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Raltimere, Md,, April 14th, 1901,
Hon. Charles J, Ronaparte,

Dear Sir;-

I received your letter in re Gardner, but a
maltiplicity of matters prevented my replying sooner, I note what you
say concerning diserepancies in my stanement, but you will findthat I am
able to substantiate 211 I have claimed, The costs are fifty dollars and
not thirty dollars, as ycu stated (possibly you did not take into the
consideration of your estimate the Order of Publication costing $2q00).
You say that you hope the matter may be satisfactorily settled. So do
I, but I am at a loss to know what you would consider satisfactory, If
you will tell me, I will consider it.

' Yours truly,

R. Brent Walling,

Iy ~oR



CHARLES J.BONAPARTE,
ATTORNEY AT LAW,

216 ST.PAUL ST., BALTIMORE,
TELEPHONE 1712, April 26th, 1901.
R. Brent Walling Esq .y
#228 St. Paul Street, City,
My dear Sir:=-

Since I last heard from you I have been continuously engaged
in Court during all the business part of each day, and my afternoons
have been unavoidably d@*mted to matters which admitted of no delay. I
have, however, given careful consideration torgll the circumstances ate

tendant on the subjeet matter of our correspondence, and, in reply to

your request for sugpgestions looking to a satisfactory settlement, I

0; v
£

venture to expreéss the hope that you will, with as little delay as possi='
ble, pay the costs for which you claim allowance in the memorandum which
you furnished me, and place at Mrs, Gardner's disposal the balance re-
meining in your hands, after deducting a fee of $150.00 for your ser- *
vices, rendered to her mother and herself in their recent litigation.
I make this suggestion to you by way of advice and as a member of our
common profession of somewhat greater experience than yourself, and do e
not complicate the question by any reference to possible consequences of
your failure to adopt it, To be entirely candid, however, I must admit
that I am sanewhat personally anxious that you should be willing to act
upon it, since I will thus be relieved from a very unpleasant 'duty.

I remain, my dear Sir,

yours very respectfully and truly,

Dictated. é é Mé& y/ Q .
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. and substance ot this bill, warping them to

R. srent Walling, Sol_

IN the Circuit Court ,,jr‘ s.l.mne City.
—Mina Franks vs. R.yhard F. Wagner,
Emma M. Wagner apd Henry Franks.

"T'he object of this bill is to procure a dezree
{0 set aside and declare null and void a deed |
from Henry Franks and Mina Franks to Rich-
F. Wagner and Emma M. Wagner, dated July
27th, 1899,

The bill states that the said Mina Franks
and Henry Franks, being joint owners of a
piece of roseny in the city of Baltimore on
the south side of Baltimore sireet 125 feet east
of Lloyd street, were induced to execute a
deed of said property to the said Wagners, in
congideration of the said Wagners, residing in
the said property paying off the indebtedness
thereon and supporting and taking care of the
said grantors 1o said property which they
were still to use and enjoy during their
natural lives.

Paul i
avieas

That the said Wagners have failed to fulfill 7
the conditions in consideration of which the 4 (\

deed was made a8 they do not oooupg the
property have not paid off the indebtedness,
and have not taken care of plaintiff, but have
notified her to vacate the premises.

Tbat the property is a large four-story
building, with stable and dwelling in therear,

and is largely oceupied by sub-tenants, whose =

rent the Wagners are eollecting and applying
to their own use. The bill also asks for the
gouft t0 name some one to collect rents
urin,
that the defendants are all non. residents.
it is thereupon, this 10th day of March,

copy of this order to be ingerted in some daily
newspaper published in Baltimore City, once
in each of four successive weeks, be-
fore the 10th day of April, 1900, give
notice to the said defendants of the obiect

appear in this court, in reon or b
solicitor, on or before the 26th day of April,
1900, to show cause, il any they have, why a
decree ought not to be passed as prayed.

JOH T T )BLER.
True copy—Test: BARRT 1ER,
ml12,19 26a2

SUBSCRIPTION %6.00 PER YEAR.
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Dezyr Sir:- ’

RALPH ROBINSON, ‘ A
i ATTORNEY AT LAW, 3
ROOM 741, EQUITABLE BUILDING.

BALTIMORE, MD., gy, 17, 1900,

Mr. R. Brent Walling,
228 St. Paul St.

City.

