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STATS OP ML. TO TEE USE Oi1 

CLARENCE OVERTON 

vs 

HARRY BROOKS 

IN THE BALTO. CITY COURT 

OF 

BALTIMORE CITY. 

rIhe S t a t e of Maryland f o r t h e u s e of C l a r e n c e Over

ton by J . S t e w a r d Davis h i s A t t o r n e y sues H a r r y Brooks i n t r e s 

p a s s f o r t h a t t h e s a i d C l a r e n c e Over ton i s t h e f a t h e r of C l a r i c e 

Ove r ton ( d e c e a s e d ) a f ema le i n f a n t , t h a t on o r abou t CD day of 

Oc tobe r i n t h e y e a r 1 9 2 1 , t h e s a i d d e f e n d a n t H a r r y Brooks w h i l e 

d r i v i n g a g a s o l i n e p r o p e l l e d a u t o m o b i l e , i n n no WW*einj d i r e c t i o n 

on E a s t Madison S t . i n B a l t i m o r e C i t y , d i d n e g l i g e n t l y and c a r e -

l e s s l y d r i v e a f o r e m e n t i o n e d a u t o m o b i l e so t h a t t he s a i d au tomob i l e 

d i d v i o l e n t l y s t r i k e and knock down t h e a f o r e r n e n t i o n e d C l a r i c e 

O v e r t o n ( d e c e a s e d ) . To h e r g r e a t p h y s i c a l damage, t h a t t h e a f o r e 

s a i d C l a r i c e Over ton d i e d a s a r e s u l t of i n j u r i e s r e c e i v e d b e 

c a u s e b e i n g s t r u c k by d e f e n d a n t s ' c a r . The s a i d p l a i n t i f f s ays 

t h e i n j u r i e s to t h e s a i d p l a i n t i f f ' s i n f a n t d a u g h t e r C l a r i c e 0 -

v e r t o n ( d e c e a s e d ) which i n j u r i e s r e s u l t e d i n t h e d e a t h of t h e a -

f o r e s a i d C l a r i c e O v e r t o n ( d e c e a s e d ) were d i r e c t l y caused by t h e 

n e g l i g e n c e and want of c a r e of t h e d e f e n d a n t and w i t h o u t n e g l i 

gence o r want of c a r e on t h e p a r t of t h e a f o r e s a i d C l a r i c e Over-

t o n ( d e c e a s e d ) t h e r e u n t o c o n t r i b u t i n g : and t h a t t h e p l a i n t i f f 

h a s been p e r m a n e n t l y d e p r i v e d of t h e s e r v i c e s of h i s i n f a n t daugh 

t e r ( d e c e a s e d ) . 

WHEREFORE t h e p l a i n t i f f c l a i m S t e n t housand ( $ 1 0 , 0 0 0 ) 

d o l l a r s damages, t h e r e f o r e . 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF. 



STATE OE MARYLAND TO THE USE OE 

CLARENCE OVERTON 

VS 

HARRY BROOKS 

IN THE BALTO. CITY COURT 

OE 

BALTIMORE CITY. 

THE PLAINTIFF ELECTS TO HAVE THE ABOVE CASE TRIED 

BEEORE A JURY, 

ATTORNEY EOR PLAINTIFF, 



SXAH Of MD. XO THS USB OJ>' 
CLARBHCS QVh.ih. 

VS 

HARRY BROOxvii 

ALXO. CITY COURT 

OF 

BALTMOR ! CITY. 

3heyS'tate of Maryland for the use of Clarence Over

ton by « .Steward Davie h i t at torney sues Harry Brooks in. t r e s 

pass for that the Mid Clarence Overton i s the father of Clarice 

Overtcn(deoeesed) a female in fan t , that on or about (o daj of 

October in the y«nr 1921, the said defend arr;/ Brooke ifclle 

driving a gasoline propelled automobil6 , in a ••s5***±«Sy direct ion 

or> Bast Madison St . in Baltimore City did negl igent ly -aid care

l e s s l y drive aforementioned automobile ao that the said automobile 

did violent ly s t r i k e and knook doen the aforementioned Clarice 

Overton( deceased). To her tfreat physical damage, that the afore* 

ssaii Glariee Overton died aa a r e s u l t of in jur ies received be* 

oauae o»i3ia struck by ief andante' oar . The said p l a i n t i f f says 

the in ju r i e s to fcbe said p la in t i f f*a infant daughter Clarice 0-

vertonideceased) a-hich in ju r ies resul ted in the death af the a-

foreeaid Clarice Overton(deoeased) vera d i r ec t ly aused by the 

negligence and sent of eare of fehfl tin ant and •. i thout negli* 

genoe or want of care on the par t of the aforeeaid C&arioe uver-

ton(deceaee4j thereunto cont r ibut ing: and that the p l a i n t i f f 

has been permanently deprived of the services of hla infant daugh 

ter( deoeaeedj • 

Y]T„LRi;;F0Ra the p l a i n t i f f oleiffl ten thousand ($10,000) 

do l la rs damages ( therefore. 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAIWxlFF. 
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Return Day, 19 No. 

Notice to the person summoned : — 

You have been summoned to appear in The Baltimore City Court 

NOV * 1921 
the second Monday of ._.., 19 

Personal attendance in Court on the day named is not required; but 

unless within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal 

defence is made to the above mentioned suit, a judgment by default 

may be entered against you. 



No 

; i, 

alti 

E. D. 192/ 

Baltimore" City Court. 

vs. 

..C*rr. 

WRIT OF SUMMONS 

Cop^> of Nar and-Noticc ttrpfead— 

within to be served on defendant. 

/ 

Filed. 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

n*A. 

day of.. 

IL 

T 

— 



WRIT OF SUMMONS 

STATE OF MARYLAND 
BALTIMORE CITY, To wit 

To the Sheriff of Baltimore City, Greeting: 

You are commanded to summon 

of Baltimore City, to appear before the Baltimore City Court, to be held at the Court House in the same 

iMttCu city, on the second Monday of. 

suit of. Qx 

V 

..next, to answer an action at the 

<z? ^rj^zu*^^ 

and have you then and there this writ. 

WWrxisa the Honorable 

A3' 

]AMM3 p. GORTER 
[ Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore 

City, the I.S.J.. day of.. 

/f Issued the /-.£ day of ,......, Lgk&£.. 

192 / 

in the year 192 I 

<.. Clerk. 
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Order for Appearance. 



vs. 

Baltimore City Court. 
•Jio. *Jieturn S)ay 792 

MR. CLERK : Enter i^zj^^l^L.....appearance for the 

•-iC^<^h(S^~^^r^^ in this case. d 
^ / ^ X ^ ^ Attorney. 

Filed || |!£iflJ922 192 


