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greater and more irreversble injury, unlesgs this Court
intervenes to remove the eloud of snch recorded in-trument,

from their aforemzntioned ownec properties,

.-ﬂm/l"ﬁ:-— Bdalbl:~ That your Orators are without redress at law or in sny other

Q

nanmer, unless this Court intervenee, and by its cree, armuls

or avoide such instrument, as affecting the title to szid
mentioned premises, 108, 1124, 1126, 1128 and 1130 ', Franklin

FREPGE, Your Qrators pray:-

1, Thet this Honorable Court may by dececree, declsare thot the

premises, os, 1124, 1126, 1128 and 1130 W, Frenklin St.,

pesr to have the purpoze of such recorded instrument to
snbject it.
'That your Orators may have such further and other relief

as their case may require.

May it ple=zse Your Lonor to grent unto your Orators, the writ of

subpoens directed to the sbove named defendants, all recident in

-

more City, directine =né co.msnding them, «nd eceh of them, to

(o

be =nd gppear in this Court on come cerfain day to be named therein,
and to =snswer the premises, and to cbide by =2ri to perform such decree
& mg) be passe’ herein,

ind, in duty, é&ce

Salr. for Complaiy




. /‘ & .-'f?
Jlaua (2 Yo/ 24
a f



IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT #2
OF BALTIIICRE CIT

3H] 7T

DORA MYLANDER, bt 77 7
Vs

LOUIS GROSSMAN, et al

ANSWEE

to
Mr. Clerk:-
) 4 | .PLB&B? fi_.le, etc.

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW [ ‘-'-'

S41 EQUITABLE BUILDING




Dora Mylander

Florence lMylander

Anna Faust

William P. Mylander

August C. Mylander

Kate E. Mylander
and

Waliter C. Mylander

- s

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT #2

Complainants.

vs OF
Louis Grossman and :
Lena Grossman, his wife BALTIMORE CITY
and

George He. Mueller and

Ethel P, llueller, his wife
and

Carl Kretzler and :

Mary Kretzler, his wife. :

T0 THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your respondents, George H, Mueller and Ethel P. Mueller,
his wife, and Rxxkxx¥xxiximxxxxs Mary Kretzler, mxxxwkfex answering the
Bill of Complaint filed in this case, for themselves and for no one
else, respectfully show unto Your Honor:

First.

Answering the first paragraph of said Bill of
Complaint, your respondents say:~ That they admit that during the
latter part of the year 1924 and the early part of the year 1925 they
signed an agreement,including other property owners in the MO0 Dblock
West PFranklin Street, in the City of Baltimore, State of Maryland, of
their own free will, as did the other signers of the said agreement, and
not at the solicitation of Mrs. Young or any one else. Said agreement
was to bind the said owners not to sell or lease or rent the properties
in that block to colored peoples.

That your respondents, George H. Mueller and Ethel
P. llueller, his wife, admit that they own the property No. 1125 West
Franklin Street, and that your respondents, farixEretediexxzxd lMary
Kretzler, mxxxwisex adnit that they own the property No. 1116 West
Franklin Street.

Your respondents deny that the owners of all the

property in the 1100 block West Franklin Street are too numerous to be

- -



made parties hereto, as they are known to the complainants or their
names and addresses can be secured with reasonable dillgence.and without
extreQrdinary effort. And your respondents further aver that the
nature of the other case mentioned in the Bill of Complaint filed in
this cause does not and should not control in this case, as the matters
to be considered by this Honorable Court in both suits are not identical,
will not have the same effect and should not be considered as oOne. And
furthermore, that some of the defendants in the vther case mentioned
herein allowed decrees pro confesso to be entered ggainst them and other
defendants employed ccunsel and contested the claim of the claimants in
the other case.
Second.

Your respondents, answering the second paragraph
of the Bill of Complaint filed herein, deny that the instrument so
originally signed by the property owners was materially altered, changed
and added to and subtracted from and that the signatures from one
document were transferred to another after such alleged alteration,
change and additions and subtractions so as to alter the agreement and
make it a different instrument of writing from that recorded as the act
and deed of the parties thereto. It is admitted by your respondents
that the instrument of agreement between the property owners in the 1100
block West Franklin Street vears date of February 16, 1925 and is recorded
among the Land Records of Baltimore City in Liber S.C.L. No. 4368, Folio
147, etcs. and is filed as Exhibit No. 2 in the case filed by the All
Saint's Bvangelical lutheran Church against these same defencants and
others, but they deny that there was any stipulation made in open court
in the said named case that may be used in the proceedings now filed,

as no such proceedings were contemplated at that time by the parties.

 Third.
Answering the third paragraph of the Bill of
Complaint filed nerein, your respondents deny the statements made in
said paragraph, but on the contrary aver that the paper signed by
Walter C. Mylander, as attorney for himself and for the other petitioners

in this case, was the original and only paper signed by him or by any of

—2-



the other property owners in the 1100 block Wea£ Franklin Street and
that the acknowledgments were properly taken before a Notary Public.
Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of said bill of
Complaint, your respondents deny that Walter C. Mylander, as attorney
for all your orators, was misled by any misrepresentations and false-
hoods and that he was fully informed as to the terms of the agreement
and as to the parties interested. And your respondents further
allege that the identical agreement signed, acknowledged and recorded
and filed in the cause of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran Church
wes from time to time in his posgssession and that he paid & pro rata
share of John Hessey, Esqge,'s fee.
Fifth.
Answering the fifth paragraph of sazid Bill of
Complaint, your respondents deny that at the time that Walter C.
Mylander signed such a written instrument that the same was to be
rewritten awnd the actual signatures of all the parties thereto taken
in person or in duly autnorized wmanner. No other agreement was
understocd to have been drawn up and that the one actually signed and
filed was the only agreement.
Sixth.
Answering the sixth paragraph of said Bill of
Complaint, your respondents deny that there was any change in the
neighborhood supposedly covered by such an instrument and that the
agreement executed was the result of the meeting of minds of the
parties thereto.
Seventh.
Answering the seventh paragraph of the Bill orf
Complaint, your respondents say thet if the petitioners have been
advi sed that under the circumstances herein they are entitled to have
such instrument as recorded set aside and annulled, such advice 1is
misleading, and it would work mischief until the rights of the parties
are decided by this Honoraole Court.

Bighth.

Answering the eighth paragr:ph of the Bill of

- -



Complaint, your respondents say that if the petitioners have suffered
damage and injury through the existence of the agreement they entered
into that the other sign ers have likewise been damaged, but your
respondents aver tnat the petitioners in this case, as well as all

the other signers, have been protected and benefitted by the agreemente

Nintn.

Answering the ninth peragraph of said Bill of
Complaint, your respondents neitner adwmit nor deny the allegations
mede therein, but must, in justice c¢f tnemselves, demand strict proof
0f samee

Having tully answered a&ll the parageaphs of said

Bill of Complaint, your respondents pray that tney may be dismissed

Witn coOsStse.

And as in duty bound, etce

rﬁG?/ for Respondentss”

\




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIIICRE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ) ~ day

of ;éCgsgcmﬂbea pr y 19246, before umue, the subscriber, a
Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and tfor the City of
Baltimore, aforesaid, personally apieared George H. Mueller and
BEthel P. llueller, his wife, and ?@gﬁ;i!niixnxxmwﬂ:Mary Kretzler,
gim‘:ﬁg;xthe respondents in the within matter, and made oath in
due rorm of law that the matters and facts set forth in the
foregoing petition are true and boua fide to the best of their

knowledge, informaiion end bvelief.

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal.

’\I(?\: Y , ’)\i/ -~
ame&e Ay OB O
V) Totary Tublic j .
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[DECREE PRO CONFESSO0]

%M Circuit Court No. 2

BALTIMORE CITY

44@._:( %
ywsde 29 OFF

———— Naving been duly

'gzru;a
The Defendanté}\_a:z:é_.____a_d‘_«_s_.-&__ N e >

summoned (el omstmieaiian) 0 appear to the Bill of Complaint and having failed to
appear thereto, according to the exigency of the writg(enisebedesy .

Th

27" Ao
It is thereupon this __7_ day of. Qﬂ—,....@.._,, , in the year of nineteen hundred

- A
and_ M%by the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED

that the complainant is entitled to relief in the premises, and ?ljlat the Bill of Complaint be and is hereby
+ é"ﬂ"——)\

taken pro confesso against said defenganti
,22, M\k 7 a_, R ,

< @A_Q /gﬂ-d'ya—w-.\_‘-é..‘a ‘l‘"'tr’,

But because it doth not certainly appear to what relief the plaintiff is entitled, it is further ADJUDGED

and ORDERED, that one of the Examiners of this Court take testimony to support the allegations of the

Rk __ f/f/g_, W
/

- Sid —
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IN THE
CIRCUIT COu RT No. 2 of
BALTIMORE CITY

b¥?]
o . 140

Complainants

Vs

LOUIS GROSSMAN, et al,
Defendants

PETITLON &ND ORDER

Mr, Clerk:=
Please file, &c.,

MYLANDER & PATZ
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
410-416 MoRrrRi2 BUILDING
BALTIMORE, MD.

B Ll [

THE DAILY RECORD CO., BALTIMORAE MD
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DORA MYLANDER, et al,

IN THE
3
vs CIRCUIT COURT ©No., 2 OF
LOUIS GROSSMAN, et al, BALTIMORE CITY
32/A
#* R S
o AR e i e e B "_f/f"‘

PETITION

TO THE HONORABLE, ELI FRANK, THE JUDGE OF THE SALD COURT:-
The petition of the above named Complainants, respectfully shows:=-

1le That prior to the institution of the above entitled case,
an action, similar in its character, scope and effect, and
in the precise relief sought, was filed in this Court, by
All Saints Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City,
against your petitioners, and others, as defendants; that
said cause, is entitled:- All Saints Evangelical TLutheran
Church of Baltimore City, Complainant versus George H. Ahrling,
et al, defendants, and appears in docket 38 A follo 148, &c.,
of this Court,

2. That after the filing of such latter cause, and before the
institution of the above case, answers were filed by the
def endants in the latter case (and Decrees Pro Confessox
teken agailnst those not so answering) by your petitioners
and others, and the case proceeded to hearing, during the
course of whi ch, the proceedings were, by agreement, in-
terrupted, to permit the filing of the above case, with
the understanding that upon such filing, both xxmx cases
would thereafter, proceed, by way of consdlidation, with
the hearing,

Se That all of the defendants in the above entitled cause,
have answered, except those, against whom Decrees Pro Con=
fesso have been taken, and the above case, seeks the-same £1- "0, .
relief, sought by the prior case, hereinabove mentioned,

4, That your petitioners beliew it proper to consolidate the
two cases, that they may at once, proceed with the hearing,
and submit the two cases, for such Order or Decree as may be
seen fit to pass herein and thereinm,

Wherefore, your petitioners paxy pray the passage of an Order herein,
authorizing sguch constlidatien, and directing that henceforth
proceedings in such consolidated case, shall xffxmkx affeet
both cases, as if ha each thepeof,

"Solicitory for fTetftioners

WE, the undersigned, representing various of the parties, named in the
proceedeings mentioned above, do hereby consent to the passage of such

and Order of Consolidation %{Solicito f‘or/zh x?as_t.in/g original defdt:
A '

having assented in open Coﬁrt.




