Aru idel Cou it3 1 :   P: la id, 

. Lot 44, B]    k    ^, a^ si plat     ? Carpoltwi 
:       he Third El     ' '    1 Oi strict of Anne 
n   Uounty, I    id, 

j^^e irtiei   ate  Identically the  same as de- 

acrlt) d in tl      3o] '     certificates t    LOUts Strauss,  dated 

14th da!      •'  - r 1946•    The p3      irty listed ac lro.   1 

and located In Carrolton I   nor is a: Fred,   B, >r, 

•'..:   listed       3 No.  2 as 1     B ' n 

to Ghi.  ]        i,  and C» ^, 

ri r    :   5ai 3 pi " • • 

rroll •   ' " 

_• em 

• '•       arties in in    1 • [1) : 

ifUMi. 
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the  aat     of  said sale lias  sxpiredi 

sjur:    Che Plaintiff prays for proces     iirected to the 

following defendants:     Charles E.   ..'i'  ;! fc and C.   I.   bright i   5912 

A a1 ' u Ave.,   Jalti , Marylandi     ad Fr  S  _;.  Kroker, Bon3 

, Washing       , I>. C. 

ra   s  f ir  an ordei     f i      Lie  blon £     V -;: .al 

dj - - to  all     a3 bias  in interest  in the   pro]     •' '   s, 

.  ;   d hereto as  E  ' "   Its   rtAni   a c    r .''  are tv 
olZl '.       A 

aid Certifical       of Jale. 

Sevens    To redeem the     i      H DieSj   It  is nee        .r;.   for the 

defends bo all taxes,   Interest  and Penalties  accrued 

as th    ..   suit  of  saia sales  and any r  Lmbun aue 

Plaintiff joider  Section 9Q-Z and  90-K of Article  PI    of the 

A motated Code  Df llarylan   . 

/   ! b?l -     Plainti i 
4-   V Court   bo   'ass  a   rinal  de- 

cree foreclosj       a1"1   ri   hts     :1  r tion o^ th idants in and 

to r      rties  d -a     "b   I I        * n. 

/? 
...   In duty bound       -c. 

^ 

- - )J-1 c 

) 

I    ERJB    Ciil^IF'            ' ' ...  ^^   ••. A     at,  i:   Bj  before 

•le,   bhe   subi      '    >r,  a   • fearj         Lie     r the S          • / -    ryland,   In 

aa^ f      bhe C              "or said, personal!:   a i   ar  i IWls  Straus   , 

• . . •   •     iff herein, and ma      oath in      e for 

bhings set fori      !     bl                          Bill >f C      lainl   are  brae 

;ha 1    si    ot  W                   -           - belief. 

ad ilo^    rial S 

-a^^L.^     322 • ^^ _a. 
iTot   . .        -.   " 
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CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

V7 
1

>      ,  Collector of Taxes for the State of Marylaud and the 

County of Anne Anindel, hereby certify that on October ...'.'... , I sold to rr....:.^  

it / / 
public auction for the sum (if         Dollars and   

Cents, of which        Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in   described as •       :'    . 

. 
and assessed to 

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date Of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Chapter 7r»l of the Acts of 1943, anil acts amendatory 
thereof. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together with interest 
and   penalties   thereon,   accruing   subsequent   to   the date of sale, must be paid to the Collector before 
a deed can be delivered to the purchaser.   After October ;.... , a proceeding can  be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless 
such  a  proceeding is brought  within  two years  from the date of this certificate. 

cr 

cr 
* 

o 

Witness my hand and seal, this 
• 

day of   11)  

t  

Collector, 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: •» «    " — w •"  / 

I hereby certify, that on this ../..y...... day of October,   ...A/^2 ,   before   me,   the 
Xuiajjgr Public for ty^^Jfi Of Maryland, in and for   Anne   Arundel   County,   person? 

subscriber,   a 
ally  appeared,   ^ 

^Z.^t^^rt^^^ ^j/jf:^^yfffrr*^fif. ,  Treasurer and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County   ^* 
and  the State of Maryland, and acknowledged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Kxpires... ./. :.z.£.£z / 

^k.-t '4 V 

0x2^ 
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CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I r  • .,  Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the 

County of Anne Arnndel, hereby certify that on October '. , I sold to ;.; '.... 

'  at public auction for the sum of  Dollars and   

Cents, of which    Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

J 
in   described as 

- 

• c 

ami assessed to  x. 
] 

The property described herein is subject to redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the pnichase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specilied by Chapter 7(51 of the Acts of 1948, and acts amendatory 
thereof. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together with interest 
and   penalties   thereon,   accruing   subsequent  to  the date of sale, must be paid to the Collector before 
a deed can be delivered to the purchaser.   After October  .'... 1 , a proceeding can  be 
brought to foredose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless 
such a proceeding is bronght  within  two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this  '.:.  day of .  ... :  P.)...'. 
&3 

cr 
Collector, 

My Commission Expires  £%!*!<!£*.../.. /?.!r~7.. T 
^ / k i b i T   '' h 
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Louis Strauss  MWK 
A apolis, . ..yland 

vs. 

199 PACE 861 

A id axj   pers^  rs tia^inj   v .'   Lai• 
to have an y j '       " 

Lot md 34,   33 10, 
1 Carrolton Llanor,  rhird   1] 
District, A        Aru id si Cou .ty, 

C~ '    A    bia A    . . ,      .} 

'..   31 
A   tapolis » I laj j ] 

vs. 

i;--   -  S«  ID      .-r 
Q/   - • •    J      •,• Ingtou,  i)t   0-3 

11 persona haveing or clai d 
to  ha^e any  int a     b   in   bhe  pr      i-ty 
known as Lo1     4, Block no,  Carroll   a 
Manor,  J' Lrd   ilecti   1  uis   . ' ct,  Am a 
A3 J i^l County, Ma] , 1c id. 

* 
* 
* 

* 
• 

. 

* 
* 
* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

r:.. 

CIRCUIT QOW® 

FOB 

J. : ARUND : ecu rv 

SC^UITY §   9 4 H ^ 

^1 Jy^ t* "V ^T- 

C EUD :-- OF 3  : IC^JI 

e object    I Is suit is to foreclose all rights of 

r -  '• Q in the follow^ ., propertj sil  be in the Third 

election district if Anne Arundel C-   , sold by the Collector 

of raxes for the County of Anne Arundel and State of 1  ; land 

" .'  Iff in    proceed!: si 

1.    ]       Nos,  38 ,    I]    1]   10,  C( 
C^ird ISlectJ       ^'       Let, An      ... 1 Cou 

->    -     -^  :   ^  tn  Q S.  & C.  L.        Lght. 

No. 44,   Slook 20,   ^ ,   Th'    . 
• -'      Let,         1 count: , : id, 

aa Fred. iS,     roker. 

bill  st      ... her thing J 

' 1    l.'Q' 

i Yi   r and fr 

' "     - 1 bs 

not 1       .     iid althou ,"        - .   . " 

- f the   sa]     ' a1- •    xpii   -. 

,   1     ?, j    •he 

3irc   •' v. .       -    .> 

.    1 b: 

.». -       A2      1 

LI   r 

-    atj ,   ' - Bq  '   j ,   DRiJiSliifiD,  bha 

fa        j     p thii 

al    *       Lation 3     A     -  --     iel C01 

(- ) 
11 

Hftifct. 

.0- 



# 

tm 199MCC862 
int  res     3. j ! perty t    be and a      ar j       " ' 

y the ^ )&A .   huouui   *$   fe AXu\      I ^ ^ & 

court 

i  .    i 

•- tal 

' 

.    BJ 

ana,  a 

i f or e c 

-'    r a 

• 

. I 'Me 

'^V 

V iSu -^ • ^ 4A^t  * ^ • 
\ ^UK. 

HMi^ 

/ 

^-n -H?. 

•OOJLLOW    ^KXSA    oJ QuJlALufcu*-^ 
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SAMCUL  8CHBXKBB.  Sollcltur 
IN TRK CIRCUIT COUBT FOB 

ANNE   ABUNDEL   COUNTV 
No. 9499 Equity 

LOUS STRAUSS, ADDipoliB, MarjUnd 
Vi. 

CHABLEH B. and C. L. WBlGHT tnd 
all persons having or claiming to Itare 
any Intrrebt'ln the proporty known 
is Lot 33 and S4, Block 10. Carrolton 
Manor, Third Election Dtstrlct, Anne 
Arundcl County, Maryland. 

0912 Arabia Ave., Baltimore, Md. 

•BOOK 199 PAGE 863 0FFICE01* 
Maryland CSaz^tU 

Published by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

LOUIS STRAUSS, Annapollti, Maryland 
VB. 

VHKli E. KROKEB, Bond Bldg., Wasb- 
InKton, I>. C, and all persons bavin* 
or claiming to have any IntereKt In 
the property known as L"t 44. Block 
20, Carrolton Manor, Third Klectloh 
District, Anne Arundel County, Mary- 
land. 

ORUER Of PIBI.UATIOS 
Tbe object of this suit la to tore- 

close all rightn of redemption in the 
following property situate in the Third 
Klectlon District of Anne Arundel 
County, sold by the Collector of Taxes 
tor the County of Anne Arundel and 
State of Maryland to the plaintiff to 
the proceedings: 

1. Lot Koi, 33 and 31, Block 10, Car- 
rolton Manor, Third Election District, 
Anne Arundel County Maryland, as- 
sessed to Charles E. and C. L. Wright. 

3. Lot No. 44. Block 20, in Carrolton 
Manor, Third Election District, Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland, assessed to 
Ered E. Kroker. 

The bill states among other things 
(hat the amounts necessary for redeihp- 
tlon have not boon paid although more 
than a year and a day from the date 
of the sale have expired. 

It Is thereupon this Tth day of 
August, 1948, by the Circuit Court tor 
Anne Arundel County, in Equity, 

i ORDERED, that notice be giren by 
the insertion of t copy of this order 
in some newspaper' having a general 
circulation In Auuc Arundel County 
oucc a week for four (4> weeks suc- 
cessively, warning all persons luiscovt- 
od in said property to be and appeai- 
tn this court by the 

tth day of October 10M 
and redeem the property and answer 
the bill or theroafler a llnul decree 
will be rendered foreloslng ull rights 
of redemption lu the property and vest- 
ing in the Plaintiff a title clear and 
free from all encumbrances. 

JOHN  H. HOPKINS, 3rd. Clerk. 
;True Copy, TEST: 

JOHN U.  HOPKINS, Srd.  Clerk. 

(HOLDBN   OF   CONTRACT   FOR   ANNK   ARUNDBL   COUNTV   ADVIRTISINO) 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis, Hi^J-.d^r:/../^. , IQJ^IT 

We hereby certify, thatjthe annexed ^J? 