Your letter of the 17th just received. I will agrse
to hold this matter opsn until Monday upon your assurance that you
will then pay me the five hundred dollars.  Refering to your lst-
ter of Thursdsay, vou will find tﬁat vou state in it th t you have
the money in hand to pay ms. You now statez that you havs ths
larger part of it. A proper regard for my clisnts' intsrest will

ﬂil‘ g,,n . v
forbid HW,& kiﬁ% acticn longer than Monday. I will name four
o'elock Monday afternoon as the time, and this office as the place
for 8 settlement.

Truly yours,

Mg/ At
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| tre proper course to pursue in a case syated by her in whieh a

|| father aot being dissatisfied, to file a swit in Equity to have %

MINA FRANK and LENA GARDNER ) BEFORE THL SUPREME BENCH
w ) OF
R. BRENT WALLING, An Attorn®y ) BALTIMORE CITY,

To the Honorable, the Judges of the Supteme Bench of Baltimore
% ¥ i

The Answer of R. Brent Walling to the Petition filed in the a-
bove entitled case respectfully shows:
First:That early in August, 1899, Lena Gardner whose proper name

is Yokleconsulted this defendant as to what forn of actifn was

certain Mina Franks and Husband, Mrs. Gardner!s mother and tathas
had emvoyo;l a certain piece of property to Erma Wagner another

damghter, upon certain cmbiderations whieh she claimed the shid
Emma Wagner had not complied with or fulfilled; it boing tho de-
side of the said Lena Gardner to gain possession of the prapertj
for herself upon the same terms as those under which her sister,
Mrs, Wagner had aecquired it, This Defendant then advised her

that in his opinion the proper course was for her mothers the

the said converance set aside.

That the said Lena Gardner consulted this Defendant upon a number

of other occasions concerning the sané mtior » and finally,,

February, 1900, asked him if he would undertake the case, but thi

&

Defendant not havingentire confidence in the responsibility of the

said Mrs Cardner, stated that!he would undertake only under three

<

Mt e
conditionss first , thaA 11 retaining fee, as an evidence of




——

good raﬁhz second , written autherity <from Mina Franks authori-
zing defendant to amt for her in the matter; and third, that he

should receive an ample fee for his services in the case no mat-
ter what the result might be. These conditions were agreed to in

the latter part of February, 1900.

[him a retainer of five dollars, and , in addition , two dollars

Second--Answering the second paragraph of said Bill this Defendant
says that in pursuance of her acceptance of said conditions and

acting for her mother, the said Mina Franks, Mrs Gardner paid

to patx for a certified copy of deed,( which said certified copy
was duly procured and filed as exhibiti in this case), and rdpoat-
e& promised and assured defendant that he should he paid _and well
pé.id whatever the outcome of the case might he,.

Third-- Further answering the said second paragraph Defendant
states that he apreed to wait awhile for his fee in the case until
it was further advanced, but denies that i% was understood and
agreed that he was to wait for his fee until the property was sold
and be paid out of the proceeds of the sale thereof, as stated in
said paragraph. On the contrary, as stated abeve-he was repeated-
assured that he should be well paid whatever the outcome of the
case might be.

Fourth-- Answering the third paragraph of said Bill Defendant says
Ithat he admits the filing of the Bill in Equity as therein stated
but most emphatically deniew that beyond this he rendered .no ser-
vices in the matter, as also stated therein. On the contrary
Defendant rendered abundant service in the case; and by his skill
and the employment of dilatory tactics, whieh in his best judgment
was the proper course in this case, the Defendants therein failed

in their efforts to have the case pushed to a conclusion, and
z.
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and were finally forced to offer all that was asked for in the
Bill, wupon the payment: by lrs, Franks of the charges that had
acgrue’ upon the said preperty during the h$lding of the said
Defendants .

Fifth-- Still answering said third paragraph Defendant says that

on or about the first day of March, 1900, the said Mina Franks

and Lena Gardner or Yokle were served Ly the said Wagners with
notices of eviction from the property in question, which said no-
tices are herewith filed marked Defendant's exhibit Ne. 1, and but
for the filinzy said Bill in Zquity by this Defendant they would

have bee n evicted from the same.