SPox =MD APOREGOTRG DeTETOR adl Assm'fs, 1t 1s hereupon this 3,’»' oy 2

December, 1929, ORDERED by THE CIRCUIT COURT NO, 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY, é
that the above entitled case, be and it is hereby consolidated with the E
case herein depending, entitled:- All Saints Evangelical TLutheran Church

of Baltimore City, Complainant versus George D, Ahrling, et al, defendants
(Docket 38 A folio 148, &c.,) to the end that henceforth proceedings shalli'
be conducbed as if sald cases had originally been filed herein as one

case; and it is further Ordered that such consolidated cases, shall be

f
LT T | 7 j
[

proceeded with, at once,
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eligal Tutheran Jnurch

All Seaint's Zvang
City, & Dbody corvorats.

of Baltimore
VS.

)
)
I
)
|
)
)
. George D. Akrling, )
Bowa Ahrling, )
. Marie ¥F. Buckley, )
dorn S. Jsssell, )
sarrcllton lTand zud Toan )
Agsgociation, a body corporate, )
g Albert R. Jlourad, )
. Mary Jourad, )
Agnes R. Dowd, )
- actherine Dowd, )
. ILoretta Dowd, )
Mury 4. Dowd, )
Nora Doyle, )
sgernard J. Doyle, )
James . Duggan, )
Johu . Buzgan, )
Marie G. Duggen, )
Anne Paust, J
clinton J. Freeburger, )
Klizabeth R. Freesburger, ]
Herbert H. Frecburger, )
Mary L. Fre-burger, )
Touis Fresdusan, )
Josevhine ¥. Frisky, )
Joseprh M. Garlasch, )
Tena Gordoen, )
Benjamin Gordon, )
Tena Grossmen, j
Tovld  Grossupan, ]
Joseph A. Guanther, )
Regina 2. Gunther, }
Thnomas Harsiness, )
George Helderuarn, ]
sLatnerinsg Helderuan, J
Jouis Lhouscuzn, :
Fannie dousewan,
innie 3. Jeffers,
Joint Stosk association of the
National CGrder of sullilean
Pisnermua, & body corporaie,
varl aretzler,
Mary 1. Lretzler,
Rose wolodner,
Michael W. TLeary,
nana L. Leaty,
Wm. He. Leonhuuser,
Rachel Leonhauser,
Loyal Building Asscciation,
& body soroorate,
George x. nusllcr,
Zthel r. .ueller,
August C. Lylander,
Florence Uiy lander .
Kute B pylunder,
Millurd C. day lander =
Walter C. liylander,
William F. Ilylender,

TN H
LN LHa
[ o T | =y 1 = W )
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!
Catherine S. Plitt, )
Real Hstate Irust Jouwpuny, )
a bﬂdy Ltﬂ“ J--.»EL: }
Frederic« J. oS¢ UL )
nﬂLuOhJ bu“ﬁlthult. )
atherine Scholtnolt, )
ﬁllen Jd. Sheckells, )
W, Mdertin Tiusnus, )
clearg &« Tlmsnusg, )
dugc Veber, )
Phillipine ‘eber J
"To the Honorable, the Judge of the suid Jourt.
Your (Crator, All Saint's Jvangelical Luthneran JShurch of
Beltimore City, & body corporate, by Henry Vogt its Lttorney, com-
plaining say:-
FMirst. Thot A1l Saint's Zvangelical Tutheraa Jhurch of

Beltimore City, a body corporate, has succeeded to all the property and

rights of Concordia Hvangelical Tutheran ngregation of Baltimore Jity,
e body acrporatef by Comnsclidation of suid corporations the Jertificate

or Flan of Consoglidation having been heretofore recdorded aong the

Charter Records of the Superior Jourt of Baltimore ity on the 21st day of
December, 19<8 in ’Jharter Records S. J. L. 115, folio 351 said Certifisute
of Comnsolidation being filed herewith as a part hereof and is marzed
Uouplainants Hxhibit Lo« 1.

Second. That the said Joncordia Avangelical Tutheran Jongrega-
tion of bultimore City ou or about the 16th day of february, 1925 owned
fee simple prorerties 1104-11C6-1108-1110 znd 1112 West Franklin 3treset in
the City of Baltimore (wnich provertiss devolved ucon your uratocr by
virtue of suid comnsolidatlion) and that the Presideut and 3Secreiary of
dvangelical Lutheran Jongregation of Bultimore Jity executed
without authority so to do with certain of the def:z2ndants then owning
be the owners of various other propsrtiss Kuown-us naabers
1100-1102-1114-1116-1118-1120-1122-1124-1126-1123-1150-1101-1105-1105-1107-

1109-12111-1117-1119-1121-11% 165=-1127-11.29-1121-11383=-"1.55=-1157-1158-1141-

1145-und 1145 Nest Frunklin 3treet on the narth ond south 3ides of the




sf wnizh & certified copy is _
110C block of West frauklin sStreet, the pretended wgre:zuentvfherewith riled,

H,
'—l-

marked Cowplainants Zxnibit No. & and wanieh is prayed to be taken as a

part nereof, pnretendinmg to restrict Ior « period or len yeurs in: properties
therein wentioned to the occupation only cither iu wnole or in part by

persons other than of African descent, &s will more Tully upvear by re-

ference to said Zxhibit lio. 2.

Thirad. Your Qrator, avers tnat the aforesaid pretended ugree-
ment purparis to be executea by Rev. Henry B. Young, lastor und President
of Concordia Hvangelical Tutheran Congregation and Lilton 0. Storm,
Secretary, therseof but that neither of them nhad any anthority to exzcute
this instrument of writiag on behalf of said body corporate or the Con-
gregution and Jouncil ther2of, nor!wus aayone authorized bky=tirem to suter
intc this preccuded agreeudert on behalf of the Jhurch und that taoe Jon-
gregation and Council thersof have had no <nowledge whatever taat said
pretended ugreeument nad besn exacuted by the said ev. Heary B. Young,
Pastor and Sresident arnd iilton 0. Storm, Secrauary until recently
advised within the lust three wonths and that neither the Jouuncil uor
Congregation neve ratified the uction of ite 2Zustor and Zecratary in
signing said pcretended wgre-ument, but on the other hand have renocunced and
disaffirued the saws wnd nave authorized the filing of this Bill of
Cowplaint for the purccse of declaring said preteunded agreement o« nullity
&8 to said cCoucordia Bveugelicul Lulheran Cougreguation of Baltimore Jiuy,
& body corporate, und its successor the All Seint’s svangelicual Lulneran

Church of Baltimore Jity, o body corporate.

Fourth. That the defendants Louls Houseman and Funnie House-
men hgye received a conveyance o pronerty 11C0 West FPraunklin 3treet teo —d

them frow Tson 3chiff and Psunnie 3chiff since Lus ex=acutiosn of the said
rretended agreement ucs aforesaid znd conveyances have be:a wade to Uthe
fellowing defendunts since the execution of 3aid ugrecement:- To William
He Teouanauser und Rachel Tesphauser from 3Igther Bloek - property 1105 W.
Franklin Strest; to fredericks J. Scott ifrow Zllen J. 3hecsslls - property
1107 W. Erun;]in street and a worigage thereon execsuted by Fredsrick v.

O




b

So0tt to the Joint Sloex Asszoalation of the Kationsl Order of Gallilean
¥ishnerman, & body corporule,; to Josapn #. cerluca, Iroa wary Jortking-
ton of property Lio. 11x0 W. Franklin Street und that Joseph ¥. Gerlach

has executed & wort age taereon o Ioyul suilding issociution, u body
corporute; and property lio. 1162 West Franklin 3treset is still owned by
the defendants lora Doyle and pernard J. Doyle us mentioned in suid agree-
ment; 1114 West frunklin Strest by the defeuduants, Tena Gordon «ud Ben-
jemin Gordon wno ucquired their (itle by wesne coaveyances undsr o
mortpage foreclosurs sule winich mortguge nad been ex:cuted prior vo the
recordation of said ugreement and psople of African dessent now occuny
gaid procerty; properties 1122-1135 and 1137 Vest Frunglin Strist are now
owned jointly by the defendants Mary T. ?reeburger,-ﬂlizabeth R. M'roe-
burger, Herbert H. Freseburger, Clinton J. Frseburger und larie P. Buckley;
the defendants Joseph A. Gunther und Regine #. Guather, nlisz wife, are now
the owners of 1101 West Pranilin Stireat and the defendant the Jarrollton
Tand snd Toun Association of Bullimore Jity, a body corporube, holds a
“mort cge thercon; the defendunts George D. anrling and summa P. Aarling

afé now the owners of 1104 Wesl Frunglin Sureast; that Lns defendant

mllen J. Shecgells is now the owner or 1llg9Y JVest fran<lin Sireet, that
defendants uury 4. Dowd, Jignes R. Dowd, Catherine Dowd, wud Toretta Dowd
are now the Jjoint owners ci property 110Y Nest Hran«lin Strest; laal
defendunts Hugo Veber and chilippine \leber are uow the owusrs of 1111

West PFrenglin Streciu; defendunt Thowes Hardness of 1117 Wesi Aranglin Jtreed
and defendants John F. Duggan, Jawes F. Duggan and sarie @. Duggail are inow
the joint owners of 1121 VWest Frunklin Street; that defendunts Jatherine
S. Plitt, Josephine P. FPrisi{y und John S. lassell are now ivhe joint owners
Company, 2 body corporate, now hclds & mortgagze ther:on; that the de-
fendant Rose ..olodner is now the owner af 1131 West Tranklin Street that
the dsfenrndants Albert R. Jourad and Mary Sonrad now own 1135 West Franklin
Street; that the defendants W, Martin Timanas zsnd Slara E. Tiuwanus now

-

own 1139 West Franklin 3treei; the defendanis G2orge deidoraan and

4.



d@therine Heiderwan are now the owners of 1141 est Pranxklin Street;
defendunts Lenua Grosswun and L. Grossman are tha owners of 1145 Jjest
Franglin Strest; thet the defendants Jarl .reuadler aud .ary w.retzler ure
the owners of 1118 des8t Fran&lin Street; and the defendunts, .ichael W.
leary and Nuna Leary, his wife, are ithe owners of 1116 Jest Frunklin 3Street
the defendunt Louis Freedmau is now the owner of 1119 Wesl Frunklin Jireet;
and derepdants George H. iueller cnd Atnel 2. uuellsr ars ivhe owuers of
1126 West Frunklin Street; that defendants Anthomy Scholtnolt aud Jatherine
Seholtnolt are the owners of 1127 West Fraunklin Jtrest; thut defendunt
innie . Jeffers who executsd gaid pretendad agrezment now hus a life
estate in 1145 West Franklin 3treet; and the defendants Walter C. iiylander,
William F. uylandsr, August 3. lylander, Late 3. iylander, Mlorence Hy-
lander, Millard C. lfylander and Anns Paust are now the joint owners of
1124-1186-1128 and 1130 West Franklin 3tre:t.