^^j^C^L^iLtiZ*^ <*' r 

was published in 

Marulauft (Sazrttr 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel ^ 

County, Maryland, once a week for ZT.    ^ 

successive weeks before the <^....i^e^Lt 

day of. J^G^^L. IQ.^f The first '^ 

insertion being made the J2^.<sd&5^ day of  ^ 

—.L-Ca.^^^^:. wjfzF JP 

TliE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PR^SS, INC. 3 

By. ^^^^ 
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mnia ggBAiiaa No. ^7 UXSOOKEES- EQUITY 

vs. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

CHAMja   Sj   k  gj   T.   V/RIG^ 

nm^f.Tllfl Td,   ^ fi.   T     WPTftTW The Defendants  

after Order of Publication duly published OKiBQBtt(having been duly summoned) having faile«|to 

appear to the Bill of Complaint and answer same, according to the command of the said Order of 

Publication (or Writ of Summons.) 

It is thereupon this- /^ V 1L M^L*^ ^ 

by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County in Equity, adjudged, ordered and decreed that said 

Bill of Complaint be and the same is hereby taken Pro Confesso against said defendant    . 

Oftttl.. 

ooc 

kA it is further ordered that'jleave is hereby g*mted to the Plaintiff    .to take testfrnony^/ 

before any one of the standing Examiners of this Court in support of the allegations of the said 

Bill. 

Judge 

(iXsV^- \^"   ^*% 
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No I f^fl Divonccs - BUnag 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

The Defendant JErea Krnker 

after Order of Publication duly published (or served) (having been duly summoned) having failed to 

appear to the Bill of Complaint and answer same, according to the command of the said Order of 

Publication (or Writ of Summons.) 

It is thereupon this. / ^€ X, Bf COe/t^S^ 

j * 
i ; 

by the Circuit Court for Anne Arundel County in Equity, adjudged, ordered and decreed that said 

Bill of Complaint be and the same is hereby taken Pro Confess against said defendant 

Ayd it i/Arther ordere^ that leave is he)bby granted to th^ Plaintiff    , to take)testi 

ahy/one of the standine^Examiners of thiV-C befofe any one of the standing Examiners 

Pill. 

estimony 

ourt in support of the allegations of the said 

(XJUJUL^ &-U-rit 
Judge 

9 
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LOtJIS STRAUSS 
Annapolisi Maryland 

73. 

CHAHLSS &. ATTL C. I. WRIOHT 
Ana all persona having or oliiming to 
have any interest in the Property 
known as Lotn^Z ana 54, Block 10, 
Carrolton Ilanor, Thira ^lecuio.i 
District, Anne Arunael County, Maryland. 

5912 Arabia Ave., Baltimore, :Ta. 

VS. 

FRKD E. KROKBR 
And all persons having or clai;aLnp; to 
have any interest in the property 
known as Lot 44, Block 20, Carrolton 
'!anor, Thira Election District, Anne 
Arunael County, Maryland. 

Bond Blag., Washington, D. C. 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

IN 

TTTH: 

CIRCUIT 

COURT 

FOR 

AATN3 

ARUNDKL 

COUNTY 

****************************** 

?I^TAL D?:CR^T'l 

T^is  cause  standini ready  for hearing an.d being  submitted 

he proceedings were  read and  consiaered,  anu  it   appears that  the 

same  have been conducted in  substantial   cormliance with  the 

provisions  of Section 89-1  to  90-P of Article  Bl  of the  Annotated 

Coae  of Maryland  (1943 SuD^le^ent); 

IT  T3 TIT^RIOJPOJfl this   ^ 3 "^ da?   of C/tr^*^--^-^ ,   194P,  by 

he  Circuit  Court  for Anne ATundel County,  in Equity,   ADJUDGED, 

BDSRHD and DECREED: 

(1)    That  all  rights  of reaeraption of the  Respondents,  or 

f anyone  claiming by,  through or undei'ttitm in and    to the property 

describea in this  proceeding the  stne having beensold by the 

Treasurer of Anue Arundel County to Louis Strauss on the  14th day 

of October,  1946.  for  non-payaent  of taxes,  be ana the  same are 

hereby barrea and foreclosea} 

(2) That an absolute anu Inaefeasible title in fee s L^le 

to said property, free ana clear of all alienations ana descents 

occurrine; prior to this aecree as well as all incu^brances thereon 

(except taxes accruing subsequent to saia aate of sBle and %%* 

MML. 

00 ( 

Ov 



public assessnents to which the save  is subject) are hareby 

vested in the Complainant; 

(3) That upon payment by him of the balance, if any, due 

on the purchase nrice, together with all taxes, interest and 

penalties thereon accruing subsequent to t he date of sale by the 

Treasurer of Anne Arundel County; and the Treasurer of Anne 

Arundel County shall execute a need conveying said T>roDerty to the 

Complainant. 

(4) That the Complainant shall r^ay the costs of this 

proceeding. 

I?IIMI„ 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney Named in Mortgage 

VS. 

MINNA F. LAMON 
JOHN A. LAMON 
CAROL A. LAMON 

* 

* (IN EQUITY)   XI. L ^ £9, 

*******************************************     ^ 0 ^"^ *" ^ 

ORDER TO DOCKET FORECLOSURE CASE 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

00( 

^>£u ^iT4/ 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please docket the above entitled foreclosure case, and file "Exhibit 

No. 1." 

Eugene Hettleman 
Attorney named in Mortgage 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 
752-3169 

\ 

FILED 

l973StP25 HMIO: 10 
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DIRECT REDUCTION MORTGAGE 
THIS MORTGACF. Made this      ^. *-^ day of June 

and between      r"inna F. Lnmon,  John A. I amon &  Carol   A, La^on 
,19 71     ,by 

V 

of      Anna Am ode 1 County , in the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagor, and 
MERR1TT SAVINGS & LOAN, INC., (stock corporation), a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of Maryland, hereinafter called the Mortgagee. 

WHEREAS, the Mortgagor, being a member of the Mortgagee, is justly indebted to the Mortgagee for 
borrowed money in the principal sum of     lw»riLv   three   thousand   two hundred 
Dollars ($23,220.00), being part of the purchase money for the property hereinafter described, with 
interest from date at the rate of e  i  q h  \.       per centum  (   B   %) per annum on the unpaid 
principal until paid, principal and interest being payable at the office of the mortgagee, in the city of 
Baltimore, Maryland, or at such other place as the holder hereof may designate in writing^ which the 
Mortgagor covenants to pay in monthly installments of    one  hundred  ••vsnty   nina &  07/100 

Dollars ($179.07 ). commencing on the first day of Auqust        ,1971     , and 
on the first day of each month thereafter until the principal and interest are fully paid. 

AND WHEREAS this Mortgage shall also secure future advances as provided by Chapter 178 of the 
Laws of Maryland passed at the January session in the year 1955 or any supplement thereto. 

AND WHEREAS, it was a condition precedent to the making of the aforesaid loan that the repayment 
thereof, with interest, should be secured by the execution of these presents. 

Now, THER'^ORE, THIS MORTGAGE WITNESSETH, that in consideration of the premises and the sum of 
One Dollar ($1.00) this day paid, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, the Mortgagor does hereby 
grant, convev and assign unto the Mortgagee, its successors and assigns, all   tha t lot(s) of ground 

- -situate, lying and being in   Anne Arundel County » in the state of Maryland aforesaid, and 
:   described as follows, that is to say: 

BEGINNING for the same at tne corner formed by the intersection of the nortnwest side 
of Riggs Avenue with the easternmost side of Avondale Circle, as delineated on a "Plat 
showing Lots revised in Blocks B, C, and Part of F, Severna Park,  recorded among the 
Plat Records of Anne Arundel County, in Plat Book FSR No. 1, folio 34 (now Plat Book i, 
folio 40), and running thence along the northwest side of Riggs Avenue, North 62 degrees 
east 132.27 feet to Lot 16, in Block F, as shown on said plat, thence along the line of 
said Lot 16, north 28 degrees west 145.31 feet to the southeast side of a 13 foot patn there 
laid out, thence along the southeast side of said path witn the use thereof in common, 

—.ciSouth 62 degrees west 83.56 feet to the easternmost side of Avondale Circle and tnence 
along the easternmost side of Avondale Circle by a line curving to the northwest side 
of Riggs Avenue and the point of beginning.  Being lot No. 1J, in Block F, as shown on 
said Plat.  Known as No. 3U4 Riggs Avenue. 

BEING the same lot of ground which by Deed dated March 31, 1953, and recorded among 
* the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in liber JHH 838, folio 591 was granted and 
conveyed by Doris C. Kernard, unto Minna F. Lamon. 

ttinoa F. Lamon, executes this mortaage For the ourpose of exercisino all of the 
•owers vested in her, to convey snid property in fee simple. 

I. 

(--' 

lit 

1971 JUK2J RMI0; W 

,,, ^. w. nuu*. wu Uu 

/*' 

,   ILbD 

1973 SEP 25 HMIQ: 10 
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It is covenanted and agreed that the mortgagee shall not he required to prepare any accounting 

for the mortgagor aa to the application of any monies received by it at any time, as between principal 
and interest, but the mortgagor shall make his own accounting thereof. The mortgagee's records shall 
be for its own purposes, and should it gratuitously furnish copies thereof to the mortgagor, it shall not 
be determinative of the intended or actual application of the payments by the mortgagee. It is the 
purpose of this paragraph to ensure that this mortgage can never be usurious, nor the monies received 
by the mortgagee ever be applied in a usurious fashion, and that no greater sum can ever be applied 
to interest than that which can be legally and properly charged by the mortgagee without being usurious. 
Regardless of any application which may have been made, or seem to have been made by the mortgagee 
which would result in usury, any sums which would constitute greater than legally permissible interest 
shall conclusively be considered by the parties to have been paid at the time made, to principal reduction 
and prepayment, and not to any other purpose. In event a release of this mortgage is accepted by the 
mortgagor, this shall be deemed a release of any action which the mortgagor might then have for usury. 

Late Charges: The mortgagor covenants to pay a delinquent or late charge of two dollars or one- 
twentieth of the total amount of any delinquent or late periodic installment of delinquent interest and 
principal only, should any payment covenanted to be made on principal be delinquent, and such 
delinquency has extended for at least fifteen calendar days. The mortgagee shall not be required to accept 
any delinquent payment unless accompanied with the delinquent or late charge. No payment shall be 
deemed to have been made until it has been received in U.S. currency at the office of the mortgagee. 