Eﬁhermore by the filing of said Bill in Equity and the defenld-
| ht's management of the case, the said Mina Franks and Lena Gard-
ner were mbledﬁto occupy and enjoy the said propertiy, but the

said Mina Franks was enabled to collect about forty dollars a

month or possibly more for a‘perlod of over eight months, from
the subtenasits of said property.

Sixth--As to the fourth paragrath of said Bill Defendant says
hat on or about the first of November, 1900, Mrs. Erma Wagner
came to Defendant's ofifice and stated that she had concluded to
give the plaintiff what she had asked for in said Bill if said
plaintiff would agree to assume the charges iacurred against the
said property during the time the same was in the possession of %
the said Wagners. This was agreed to.

peventh-- Still answering the said fourth paragraph Defendant says
hat a eertain Ralph Robinson as rop;omtaﬂve of the party to
whom the ground rent and mortgage arrears were due agreed that,

n the payment to him of five hundred dollars on accouht of

palid arrears, he would release Mrs, Wagner from liability there-

3
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for , and give Mrs, Franks, ( to whom a deed reconveying the said
property was to he made], a férther but limiged time to raise the|
pay the balance of the arrears on said property.; but the said
Ralph Rebinson did not agree (as stated in said paragraph) te ac-
cept the five hundred‘dollars in fnll of all arrears.

Tis proposition was accepted by Lena Gardner, acting for her meth
er, and a limited time was giveA her in which te raise the money.
Eighth--Further answering the said fourth paragr ph Defendant says
that at about the expiration of the time limited as aforesaid,
lMrs., Gardiner mort'erl to Defendant that she would be able to raise
the said five hundre? dollars agreed upon. Upon the strength
of this statement, defendant netified lir. Robinson that he was
ready %o pay the amount, @and also prepared the necessary deed
from the Wagnar.;s to Mrs. Franks and delivered the same to t}mir
attorney for execution.

A short time afterwards Mrs. Gardner came to Defendant and stutodﬂ
that she would not be able to raise the five hundred dellars, as
anmt"::.httrmn.pm of the money , refused to do so.
Defendant then advised lrs, Gardner to still continue her efforts|
to raise the necessary money, and he would ask Mr/ Rebinson to
hold the matter open for a day or “wo. Déendant 4id so msk Ir,
Fobinson and received in reply a letter dated Nov. 17th, 1900 £

from the said Ralph Robinson, which said letter is herewith filed

ked Defendant®s Bxhivit Ne.2,
linth-- S5till answerinag said thh'thppsragraph Defendant says that
on the Monday mentioned in said letter, lMrs, Gardner reported to
that she was still unable to raise the full five hundred dol
ars, but that she had with her three hundred and eighty three

ollars . She then asked Defendant, without any solicitation en

3 part'to take charge of %e money =nd held it to the credit of
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"Balph Robinson at the time specified in said letter, Hut Defend-

of the ease, stating that if more time was granted by the said
Ralph Robinson that she would still try te raise the balance of
the money, further stating that if the negotiations fedl through
that the costs of the case and the Defendalit's fee should be paid
out of the said amount.

Tenth-- Defendant avers that he called at the office of the said

ant failing to find the said Robinson there wrote the letter dated
November 19th, 1900 and filed in this case, |
Elewenth--Answering the rifth paragraph of said Bill Defendant
says that he received from lir, Robinson the letter dated Névember
.301;11, 19006y and filed in this case, but rnost positively denies the
further statement in said paragraph that Defendant never paid or
tendere? the payment of the said sum of three hundred and fifty
dollars. On the contrary Defendant avers that subsequent to the
receipt of the letter marked November 20th, .in the office of the
said Ralph Robinson , and to him persomlly’ho tendered the said
sum of three hundred and fifty dollars on the conditioen that he
would postpone action and give Defendant's clients more time teo
vay , which was the only condition on which Pefendant could have
paid it. Vhereupon Mr. Robinson refused to accept the proposi-
tion saying that he had made concessions enough and would make ne
more. .