Fifth. That your Orator is advised that the aforesald prestended
agreement as recorded constitutes a ¢loud on the title to said oroperties
which it owne nos. 1104-1106-11068-1110 2nd 1112 Yest FPranklin 3treet,in
that said éérgement purports to-rcsu}ict tﬁe use or occupancy of suid
-properties by persous olher than those of Africuan descent uand that said
110C block West Frenklin Street is now occupised by colored people with
respect to four nouses thersin and it is in 2 aeignbornoocd which is largely
colored or at least mixed with both white and c¢olored resideuts.

To the znd therefore.

1. That gaid pretended agrecuent or iastruaent of writing
purporting to have be u mzde und executed on the 16th day of Hebruary, 1925
and recorded amnsng the land regords of Beltimore UJitly in TLiber 3. J. L.
No. 4358, folio 147, etc., may be annuled snd set aside by the decree of
this Honorable Jourt as to the swid Joncerdia dvangelical Tutheran Con-
gregaticn of Baltimore Jity, & body corporave, now All Saint's Jvangeliocal
Tutharan Jhurch of Baltiuore Jity, a body corporatse.

& That your Jrator may be grunted such other and further
relief as the nuture of its cuse wmay raquire.

May it please your Houor Lo grant unto your Uralor the stales



writ of subpeona directed against the defendants Georgs D. Ahrling and
Bmma Ahrling at 836 Brinkwood Road; Marie ®. Buckley, BElizabeth R.
Preeburger, Jlinton J. Fresburger, Herbert H. Freeburger and liary T.
Freeburger residing at 1908 Park Avenue; Albert R. Conrad and lMary A.
Conrad at 11355 West Franklin 3Street; Agnes R. Dowd, satherine Dowd,
Loretta Dowd and Mary B. Dowd residing at 1109 West Fraunklin Street;
Kora Doyle and Bernard J. Doyle at 1102 West Franklin Streev; James 2.
Duggan, John F. Duggan and Marie G. Duggan at 1121 West Franglin 3treet;
Touis Freedman at 1119 West Franklin Street; Josephine ¥. Frisky, c¢/o
Archers Jasundry, lorth west cormer of Fayette and 3triccer Streets;
Joseph F. Gerlach, 1919 Cedric Road; ILena Gordon and Senjamin Gordon,

at 409 S. Bond Street; Louis Grossman at 1145 West Fruuklin 3treet;

and Rose Xolodner now known as Rose Grossman at 1145 West Franklin 3treet
or 3607 Virginia Avenue; Joseph A. Gunther and Regina E. Gunther at

1913 Chelsea Road; Thomas Harizness at 1117 West Franklin Street; George
Heiderman and Latherine Helderman at 1141 West franklin Strest; Touils

Houseman and Pannie Houssuan, at 110. West

B WU NS o W d

Pranclin 3treet; annie C.
Jaffers at 3427 Edmondson Avenue; Carl Aretélar and Mary B. aretzler at
1118 West Franklin Street; Ifichasl W. Teary and Nana L. Ieary at 1116
West Franklin Street; Williauw H. Teomhauser and Rachel Teonhauser ut
1106 West Framklin Street; George H. ludller and Bthel 2. linellar at
1125 West Pranglin Street; Jatherine 3. 21itt at 4700 Amberley Avenue;
Frederick J. Scott at 2425 ucelulloh Streetl; Anthony Scholtholt and
Catherine 8choltnolt at 1127 West Frauklin Street; Ellen J. 3Sheckells

at 2213 North Charles Street; Lugo Webdr und Philippine Weber at 1111
West Pranglin Street; anpa waust, August C. lylander, Florence ifylandar,
Kate E. Mylander, Millard C. Mylander and William F. liylander all in
TWaTEeF UL Wylander) 210 NGTPrIs Building; Walter O. lylander, 410
Morris Building; Carrollton Tand and Loan Assdclation, & body corporate,
its President being August Opel 35140 Ieeds 3treet; Real istate Trust
Company, & body vorporste, liilton Roberts being its President at 1101
Nerth Charles Street; Loyal Building Association, & body corporate,

James 1. Sturgeon being its rresideunt at 2021 The Alawmeda; John S.




Cassell, residing at i We Martlna limanus

and Clara E. Qlmanus regiding at : The Joint Stock
Association of tne National Order of Gdllilean Fishermen, & body corporate,
at 409 West biddle Street; comuwanding thew and each of them to be and
aprear in this Honorable Court on sowe certain day to be nauwed therein

and after the Bill of Complaint of the said All Saint's Bvangelical

Tutheran Chureh of Baltimore.Jity, w body corporate, und abide by andé ——wmn

perform such decree as may be passed in the premises.
' And &s in duty bound.
All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran

church of Baltimore City, a
body corporate, by

7 Ty
.«--MW— waMEREE. L)

Vice-President

_———- ——— = = —

compladinant

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALITINMORE, to wit:-

~...X HEREBY CRRTIFY, That GEJEQﬁEm__ézggf-ﬁ Aey -of January, in the
year one thousand nine hundred sud twenty-nine, vefore me the subscriber,
a Notary Public of the State of lMaryland in and for the City of
Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared Frang W. Jarman, Vige-President
of All Saint's Evangelical Iutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body
corporate, the complainant named in the afaoregoing Bill of Complaint

and he made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts set forth

in the aforegoing Bill of Complaint are trus to the best of his «nowledge,

Fal

information and belief. o

/

As Witness my hand und Lotarial Seal. | k_?gflu;zizzxzjg?-
Notary Public. :

+ '
i el SN e S

.Jl“&m___,
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" In .the S g
Cireuit Jourt No.. 2 -
og; Baltimore City. \5-/5 _

411 Saints ivengelical T
F eran Church Of Baltimore
& body corporate :

V8.

George D. Ahrling,
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oNOW ALTL MEN BY JdusSd £RIIEN

THAT, All Saints svangelical Tutheran Jhurcen of 3altinmore
City, & body corporate and Jonsordia Hvangelical Tutherdan Congre-
gation of Baltiuore Jity, & body corporate, botn of the City of
Baltiuwore, State of laryland and both peing religious Jorporations
duly incorporated under tne laws of Tane 3tate of uWaryland, Ghe
ma jority of the wmewbers of sach Jougregatiou naving assented Go
the same, do hereby executs this certifisate of cousolidation in
accordance with Article 23, Section 115, The Code of Public
General Taws of Maryland (1924), for the purpose of consolidating
the two Corporations above uwentionsd to the end that all the
property and assets togetner with all the debts and liabilities
and all the pwers, rights and privleges of said several Jorpo-
rations shall be devolved upon the saiil consolidated Jorporation.
And suc¢h consolidation snall be upon tne following terms aund
gonditions wnicn snall coustitute the artizles of incorporation
and regulation goveruning tne consolidated Jorporation. The name
of said cousolidatedf Jorporation snall pe &and is hersby called
All Saints svacgelied! Lutheras Churca of Baltimore Jity. The
constitution of All Saints s“vangelical Tuinsran Jnurch of saltimore

City is as follows:

c ONooIILUulIvUX.
AR?ICLE I.
THx HAE.
The name of tnis Church snall bpe

TATT SAINTS EVAUGWTICAT TUTHERAN CHURJH O BATTIMORE CITYY.

RTEB T B II.
DOCTRINAL OSITION AKD SYHODIJAT JONNASTION.
This Church, in acceordance with the doctrinal vposition

of the Ceneral 5ynod of the svangelical ITuthnsraan Churen in the
!

|



United States, now werged in the United Tutheran Jhurch in
America, and in the words thereof, "Recelves and holds the
canonical Scriptures of the 0ld and liew Testamsents as the ord
of God &and the only infallible rule of faith and practice; and
the Unaltsred Augsourg Confession as a correct exhibit of the
faith and doctrine of our Church as founded upon the lord",

and it adopts for its government and discipline thnis Constitution
and By-laws, and in cases not herein provided for the "Formula
for trne Government and Discipline of the Avangelical Tuthsran
Church", heretofore publisned oy tne General 3Synod of the
Bvangelical Iutheran Church in the United 3States, now merged as
aforesaid, together with such modifications thereof or other
regulations as may be from time to time adopted or recommnended
by the United Tutheran Church in America; and it shall always
be connected with the laryland Synod, or with a District Synod

of the United Tutheran Church in Americs.

ARTICLE III.

OF LIENBHIRS.

SECTION 1I. The members of this Gong?agation shall con-
8ist of those who have received Christisn Baptisia in their iufancy
and been admitted to the Communion 2f thae Church by the rite of
Confirmation; by adult baptism in connection with their publiec
profession of Faith; by & certificate of good standing in, and
honorable dismission from, some other IZvangelical Church, or by a
public renewal of their profession of Caristian Faith, and wao
participate whenever possible in the celsbration of the Lord's
Supver, and contribute regularly according to their means to the
suprort of the Church, and to its benevolances.

SECTION <. It shall be the duty of all members of this
Church to lead a truly Christian life, to attend faithfully the
public worsnip of God, to partake of tne Lord's Suppsr waesnever

opportunity offers, and to contribute according to their several



ability to 21l the regular expsuditures and oenevolences of the
ghurcn.

SECTION o, It is the duty of the pareuts to have their
children baptised in infancy, to look carefully after their
religious training, aad to see to il tnat they attend regularly
the catechetical class and Sunday School, and to surive to bring
them up in the nurture and aduonition of the TLord.