Prepayment: Except in the case the mortgagor is a corporation, or this is a commercial loan for 
over $5,000.00, this loan may be prepaid in whole or in part, provided that two month's advance interest, 
at the rate hereinbefore provided, shall be paid on that part of the aggregate amount of all prepayments 
made in any twelve month period which exceeds one-third of the original principal amount of the loan, 
as a consideration for the acceptance of such prepayment. 

The mortgagor certifies that prior to the execution hereof he received a fully executed agreement as 
to the contractual rate of interest and a loan disclosure statement in connection with this loan as required 
by Article 49 of the Annotated-Code of Maryland. .. 
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TOGETHER with the buildings and improvements thereon, and the rights, roads, alleys, ways, waters, 

privileges, appurtenances and advantages thereto belonging or in anywise appertaining. 

To HAVE AND TO HOLD the said lot(s) of ground and improvements unto the said Mortgagee, its 
successors and assigns,     in  Tee  simpla. 

C3 
O 

PROVIDED, That this conveyance shall be null and void upon the performance of all conditions and 
stipulations mentioned herein and upon the full payment of the principal debt secured hereby, and the 
interest thereon, and all moneys advanced or expended, and all other proper costs, charges, commissions 
and expenses as herein provided. When this mortgage shall have been fully paid off in accordance with 
its terms and tenor, it will be duly released by the Mortgagee at the request and expense of the Mortgagor, 
but in the event of default in the payment of any installment of principal or interest as above provided 
(it being agreed that the default shall exist only if not made good prior to the due date of the next 
such installment), or if there be a default in any of the conditions, stipulations or covenants of this 
mortgage, then the Mortgagee may exercise the option of treating the remainder of the mortgage debt 
hereby secured due and payable. Failure to exercise this option shall not constitute a waiver of the right 
to exercise it at any other time. 

And the Mortgagor, in order more fully to protect the security of this mortgage, covenants and 
agrees as follows: 

1. That for the purpose of providing a fund for the payment of taxes, ground rent (if any), and 
insurance premiums, the mortgagee shall hold and establish an escrow or expense account, and the 
mortgagor, in addition to such sums as may have been paid to the mortgagee at the inception of this 
loan, shall, together with, and in addition to, the monthly payments of principal and/or interest payable 
under the terms of the mortgage debt hereinbefore set forth, pay to the mortgagee for such purpose 
on the first day of each month until the said debt is fully paid, the following: 

(a) A sum equal to the ground rents, if any, next due, plus the premiums that will become due and 
pavable on policies of fire and other hazard insurance covering the mortgaged property, or 
life insurance on the life of the mortgagor, plus taxes and assessments next due on the 
mortgaged property, less all sums already paid therefor divided by the number of months to 
elapse before one month prior to that date when such ground rents, taxes and assessments, 
and premiums will be due (all as estimated by the mortgagee) ; such sums to be held by the 
mortgagee in trust to pay said ground rents, premiums, taxes and assessments. 

(b) If, however, the monthly payments made by the mortgagor under (a) above shall not be 
sufficient to pav ground rents, taxes, assessments or insurance premiums when the same shall 
become due and payable, then the mortgagor shall pay to the mortgagee any amount necessary 
to make up the deficiency on or before the date when payment of such ground rents, taxes. 
assessments or insurance premiums shall be due. The mortgagor shall have the right, in event 
of any deficiency in said escrow account, to advance sums needed therefor, which if so advanced 
ghall bear interest at the same rate as the indebtedness hereby secured, and be payable on 
demand, and be secured by this mortgage. 

(c) The mortgagee shall not be obligated to accept payments on principal and interest, unless 
accompanied by the requisite payments due under this paragraph No. 1. 

(d) In the event there shall be an excess of money in said escrow account over the purposes for 
which it is required, such excess shall be held as additional security by the mortgagee, and 
shall either be applied to the mortgage principal or refunded to the mortgagor or his assignees, 
only upon the full payment of the mortgage debt and all installments of interest. Said escrow 
funds shall not bear interest. 

2. That he will pay all taxes, assessments, water rates and other governmental or municipal charges, 
fines or impositions, and ground rents for which provision has not been made hereinbefore, and will 
promptly deliver the official receipts therefor to the Mortgagee; and in default of such payment by the 
Mortgagor, the Mortgagee may pay the same, and any sum or sums so paid by the Mortgagee shall be 
added to the mortgage debt hereby secured, shall be payable on demand, shall bear interest at the rate 
set forth hereinbefore and shall be secured by this mortgage. 

3. That he will keep the said premises in as good order and condition as they are now and will not 
commit or permit any waste thereof, reasonable wear and tear excepted. 

4 That he will keep the improvements now existing or hereafter erected on the mortgaged property, 
insured as may be required from time to time by the Mortgagee against loss by fire and other hazards, 
casualties and contingencies, including war damage, in such amounts and for such periods as may be 
required by the Mortgagee and will pay promptly, when due, any premiums on such insurance provisions 
for payment of which has not been made hereinbefore. All insurance shall be carried in companies 
approved by the Mortgagee and the policies and renewals thereof shall be held by the Mortgagee and have 
attached thereto loss payable clauses in favor of and in form acceptable to the Mortgagee. In event of 
loss Mortgagor will give immediate notice by mail to the Mortgagee, who may make proof of loss if not 
made promptly by Mortgagor, and each insurance company concerned is hereby authorized and directed 
to make payment for such loss directly to the Mortgagee instead of to the Mortgagor and the Mortgagee 
jointly and the insurance proceeds, or any part thereof, may be applied by the Mortgagee at its option 
either to the reduction of the indebtedness hereby secured or to the restoration or repair of the property 
damaged In event of foreclosure of this mortgage or other transfer of title to the mortgaged property 
in extinguishment of the indebtedness secured hereby, all right, title and interest of the Mortgagor in 
and to any insurance policies then in force shall pass to the purchaser or grantee. 

5 That upon a default in any of the covenants of this mortgage, the Mortgagee shall be entitled, 
without notice to the Mortgagor, "to the immediate appointment of a receiver of the property covered 
hereby without regard to the adequacy or inadequacy of the property as security for the mortgage debt; 
and upon any such default, whether or not a receiver has been appointed, the rents and benefits of said 
property are hereby assigned to the Mortgagee as additional security. Until there is a default under this 
mortgage the Mortgagor shall have the right to possession of the said property. 

6 That it shall be deemed a default under this mortgage if he shall sell, cease to own, encumber, 
mortgage, transfer, or dispose of the within-described property without the written consent of the 
Mortgagee. 

CO 
CO 

oo 

• 
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7. In the event that foreclosure proceedings are instituted hereon after default, there shall be 

immediately due and payable by the mortgagor (s) to the attorney filing the same, a fee of $75.00, which 
fee shall be part of the costs of foreclosure. 

8. That he specially warrants the property herein mortgaged, and that he will execute such further 
assurances thereof as may be required. 

AND the said Mortgagor (s) hereby assent(s) to the passage of a decree for the sale of the property 
hereby mortgaged (the sale to take place after a default in any of the covenants or conditions of this 
mortgage as herein provided), and the said Mortgagor(s) hereby also authorize(s) the said Mortgagee, 
its successors or assigns or Eugene Hettleman, its duly authorized Attorney or Agent, after any default 
in the terms of this mortgage, to sell the hereby mortgaged property, and any such sale, whether under 
the above assent to a decree or under the above power of sale, shall be under the provisions of the 
Maryland Rules of Procedure, Article LXVI of the Public General Laws of Maryland, or under any 
other General or Local Law of the State of Maryland relating to mortgages, or any supplement, 
amendment, or addition thereto. And upon a sale of said property, whether under the above assent to a 
decree or under the above power of sale, the proceeds shall be applied as follows: (1) To the payment 
of all expenses incident to such sale, including a fee of One Hundred Fifty Dollars and a commission 
to the party making the sale of said property equal to the commission allowed Trustees for making sale 
of propertv bv virtue of a decree of a Court having equity jurisdiction in the State of Maryland; 
(2) to the payment of all claims of the said Mortgagee, its successors or assigns, under this mortgage 
whether the same shall have matured or not; (3) the surplus (if any there be), to the said Mortgagor (s), 
his, her or their heirs, personal representatives or assigns, or to whomever may be entitled to the same. 
Half of such commissions and all such expenses and costs shall be paid by the Mortgagor in the event 
that the mortgage debt shall be paid after any advertisement of said property but before sale thereof. 

The covenants herein contained shall bind, and the benefits and advantages shall inure to, the 
respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns of the parties hereto. Whenever used, 
the singular number shall include the plural, the plural the singular, and the use of any gender shall be 
applicable to all genders. 

WITNESS the signature(s) and seal(s) of the Mortgagor(s) on the day and year first above written. 

Witness: 

Euqenn Hettleman 

 ,:..,....:.   •   ' ^U**.**aa [SEAL] 
Minna  F.   Lanion 

.   .    .•'-        •       v- [SEAL] 
' )hn A.  Lar.on 

.'^  ••   *   :.^4l.i...-r- [SEAL] 
Carol   A,   Lamon 

 [SEAL] 

STATE OF MARYLAND,  CITY or  BALTWOREi to wit: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this "^^i day of     June , 19 71    , before 
me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the   Ci ty  cf Baltimore 
aforesaid, personally appeared     Minna  F. Lamon,   John A.  Lamon,   and Carol  A.  Lamon 

the above-named Mortgagor(s), and   they     acknowledged the foregoing mortgage to be their     act. 

,, Ak(ki>ersfiJPally appeared Wilton Sommers , the President 
.':of.,tlheVitWbody corporate. Mortgagee, and made oath in due form of law that the consideration of 

V said.rqorjgage is true and bona fide as therein set forth; and also made oath that he is the agent of the 
• ,,]WV)k^hked'an<fJs duly authorized to make this affidavit. 

J. /N 
•      f     I IN T^STIMDNY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed by official seal the day and year 

-.   aforesaid. 

Eugene Hettleman Notary Piihlir. 

Maile^ to / / • i N ' :[ M  ; -^ 't-'   i \ 
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Military Affidavit under Soldiers' and Sailors' Civil Relief Act 

of 1940 and Amendment thereto of October 6, 1942 

IN  THE 
EUGENE HETTLENAN 

ATTORNEY NA1Y1E0   IN MORTGAGE 

NINNA F, 

vs. 

,  L/WON 

JOHN   i 

CAROL A, 

LAr.ON 

. LArnoN 

CIRCUIT COURT 
OF 

tf MM MMAy£MM|i« * MMmr 

ANNE   ARUNDEL   COUNTY 

Docket Folio 

;/ 

Military  Affidavit 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, TO WIT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of said State, in 

and for said City, personally appeared  Mlton. 5ommers,...PrBSident. of  

Merritt Soiinqs 4 Loan,   Inc.,  mortqaqeB 

and made oath in due form of law that he (she)  knows the defendant herein, and that to 

the best of his   (her)   information, knowledge and belief 

(1) said defendant is not in the military service of the United States, 

(2) said defendant is not in the military service of any nation allied with the United 
States, 

(8)    said defendant has not been ordered to report for induction under the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 as amended. 