Twelfth--Still answering said fifth paragraph Defendant says tha#
he fullly informed Mrs, Gardmer of the statement of Mr. Robinsen
that he was willing to accept the three hundred and fifty dollars
and a=note satisfactorily endorsed for the —emaining one hundre?d
and fifty dollars as set fort h in said letter, hut she reported
that a satisfactory endorsement’ of =uch noete could -net he precur-

&




ed, so that part of the proposition fell through,
Thirteenth--This Defendant Charzes and aver-s that the Plaintiffs
in this case, by giving only a portion of the correspondence and
communications passing between the said Ralph Rebinsen and tfhe sa
said R. Brent Walling and by arranging the potions given in the
manner the have done in connection with the said Bill have created
a false and misleading impression of the professional actions of
the said R. Breat Walling.,

Fourteenth-- Still amnswering the said fifth paragrarh of said Bill
Defendant most emphatically and solemnly denies that it was threwss
any action or lack of action on his part as solicitor or at‘ternoy
_ror the said Mina Franks or Lena Gardner, that the property in
question was sold under fopeclosure proceedings gnd so lost to
the said lMina Pranksg but on the contrary avers that it was ,on
one hand the failure of the said Mina Franks or Lena Gardner to
raise the necessary amount of money agreed upon and to procure -he
promissory note herein mentioned, properly endorsed, and on the
other hand the refusal of iMr, Robinson to accept ~he amount of
#3850 as tendered on the condition that the threatened proceoedings
should be stayed,

As to the henefits derived by the Plaintiffs from the services of
Defendant, answer has already been made in a precediihy paragraph.
Fifteenth--Defendant further states that after the refusal of the
|said Ralph Robinson to accept the $850 as above mentioned of ek
which the said Lena Cardner was duly advised, and the failure of
Mrs. Franks to procure the promissory not properly endorsed, the
said Lena Gardner came to the office of the Defendant and advised
;fat' the plaintiff had decided to make ne further effort retain

the property , but‘fﬁad,mde up their minds to let it be sold by

b
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lr. Robinson as threatened; and instructed Defendant to make no
further effort in the matter.

Sixteenth-- Answering the sixth paragraph of said Bill Defehdant
deptes that the said Lena Gardner after the failure of the said
negotistions, or at any other time, asked the Defendant to return

| the $3888 placed in his hands to the credit of the case, as it

wgs understood and agreed that the costs cof the case and the
fee of Defendant vwers to be paid out of said sum, and balance , lﬁ
any, turned bhack to Mrs. Gardner or Mrs, Franks,

Defendant avers that shortly after the money aforesaid was given
to him, and before the negotiations had finally fallen through,

the said Lena Gardner asked the Defendant to let her have $40 out

of the amomnt, as she wished to buy a stock of Christmas things
for her store and stall; which said sum of money Defendant then
and there gate‘ her, Defendant further states that about the
middle of Deecmber, 1900, the =aid Lena Ga®wdner came to- Defend-
ant and desired more money as che claimed she was about to take a
place in the country and wished to pay some expenses,

Defendant then calculated the costs in the case, concerming whie}
he had fully posted himself, and the fee that he believed himself
legally entitled to , and found that there remained about fifty
dollars over and above the amount of costs and fee, This fifty
dollars Defendant promptly forwarded to Urs, Gardner, Defend~
ant further says that subsequent +to this last mentioned inc8dent
the said Lena Gardner came to Defendant and Adesired more money, 2
and Defendant then told her that the amount remaining in his
would only be sufficiehti to pay th: costs in the case and pay hin

such fee as as he helieved he was entitled to for his services in

the matter.

Seventoenth-- Answering thec seventh paragrarh of sagd Bill, De-

1




| said Lena Franks and Lena Gardner failed to receive full benefit

L

fendant denies that his course in the matter was inconsistent
with equity and good conscience or contrary to his duty as an
attoraey of this lionorable Court, (as alleged in said paragraph),
but avers that he acted in good faith throughout, and in accor-
dance with the agreement of lirs, Gardner that he should be well
paid for his servicés. Defendant further says that it was

through no fault of his or lack of skill as an attorney that the

from his services, but he, having brought about a condition of
affairs in which the plaintiff were offerred all that Defendant
on her hehal® had asked for in the s2id Bi1l in Equity, the plain-
tiff failed to take advantance thereof hy reason of their to com-
prlete the transaction, That no$ only did this defendant use
every effort 'in his lepal capacity te bring about a satisfactory
settlement in the case, but for more than two weeks devoted the I
larger part of his iime to urgiaz Mrs Gardner to raise the req-
uisite amount of money to sﬁa the property, paying frequent vise
its to her home as well as to her stall in the Lexingten Market
for this purpose. Defendant even endeavored teo get the money o
her from friends »® his ewn.
Eigat raa a--80111 answering the seventh paragraph Defendant denies
Counsel on behalf of either Mina Franks or Lena Gardner ever re-
quested the return of all the amount placed in his hands as here
inbefore stated , but says the only question has heen as to the
amoint of the fee to which Defendant is entitled for his services
las will appear from a letter rroﬁFCharlea J. Bonaparte as such
counsel, to the Defendant dated April 24th, 1900 and prayed to be
taken as part of this answer. Defendant further says that , be-
lieving the amount retained by him as a fee was just and not exor-

bitant for the services rendered, Aid not feel that he should
8!