SECTION 4. Every member is amenable To tThe church Jouncil
and must appear before it when c¢ited to do so, and subwit to The
discipline of the Church kindly and Jjustly administered. If any
member sShall refuse to appear when cited, the Council way proceed

as though he were present.

OF THEZ PASTOR.

SZCeTIoN I. The rastor of the Church wmust be a member of
the Evangelical Tutheran 3Synod in connection with the United
Lutheran Church in Americe within whose bounds tnis Churcn is
located, and with wnich the Church itself is connected.

SECTION 2. The principal duties of the Pustor are those
prescribed in chapter III,]sSection I, of the "Formulas of
Government and Discipline" already referred to.

SECTION 3. 3hould the Pastor at any time be guilty of
teaching unscriptural doetrine, or indulzing in imaoral practices
(which May God in His merey prevent), it snall oe the duty of the
Chureh Council to proceed against hiwm as prescribed in Chapter III,
Secetion 5, of the aforesaid "Formula". ‘

SECTION 4. I shall be the Pastor's duty to Keep a correct
record of all his ministerial acts, to wit:- of all baptisms -
infant and adult; confiruations; admissions and dismission by
certificate, excommunications and other forms of accession or
loss of mewbership; attendance at comnunions; marriages; and

deaths; in & booxk provided for tnat purpose, wnich boox of record

iy

w

is to be furnished by the Church and is to remain the property of




the Church and to be open for its inspection. This boox snall ve
in charge of tne Pastor, except during a pastoral vacancy, wieu it
shall be held by the Secretary of the Church Couneil who shall

Ke:p the record in it until the vacancy is supplied.

ARTICLE Ve
OF THE OFFICARS OF THA CHURCI.

SZUTION I. The officers of the Church shall consigt of
the Pastor, six (6) elders, and six {6]Ideacons, (except that,
if there shall not be & sulficient nuwber of properly qualified
members of tne Churchn available for tne resoective offices of
elder and of deacon at any annual election To mage possivle the
Securing and election of =ix verson8 for each of said class of
officers, tne number oif elders and deacons res3pectively uay be
less than six but not less tnan four for eaca of said class of
officers), who together shall coustitute the Church Council, and
they and their successors in office shall also be the legal trustees
of the Church, and in behalf of the coungregatiou uve a vody corporute
by the name, style and title of
"ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL TUTHERAN JdUSRCH OF BALTIMORE CIJY".

SECTION <. At the firat election for Jhurch officers, after

L4

the adoption of tnis Cocnsolidation the wnole nuuabsr of elders aand
deacons specified ia Section 1 ol tuis Comsiitution snall be elected,
(except that, if tanere shall not be a sufficient nuaber of proparly
guzlified members of the Chnurcn available for the respective
offices of elder und of deacon at that time to .wa<e possible the
segcuring and the election oi s8ix persons for sach of suid class of
officers, a nuwuber less that six but not less tnan four shall be
elected for each of said classes, as provided in Sec¢tion I), oue-
halt of the slders and one-hali ol Lhe deacous U0 serve oue year,
and one-nalf tnersoi Lo serve Lwo ysars. [ne resvedtive terus of
office shall be deterwinsd oy lot auoang tneuselves. Al each

annual election after the first on'y one-half the nusber of elders

and of deacons shall bs elected to serve for two years.



SECTIOKR 3. The elders and deacons elected shall be
inducted into office by installation according to the order of
gervice for that purpose found in the Iiturgy published and recom-
mended by the United Tutheran Chureh in America.

SECTION 4. Only male members of the Church in good and

regular standing therein, and themselves entitled to vote, shall
be eligible to the offices of elder and deacou.

SECTION 5. No mewmber of the Churcn Council shall be

eligible for election for more than two successive terms until one

year after the expiration of his second term of office.

SACTION 6. The duties of the elders, deacons and
trustees shall be those usually pertaining to these offices, as
set forth in Chapter III, Section 6, of the "Formula for the Gov-
ernment and Discipline of the Evangelical ILutheran Jaurch" above

referred to.

ARTICTEVI.
OF TEE CHURCH COUNCII.

SECTION I. The Church Couneil shall consist of the(pastor,
the elders and the deacons.

SECTION 2. The pastor with half the other mambaers of the
Church Couneil for the time being, and in the absence of the pastor,
two-thirds of the reuwaining members of the Councel shall constitute
a quorum for the transaction of business; obut no business connected
with the government and discipliue or spiritual affairs of the
shurch shall be transacted without the preseuce of the pastor unless
he pe voluntarily or unavoidably absent, or the pastorate be wacant
at the time.

SECTION 3. The pastor shall be ex-officio president of
the Church Council and Congregation and whnen present shall preside
at all meetings, unless for good reasons ne declines to do so.

SECTION 4. After each annual election of officers the

Council shall elect from their own number a vice-president who




shall preside at all Jouncil and Congregational mweetings in the absence
sign
of the pastor or if the pastor declines to preside; he snullﬁafl orders

drawn by the Council ox the treasurer; also & secrstary froa iheir

own number who snall Keep an accurate record ol their proceediugs;

and also a financial secretary frou their own nuwber or frow the meumber-
8hip of the congregation wh: enjoys the confidence of the Jhaurch, who
shall receive from the deacoans the offerings of the Congregatioun and

pay them over to the treasursr, tacing nis receipt thersfor, and raport
the awount to the Jouncil at each meating; &also a treasurer from taeir

ownu number or frou the membershiv of the cougregation who snjoys the

confidence of the Church, who shall eep a full and accurate account

of all funds received &nd disbursed on aceoun’ of the Jhurch aud shall
revort Lo tne vouncil, at eucn rsgular mestiag, or wheasver reguired
to do s0. Jhe figancisl secretary and the treusurer if not aeubers

of the Ccuneil sasll have the privilege of attesnding vhe neetings of
the Council but shall aave no vote on auny question.

SZCTION B&. fney snall also elect one of their own nuwiber,

or some other wmewber of tne Jaurcn, who sujoys tne confidencs of tas
Congregation, to represent iv in the vonventions of 3yzod of Jon-
ference.

SECTION 6. The Churca cCouncil a3 tne trustees of the
Church shall have full possession and coutrol of the property of the
Church, to hold it for tne use of the Congragation; but they shall
not be permitted to purchase, sell, lease, or mortgage, or otnerwise
dispose of or materially alter any r a1 sr leasenold property of the
Churcia without the cousent'and ag»roval of twe-thirds of ths voters
of the Church present, oblained at a congrezational wmestiag for waich
the notice has been legally givsan, All deeds, leasss, mortgages,
contracts or other instruments of ariting relating tvo or affeating
toe property or atffairs of the Church shall pe signed and executed oa

behalf of the said body politic or corporate by tae ~resident sr the

Vice-rresiaent of the Churgh——————— — e i




Couneil, or by such other officer as the Chureh Council shall
designate, and in cases requiring a seal shall be sealed with the
corporate seal of the said body politic or corporate.

SECTION 7. The Church Qouncil shsll hold one regular
meeting each month at the Church or at such other place as may be
agreed upon. Special meetings may be called by the pastor, or
when the Church is vagant, by the vice-president at any time, and
it shall be his duty to call & mesting when requested to do so by
two members of the Council or by ten members of the Church.

SECTION 8. The Chureh Council shall have fullpower
to select and adopt and procurs a gorporate seal for the said
body politic or corporate and to make such rules and by-laws for
conducting the interests of the Church committed to their care as
may be neceaaary,\srovidad they do not confliet with this Consti-
tution.

SECTION 9. An annual mesting of ths Church Council

shall be held within twenty days before the annual election for

members of the same. At this meeting a full statement of all
receipts and expenditures of the Churc¢h shall be laid befors the
Council by the tregsure®, aund audited oy a committee appointed
for that purpose.

SECTION 10. Should a vacancy accur amoung the nuwaber
of elders or deacons the remaining members of the Council shall
have power 1o fill the vacangy until the tiwe of the next annual
election for Church offiecers, at which time some one shall be fe~
gularly elected by the congregation te fill the still unexvired

portion of the term of office of the member causing the wmacancy.

ARTICLSE VII.

OF ZIZCTIONS.

SECTION I. All congregational mectings for elections

or other business must be published by the Chureh Council to the




congregation at least two weeks before veing held. The election
ghall be under the control and direction of the judges appointed,
agreeadbly to Section 7 of this Articles.

34C07I0N 2. At these elections only those meuwbers
8hall be entitled to vote who are iun full connection with the
Chureh, who submit to its govermusnt and discipline regularly ad-
ministered, who have parta<en of the Tord's 3upper witnin the pre-
vious year (unless providentially prevented), and who contribute

ceording to thelr apility and engagewents to all its necessary
expenditures.

SSCTION 4. All elections for officers of the Jhurch
souncil must be held by ballosu anulmajority of the votes cast
shall be nesessary Lo choice.

SECTION 4. At an election for Pastor the election
shall te by pallot; and it snall be necessary taat tas candidute
receive two-thirds of the votes of sll the wembers presen. guali-
fied vo vote, to constitute a cnoice, provided that at least a
ma jority of the electors are present. [No voting by proxy or
power of attorney snall be pernitted, but it is allowed that where
8 qualified voter is unable to be present at the elsction, such
voter way send his or her ballot, endorssd with his or her naue,

in a sealed envelope addressed to the juigss of such election, and
tne ballot thus sent shall pe counted.

34CTI0ON &, At an election for elders and deacons bhe
Church Couuncil shall nowinate as wany psrsou8 ajs are Lo ne elected,
and the cougregution may nowinate .s equal nuwaber, and the cnsice

snall be Irom tne wnhnole guuber thus nominated.

~ -
"

SuCIION 6. The regular anjanual election for elders and
deacons snall be held at the anaual congregational meeling provided
for in Article VIII (on tne second uonday of liay each year) or
within twenty days thereafter, and tne existiung officers shall

continue in the discharge of their duties until tneir successors



have been elected and duly installed.

SESTION 7. At a reasonsable time before every
election the “astor (or 2resident) shall apooint from among the
members of the Church gualified to vote at that election, three
judges who shall have charge of the election, agreeably to Section
I ot this Article, and who shall have a record of the gualified

voters. All voting shall be done by ballot and the judges shall

(4"
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make a certified report of thns result cf tae clec

congregation or by its autnority vo vhe Jouucil.

ARITI LA VIII.

ANNUAL CONGRAGATIONAL M4 2INGS.

There snall be held each year on the second lLionday of
liay & meeting of tne coungregation Ifor tne transaction of the gen-
eral business of the Churcn and for tane election of Juuruﬁ/offi—
gers. At that meeting the Churcn Council snall preSent through
its officers a full statement of the receipts and sxpenditures of

the Church and such other matters as pertain to its welfare.