(4)    said defendant is not a member of the Enlisted Reserve Corps who has been or- 
dered to report for military service. 

/ 

Atfiant. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 

this %\ day of ..5?P.t 19..?.?... 

i 
**•   Notarif Public 

V{ 

FILED 
1973SEP25 AM 10: it 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

vs. 

MINNA F. LAMON 
JOHN A. LAMON 
CAROL A. LAMON 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

(IN  EQUITY)        ^1, GBSf 

******************************************* 

STATEMENT OF MORTGAGE CLAIM 

Statement of Mortgage claim under Mortgage from Minna F. Lamon, John 

A. Lamon and Carol A. Lamon, to Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc., dated June 22, 1971, 

and recordedaanong the Land Records of Anne Arundel County in Liber M.S.H. 2415 

folio 640: 

Original amount of Mortgage 

Paid on principal 

Credit in expense account 

Interest to Sept. 30, 1973 

Fines 

Balance due 

$23,200.00 

$ 612.96 

1.030.99 $21,556.05 

451.74 

17.90 

$22,025.69 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 21st day of September, 1973, before the 

undersigned, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland, in and for the City of 

Baltimore, personally appeared Milton Sommers, President of Merritt Savings & Loan, 

Inc., and made oath in due form of law that the aforegoing State of Mortgage 

Claim is true and correct. 

NOTARY PUBLIC 

\ 

FILED 
1973 SEP 25 MIQ: 11 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

VS. 

MINNA F. LAMON 
JOHN A. LAMON 
CAROL A. LAMON 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT  COURT OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

21,638 EQUITY 

******************************************* 

AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLIANCE WITH RULE W-74 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on this 25th day of October, 1973, before 
the undersigned, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and ^r the 
City of Baltimore, personally appeared Eugene Hettleman, and made oath in 
due form of law that he complied with the provisions of the Maryland Rules 
of Procedure, Rule W-74, a., 2, (b), by mailing a notice to the Defendant, 
October 29, 1973, of the time, place and terms of sale, which notice was sent 

by certified mail. 

on 

EUGENE HETTLEK 

• roevw • 

NOTARY  PUBLIC 

» V*»r-* 

H 
FILE 

I9730CT26 ^ 9:58 
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Kunni All lilnt by Ihrsr f rmnta. 
That we       ^S®5®~J!?.§.'fe,1rJl^J5§^  

600 Kn i ekerbocker B1 dg...^ Ba 11 o.., Md 2.120 2 

 as principal, 
and the FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COMPANY OF NEW YORK, a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of New York, as surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the 
full and just sum of Tvy.enty.-f our....Thousand...and....Og 
 . ($24,000,j DolUrSf 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made and done, 
we bind ourselves and each of us. our and each of our Heirs. Executors. Administrators, Successors or As- 
signs jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals and dated this 2.3rd day 0f October  

 i„ the year of our Lord n^^eenjhun.dred & .^v^tXrthreejL. 

Whereas, the above bounden Mgene...Hett lemgn  

,  ,                     . •    J •                        t         Minna   F.   Lamon,   John  A.   Lamon/   and by virtue of the power contained in a mortgage rrom  
C^rol A, Lamon to Meyritt Sayings & Lp^ inc..  

bearing date the 22nd day of June ,....197 1  

and recorded among the mortgage records of Anne...Mundel....County  

in Liber MSH No 2415 Folio M0 and  
Eugene  Hettlenian  

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the payment 
of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

The Condition of the above Obligation is such, that if the above bounden. 
....E.usene...He.tt.l.eman  •r^ 

do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in 0M1  
under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which shall be made by 
any Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof, then the 
above obigation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden Eug.ene.....Hett leman, 

has hereto set Ului hand and seal    and the said corporation has caused these presents to be c ffl^ 

signed by its. ALLOJOiey  attested by its Se.cr.e.tac.y.  the day and year fir*^  ^ 
herein above written. k       C^ 

Signed, sealed and delivered 
in the pretence of /Z^: 

 [UiLv ^ ^ 
Paul   Jacobs ' > 

K. 

Attest: 

<>A.AA...Ai ^ ^ ! tH i 
6       e M.   Healy,   as  to     urei 

Eugene |fi£ttleman 

THE FIDELITY AND 

i- ^ 

Bonri 1853.  200   *   (36067817) 

uret 
(MORTGAGEES   OR   ATTORNEYS   BOND* 

CASIALTV CQMBANV <&• hteW YOWt-^,   ^ 

  *        ••/•%tr:.:v— MA.^.^HJ t 

. Zotzer /    ^       Mt9mtat.:y JO i   R 

FU-E 
u-t.n m 9-5G 

lU '   *• 
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REPORT OF SALE 

BOOK    IQO^/CES?? 
Euq«n« Haiti wwn IN THE 

Attorney nmmmd In Mortqag* 

vs. 

Wlnna F, ViPPn 

John A. Lamon 
Carol A. Lomon 

QRCUIT COURT 

—OF— 

XRMXmCABiDOMKXX 
ANNE ARUNOEL  COUNTY 

21,638, Equity 

To The Honorable Judge of the 
Circuit Court of Baltimore City: 

The Report of Sale of      Euqona Hattlainan, Attotnay nomad In niortgogo, fllod 

£J^wl^ the above entitled *****>to make ***oi 

proparty knoon as 304 RJfca Ayonuo  

in the proceedings in said cause mentioned, respectfully shows, that after giving bond with 
.    , £   Him       •-..cf oa r.po«prihpd hv ^mi«)ik«oe, which was security for the faithful discharge of   ^lo       trust as prescribed by )<»!& 

duly approved, and having given notice of the time, place, manner and terms of sale, by ad- 

vertisements inserted in 
Tha Capltol-Gozatto Praaa, and tha Sunpoporo  

   Anna Arundol County "^' 
daily newspaper ,  published in/jfiMttW•*** for more than 

three successive weeks preceding the day of sale, said fMMtaft Eugano Hottla^n, Attornoy 
n*«ao in wortqaqa th^mm^u       thp     Bth day of  Novawbor      1973 did pursuant to said notice on     Thuraday       the      ^ oay • 
at   3.15 o'clock    P   M. attend on the premises and then and there sold 

said property,  tha Improwamanta tharaon baingknoon aa No, 304 Rigga Avanua, 
and balng niora fully daacrlbad In tha Mortgaga filad In thaaa procaadlnga, 
to John W. Saagar for tha aum of $35,200.00, ha having offarad tha graataat 
prica tharafor, 

1 
Eugano Hattlawan 

Attornoy nomad in mortgaga 

O 

State of Maryland, City of Baltimore, Set: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY. That on this 15th day of Novambar 19 73 
before me. the subscriber, a NoUry Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City 

of Baltimore aforesaid, personally appeared     Eugana Hattlaman, attornoy nomad in tha 

>» 

mortgaga fHad in thia caaa , and made Oath that the 

facts stoted'in the f6regoing Report of Sale are true, as therein set forth, and that the sale 

thereby reported W9» laWy made. 

v*     As witness my hand and NotariaLaeal. . .. SZt,* 
Notary Public. 



BOOK iS9 PACI 8 78 
J4arveu     lAJeii 

AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 
KNICKIRBOCm BUIIOING      •      218 E. IEXINOTON STREET      •      BALTIMORE 2, MARYIAND 

REAL ESTATE SALES 
JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 
MERCHANDISE 
APPRAISALS 

CO 

STATE OF MARYLAND, QM OF BALTIMORE, SCT: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this     8t:h 

November  

day of 

1973, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of 

the State of Maryland, in and for the mm  of Baltimore aforesaid,. 

William J. Smith 
vffV 
rchaater personally appeared _ 

at the foreclosure sale in this cause, and made oath in due form of 

law that he is the piiDftVTr and purchased same as pBintlpnl and not 

as m-UtwntL for anyone, and that he has not directly or indirectly 

discouraged anyone from bidding for the said property 304 Riggs Ave., 

Severna Park, AAC, Md.  mentioned in the said Report of 

Sale. 

IsWb 

SARATOGA 7-4044 

^ ^ Notary Public (Place) 

Purchaser 

\ 
r^ 

Fll.-:-i:- 
I0V19 Pjj l»07 
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Eugene Hettleman, Atty, 

220 E. Lexington Street 

vs. 

304 Riggs Avenue 
Severna FarK 
Anne Arundel County 

BOOK   199 PAGE 879 
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IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

AUCTIONEER'S AFFIDAVIT 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the annexed bill 

or statement of the fees and sums due us, set forth in detail, are all 

and singular of the fees and sums due us, and that we have not paid or 

will not pay, directly or indirectly, any sum or consideration to anyone 

for employing us or aiding us to be employed to make the sale for which 

the annexed bill or statement was rendered. 

HARVEY WEST, AUCTIONEER 

By. OU^LM K4 

\0 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public in and for 
Co. 

8th Baltimore XJi^Kby        Harvey West 

November ,   1973 

this 

V^( 

day of 

 M y,»i K / ii^- 
Notary Public 

V 

FILE 
IW3MVI9 PI! I: 06 
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J4arveii   lA/edt 

SARATOGA 7-4047 

f 

REAL ESTATE SALES 

JUDICIAL SALES 
LIQUIDATIONS 

MERCHANDISE 

APPRAISALS 

AUCTIONEER AND APPRAISER 

KNICKERBOCKER BUILDING    •    218 E. LEXINGTON STREET    •    BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21202 

November 13, 1973 

Eugene Hettleman, Atty. 
220 E. Lexington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland 21202 

RE:  304 Riggs Avenue 
Severna Park, AAC 

DEPOSIT; $1,500.00 

EXPENSES: y 

Auctioneer's Fee; $687.00 / 

Advertising: / 
The Capital-Gazette Press 262.00 / 
Sun Papers 258.80 

$1,207.80 

CHECK ENCLOSED: 

-1,207.80 

$     292.20 

\\ 



Eugene Hettleraan, Atty. 
220 E. Lexington 8t« 
Baltimore, Maryland 

# 
FOR EVENING SAPITOL 

1st Edition Nov.   23 
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ORDER NISI 
UJGEu E aETTLEMA^i  

Attorney aamftd^jjaiJlQrtgage. 

versus 

...MINNA. F.-LAIdOx^  

-J-QiIN-A,-LAWON  

,   DAEQL-X-JULMOH  

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

No 2U638 Equity 

Ordered, this 19th. day of Movnft»r. , 19  75. That the 8ale of the 

property in these proceedings mentioned  - -  
made and reported by ...EugftTm Hft.t.tlamaTi,   AttOTTlfty naWftfl   ITI  mortgage -  

BE RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, unless cause to the contrary thereof be shown on or before the -.S.^th  
day of ..?.e.Qember next; Provided, a copy of this Order be inserted in some newspaper 

published in Anne Arundel County, once in each of three successive weeks before the     24,tefa  

day of    .December.- - - next. 

