IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY,
‘ City of Baltimore, to wit:

Elvira Romero, Alfred Horne, Maria Horne, Malvina Vidiella
and Frederico P, Vidiellz, her husband, and‘Lugusto Horne,
by Michael A, Mullin and James Pollard, their attorneys, sue
Murray Vendiver--For that, whereas the said Plaintiffs were
in possession at Baltimore City of ninety-nine undivided
equal parts, the whole into one hundred equal parts to be
. divided, in all that parcel of land, situate, lying and being
in said city, and contained within the metes and bounds,

. courses and distences, following, that is to say=--

---------------- for the same, at the corner form-
ed by the intersection of (what is now) the North side of Fay-
- ette Street, and the West side of North Street, and running
thence Westerly, binding oen the Nerth side of Fayette Street
seventy-five feet, more or leés, to the Westernmost outline
of the lot of ground described in a Deed dated October 2lst.
1765 from a certain Alexander Lawson to a certain John Smith
~ and others, recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore
County (now City) in Liber B, No, 0, folio 668 &e. thence
Northerly, binding on said outline two hundred and thirty-

. five feet, more or less, to the Northwesternmmost outline éf
said lot; thence Northeasterly on said last mentioned outline
thirty-five feet, more or less, to (what is now) the South

al




gide of Lexington Street; thence Basterly, binding on the
South side of Lexington Street fifty-five feet to the cornmer
formed by the intersection of (what is now)mthe South side of
Lexington Street-and the West side of North Street; thence
Southerly, binding on the West side of North Street about
two hundred end sixty feet to the place of beginning,

AND the seid Murvay Vendiver did, at Baltimore City
aforesaid, wrongfully enter said parcel of land and eject
them the said pleintiffs ﬂherefrom. and the said defendant
ever sinece has retained and still retains possession of the
said lot or parcel of land, and other wrongs to the said
plaintiffs then and there did to their great damage.

AND the said plaintiffs claim the recovery of the

said pareel of lend, and for their damages, $100,000,00
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs.

70 MURRKY VANDIVER, the Defendant.
TAKE NOTICE--That an action of ejectment hath
been commenced against you in the Superior Court of Baltimore
City by the sbove-named Plaintiffs, by filing the declaration
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[WRIT OF SUMMONS.]

STATE OF MARYLAND,

BALTIMORE CITY, to wit:

AT T e T

To THE SHERIFF OF BALTIMORE CI1TY, GREETING :

You are hereby commanded to summon.._.__...

perior Court of Baltimore City, to be held at the Cougt Iouse in the
¢ M’
ACCCCLLTE, L7222/ swext, to answer an tio/ﬁt the suit of
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Attorney for defendant.
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