At the Cougregational lle=tings held for the election of
plders and deacons and for the transaction of the regular and or-
dinary business of the Shurch,; one-fifth of the meubership of the
Church snall constitute & quorua. But at Jongregational Meet-
ings held for the electicn or dismissal of a vastor, or for the
mortgagiing or sale of the Churceh property, a majority of the

membesrs snall be necessary to coustitute a guorum.

LTITL: T0 LROPERTY.

If al any time tais Courch should cease to exist, fail
to elect officers, or change its ecclesiustical relations contrary
to the precvisions of this Constitution, tne title to ivs property

shall be vested in tne Board of Home uissions and Jhurch Sxtension

0f the United TUJHSRAN Church in America.



ARTIGCTLZ X.

ATTERATION AND AMENDMENT

SuCTION I. Article II of this Constvitution snall never
be changed or awended so long as one weuwober is opposed 1o such
change or auendument.

SSCTIOK &. Alterations or amenduents wmay be made to this
constitution, exceptl to Article II. when recomuended by a
majority of the Jhurch Council and approved by & vote of two-
tnirds of tne wewbers of the JChurca present at a Cougregutiounal

meeting lawfully called after at 1

[¢¥]

a8t 31X weexks' notice of

the changes proposed has been given.

BY - TAWS.

b L BB I I R T O IR B B R T

I. The Jhureh Counceil shall meet on the first Tuesday of
every month in the Churceh building or at sucn other time or

place as way be agreed upon for the transaction of regular

II, Tne followinz shall ve thé order of pbusiness for the

Council meetings:

i {8 Prayer.
S Reading and zdoption of liinutes.

T

¢

gports of the Secretary und the Treasurer.

4. Reports of Joummittecs.

B Unfinished Busiuess.
B New Business.
7. Appeintment of Jomuiltees.

8. Ad journwent.
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Yhe officers of the 'Jousclidated lorporation snall be the
Pastor who snall also oe the cresident of the Jougregatiocn and Jounceil
which officers and Jouncil are a3 Iollows:-
Rev. utto J.F. Jand<e, A.ud. 2astor and Sresideut
Fran< W. lJarman Vige-~rresident
.
Trang V. Carman Tinancial Jecretlary
George V. Stenner 3acratary
Gerhard W. -2eimers Trsasurer |
BTDARS
Carhard 7. Rw@imers appointed to fill tvterm expiring Sunday, llay 19,1329 :
Prans V. Jarwan appointed ts fill term expiring Sunday, fay 14,1929
Frederick 9. uysrly aposinted to £ill terin expiring 3Innday,lay 19,1929
John Obersider appointed to fill tera expiriang sSunday, .lay 18,1929
_louis Berger appdinted to fill tera expiring Junday,liay 19,1929
Harry suapp appointed vo Iill teru 2xpiring Sunday,iay 19,1929
DSA SOL3 .
r- Robert . surton apissinted to 11l terw exXpiring Sunday,day 13,7923
TeRoy F. Saoops apnsszinted to £il1 teru explrimp Sunday,.aay 19,1329
George W. Steunner appointed to Fil) tera expiring Suuday,.lay ly,ludd
Johi, V. lMcegy appointed to f£ill teruw expiring Sunduy,.lay 19,19£9
George Ziumaneruan appsinted to 1ill terw expiriug sSuuday,.duy 19,19<9
Williaw Beard upgointed to i1l teru oXpiviig 3auauy,.day 19,1dcy
|

2ne terw sf the avove officers.exsept tne 2Sastor aud the !

President are to explre Sunday, Jay 19

It 13 understood and agreed between the Lws Jorporations

that al? mories nald by Joncordia Tvangeliczal Tutneran Jingreation
sngll be applied to tne payuwent 29f their debts 39 Iar as the suue can

be 4apolied and the balance of tne funds it any, snall ve tariusd over

to the Treasurer of the lJonsslidated Jongregation aud Lo be apolied only
to the special purpose and sbjects [or whlch contriocuated, 3aid Joa-
8olidaticon is to be effe:tlual iroa the sevsnte2uin day of Decseubar, 1928,

Aud the sald bodies Jorpsrate and sasa of tnea do nersby




T o e s—————

appoint Henry Vogt to be their true and lawful Attorney for.them and
in their stead to acknowledge this COsrtificate of Consolidation as the
act of each of said bodies Corporate. In ac<nowledgment of which
Certificate of Comnsolidation witness the hand of Rev. Q0tto C.F. Janxze

as rresident of Al1 Saint'§ ifvangelical Tutheran caurcn of Baltimore

City and the Corporate Ssal thereof attested by Georgse . Stenuer,
iits secrstary, and tne hand of William Fuchs Julresident of Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Cougregation of Baltiwore Jity and the loroorate

geal thercof attested by Williaw BSeard, its Secratary this seventeenth

day of December A.D. nineteen nundred and tweuty-eignt.

All Saint's Jdvangelical Lutheran
Attest: caurch of Baltimore City.

. Otte 0 F Chandee .

2rasident

Attest: Concordia Bvangelical TLutheran
Sorngregation of Baltimore Jity.

N ]
/fiaamdxﬂé. ' ;7‘
N Seanl W17/
Secretary ‘resident

STATZ OF MARYTAND, CITY OF BALTIUCRE , to wit:-

I HiRoBY C4RTIFY, taatbt on this seventeenth day sf Deceuwber, in the

L e

year one thousand nine nundred and twenty-eignt, before we, the subscriber.
& Lotary ruolic: of the 3State of Maryland, in and for the Jity of Baltimore
personally appesared Henry Vogt, the Attorney uwaed in tae aforegoiuag
certificate of Jomnsolidavion and he acknowledgzzd said certificate of
Consolidation to be the respective act oi All Saiut's ivangelical

Lutheran Churcu of Baltiwmore City and Joucordia <vangelical Lutheran

Congregatiou of Baltiwore City.

As Witness uy hand and lotarial seul.
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of Baltimore
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| svangelical
eran n of Baltimore, -

gity, & body sorporate.”
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4 others.




Teon Sehiff, &u.
Agresuent with
Nora Doyle, &c.

-~

This Indenture, Liude this 16tn day of February in the year nine-
teer hundred and twenty-five by and between the parties hereinafter
mentioned as seized and vossessed of the properties nersiunafter relerred
to or sowe interest or astate tlherein.

AHLREA3 thRe suid parties nereto are seized and Dossessed of the
following proverties in the Jity of saltiuors or sowe luterest tnerein:
Teon Schiff and Pannie Schiff, his wife, of the property now <uown as
o« 110C West ?ranklin Strest; Nora Doyle, of the proverty now <nown as
Na. 1102 Veat Franklin Strest; Joancordia ivangslical Tutheran Jhurch
cf the propertiec now wucwn as Nos. 1104-1106-1108-1110-1112 'Yest
Franslin Street; Realty Centre, Inc. of the pronarty now <nown a8 No.
1114 West Frunglin Street; M. W. Teary and I. Y. Teary, ais wife, of the
property now «nown as No. 1116 West Prunglin Street; lurl JAdretzler and
Mary L. Lretzler, ais wife, of tne vprocerty now <nown as llo. 1118 West
Franglin Street; lary J. Wortnington, of tne property now Lnown as No.

-

1120 West frunklin Streei; 3. H. fregpurger, .lary T. Frecourger, slizabet.

™

R. Freeourger, derceri H. freeburgasr, Jliuton J. frecourger and ilurie

A}

#, Buckley, of lhe properties now gfnown as Iios. 1lz24-1105 and 1107 West
lter 2. ylander, Williaa . .{ylander, iugust J.

franglin Street; \Wa
Mylunder, asate de uylander, floreince idylander, dillard J. dylunder and
Auna Paust of tne properties now <uown as No3. 11lc4-11l:6-1lco and 11380
West TFranklin Stre=t; Jcseph A. Gunther uud Regina 3. Guather, nis wide,
of the orgoperty now <nown as l'a. 1101 Wast Pranklin Street; George D.
thrlihg and Imwea ¥. Anrling, his wife, of the »roperty nosw <nown as lio.
1103 West Trun<lin Street; Joseph Blosk and @3ther 3lock, nis wife, of
the property now &nown as Ilo. 1105 Westi Pran<lin Streat; . I.

Shec<ells snd £llsu J. Shecwsell hig wife, of ths oroperviss now

£nown as wos. 1107 and 1129 West Pranklin Street; llary 3. Dowd, Agnes
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R. Dowd, Zatherine Dowd,and Toretla Dowd, of Lne properiy now Lnown as

Ho. 1109 West ¥ranglin 3treet; Hugo Weber and 2nilippirnie Veber, nis
wite, of tne property now <nown a8 Io. 1111 West Franglin Street:

Thomas Harkness, of the prgpertly now <uowa a3 lio. 1117 West Frunxlin

’
Strest; Louig "re:daan of the property now Kunown as Lo. 1119 West
0

Frauclin Streel; John F. Duggan, Jumes 2. Duggan, Jarle G. Duggeu, of
the propertiss now «nown us Lo. 1llel dost Fran.lin Sureel; Josephine

D. Cassell of the property now <nown &8 do. 1120 ¥Vest Frenslin 3irest
Georze H. lMusllsr and Sthel 2. Liueller, his wife, of tas prooerty now
gnown as No. 1125 West Pranglin Stre:t; Aanthony F. 3:¢holholt aad
Jatherine M. 3Scholholt, his wife, of the property now fnown 48 No. 117
Wect Franglin Street; Rose Lolodner of the oroperty now <nown a8 110,
1131 West Pranglin 3trs2t; Albert R, Jonrad and llary Jonrad, his wife,
cf the property now £nown as llo. 1135 West Fran«lin 3L?3;t; Tedfartin
Timanus and Jlara E. Tiwanus, nis wife, of the propsrty now Lnown a8
Ko. 1139 West Ffrunklin Strezt; George Hdsideruan and satherine leidar-

man, of the property now fnown us No. 1141 Jest Fraunglin 3treet;

e

anrne ¢. Jeirfsers, of th: property now <aown us Ho. 1148 Jest Franglin

Street; lena Grosswan and L. Grossaan, of the proparty now Jinown &3
No. 1145 West Fruns<lin Street.