The report states that the amount of sale was $ 55»<?QQ»OQ - — 

lAJ.stkjJkJ*~J K/UtMJ^tUUiJ. Clerk. 

TEST: JKL6/M*>VyV*-?. r^*^^*^!**^-* Clerk. 

(Final Order) 
 .EUGEIiE-.UETT-LEmJi- 

. .At t oxney... named. .irL-Mort.p;ag.e- 

versus 

.MIMA..Z..-..LAM.aN   
JOHN   A.   LAMON 

•CAROL A.-LAMQM -   

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

>   w-r v 
nally 

Term, 19 

ORDERED BY THE COURT, This „...-../-_- day of L.::...l^:.l 
that the sale made and reported by the JLt-tome-y- aforesaid, be and the same is hereby finally Ratified and 
Confirmed no cause to the contrary having been shown, although due notice appears to have been given as re- 
quired by the Order Nisi, passed in said cause; and the Attmaxey. _ allowed the usual commissions and such 

proper expenses as he shall produce vouchers for the Auditor. 

-•^ DGE.     CHAMBERS JUDGE 

A 
h;y-i5 

I 



ADDITIONAL   SURETY 
BOOK 199 md&l 

ft ^259 Na 

ICnnm All Mtn bg tl?eBr tyttttnt*. 
That we. Eug.ene...Hettleman_ 

e^toi^r 

600 Kn iekerbocker....Bldg.,.^ Ba 1 .to.,..„ Md 2120.2. 
as principal. 

and the FIDELITY AND CASUALTY COMPANY OF NEW YORK, a corporation duly organized under 
the laws of the State of New York, as surety, are held and firmly bound unto the State of Maryland, in the 

full and just sum of Eleven...T^ous^ 
 -.- •.-,--^,.~~~~—($11,200.) Dollars. 

to be paid to the said State or its certain Attorney, to which payment well and truly to be made and done, 
we bind ourselves and each of us. our and each of our Heirs. Executors, Administrators. Successors or As- 
signs jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

.  ,      ,  . . 19th J»v of       November         Sealed with our seals and dated this iL&fcH "y *"  
  in the year of our Lotd..ld.nS^^U^ndred  &   &?*SXkXte£te£&  

Where... the above bounds Eugene...Hett leman  

a no .    j •              »         <..««. Minna   F.   Lamon,   John  A.   Lamon,.. by virtue of the power contained in a mortgage fromJ..^.1./..1^ ..£ •'•  
Carol  A.   Lamon toJ^*VVk~^l£9&JkJ&^ i£S^  
bearing'date"thZ1..19th day of tiQyember  

and recorded among the mortgage records of Anne... Ar undel... Coun ty  

yber MSH No 2415 Folio ...MQ and  in 

to 
—j 

O 

ro 

Z3S, 

CO • • 

is about to sell the land and premises described in said mortgage, default having been made in the paymc 
of the money as specified, and in the conditions and covenants therein contained. 

The Condition of the above Obligation is such, that if the above bounden 
...E..u.g.e.ne....H.e..t.t.lernan  

hi.n do and shall well and truly and faithfully perform the trust reposed in. 
under the mortgage aforesaid, and shall abide by and fulfill any order or decree which .hall be »•«• 
any Court of Equity in relation to the sale of said mortgaged property, or the proceeds thereof, then tie 
above obigation to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and virtue in law. 

In Testimony Whereof, the above bounden. Eugene Hettleman 

iTenian 

uel   R.   Zetzer 

£j&m 

Z!    has hereto set      Mfl hand    and seal    and the said corporation has caused these presents to be di 
T    .jgned by its Attorney  attested by its Secre La.ry  the day and year fi| 
|T|    herein above written. 

U   Signed, sealed and delivered 
in the presence of 

 JzLi ila^'X  

THE FIDELITY AND CAJlUAUY COMPANY^pF *&&&*& 

Attest: //, .   .^/.V^- 

^^/TWjLuJ^     By-g 
Joanne M. Healy, as to i.ur^ty 

Bond 1MJ.  200   *   (36067817) 

V? 

•^i 

If 

.     Vf^l - 
Attorney. 

(MORTGAGEES   OR   ATTORNEYS  BOND) 

\ 
k 
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loPoF 

ETening Capital 

Order Nisi 
IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
NO. 21,138 EQUITY 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

versus 
MINNA F. LAMON 
JOHN A. LAMON 
CAROL A. LAMON 

Ordered, this 19th day of 
November, 1973, That the sale of 
the property in these proceedings 
mentioned made an reported by 
Eugene Hettleman, Attorney 
named in mortgage BE 
RATIFIED AND CONFIRMED, 
unless cause to the contrary 
thereof be shown on qr before the 
24th day of December next; 
Provided, a copy of this Order be 
inserted in some newspaper 
published la Anne Anudel 
County, once in each ol thrae 
»T^if •••ka IMIIM Hi* Hth 
day of December next. 

The report states that the 
amount of sale was $35,200.00, 

W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

True Copy, 
TEST: 
W. GARRETT LARRIMORE 
Clerk 

D.? 

Published by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE NEWSPAPERS, INC. 
HOLDER   OF  CONTRACT   FOR  ANNE   ARUNDEL COUNTY  ADVERTIS1NO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis. Md.. IkUMkb^U.-l-.--, \*7l 

Wc hereby certify, that the annexed  

liMuU.^SA.'.  

 %>  <S.',i,3i 

was published in 

Evening Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

3 
County, Maryland, once a week for  

successive weeks before the     —*?_£.      — 

(lav 0, ^k^dt2iJmL  19 Z* 
ThtinMrtions being made the ^SuU(^^di^.A^. i^ 

THE CAPITALGAZETTE NEWSPAPERS, INC. 

^ 
No. E. C. l9730tClO 

^J^^Ldat^^-^O^M^^ 
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EUGENE HETTLEMAN, Atty 
220 K.Lexington Street 

Baltimore, Md. 21202 

Attorney's Sale 
OF 

VALUABLE EEE-SIMPLE 
PROPERTY 

m K1GGS AVENUE, SEVERNA 
PARK 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY. 
MD, 

By virtue of the power con- 
tained-ina mortgage from Minna 
V. Lamun, John A. Lamon and 
Carol A. Lamon to Merritt 
Savings and Loan, Inc. dated 
June 22,1971 and recorded among 
the Land Records of Anne 
Arundel County in Liber MSH 
22415 folio MG .default having 
occured therein), the un- 
dersigned, Attorney named in 
said Mortgage, will sell at public 
auction, on the premises, on 

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 8, 
1973 

AT3:15 O'CLOCK P.M. 
all that lot of ground situate, 
lying and being in Anne Arundel 
County, in the State of Maryland 
aforesaid, and  described  as 
follows, that is to say: 
BEGINNING for the same at the 
corner formed by the intersection 
of the northwest side of Riggs 
Avenue with the easternmost side 
of Avondale Circle, as delineated 
m a "Plat showing Lots revised 
in Bocks B.C. and Part of K, 
Severna Park, recorded among 
the Plat Records of Anne Arundel 
County, in Plat Book FSR No. 1, 
folio 34 (now Plat Book 5, foliu 
40), and running thence along the 
northwest side of Riggs Avenue, 
North 62 degrees east 132.27 feet | 
to Lot 16, in Block P, as shown on [ 
said plat, thence along the line of 
sid Lot 16, north 28 degrees west 
145.51 feet to the southeast side of 
said path with the use thereof in 
common, south 62 degrees west 
83.56 feet to the easternmost side 
of Avondale Circle and thence 
along the easternmost side of 
Avondale Cirde by a line curving 
to the Northeast side of Riggs 
Avenue and the point of begin- 
rung. tivag lot No. IS. in Block F, I 
M dwini on nU Pint Kiwwn » 
No. M4 Rigp AvtMte. buprovodf 
* a Mry hrtck •«»*•"* 
hMIW,  U  riani.  1   Md  1* 
Uitta.fiiU baMHMnt. 

DIRECTIONS: South on Rit- 
chie Highway to Baltimore- 
Annapolis Road, turn right at 
Macey's Corner on Baltimore- 
Annapolis Road, approximately 
V4 mile to tint traffic light in 
Severna Park, turn right on 
Biggs Ave.. approximately 1 wng 
block to dead end, turn right W 
block to continuation of Riggs 
Ave, left on Riggs. «!>- 
prosimalely 3 blocks to 3M Riggs 
Ave. on right. 

BOOK 199 p«£884 OFFICE  OF 

Published  by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS.  INC. 

HOLDER OF CONTRACT FOR ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY ADVERTISING 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Ann.po.i,. Md.. //mvUtiV.l... \t73 
We hereby certify, that the annexed  

^JlLii^^^P--^-^-^-  
..Jj'\^ J^s---d^--.,  

_.JL<^dj2-^--^^t~^h^~-  

was published in 

a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, once a week for 
^ 

successive weeks before the ^l.- 

 -gmoid^.  
. „ /£*tis?4*'jeki*i Itif tntertions being made ln« /••'• *•••-•• 'j'/J 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 
/> 

mm 
L 

TERMS OF SALE: A deposit ot 
$1,500.00 wiU be required of 
purchaser at time and place of 
sale. The balance* the purchase 
price will bear interest at the rate 
of 8 per cent per annum, from 
date of sale to date of settlement, 
which shall be within ten days 
after ratification of sale by the 
Circuit Court of Anne Arundel 
County, at which time the 
balance of the purchase price 
ahall be due. Taxes, water and 
sewer front foot benefit 
assessments shall be adjusted as 
of date of sale. Transfer taxes 
and racordatkm tax stamp taxes 
stiall be borne entirely by pur- 
chaser. 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN, 
Attorney named in Mortgage 

HARVEY WEST, AUCTIONEER 
Member of Auct. Assn. of Md., 
Inc. 
218 E. I*xingtun Street, 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

& / / 
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220 E. Laington Street 
Baltimore, Md. 21202 

Aitoraey'sSalel 
' OF I 

VALUABIEFEMIMPLE    1 BOOK 
i PROPERTY 
304RIGGS AVENUE,SEVERNA 

'PAR^NEARUNDELCOUNTY. 