accept the dictum of another attorney who could have nordefinite
knowledge of the time, skill and labor expended by the Defendant
in said case; but Defendant has always averred and does so still
that he vas and is ready and willing to abide by the decision of
a competent tribunal as to the amount of the fee to which he shoul
be entitled, |
Nineteenth-- Answering the eighth paragraph of said Bill Defendan
says that while he had not paid the costs at the time of the state
ment sent to Counsel for petitioners, yet he was responsible for
the paymeny of the same , had ascertained the amount of same and
has sinece paid them as will appeare? by receipts filed herewith
and marked Defendant's Exhibit Neo. 4.

Twentieth-- Further answering said paragraph Defendant denies
that the sums charged : as-therein stated are excessive and out
of proportion to the services rendersd, but avers as hereinbefore
stated that the amount is just and not excessive, Defendant
further denies that he is pécmurtly irresposible, adialleged in
said paragrahp but avers that any just claim agains ‘him adways h
has and always will be paid.

Mty first~-Defendant further avers that at no time during the
conduct of tis case or after did sither Mrs? Gardner or Mrs, Frank
claim that defendant did not use every effort in his pewer to

bring about a settle ment od said case or that it was through any

fault of defendant that the matter fell through; and Defendant was
greatly surprised +to find it alleged in the Petition filed in
this case. ’
Iwenty second--Answering the ninth paragraph of said Petition de=-
Tendant denies that his conduct has reduced the Fetitioners to

[poverty and distress as alleged therein., As to being remediless

at lawDefendant repeats his statement that he is ready and will-

7
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-rm Defendant Pprays to be hence dismissed,

Ipeared R. Brent Walling and made oath in duwe form of law that the

{)

ing to abide by the decision of any competent tribunal and if de-
cided against to pay over any difference.

Defendant further says that while the said amount of money partoek
at first of the nature of of a truszt fund yet when in despite of
the efforts of the Defendant the first purpose of same could not

be accomplished the money was relieved of the first trust and be

w subjeet to the claim of the costs in the case and Defendants
M according to asreement as hereinbefore stated,

And now having answered fully and under oath all the aliegations

of said Bill or Petitionand refuted all those material %o the =mt

And as in duty &e
STATE OF ARYLAND, CIIY. OF BALTIMORE, to wits
T hereby certify that on this ninth dap of Septembor, 1901, he-
fore the Subscriber, a Justice of the FPeace of the State of &ry-.

land, in and for the City of Bultimore aforesaid , personally ap-

matters and facts set Lorth in the foregoing answer are true to

the best of hiés knowledge and belief,

le
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as Tenant, M M hereby Zdive yow notice to

"‘ remove from and quit the same M % W%
| %QWL’L_
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[ForETIGN suMMmoONS.]

Baltimore City, Bc.

THE STATE OF MAR Y’L./UV'D; :
To the Sheriff of xd /tL/\/\A(IJ\/Q County, Greeting:

that 4 he  be and appear b eforfJ the Judgegof the S%M-C@iﬁ é‘ Baltimore.City, at the Court House
in the said city, on the..._._. .. 3 ...................... day in.. @MMOA? ..... next, 1o testify for.... ...\ 5.

o Laa boalBBRn @ O, ok O

Hereof fail not at your peril, and have you then and there this writ.

- Witness the Honorable HENRY D. Harnawn, Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City,
the.... Re8 . day of? u/uj ...... in the yeangof our LordWﬂﬂred and nuyky Lrro....

IssuEep the....... "'1899-61'




7 Suw. CX.
SUMMONS

L, B 24—/—\1;‘32(1\‘[ THE— .
gﬁ@ﬂ@dgm of Baltimore City

vs.