Now Uhereiore euach and 411 of szid pirtizs do in c¢oasideca-
tion of the execution of these wpresents and of the wutual Sovenuuts
and azreewents and svipulations herein coutalued and divers other
good and valuable considsrutions 10 taei o ¢zach oI tned thnereunto
movi.g receipt wherecf oy esch and w11 of themn is hereby ucsuowledged

hersby jointly and severully for themselves and sach of themsslve
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their snd sach of their heirs personal represer , Sugeessors

gand -8signs, grant, warrant, covenant, »nroanise and azree anongst them-

L
selv:s and each und all of them with all and eachn of the others, thair
and eaczh of their neirs, personal reavress=niatives, suceadsors :nd
assigns that they and each sf them Thelir and sacsh o9f their neirs,

personal representatives, successors and ussigns 3nall and will hnave,

hold, stend seized &and possessed of 511d respective properties

interests and estutes subjsct to the following restristions, liuita-




tions, conditions, covenants and agresuents, stipulations and
provisions to wit,; that neither of the said respective properties

nor any of thew nor any part of them snall be at any time occupied

or used by any negro or negroes or persci or persons eithner in whole
or in part ol negro or African descent axcepi only Lhut negroes or
persons or African descent either in whole or in part uay be eaployed
as servents by any of the owners or ogcupiers of said respective
properties and as and whilst sc ewployed way reside on Lhe premises
geceupied by their respective esmployers. Thut a majority of the parties
to this sgreement may by an instrugent in writing duly exXecuted,
acknowledged and recorded according to law at any time after the
execution of this agreement rsmove Lhe esntire property aifected by
this zagre-ment from tne gperation and affect of this agreeuent.

That no sale lease or disposition or transfer thereof shall
be made to cperate otherwise than snbject to the aforesaid regtrict-
ions as tc and upon use and oczupancy that neither the said parties
nor any of them their or any of the heirs, personal representatives,
sucgesasors, or as3signs will do or suifer or permit to be done any of
the matters or things above wmentioned excepting only o3 uforesald and
that a1l and singular the resirictions, limitations, c¢onditions,
covenants, sgrecusnts, stipulations, provisions, matters and things
whalsoever hercvin contained or wentioned 8h&ll ruu with and biund the
land for & period of ten years from July 1st,1924 and no longer and
shall for said period of ®Bm years in each and all of the above
mentioned oroperty and properties and every part thereof and the heirs
personal reoresentatives, successors and assigns of each and al! of
the parties herato and shall be xept and performed by and inure to
the benefit of and be inforzsible by all and evary persons and person
body and bodies, poclitic or corporation at any time owning or
sccupying said land property,premises, interest or estata or any
part ot them or any of thewm but no cwner or oscupant shall be re-
sponsible except for his or her or its acts of defaulits while owner

or occupant.
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is understood &nd agreed bstwean

Sisy ;
ne parties

AT

nereto

that neither this agrecment nor any part thersof shall have any bind-
ing forece or effect on any property except that whiceh is located in

the eleven hundred bloex of J;ﬂt % & in 3treet on both sides of

gaid street. If at any time a ZJeurt of last resort snounld declare

this sgreement null and void all parties tos this sgresment are releused
from any further :oliguiisn hersunder.

'nis azgreement maybe executad in several parts of like
purport except 1or the propertises described and the pariies and all
the parts ultnocugh separaiely executed 8na be deszmed zand taden
together as constiltuting one original agre :ment and sanall be iu no
wise binding or of any effe unless or until it snall have been
executed in respect to )rip:rties (exclusive of properuvy Ho. 501
North Carrcllton Avenue. which binds on the Horth side of Franglin
Street) fronting om otherwise binding on sevenly-five per centuan
of the front fest on both sides of the (ollowing stre:t the elaven
hundrad block of West Pranklin Streest.

ditness thz hands and sealsa 9f the »arties heraeto.
Test as to all:;

e« Sheckells (Seal)

Elizabeth Young 31len J. Sheckalls (Seal)
Mary %. Dowd (Seal)

_gnag R. Dowd (Seal)

Latherine Dowd (Seal)

;are-uu Jowd (Seal)

Hugs Weber (Seal)

Pnilippine Weber (Seal)

Thomaes Har<ness (Seal)

Jo A. Guanther (Seal)

Reging &. Guather (Seal)

George D. 1rling (Seal)

Smoa P. Anrling (Seal)

Josepn Block (Seal)

s ther Block (Seal)

Touis Presdunan (Seal)

John .F Duggan (Seal)

James 2. Duggan (Seal)

darie G. Duggan (Seal)

Josephine D. Jassell (Seal)

George H. dusller (Seal)

Mrs. Sthel P. Mueller (Seal)

Anthony ¥. Senolholt (Seal)

Jatharine M. Scholholt (Seal)

Rose .olodner (Seal)

i\lbert . CJonrad (Seal)

(Concordia Evangelical Lutheran) Joncordia iv 1ga1;J;1 Tuthersn
(  Church Corporate Seal by Milton 0. Storm, Secretary

shureh
and
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Realty Centre Inc,)

Corporate Seal

)

ev./ 3. Young, fustor & s2resident
. W. Taary (Seal)
Mrs .{. 1. Teury * (Seal)
Jar ratzler (Seal)
lary 4. aretzler (Seal)
[aTy forthington (Seal)
1ter J. fyvlander (Seal) —
ndividually and a3 Attorney fpr
oranss iyl andsr Aeres Tyt el
1ba 7] -ndar (Seal}
ueus (ylandar (Seal)
¥ [ylandez (Seal)
[117ars ‘ 7 ar (seal)
nna Paust (Seal)
[ary Sonrad (Seal)
3 ‘riaburger (Seal)
No Martin Tiwmanus (Seal)
J o Jlwanus (Seal)
7aorgs Heidaruwan (Seal)

LI 3
o Wil

1 102
s
{ 1
T . :
Blary
liz

) ~ine 1 'r. 12 Fiaan (Sealj

. Jeffars (Seal)
rOSSuan (seal)

~g3swan (Seal)

L. dreevurger (Seal)
bDal . Hra AT e (Seal}
b rasourger (Seal)
rgslburzer (Seal)
. Buckley (Seal)
1ty Z3ncire, Insorosrated
uis J. dyers, : 131
jeaiff (Seal)

(Seal)
(Seal)



STATE OF MARYTAND, CITY OF BATTIKMORE, SS

I HERZBY CERTIFY, That on this 16th day of Pebruary,

1925 before

me the subscriber a Notary Ffublic¢ of the State of Maryland in and for

the City of Baltimore aforssuid personally appeared Joseph A. Gunther

and Regina 5. Gunther, his wife, Joseph Bloc¢k and dAsther 3Bloex, his wife,

R. N. Sheckels and Bllen J. Sheckels, nis wife, iflury £. Dowd, Agnes R,

jowd, satherine Dowd, Ioretta Dowd, duro Weber and Philiopine Weber, his

wife, Thomas Har£ness, Louis ¥reedwman, John F. Duggan, James

3

2. Duggan,

Marie G. Duggan, George H. ilueller and ZBthel 2. duellsr, nis wife,

Anthony F+ Scéholholtisnd Catherine M. Se¢holnolt, nis wife, Albert R.

Conrad and Mary Conrad, his wife, George deiderman and Latherine

Heiderman, his wife, Tena Grossman and I. Grossman, lLeon 3chiff and

Pannie Schiff, his wife, Nora Doyle, My W. Toary and . Y.

wife, Carl Kretzler and dary E. Lretzler, his wife and Mary

Teary, nis

J. Worthing-

forn and they acknowledged the said Indenture or Agreesaent to be their

agct and deed.

As Witness my hand and Notarial S=zal.

21izabeth Youung
Hotary Publio

hotarial Seal.

STATS OF MARYTAND, JITY OF sALIIMORS, S3

I HEXepY CEARIIFY, That on this 17th day of Feoruary, 19286 before

me the subscriber A holary rfublic of the State of Maryland,

in and for

the City of baltimore aforesaid personally appeared Josspaine D. Jassell,

Rose wolcduner, W. Martin Timanus and Clara E. Tiwanus, nis wife, and

C

Anne/jeffers and they acknowledged the said Indeature or Agrecusnt to

be their sct eand dezd.:

As Witness wmy hand and Notarial Scal.

Notarial Seal. ilizabeth Young

Notary 2ublic.

STATE QF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALIIMORE, S8

(o)

|

SREBY JERTIPY, That on this 21st day of Pebruary,1925 before

¢

S ¥



me the subscriber a liotary fublic of the State of llaryland in and for

the City of Baltimore aforssaid personally appearsi Walisr J. lylander
individually and Walter C. Uylander, Attorney for Dora ilylaunder, Florsnce
Mylander, satie ilylander, August C. iylander, William ¥. uylander: and
Millard J. dylander and Anna Feust and he acinowledged said Indeunture

or Agrecuent To be his acl and de-d and he also ackanowledged said
Indenture or Agreement to be the act and deed of Dora uWylander, Florsngce
)

Mylander, satlie lMylander, August C. Mylander, William ¥. llylander and

c

.

Millard Cs Liylander and Anna Faus
As Vitness my hand and lctarial Scal.

Notarial Seal. £lizubeth Youung
Notary Publiec.

STATE OF MARYTAND, CITY OF BAILTIMORE, SS

I H4REBY CERTIFY, That dn this 25rd day of February, 1925 before -
me &he subscribasr a Notary Public of the State of liaryland in and for tue
City of Baltimore aforesaid persoually appearsd 3. H. Fracburger and
Mary 1. Freeburger, Klizabeth R. Precburger, Herbert H., Freasburger,
Jlinton J. Freeburger and ilarie F. Buckley and they acgnowledged said
Indenture or Agreement Lo be their Act and deed.

As Wituness iy hand and Hotarial Seal.
lotarial Seal.

flizubeth Young
Notary 2Puaolic.

STATS OF MARYIAND, CIZY OF BAITIMOR:I, S8

I HER:ABY CERTIFY, That on tanis £5th day of February, 1926
before me the subscriber a Notary Zfublic of the State of llaryland in
and for the City of Baltimore aforesaid parsonally appeared George D.
Ahrling and Buma F. Ahrling, his wife, and they aciknowledged the said
Indenture or Agreemant to be their act and deed.

Ags Witness my hand and Notarial Ssal.

liotarial Seal. ilizabeth Youung

Notary rublic




STATHY OF MARYEARD, CITY OF BATRINLORE, SS

I HIR3IPY CARIIFY , That on this 25th day of February, 192!

o

before me the subscriber a Notary Public of the State of laryland in
and for the City of Baltimore aforesaid personally appeared Iouis J.
lMiyers rresident of the Realty lentre, Incorporated and he acgKnowledged
said Indenture or Agreement to be the act of said body corporate.

A8 Witness wy hand and Notarial Ssal.