MD By virtue ol the P^er oon- 
taiwdina mortage from Mima 
?. Lamon, John A. L«m« «ft 
Carol A. Lamon to Merrltt 
&vlng8 and Loan, Inc. dated 
^mSlWlandrecorded among 
Se Land Records of Awe 
^undel County in Liber J®" 
O4tt«olio 640 (default having 
Scured therein), the un- 
^riomd  Attorney named in 

1973 
AT3:lSOyU)CKP.M. 

all that lot of ground situate, 
WinBmdheii«inAnneArundd 
»rtotheSUteol Midland 
SUld. and described as 
follows, that is to say: 

oornerformedby the mters«to« 
of the northwest side oTRiag 
AveSe with the eastcrnmoat^ 
iTvondateCirde.asddi«atoJ 

' a'Tlat^winglfawiart 
i B.C. aad Part oi F, 

„ Part, wwrded amoni 

lUH.^, In PHI Ba* FSB No. 1. 
folio* (now Plat Book I. fc*o 
40). and ruining thence along the 
northwest ride of Riggs Avenue 
North 82 degrees east 132.37 feet 
toLotl6.inBlockF,assbownon 
said plat, thence along the line of 
sld Wt 18, north 28 degrees west 
145.51 feet to the southeari side of 
said path with the use thereof in 
common, «mth 62 d*"" ^J 
83.56 feet to to eariemmortslde 
of Avondale Circle •«»*«»«» 
along the easterranoat «da ot 
Avondale Circle by a Une ci^vtag 
to the Northeast rids of Rltt» 
Avenue and the P«W/. b^ 
idM. BriM lot No. tt, to Block F, 
rLmni-id Plat Known as 
NoJ04 Ri«s Aj^t^"'^ 

£uae, U rooma, I and IH 
tetta^ull hasement        ' 

DIRECTIONS: South on Rit- 
chie Highway to Battlmora. 

Rlgp Ave.. apfroilinatoly I long 
Mock to dMd end, tare right Vk 
block to continuation of Rigp 
Ave..   left   on   Rlg|a._.ap. 

ICounty, 

OFFICE OF     ^ 

Evening Capital 
199  PACI 885 p„bUshcd by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

CERTIFICRTE OF PUBUCIVTIOH 

Annapolis, Md.. J  

We hmby cettify. that the annexed  

/L^^-zf^^-  

AzL '^U^L^/^t- 
Js 

was published in 

Evening Capital 

County. M«yl«nd. one. a w..k for ---^ 

succ'""" WMks b',OK th' 

day DI 

Tl 

|0EC28 PH^n 

.22.^^^u •,l 
rteinwrttoh.beingm«lethe / —   ' y^^ .,. 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

lea lS«wttlheartatortotatthertte 

which shatt be wWdn Undag 
ST ratification o( sola by the 
SJutt CoSt ol Anna AnwW K.^whlch Urn. the 
^SS of the I««^J"£ .SSni due. Tawa. watar and 
'iwir    front   foot    benefit 

iTSta ol sale. Tranafer taxes 

SJuSboSi «tWy by pur- 
gUOBNEHBTTLEMAN, 

SSSS of Aud. Assn. of Md.. 

Sttimore. Md. 2ia» 
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Eugene Hettleman, Attorney 
named in the Mortgage 

vs 

Minna F. Lamon, John A Lamon, and 
Carol A. Lamon 

:       IN   THE 

CIFCUIT COURT 

of 

ANNE APUNDEL COUNTY 

Equity No. 21,638 

Exceptions to Fatiflcatlon of Auditor's Account 

Now comes Norman Libowitz, proper person, and states: 

1. That Norman Libowitz is the holdei of a mortgage dated June 22,1971. 
and recorded among the Land Records of Anne Arundel County  from Minna F. Lamon 
John A. Lamon and Carol A. Lamon covering the property 304 Piggs Avenue, the 
same property which is the subject of foreclosure in the above entitled case. 

2. That there is still due under this mortgage the sum of$765.81 unpaid 
being composed of the principal amount of $300.00 plus $465.81 which was the 
amount advanced to Merrit Savings and Loan Association, the prior mortgagee. 

3. That there was a default in a prior mortgage to the Merritt Savings 
and Loan, Inc. and that mortgage was foreclosed and the property sold and 
repo ted in the above entitled case. 

4. That there is  a surplus from the sale in this proceedings which 
will be due to the Defendants . 

5. That the Auditor has failed to allow the payment of $ 765.81 to your 
Pet it ioner. 

Wherefore, the Petitioner pi ays that this Court pass an Order allowing 
the claim of the Petitioner. 

^%/Vl/k^K ^^U^-J^ 
Norman Libowtz 
1222 N. Charles Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21201 

* 

STATE OF MARYLAND, City of Baltimore 

I hereby Certify that on this 25 day of January 1974, before me , a Notary 
Public of the State of Maryland in and for   Baltimore County  
personally appeared Norman L^bo^rt^^fte above named Pet it ioner .herein, and 
he acknowledged the aforegoiq^^'Suon^A^true to the best of his knowledge. 

7 C2L/ Mipj* 
I  Certify  that  a  copy of  t rYi^Xe 1111 o^ 
Hettlemen,220 E.   Lexington ^p^i' 
Lamon  and  Carol  A.   Lamon,   304fcf ' 

9*^^ 
mailed Jan. 26,1974 to Eugene 

Md and to Minna A. Lamon, John A. 
ue, Severna Park, Maryland. 

I9'/Ulilj29 AMILKOS 

*m*k. 

00( 
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BALD   SMITH 
& 

LUCKE 
ATTORNEY*   AT   LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.   MD 

BOOK 199 '11887 
EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in mortgage 

vs 

MINNA F. LAMON 
JOHN A. LAMON 
CAROL A. LAMON 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
EQUITY NO. 21638 

PETITION TO ALLOW CLAIM OF 
NORMAN LIBOWITZ  

The Petition of Carol A. Lamon by her 

attorneys. Bald, Smith & Lucke and Norman Libowitz, in 

proper person respectfully represents: 

1. That an exception to Ratification of 

Auditor's Account was submitted by Norman Libowitz 

in the amount of $765.81 and filed with this 

Honorable Court on January 29, 1974, and contains 

a prayer that the Court pass an order allowing the 

claim. 

2. That your Petitioner, Carol A. Lamon, 

had previously filed a claim to the surplus to be 

derived from the sale with the Court on January 

4, 1974. 

WHEREFORE, your Petitioner poeys: 

a. That the claim of Norman Libowitz be 

allowed in accordance with its priority. 

b. That the Court auditor in stating an 

account should allow the claim of Norman Libowitz in 

accordance with its priority. 

IWF£fl|| i n 3:3? 



BALD   SMITH 
ft 

LUCKE 
ATTORN BY*   AT   LAW 
ANNAPOLIS.   MO. 

• !;». 

BOOK 
BALD,   SMITH  &  LUCKE 

BY . ///ilL. LkU 
William J/. Smith, Jr. 
Post CEfide Box 787 
Annapolis, Maryland 
267-8191 

Norman Libowitz       C 
Petitioner in Proper Person 

STATE OF MARYLAND     ] 
COUNTY OF AMNE-AMAWGL] 

Baltimore 

ss: 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 
5th day of 

February 
, 1974, before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public, of the County and State aforesaid, 

personally appeared Norman Libowitz, and made oath 

in due form of law that the matters and facts set 

forth in the foregoing Petition are true. 

NOTAHY 
PUBLIC lyCJClCOH- ^-tfir-Aiskf' 

Notary public 

my commission expires: 

July 197h 

/K, 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CMTIFY that on this // '  day of 

H („,,... u    , 1974, a copy of the aforegoing Petition 

for allowance of claim and Order was mailed to Eugene 

Hettleman, Attorney named in mortgage, 220 East 

Lexington Street, Baltimore, Mayland. 

WiUianTj. Smith, Jr 
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l_U CK E 
ATTORNKYB   AT   LAW 

ANNAPOLIS.  MD. 

BOOK     * 

EUGENE HETTLEMAN 
Attorney named in mortgage 

vs 

MINNA   F.   IAMON 
JOHN A   LAMON 
CAROL A   LAMON 

LSS im. 

IN  THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
EQUITY NO. 21638 

ORDER 

UPON the aforegoing Petition and Affidavit, 

it is this // . day of P^'     1974' by the Circuit 

Court of Anne Arundel County, 

ORDERED, that the payment of the surplus 

to Minna F. Lamon, John A. Lamon and Carol A. Lamon 

be reduced by payment of $765.81 to the said 

Norman Libowitz in accordance with its priority. 

and subject to the usual exceptions 

\aa£&* .A. dm* t 

I97I|FEBI|   Pr!j:^ 
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/» the Case of T 

 Eu.gene..Hettleman    l In the 

'II^I'IIIZIIIIIIIZI" Circuit Court 
vs. / 

 Minna.. F..Lampn            | For 

 John A, Lamon  I    . . , , ^ 
w    , ,   , I   Anne Arundel County 
Carol A. Lamon f 

/ No.     21,638 Equity 

To the Honorable, the Judges of said Court: 

The Auditor reports to the Court that he has examined the proceedings in the above entitled cause, and from 
them he has stated the within account, and that he has this day given notice of the filing of this account to all parties 
and persons who have filed a claim to the proceeds of sale herein, in accordance with General Equity Rule #595. 

as 

CO 

o 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 
January 14, 1974 

^ 

John 

FINAL ORDER 

Hopkins/iV 
^. 

Auditor. 

c 
J2.4A6 ORDERED BY THE COURT, this/S ' day of ^J^M^^jv, 19 /.t. that the aforegoing Report 

and Account of the Auditor be and the same is hereby finally ratified and confirmed, no cause to the contrary having 
been shown, and that the Trustee apply the proceeds accordingly with a due proportion of interest as the same has 
been or may be received. 

BQ-23 WMll 15 \\\ i:07 

CMcK   F I ' 
PerV J\ :\    UiJOLJUzaZA h <^ deputy 

u 



Dr  Eugene Hettleman vs Minna F. Lamon, John A. Lamon, Carol A. Lamon 

BOOK 18S   .891 

inAcct.with    Eugene Hettleman, Attorney Named in Mortgage 

1973. November 8 

Proceeds of Sale 

Interest on deferred payment of $33,700.00 

from ll/8/73_toJU4Z74_- 57 days @ 8% 

35.200 00 

J24 

****** 

To Attorney for fee, viz: 

& 

To Att^npy for CpnimssiQns, viz: 

To Attorney for Court C( viz; 

*   •   *   * 

Plaintiff's Solicitors Appearance fee 

W.G. Larrimore. Clerk - Clerk's Costs 

Auditor - stating this arrnunt. 