'{R. {Pa/ugyut (V\mngu.ac]

Received the \3’/) " day of
' d rb_
, A AN '

and-forthwith /Ilellvered to SHERIFF of

/a;’ J{M N County.

Test

Attorney.



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR__ R ottowore. . ... COUNTY.
Li.a/wmﬁfmakw ................. )

County.

In Trstimony WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and affix the

crrrremerinn GOUNEY,

nineteen hundred Y‘/LM g

e(_Ciru it

Clerk of th Couyft for........ (ozmry




RECEIPTS FOR PROCESS.




[

|

!

. ]
)
e

“ ‘/ﬁr/m/\mw

/‘M atlo OO )@LL &%A&t

= LR Jf/vj:atf.)

gﬁ, Cc uéLLz. o, J%/C‘Og

)
/

==




. cm—— I —- . - <

e

"



he e Qg i
e i

ﬁmVa »Z ,\

A %““W

&(/( _ﬂ | Lt‘(
<« £ M | a4




4




e

CHARLES J.BONAPARTE,
ATTORNEY AT LAW,

216 ST.PAUL ST., BALTIMORE,
TELEPHONE 1712. Janmuary 29th, 1902,
an. Henry D, Harlan,
Chief Judge Supreme Beneh of paltimore City,

My dear Sir:-

I respectfully submit for the consideration of the Supreme
#ench a letter from Mr, Charles F, Harley relating to the disbarment
proceeding now pending against Mr, R, Brent Walling and a carbon of
my reply; these are hereto annexed and marked respectively "A" and "B",
The letter from me to whieh Mr, Harley refers is one filed as an exhibit
with Mr, Walling's Answer: for the convenience of the Judges I append a
copy marked "F", and, that it may be fully understood, copies of two
le tters from Mr, walling to me and one from me to Mr, Waling which pre-
ceded it in a somewhat prolonged correspondence; these are marked, in
order of date, "C", "D" and "E" respectively.

My letter of April 26th last indicated my opinion, not as to what

was Mr, Walling's duty under the cireumstances then exis ting, nor yet
zs to the legal rights of the parties who had consulted me, but as to
what action on his part would relieve me cof the very unpleasant duty of '
calling his conduct to the attention of the Supreme Bench, Had he then
acted upon the suggestions of my letter, I should have advised my clients
that they must seek any further redress to which they might deem them-
selves entitled through recourse to an ordinary suit at law: it is but
just to them, however, to say that they have always consistently af-
firmed to me the accuracy of the second paragraph of their petition:

"That the said R, Brent walling demanded, and was paid, the sum
of $§5,00 as a retainer in the said case, and also $2,00 to pay for a
certified copy of the aforesaid deed, and it was further understood and
agreed that he should receive no other or further compensation until the
conelusion of the said suit, when he was to be paid out of the proceeds

of the said property, which it was then expected and intended to have
sold."




CHARLES J.BONAPARTE,
ATTORNEY AT LAW,

216 ST. PAUL ST, BALTIMORE,
TELEPHONE 1712.

Yov will readily appreciate the personal gratification with which I
shall learn that the Supreme Bench considers Mr, Walling's present ac-
tion sufficient to justify the dismissal of the proceeding now pending
against him, should this be the view taken by the Court; and, holding
myself entirely subject to its orders in the premises, I remain, Sir,

yours very respectfully and truly,

" Flinnls f Brofoits




GCHARLES F. HARLEY,

110 ERST LEXINGTON ST.,

ATTORNEY AT LEAW,

BHLTIMORE, MD.

A

January 28,1902,

Dear Sir:-

Referring to the case of Frank and Gardner vs.Walling
before the Supreme Beﬁch,I beg leave to advise you that I have been
requested by Mr.Walling to represent his interests therein. I haveqpt
gone over the papers cursorilyj;and iﬁ seems at first glance to be a -
guestion of dispute as to the amount of a fee. Mr.Walling is charged
with having retained an excessive feej;and your clients have appealed to
the Supreme Bench,because they have no confidence in his ability to
pay in case his liability for any excess 1s determined,

On behalf of Mr.Walling,I wish to say that he is willing to pay
into your hands as a stake holder such sum as,in your judgment,is
excessive,to abide the result of any one of the following three pro-
rositions which may commend itself to your judgment: e~ ——
l.- Suit for the amount in a Court of competent jurisdiction.