Hotarial Seal. Elizabeth Young
Hotary Publie

STALE OF MARYARD, CIJY OF LALIIMORSE, 88

I HEREBY CLRTIFY, That on this 18 th day of February, 1925
before mes the subscriber s Notary Public of the 3tate of luryland in
and for the City of Baltimore afpresuid personally ppeared Henry B.
Young, President of the lJoncordia Bvangelical TLutheran church and he
acknowledged said Indenture or Agresment to be the Act of said body

porate.

0

(o)
iz

As Witness ay hand and Notarial 3eal.
Notarial Seal. {1izabeth Young
Notary Publis
Rec'd for Record-recorded & Exd March 24th 1925 at 2.45 0'Clk P.M.
Stephen C, Little, Clerk
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I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy taken from Liber
S.C.L.No,4358, Tfolio 147 &c. one of the Land Records of Baltimore

- City.

In Testimony whereof I hereto set my hand
and affix the seal of the Superior Court
of Baltimore City on this the 7th day of
January A.D. 1929 )
Aloflan Lo, Little
Clerk of the Superior Court
of Baltimore City






TFTS INDENTURE, Made this /GAf Gay of _ e :
.1n the year Nineteen hundred and twenty-five, by and betwe the par-
ties hereinafter mentloned as seized and possessed of the properties
hereinafter referred to or some interest or estate therein,

WEEREAS, the said parties hereto are selzed and possessed
of the following properties in the City of Baltimore, or some inter-
est tbcrein:-
TLEON SCHIFF and FANNIE SCHIFF,his wife, of the property now known
as No. 1100 West franklin Street:

NORA DOVLE of the property now known as No.l1l1l02 West Franklin Street:

CONCORDIA EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH of the properties now known as
Nos. 1104, 1106, 1108, 1110 and 1112 West Franklin Street:

| REALTY CENTRE,TNC., of the property now known as No. 1114 West Frank-
. 1lin Street:

M. W. LEARY and M, Y. LEARY, his wife, of the property now known as 4
No. 1116 West Franklin Street:

CARL KRETZLER and MARY E. KRETZLER, his wife, of the property now
known as No, 1118 West Franklin Street:

« MARY J, WORTHINGTON of the property now known as No. 1120-West Frank- |
lin Street: |

S. H. FREEBURGER,MARY L.FREEBURGER,ELIZABETH R. FREEBURGER, HERBERT H.
FREEBURGER,CLINTON J.FREEBURGER and MARIE F,BUCKLEY of the properties
now known as Nos. 1122, 1135 and 1137 West Franklin Street:

WALTER C. MYLANDER, WILLIAM F. MYLANDER, AUGUST C., MYLANDER,KATE E.
VYLANDER, FLORENCE MYLANDER,MILTARD C. MYLAND:ER,and ANNA FAUST of the
properties now known &s Nos. 1124,1126, 1128 and 1130 West Franklin
Street:

JOSEPH A, GUNTHER and REGINA B. GUNTHER,his wife, of thé property now
known as No. 1101 West Frankilin Street:

Sacy -

@EORGE D. AHRLING and EMMA F, AHRLING, his wife, of the property now E *i
known as N0.1l103 West Franklin Street: -

JOSEPH BLOCK and ESTHER BLOCK, his wife, of the property now known as :
No.1105 West Franklin Street: .

R. N. SHECKELS and ELLEN J. SHECKELS, hls wife, of the properties noﬁ
known as Nos. 1107 and 1129 West Franklin Street:

MARY E.DOWD,AGNES R. DOWD, KATHERINE DOWD and LORETTA DOWD of the prop- |
erty now known as No. 1109 West Franklin Street: §

& 0
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HUGO WEBER and PHILIPPINE WEBER, his wife, of the property now known
as No. 1111 West Franklin Street:

THOMAS HARKNESS of the property now known as No.lll7 West Franklin Street:
1.OUIS FREEDMAN, of the property now known as No.,1119 West Franklin Street:

JOFN F, DUGGAN, JANES P. DUGGAN, MARIE G. DUGGAN of the properties now
known as No. 1121 West Franklin Street:

JOSEPHINE D,CASSELL,of the property now known as No. 1123 West Franklin
Street:

GEORGE H.MUELLER &nd ETHEL P.MUELLER,his wife, of the pr0perty now lknown
as No.1125 West Franklin Street:

ANTFONY F, SCHOLHOLT and CATHARINE M., SCHOLHMOLT, his wife, of the proper-
ty now known as No0.1l127 West Franklin Street:

ROSE KOLODNER, of the property now known as No.1131 West Franklin Street:

ALBERT R, CONRAD and MARY CONRAD, his wife, of the property now known &s
No. 1133 West Franklin Street:

W.MARTIN TIMANUS and CLARA E.TIMANUS,his wife,of the property now known as
N0.1139 West Franklin Street:

GEORGE HEIDERMAN and KATHERINE HEIDERMAN of the property now known as No.
1141 West ¥ranklin Street:

r ANNE C,JEFFERS,of the property now known as No.ll43 West Franklin Street:

%ENA GROSSMAN and L,GROSSMAN of the property now known as No.,1145 West
ranklin Street.

NOW, THEREFORE,each and all of said parties do, in consideration of the
execution of these presents,and of the mutual covenants and agreements and
stipulations herein contalned,and divers other good &nd valuable considera-
tions to them and each of them thereunto moving,receipt whereof by each and
all of them 1s hereby acknowledged,hereby jointly and severally,for themselves
and each of themselves, their and each of their heirs,personal representa-
tives,successors and assigns,grant,warrant,covenant,promise and agree amongst
| themselves,and each and all of them with all and each of the others,their
and each of their helrs,personal representatives,successors and assigns, that
they and each of them,their and each of their heirs,personal representatives
successors and assigns, shall and will have,hold,stand seized and possessed
of sald respective propertles,interests and estates subject to the following
restrictions,limitations,conditions,covenants and agreements,stipulations and
provisions,towit:

That nelther of the sald respective propertles,nor any of them nor any

i,_.____ ¥ _— — - - - - = — | e s Bl




part of them,shal}ll be at any time occupled or used by any negro or negroes or
person or persons either 1n‘whnle or in part of negro or African descent,except
only that negroes,or persons of negro or African descent, either in whole or in
part,may be employed as servants by any of the owners or occupants of said re-
spective properties and as and whilst so employed may reside on the premises oc-
cupied by their respective employers.

That a majority of the partles to thls agreement may,by an instrument in wrlite-
ing duly executed,acknowledged and recorded according to law,at any time after
the execution of thls agreement remove the entlre property affected by this agree-
ment from the operation and effect of this agreement,

That no Sale,lease or disposition or transfer thereof shall be made to operate
otherwise than subject to the aforesald restriction,as to and upon use and occu-
pancy; that nelther the sald parties,nor any of them,their,or any of the heirs,
personal representatives,successors or assigns,will do or suffer or permit to be
done any of the matters or things above mentioned,excepting only as aforesaid,and
that all and singular the restrictions,limitations,conditions,covenants,agreements
stipulations,provisions,matters and things whatsoever herein contained or men- )
-tioned shall run with and bind the land for & period of ten years from July 1,1924
and no longer,and shall,for said period of ten years,bind each and all of the
above mentioned property and properties and every part thereof,and the heirs,
personal representatives,successors and assigns of each and all of the parties
hereto,and shall be kept and performed by and inure to the benefit of and be
enforcible by all and every persons and person, body &nd bodies politic or corp-
oration at any time owning or occupying said land,property,premises,interest or
estate,or any part ofthem,or any of them,but no owner or occupant shall bé re=-
sponsible,except for his or her or its acts or defaults while owner or occupant.

IT IS UNDERSTOOD and AGREED between all the parties hereto that neither
this agreement nor any part thereof shall have any binding force or effect on
any property except that which is located in the Eleven hundred block of West

Franklin Street, on both sides of said street.



If at any time a Court of last resort should declare

s this agreement null and vold, all parties to this agreement are re-

leased from any further obligation hereunder.

t This agreement may be executed in several parts of

like purport, except for the propertles described and the parties,
and all the parts, although separately executed, shall be deemed

' and taken together as constituting one original agreement,and shall

be in no wise binding or of any effect unless or until it shall have

been executed in respect to properties, (exclusive of property No.501

N.Carrollton Avenue, which blnds on the North side of Franklin Street, )
fronting or otherwise binding on seventy-five percentum of the front _
feet on both sides of the following Streect:- the Eleven hundred block "i
of West Franklin Street.

WITNESS the hands and seals of the parties hereto.
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STATE OF MARYLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE: 8si-

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 16th day of February,
1925, before me,the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of
Maryland, in and for the Clty of Baltimore aforesald, personally
appea?ed, Joseph A, Gunther and Regina E. Gunther, his wife; Joseph
Block and Esther Block, his wife; R,N.Sheckels and Ellen J.Sheckels
his wife; Mary E.Dowd, Agnes R,Dowd, Katherine Dowd, Loretta Dowd;
Pugo Weber and Philippine Weber, his wife; Thomas Harkness; Louls
Freedman; John F.Duggan, James P,Duggan, Marie G.Duggan; George H.
Mueller and Ethel P, Mueller, his wife; Anthony F.Scholholt and
Catharine M, Scholholt, his wife; Albert R.Conrad and Mary Conrad,
his wife; George Helderman and Katherine Helderman, his wife; Lena
Grossman and L.Grossman; Leon Schiff and Pannie Schiff,his wife;
Nora Doyle; M.W.Leary and M.,V.Leary, his wife; Carl Kretzler and Mary
E.Kretzler, his wife; and Mary J. Worthington, and they acknowledged
the sald Indenture or Agreement to be thelr act and deed.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Sesal.