To Attorney for Expenses, viz: 

Capital-Gazette Press - Advertising Sale 

- Order Nisi. Sale 

The Sunpapers - Advertising Sale 

Harvey West - Auctioneer's fee  

Fidelity & Casualty Co. of N.Y. - Bond Premium 

County & State Taxes - 7/1/73 to 11/8/73  

1973 Utility Assessment - 1/1/73 to 11/8/73 

Miscellaneous Notary fees and Certified iteil 

To_Merritt Savings & Loan, Inc..-Mortgage 

Claim in full as filed  

Interest on principal balance of $21.556.05- 

frnpi in/i/73 tn l/^n/7d -1?1 days ft FTC 

To Minna F. Lamon. John A. Lamon and 

Carol A. Lamon. as their interests may_aDDeai^- 

this surplus — 

9 

isa 
a^93i 

J5JS2& 36, 

oa 

ja 

aa 

oa 

31 QQ 

71 QQ 

*   * 

_26Z QQ 

25 

,258 

_68Z 

00 

BQ 

141 

J6Q 

18 

QQ 

QQ 

86 

oa 
QQ 

22Ji2169 

311 

9,Q1Q Id 

• 

2,081 30 

JBQ oa 

1.756 74 

£3, P2.59B 22. 

,9,010 aa 

Cr. cot 
.or4 

35.626 &k 

35.626.36, 
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FRANK A. RUFF 
115 West Way 
Route 4 
Annapolis, Maryland 21401 

Plaintiff 

vs, 

THE WORKMENS CO-OPERATIVE 
REALTY COMPANY,   INCORPCRATED 

and 

ANNA M. MACZKA 
21 North Washington Street 
Baltimore, Maryland  21231 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

EOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO .  hJ+SliL   EQUITY 

• • • 

BILL OF COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE 
EQUITIES OF REDEMPTION 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGES OF SAID COURT: 

This Plaintiff, Frank A. Ruff, by his attorney, Michael R. Roblyer. 

complaining says: 

1. That Frank A. Ruff, an adult citizen of the United States and 

resident of Anne Arundel County, Maryland, brings this action for the purpose 

of foreclosing the rights of redemption in and to the parties hereinafter set 

forth under and by virtue of Sections 70 to 126, inclusive, and amendments 

thereto of Article 81 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, 1969 Replacement 

volume, 

2.    As indicated by  tax sale proceedings, whereby the following  lots 

were sold for non payment of  taxes on April 5.  1971  to the Plaintiff: 

(a) Lots 50-51,   revised plat.   Section A,  Laurel Acres, Anne 

Arundel County, Maryland,   in District 3, recorded in G.T.C. Liber 1237.   folio 

330. 

(b) Lots 1-2. Section HH, Glen Burnie Heights, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland, in District 3. 

3. That in accordance with the provisions of Article 81. Section 83. 

certificates of sale both dated April 5, 1971 from the Collector of Taxes of 

l|73aPR-5 n \.-hl 
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Anne Arundel  County, Maryland,   has been issued to Frank A. Ruff, and filed 

herewith as Plaintiff's  exhibits number  one and number  two, certificates 

number 1693  and  1694 respectively. 

4.    That  the a for mentioned and  described real  estate has not been 

redeemed by the Defendants herein, nor by  anyone claiming  through them,   although 

more  than one year  and one day has  elapsed from the date of  the aforementioned 

sale. 

To the end therefore, your Plaintiff prays: 

1. That Writs of Subpoena be issued and served upon the Defendants 

herein commanding that they appear in this court on some certain day to be 

named therein and make answer thereto. 

2. That an Order of Publication be granted unto your Plaintiff 

directed to the Defendants and all parties in interest, commanding them to 

appear in this court on some certain day to be stated therein and answer the 

exigencies of this Bill of Complaint. 

3. That this court enter a Final Decree foreclosing all right of 

redemption of the Defendants and all persons having or claiming to have any 

interest in the hereinbefore described property. 

4. That the Final Decree herein provide that the Controller for Anne 

Arundel County, as the Collector of State and County Taxes, execute to the 

Plaintiff a deed to the property herein involved vesting in the Plaintiff a 

good and marketable title, indefeasible and absolute, in fee simple, and free 

and clear of any and all liens, claims and incumbrances to the date of said 

Decree, 

5. And for such other and further relief as the nature of this case 

may require and may seem just and proper to this Court, 

And as in duty bound, etc. 

Page -2- 

Michael R. Roblyer 
15 West Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 
Phone:     263-4433 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

^ 
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\ 

I. Donald P. Catter, Collector of Taxes for the Stale of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Anindel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, J sold to 1..::........:.>/.:../fcu.//. 

7/ 
iZ^-./i&^t^i^.:..^   

 ^t public auction for the sum of ..'...;•'.,;;....'."'. Dollars and ....<:..<1  

4 
 Ccnta, of which '.:...'.'./../../-.../. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

ir.T>k\nct ^ described as ..^.^.^ ^V..:.^/.  A^c^   L^jLJ?    ^- <•••   4 
r ,     >' ..   ^ / "> /  

 ^^^^•^'••v^^.^.„.<<l/c..../.:;...:^ -:•  'It 

 ^Yp-\j 
 ...fte^^M... l^JAa.rr,JXMSM'<: 
and assessed to Jfff&Ui&iL/.   /rj*   c/'/^'C-^^^^ 

     4' 
......tv 

V- 

The property described herein is subject tp'redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland' 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all laves toother 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972. a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

tifctlL. 

L 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5tH day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5fb day of April. 1971. before mo the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State oi Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared. Donald  P.  Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

S 

My Cwnmission Expiresjuly i, 1974. 

*>.  CO.   7e03« (973RPR-5 Pil 3^7 
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CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I,  Donald  P.  Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to '!.<'<£..jz./l:...A:;.-.Lff:  

 7.J.'Q....,fo&0Mt^4ttk*&. KtcLc^^.^itf^+rfbtt^^ 

at pul 

itnfl .t.J. <V-* ...Hi*. .* ,-. . lTO«<*t Mffl «f. y .. . 1 ..7. ^. ..T^.. ,4. ••• 

Jr^ // 
)lic auction for tlie Bum of V. .C.C/..... Dollars and C.£. 

Cents, of which .....ff?//..#J Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

< in District .'.?. described a;-. 

//•' i'r 
s ..^z...j..i:.jt., JLhrMk M^.A.^. 

.•H. 

I Jo  ^X^ 9. SU^k. 
(^v^^^..v.wJ....;....U.^I t::J:/.Z-.A.S^±s^.  

and assessed to  %SJ^^,2LA.M^^^ 
n /i / j • 

The property desp-ibed herein is subject to redemption. Ifpon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid oh account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date cf payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and ponali'e« thereon, accruing subsequent to the da*e of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding: can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

.v.f.'./.JfS:  
Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

1 hereby certify, that on this 5ih day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anno Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, >• 

<^ 
s Notary Public. 

S      •   s s 

/ 

My Commission Expires July 1, 1974. 

P.  CO.   70OSt 1973 APR j 3:^7 
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FRANK A. RUFF 

PLAINTIFF 

vs, 

THE WORKMENS CO-OPERATIVE 
REALTY COMPANY,   INCORPORATED 

and 

ANNA M. MACZKA 

DEFENDANTS 

MM 199 m.m 

m      •        •       • 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT  COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO . gj| Ij  £ P CJ^.      EQUITY 

•        •       • 

AMENDMENT TO  BILL OF COMPLAINT 
TO FORECLOSE EQUITIES  OF  REDEMPTION 

Frank A,  Ruff,   Plaintiff,   by Michael R, Roblyer,   his attorney, with 

leave of  court,  amends his declaration  in the following respects: 

1.    He adds the following paragraph to  the end of   the Bill of  Complaint 

5.    That the amounts necessary for  redemption of   the aforesaid 

tax sale certificates are as follows: 

Certificate No.  1693  - $86.64 

Certificate No,  1694 - $61.08 

plus all taxes from date of sale to date, penalties, interest, 

and the total disbursements of the holders of the Certificates 

of  Tax  Sale and all costs on same. 

Michael R. Roblyer 
15 West Street 
Annapolis, Maryland 21404 
Phone: 263-4433 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 6th day of April, 1973, I mailed a copy 
of  the foregoing Amendment to Bill of Complaint to Foreclose Equities of Re- 
demption to The Workmens Co-Operative Realty Company, Incorporated,   Serve On: 
Herman Hammerman,  Surviving Director,  c/o R. Harold Hammerman,  First National 
Bank    18th Floor, Light and Redwood Streets,   Baltimore, Maryland 21203 and Anna 
M. Maczka,  21 North Washington Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21231. 

^fYCU v< biu 
Michael R. Roblyer 

^ 

vtmt. 
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1694        CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P.  Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to /^tr4^^t^...^fr 

 #±£....y$ifcw*a^^ 

at public auction for the sum of Dollars and ^. 

in District. 

Cents, of which .....&/..'..£.&.. Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

.£ described as ..ty4&L.J.*.Jh..j.,*<4s&uMi 
•/••' 

/ 

and assessed to  >l'.lk£<iU..£i:.i. 

The property despjnbed herein is subject 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid 

2...:jAA.-.A.Z/.alM.£e*  

',J<.2*L*)  
redemption, ^pon redemption thfff holder of this cer- 
account of the purchase price together with interest 

thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

it*x&iittS  
Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, ^.2^4: 
Notary Public. 

f 

My Commission Expires July 1.1974. 

P.  CO.  78031 
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CERTIFICATE OF TAX SALE 

I, Donald  P.  Carter, Collector of Taxes for the State of Maryland and the County of Anne 

Arundel, hereby certify that on April 5, 1971, I sold to .^^/I^^TLJL:. 

 ^••••i^   
7/    #-* s 

 at public auction for the sum/of ^..^Jk-.G. Dollars and ....<?..<!  

 Cents, of which Q..U,'.i...4::Z- Dollars has been paid as a deposit on the property 

in District J3 described as ..•$^<^. >^ 

 >^*u/.yjj&fi^^   
V 

and assessed to //i<^L<xC<d^. 

l:rT..^i:.C.,r:J±oS.f/:.fi.c.c. 

The property described herein is subject tj/redemption. Upon redemption the holder of this cer- 
tificate will be refunded the sums paid on account of the purchase price together with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from the date of payment to the date of redemption, 
together with all other amounts specified by Section 93, of Article 81, Annotated Code of Maryland, 
1957 Edition as amended. The balance due on account of the purchase price and all taxes, together 
with interest and penalties thereon, accruing subsequent to the date of sale, must be paid to the 
Collector before a deed can be delivered to the purchaser. After April 6, 1972, a proceeding can be 
brought to foreclose all rights of redemption in the property. This certificate will be void unless such 
a proceeding is brought within two years from the date of this certificate. 