2.- Arbitration at the hands of three men to be selected and paid in
the usual way. |

3e- Your own individual judgment in the premises after giving us a
hearing on the merits of Mr.Walling's claims.

As an evidence of Mr.Walling's good faith,I enclose certified check
for Ninety-Sever Dollars,the amount mentioned in your letter.

With best wishes,I have the honor to be
Your obedient servant,

Charles J.Bonaparte,Esq., Attorney for R.Brent afiing.

Counsellor-at-Law,
216 St.Paul st.




qij paltimore, Md., march 22nd, 1901,
Mr. Charles J. Bonaparté;-
Dear Sir:-
Although scarcely able, physically, to do so, I
shall endeavor to send you promised statement in the Gardner-Franks mat-
ter, 1 wcould preface my statement by saying that Mrs, Gardner urged me
a long time before I consented to take the case, and I finally did so
reluctantly, as previous observation and experience had led me to believe
that she is a very troublescme and dissatisfied person, always claiming
that another attorney and other parties had swindled her, I further re-
fused to take the case without the direct employment of the mother, 1
finally agreed to take the case with the express understanding that I

was to make asmuch out of the matter as I could, I demanded the pay-

ment of the first five dollars as an evidence of Mrs, Gardner's good

~faith, The two dollars she paid for the certified copy of deed used as

exhibit in case, Mrs, Franks and, of course, Mrs, Gardner with her were
about to be evieted from the property (as per notice which I have), when
I filed the proceedings to stop them, My object and purpose in this mat-"
ter was to keep the caseé from coming to an issue for as long a time as
possible, as T did not have a great deal of confidence in its final suc~-
cess; &and in the meantime Mrs, Frank and Gardner were enjoying the pro-
perty and Mrs, Prank was collecting anywhere from $40.00 to $60.00 per
month from sub-tenants while doing so., So it seemed to me that a master-
ly inactivity was the wisest poliey to pursue and the one I adopted.

The defendants tried to make me proceed, They finally filed a petition
for an injunction to step Mrs, PFrank from collecting the rents, but
finding that they had filed no bond, I advised my clients not to notice
the order served on them, Finally my di}atory tacties proved successful,

Expenseés accumulated on the property and Mrs, Wagner and her husband were

‘" beecoming liable for them without any collecticns coming in; so they fi-

nally agreed to deed back the property to Mrs, Franks if she would pay
off sufficient of the expenses to relieve the Wagners from more loss than

they claimed to have already suffered. After repeated dickering, Mr,



Ralph Robinson, who represented the owners, named a sum (five hundred
dollars), and a time limit of several dé&s to reise the money., This

was apparently satisfactory to my clients and they undertcok to raise the
money. Finally Mrs, Gardner said that they had arranged to raise the
money; what her mother lacked being supplied to & limited extent by her,
and the balance loaned hy a sister of Mrs, Franks., So I notified Mr,
Robinson that we were ready, prepared the deed for the transfer of the
property back to Mrs, Franks and gave it to the attorney for the defen-
dants to have executed. This he did. Then Mrs, Gardner came back and
said that they could not raise the amcunt, but she would give me what
she had with her ($383.00), and that 7 could see what I could do with
that. I worked with Mr, Robinson for abcut two weeks, and made various
precpositiocns to him, but cculd not get him to accept a less sum than
five hundred dollars, In the meantime, before Christmas, Mrs, Gardner
said she needed money for gocds for the holidays and she would like to
have scme back, alsc saying that she would pay back what she got from me.
She named forty dollars as the sum, and I gave it to her., When the ne-
gotiations with Mr, Robinson failed, i stated to my clients that, it be-
ing impossible to use the money for the payment of expenses on the pro-
perty, and all chance of making my fee cut of the property being gone,