Witness my hand and seal, this 5th day of April, 1971. 

Controller and Collector. 

State of Maryland, Anne Arundel County, Set: 

I hereby certify, that on this 5th day of April, 1971, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public 
for the State of Maryland, in and for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared, Donald P. Carter 
Controller and Collector of Taxes for Anne Arundel County and the State of Maryland, and acknowl- 
edged the aforegoing certificate to be his act. 

Witness my hand and seal Notarial, 

Notary Public. 

My Commission Expires July 1,1974. 

u. 

P.  CO.   7B0SI 

ismpiva rnui-^ 
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FRANK A,  RUFF 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

THE WORKMENS CO-OPERATIVE 
REALTY COMPANY,   INCORPORATED 

and 

ANNA M. MACZKA 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.   epj/fO^J^     EQUITY 

ORDER OF PUBLICATION 

This  is  to give notice  that on the 5th day of April,   1973,  a Bill of 

Complaint to Foreclose Equities of Redemption was  filed in the Circuit Court 

for Anne Arundel County by  the Plaintiff against  the Defendant,  the Wbrkmens 

Co-Operative Realty Company,  Incorporated,   Herman Hammerman,   Surviving Director, 

c/o  Harold Hammerman,   First National Bank,   18th Floor,  Light and Redwood  Streets, 

Baltimore,  Maryland 21203 and Defendant Anna M, Maczka, whose last known address 

was  21 North Washington Street,   Baltimore, Maryland  21231. 

The object  of  this proceeding  is  to secure the foreclosure of all 

rights of  redemption in the following property located in the Third Taxing 

District  sold by the Collector of Taxes for  the County of Anne Arundel and the 

State of Maryland  to  the Plaintiff   in this proceeding: 

(1) Lots 50-51,  Revised Plat,   Section A,  Laurel Acres, Anne 

Arundel County,  Maryland,  recorded  in G.T.C.  Liber  1237, folio 330. 

(2) Lots  1-2,  Section HH, Glen Burnie Heights, Anne Arundel 

County, Maryland. 

The bill states,   anong other  things,  that the amounts necessary for 

redemption have not been paid,  although more than a year and a day from the 

date of  sale has expired. 

It is thereupon this day of , 1973,  by the 

Circuit Court for Anne Arundel  County, 

ORDERED,  That notice be given by the insertion of a  copy of  this 

i ' i 

1973APR-9 m\Ukl 

00( 

o- 
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Order in the Evening Capital Newspaper,  having a general circulation in Anne 

Arundel County, once a week for four successive weeks, warning all persons 

interested in the said property to be and appear in this Court by the _r_T_  

dav o£ ijyfiX ,  1973,  and redeem the property and  answer  the Bill or 

thereaft^Va final decree will be rendered  foreclosing  all rights of redemption 

in the property, and vesting in the plaintiff  a  title,  free and clear  of  all 

encumbrances. 

Page -2- 

1 
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IN THE 
CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO. 21,332 EQUITY 

FRANK A. RUFF 

vs. 

Plaintiff 

THE       WORKMENS 
COOPERATIVE 
REALTY     COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED 

and 

ANNA M. MACZKA 
Defendants 

Order of 
Publication 

This is to give notice that on the 
5th day of April. 1973. a Bill of 
Complaint to Foreclose Equities 
of Redemption was filed in the 
Circuit Court for Anne Arundel 
County by the Plaintiff agains the 
Defendant, the Workmens Co- 
operative Realty Company, 
Incorporated, Herman Ham- 
merman, Surviving Director, c-o 
Harold Hammerman, First 
National Bank, 18th Floor, Light 
and Redwood Streets, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21203 and Defendant 
Anna AM. Maczka, whose 
last known address was 
21 North Washington Street, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21231. 

The object of this proceeding is 
to secure the foreclosure of all 
rights of redemption in the 
following property located in the 
Third Taxing District sold by the 
Collector of Taxes for the County 
of Anne Arundel and the State of 
Maryland to the Plaintiff in this 
proceeding: 

(1) Lots 5(W1, ReviMd Plat, 
Section A, Laurel Acres, Anne 
Arundel County, Maryland, 
recorded in G.T.C. Liber 1S7, 
folio 330. 

(]) Lots 1-2, Section HH, Glen 
Burnie Heights. Anne Arundel 
County, Maryland. 

The bill states, among other 
things, that the amounts 
necessary (or redemption have 
not been paid, although more 
than a year and a day from the 
date of sale has expired. 

It is thereupon this 9th day of 
April. 1978, by the Circuit Court 
for Anne Arundel County, 

OFFICE OF 

Eycning Capital 
BOOK     iJJvi  rAOtyblpublished by 

THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS, INC. 

HOLDEH   OF   CONTRACT   FOR   ANNE   ARUNDEL  COUNTY  AOVEBTWIMO 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION 

Annapolis. Md., ...^Ufy-J- '^ 

We hereby certify, thai the annexed  

diM.&J&AA&OJ.  

T 

was published in 

ETcning Capital 
a newspaper published in the City of Annapolis. Anne Arundel 

County. Maryland, once a week for ___^ 

..ML  
  ..,22.. 

successive weeks before the 

ilas 

The insertions being tr ade ill 7J 

<l.rli^ul..3.^-.4J^  
THE CAPITAL-GAZETTE PRESS. INC. 

;.> zl. 

i . 

IS73MAY-7 
Bv 

i H   i 

^jij^Lirt 

ORDERED, That notice be 
given by the insertion of a copy of 
this Order in the Evening Capital 
Newspaper, having a general 
circulation in Anne Arundel 
County, once a week for four 
successive weeks, warning all 
persons interested in the said 
property to be and appear in this 
Court by the 14th day of June, 
1973, and redeem the property 
and answer the Bill or thereafter 
a final decree will be rendered 
foreclosing all rights of 
rediroption in the property, and 
vesting in the plaintiff a title, free 
and clear of all encumbrances. 

W. QARRETT LARRIMORE, 
CLERK 

TRUE     COPY, 
TEST: 

W. GARRETT LARRIMORE, 
CLERK 

M4 
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FRANK A. RUFF 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

THE WORKMENS CO-OPERATIVE 
REALTY COMPANY,   INCORPORATED 

and 

ANNA M. MACZKA 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL  COUNTY 

NO.  21,332  EQUITY 

DECREE PRO CONFESSO 

It appearing  from the proceedings in this cause that a subpoena  issuec 

out of   this Court directed toward  the Defendant.   The Workman's Co-Operative 

Realty Company,   Incorporated,  was returned  "served upon Herman Hammerman, 

Surviving  Director  at 9:50 a.m., April 16,   1973; 

And it further appearing  that  the Order  of  Publication heretofore 

issued  herein has been duly published in the Evening Capital,   a newspaper  of 

general circulation in Anne Arundel County, Maryland,  as prescribed by said 

Order against all defendants named herein,   and all persons having or claiming  t.j, 

have an interest  in the real estate  therein described as owned by Defendants. 

Anna M. Maczka  and The Workman's Cooperative Realty Company.  Incorporated, 

according  to the I^nd Records of Anne Arundel County and sold to  the Plaintiff. 

Frank A. Ruff,   on April 5,   1971 for non-payment of   taxes due; 

And it further appearing  that  the aforesaid Defendants have failed  to 

enter  their appearance herein in person or by solicitor,  have failed  to file 

an answer to the Bill of  Complaint,  and the time within which said Defendants 

could so" appear and file an Answer having now expired,   it is. thereupon, 

this     /^day of J^Lgattf^'  1974,  by  the Circuit CoUrt  f0r Anne ArUndel 

County,  sitting in Equity. 

ADJUDGED.   ORDERED and DECREED  that  the Bill  of Complaint be.  and the 

same is hereby taken pro confesso against the said Defendants, and all persons 
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having or claiming  to have any interest  in the real estate therein described 

and assessed as hereinabove set  forth. 

tdi'' ' 
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FllANK A. RUFF 

Plaintiff 

vs. 

THE WORKMENS CO-OPERATIVE 
REALTY COMPANY,   INCORPORATED 

and 

ANNA M.  MACZKA 

Defendants 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 

FOR 

ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

NO.  21,332  EQUITY 

FINAL DECREE  FORECLOSING  EQUITIES  OF REDEMPTION 

The proceedings  in this cause having been read and considered,  and  it 

appearing  to  the Court  that a  subpoena issued out of  this Court directed  toward 

the Defendant,   The Workmens Co-Operative Realty Company,   Incorporated, was 

returned  "served upon Herman Hammerman,  Surviving Director at 9:50 a.m. 

April 16,   1973";   and  that subpoenas  issued out of  this Court directed  toward 

the Defendant,  Anna M.  Maczka,   have been returned   twice  "non est";   and  that the 

said Anna M. Maczka has been served by publication,   if  still living. 

And it further appearing that none of the parties Defendant have 

entered their appearance herein or filed an answer herein, or proceeded to 

redeem the property in these proceedings, it is by the Circuit Court for Anne 

Arundel County,   sitting in Equity,   this       /   j      day of ^VLw^M 197_^_, 1 
ADJUDGED,  ORDERED and DECREED,   that all rights of redemption to the 

properties mentioned herein of  the Defendants,  The Workmens Co-Operative Realty 

Company.   Incorporated and Anna M. Maczka, and all the unknown heirs at law and 

successors, alienees,  assignees and devisees of any of  the aforementioned 

parties,  and any and all persons having or claiming to have any right,   title 

or  interest in the hereinafter described properties,   be and  they are hereby 

forever  foreclosed,  and as between the parties to this suit,  an absolute and 

indefeasible title  in fee simple vests in the Plaintiff   in and  to  the propertie| 

I sold by certificates of  tax sale dated April 5, 1971.   for non-payment of  taxes 

as indicated herein,   to wit: 
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(1) Lots 50-51,  Revised Plat,   Section A,  Laurel Acres,  Anne Arundel 

County,  Maryland,  recorded   in Liber G.T.C.  1237,   folio 33, 

(2) Lots  1-2,   Section HH. Glen Burnie Heights,  Anne Arundel County, 

Maryland. 

AND  it  is further  ORDERED that  the Controller  for Anne Arundel County 

as the Collector of   State and County taxes;   execute and deliver unto Frank A. Riff, 

Plaintiff  in these proceedings,  deeds of conveyance  to  the aforesaid properties 

upon payment by the Plaintiff  to  the said Controller of   such taxes as may be du 

thereon, and  the balance of  the purchase price  of   the aforesaid certificates, 

if any; and 

IT IS further ORDERED that the Plaintiff pay the cost of these 

proceedings. 

A ^X^ i )J> v/LkitlMJ^2. 

JUDGE iAMBERS JUDGE 
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