I should retain the amount I had, as it was just about encugh to pay my
fee and costs, Mrs, Gardner was perfectly satisfied, Afterwards she
came to me and wanted more money, in fact, all I had in hand pretty
much, I calculated the trouble I had had and the time I had consumed

in the matter, and after deducting what I deemed a fair fee and the
costs, I sent her Tfifty dollars, which left me less than I originally
intended to charge. Finally she came again and demanded cne hundred
and fifty dellars more, so, in justice tommyself, I refused to pay

out any more, The papers in the case represent but a very fractional
part of the time, work and worry which the case has cost me, and I think
my fee is just and right., I did 211 my part in the case as agreed, but
the failure rests with my clients, Mr . Burnett e¢laims that Mrs., Gardner

is willing to aliow me a fee; I want no more than I am legally entitled
2



to, but though I would be glad tc aecept your opinion on other subjects,
I am net willing to have ycu detemmine arbitrarily the amount of my fee
when you eannct pessibly know the amount or extent of the work and ser-
vice rendered by me. If Mrs, Gardner feels agrieved, she has her remedy
in a suit at law, and T am perfectly willing tc abide by the decision of
a Court of law, but I do not think you should ask me to accept your deci-
sion as to the value of my services. I dc not mean any discourtesy to
you in making this statement, and hope you will so understand it. As to
the question of destitution mentioned in your letter, I would say that 1
fear you have been misinformed, as Mrs, Gardner has a stall in the
Lexi ngton Market, for which she has refused an offer of one thousand del-
lars, and from which she draws a rent of ten dollars & month and Mrs.
Franks has two houses.
I give below 2 statement of my claim and account,
- Yours respectfully,
R. Brent walling.

R. Prent walling in acct. with Mina Frank and l.ena Gardner,

ar,
To amcunt placed in my hands to the credit of the case of
Frank vs. Wagner $383.00
received from Mrs. Gardner 10.00
4393.00
cr,
To fee for professional services in said case $200.00
Te costs in case 50.00
Tc professional services and adviee rendered Mrs.
Gra dner personally 50.00
To amount returned to Mrs, Gardner 90.00
$390.00

Ralance due $3.00

This is a2 reduced amount,

g




}; »Z/ April 9th, 1901,

#228 st, Paul Street, City,

R. Prent walling Fsa,,

- My dear Sir:-

I have examined with some care the circumstances connected
with Mrs, Gardner's and Mrs, Frank's claim against you, and I regret to
find that in several respects the version given in your last letter to
me is very seriously inconsistent with the results of this investigation,
You c¢laim in this letter a credit of $50.00 for the costs of the cause:
these costs, however, have not been paid; they had not even been taxed
until Mr. Burnett caused this to be done, and they amount to only $30.00.
The correspondence hetween Mr, Ralph Robinson and yourself seems also
at variance with what you say in this letter, and yet more so with what I
understand you stated verbally to Mr. Burnett, These discrepancies are
the more regrettable becaﬁlo of the entire difference of recollection
between your former clients and yourself as to other very material cir-
cumstanees; and I write now to express the very earnest hope that you may
be able to make them such aAprbpcsition'as will reove, in the view of
any impartial person, their grounds of complaint against you, 1 leave
the City tonight to be absent until Saturday. I trust that when ; return
I shall find that the affair has been so adjusted as to relieve me of
the necessity of any further action in connection with it, and I re-
main, Sir,

yours very respectfully and truly,

Dictated, Charles J. Bonaparte,



April 26th, 1902,
R, Brent walling Esqi,
#228 st , Paul Street, City,

s

My dear Sir:- - e i it ..ﬂ
B E ‘since T “!!‘!1 nuz-’d ﬁ'ﬁ you I ‘have been emunuomly engaged in

Court during all the busi ness part of each day, and my afternoons havo

bo’? unavoidably devoted to matters which admitted of no del
hoiiver, given careful ccnsideration to all the circumstances a
on#he subject matter of our correspondéence, and, in reply to y r r04}/

quest fer suggestions loocking to a satisfactory settlement, I v re g’
tozilpross the hcpe that you will, with as little delay &s p ss%: Zg %{’
paj;fhe costs for which you elaim allowance in the memorandum which B
yo ﬂ;}rni shed me, and place at Mrs, Gardner's disposal the balange re<’ %

maining in your hands, after deducting a fee of $150,00 for your ser- 1
i unu, nm“d to her mother and herself in w recent m,' T

e 1] = - S

I mnkc this suggcstlon to you by way of advice and as a member of our

{ common profession cof somewhat greater experience than yourself, and do
not complicate the question by any reference to pcssible consequences
of your failure to adopt it, To be entirely candid, however, I must ad-
mit that T am somewhat personally anxious that ycu should be willing to
act upon it, since T will thus be relieved from a very unpleasant duty,
I remain, my dear Sir,
yours very respectfully and truly,
; Dictated, Charles J. Ronaparte,