-

STATE OF MARYLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE: S8:=-

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 17th day of February,
1925, before me,the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of

Mapyland, in and for the City of Baltimore aforesald, personally ap=-



peared Josephine D, Cassell; Rose Kolodner; W.,Martin Timanus
and Clara E, Timanus, his wife; and Anne C, Jeffers, and they
acknowledged the said Indenture or Agreement to be thelr act

and deed.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

STATE OF MARYLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE: ssi-

I HEREBY CERTIFY,that on this 21st day of February,
1925, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State
of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore aforesald, personal=-
1y appeared Walter C, Mylander, individually, and Walter C, Mylander,
Attorney for Dora Mylander, Florence Mylander, Katlie Mylander, Aug-
ust ¢, Mylander, William F, Mylander and Millard C. Mylander, and
Anna Feaust, &nd he acknowledged sald Indenture or Agreement to be
his act and deed, and he also acknowledged said Indenture or Agree=-
ment to be the act and deed of Dora Mylander,Florence Mylander,Katie
Mylander, August C. Mylander, William F.Mylander,Millard C,Mylander,
and Anna Faust.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal,




STATE OF MARYLAND:
S8:=-
CITY OF BALTIMORE:

T HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this 23rd day of Feb-
ruary, 1925, before me,the subscriber, a Notary Publie of the
State of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore aforesaid,
personally appeared S,H,Freeburger and Mary L, Freeburger,Eliza-
beth R.Freeburger, Herbert H, Freeburger, Clinton J.Freeburger,
and Marie ¥, Ruckley, and they acknowledged sald Indenture or
Agreement to be thelr act and deed.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

STATE OF MARVLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE: T

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on thls 25th day of
February, 1925, before me,the subscriber, a Notary Public of
the State of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore afore-
said, personally appeared George D. Ahrling and Emma F.Ahrling,
his wife, @nd they aclmowledged the said Indenture or Agreement
to be thelr act and deed.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarlal Seal,




STATE OF .MARYLAWD:
g8 1=
CITY OF BALTIMORE :

I HEREBY CERTIFY, tlhiat on this 25th day of Feb-
ruary, 1925, before me, the subscriﬁer, & Notary Public of the
State of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore aforesaid,.
personally appeared Louis J. Myers, President of the Realty
Ceﬁtre. Incorporated, and he acknowledged said Indenture or

Agreement to be the aect of said body corporate.

AS WITNESS my hand =and Notarial Seale.

\&

STATE OF MARYLAND:
CITY OF BALTIMORE:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, thet on this 18th day of Feb-
ruary, 1925, before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the
State of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore aforesaid,
personally asppeared Henry B. Young, President of the Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Church, and he acknowledged said Indenture

or Agreement to be the act of said body corporate.

AS WITNESS my hand and Natarial Sedle.
5) u p;B






| ALL SAINTS EVAWGELICAL LUTHERN CHURCH IN THE CIRCUIT COURT HO%ZI

Ve, of

GEORGE D,AFRLING, et al : BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORAELE ,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURTS

Frederick Scott, one of the resnondents in the above
vsase exhibited says for a special plea:

That on or about the day of I926,Mary
E.Dowd, Agnes R.Dowd,Katherine Dowd,Loretta Dow& and The Lafayette
Square Protective Association, a corporation ( of whiech latter
corporation the complainent cornoration was a member) received
from this Honorable Court a preliminary injunction restraining
the said Frederick Scott from living in premises II07 Franklin
Street or permitting persons of African descent from living in
said premises, said II07 Franklin St, having been sold to the
respondent by one Ellen J.Skekels, which #llen Skekels was a
member of the aforementioned Lafayette Square Protective Asso-
ciation; that the said preliminary imjunction was never dissolved;
that the respondent demurred to said preliminary injunction
which demurrer has nemer been heard. That said aforementioned

suit of Mary E. Dowd et al Vs.Frederick Scott et al is still
pending in this Honorable Courte

Q< EJ ! Bt

ATYORNEY FOR RESPONDENT, FREDERICK
OTT
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In the Circuit Court

-

All Seints Evangelical
Luthern Church of
Baltimore City,

No. 2

V8 . e Of

-e
vy

George D. Ahrling, et.al. Eaﬁgimore City.

TC THE HONORAEBLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

The Answer of The Loyal Euilding and Saviﬁga Association
No. 3, Incorporeted, of Baltimore City, incorrectly named as the
Loyal Euilding Associdtion in these proceedings, tc the Bill of
Complaint of All Saints Evangelical Luthern Church of Baltimore
City, against it and others in this Court exhibited. |

This Defendant neither admits nor denies the matters
and facts set forth in said Bill of Complaint, with the exception,
however, that it doesladmit that 1t &t one time was the holder of
a mortgage on property No. 1120 W, Franklin Street, from one
Joseph F, Gerlach, which mortgage has teen fully paid off by the
said Joseph F. Gerlach, ana a release executed and recorded among
the Land Records of Baltimore City; that it has no interest in the
subject matter of sazid Bill of Complaint; and it prays hence to be
dismissed with its costs.

And as in duty bound, etc.

and Savings Association No.
Incorvorated, of Baltimore City
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ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL
LUTHERAN CHURCH, *

IT THE CIRCUIT COURT NO.2

TU THE HONCRABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:=-

The answer of Rose Kolodner Grossman to the bill
of complaint aerein exnibited against her and others, respectifully
shows:-

FIRST: Tnat having no knowledge of tne matters and facts

set forth in the first, second, third and fourtn paragraphs of said

o]

bill sine neither admits nor denies the same, except that sihe admits
that tails respondent is tnhne owner of tne leasehcld interest in the
lot known as 1145 West Pranklin Street.

SECOND: That sue admits the facts alleged in the {ifth para-

graph of said bill of complaint.

And neaving fully answered said bill of complaint as
she is advised is necessary, sie prays thatl sne may be hence dismissed
with her reascnable costse.

And &g in duty bound, etec.

odner Grossman
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ALL SAINTS EVNAGHLICAL
LUTHERAN CHURCH OF BALTIMOHE

CITY, a body corporate
Complainant

Ve

WORGE D, -AHRLING et &l
Defandant

A G ¥ s
AUC}U.’S KATE 14 'p Sgﬁm F':
leander énd ANNAPa®
Six off the defendants

sracelT

/.
(U Q-

O

Due service of copy
Answer, admitted 1
day of, Februarv, 929

MYLANDER & PATZ
ATTORNEY AT LAW :
410-416 MORRIS BUILDING
BALTIMORE.




ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL TUTHERAN CHURCH
OF BALTIMO "5 CITY, a body cornorate,
Complainant
IN THE
Ve
CIRGCUIT COURT NO, 2 OF
- 3ALTIMO R CITY
FPIOBENCE MYLANDER, and =
ANNA FAUST,
Defendants
AN S E R
T0 THE HONOWRILI, ETI FRANK, TEI JUDGE O ID OOTTTT s -
Your resnondents, Walter C, Mylander, William F, M-lasnder, August C, ily=-
lander, Kate I, lMylander, Florence Mylander and Anna Faust, six of the
above named defendantis, answering the Rill of plaint in thls cause,
exhibhited against the and others, the vhole thereo”, and each -ni every
paragraph thereof, respecifullr shov unto this Court:-
i, That answerinc the said Rill of Complaint, the whole thereof, and
each and every paragraph thereof, your resnondents aver that they,
together with thelr slster, Dora “Mylander, are the owners of prop-

o ‘,-y-\

erpies, mentioned in said Bill of Complaint, o d

10vn as Nog 1l24=-

1126 ,xKk% 1128 and 1130 west Franklin Street, in the City of “alti-

more, llaryland, wvhich said proper-ies are nossessesd hy them, That
they hive no personal knowledge of the other allepations of alleged

matter and fact set forth in said Rill of Complaint, mate=ial to

the determination of the matter pres-nted to this Court thereln, and
do therefore, in accordance with the rsvised Teneral Eculty Rules
deny tne same, except as herelnalter specifleally admitted

2. That they admit all vein sot forth (in said 3ill of

Nonmpleaint) relatd to chanred neizhborhond, within the area, terri-
tory and scope 0" saild allegsd restrictive asreement, therein mer -
tioned,

e That your resnondents are advised and therefore aver, that 1t would
be Ine~nitable to cancel seid aere~m-nt as to sald Complainant,
ithout cancellins same as Lo youwr resnondents, und as te all parties

nzmed herein, vhich your res»nondents believe should b one,

"herefore havines fully answered said Ri1ll of Complaint, they
vhole agreement, referred to in sald Bill o" Compldaint, be i
entirety, as to all partics, at » cost ard charece of the (¢
- I
\ /.f

pray that the
mecelled in its
omplainant,
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John S, Casssell, one of the defe ntz in the ahove

entitled cause, answerins the Bill of Complc nt herein ggairst him cond
thers exkibited, and esch =nd every paragreph thereof, respectfully

gshore unto this Court:-

PI SP:= "het andering the w

¢r =sald R11l1l of Complaint nard enech =nd
Very pe reof, your rosrondent, avers thet Xhex ¥m-snd
meikwx x¥xk his cisters, Josephine F. Prisky =2nd C=therine D.
Plitt, e2re the only heirs at law, and nert of

ceaged Mother, Jocephine
4; i rﬁ_, . 1 - o 4 TI,, £ r'; ot »

P A e - - + % A
averyv nay o5 i .“n}‘_' chere

J

*
LA
i

et = =

erty mentioned in ssid ] aint, gsnd ¥pown 2¢ Mo, 1123
Weet W.anklin gtreet, in : Paltimore, “arvlind, snb-
jeet to on anrual oround rent of U s that after ¢t 1t ]

of théir mother, letters of administrstion on .
0 your rogvnondent, 2nd in due cource, sfter nc

end complisnce with <1l prerequisites, your respondent, =8 such

i tor, upon ORDEE of Conrt, conveyed =aid property, sub

her et

a el A

1 111 | ot 7 e Y T, : ) -
jeet to =said rernt, unto yonr resnondent, nd b sicteres fore-
11 =)

i
That thereafter, your responden torether vith hie
n~.8 continously owne alld csmacge heir aoforementioned
nd te h hie precsent

ovledee of

rerefore havins fully =snswered ==aid B111 of Compl:int, he pr-y hat the
whole aor vy 4 . =14 +0 nd mentio d in eaid i |
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CIRCUIT COURT $2
OF BALTINORE CITYJ’Z,

ALL SAINT'S E?AFN:GZZId/jﬂé

LUTHERAN CHURCH OF
BALTINORE CITY, & body
corporatee.
VS
L. GROSSHMAN and LENA
GROSSMAN, his wife,
ET AL

|

ANSWER

Mr. Clerk:-

Please file, etcs

Mo 16532 A
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day 1929.
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ALL SAINT'S BVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTINORE CITY, a body
corporcte.

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT #2

VSe :
oF
L. GROSSMAN and LENA GROSSMAN,
hig wife, ET AL BALTIMORE CITY

TO0 THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:-

Your respondents, L. Grossman and Lena Grossman,
his wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney, for answer
to thé petition filed by the Plaintiff in the above case, say:-

Firste.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
wes entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Bvangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the said agreement
for and on behalf of the petitioner did so with full knowledge of
their responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and
that the said agreement was signed by them in good faith.

Thirde

Answering the third paragraph of the said petition,
your respondents deny the allegations set out in thepetition and
demand abseolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry
Be Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran
Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O. Stomm,
Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the

signing of the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings



were held in the church &t which the congregation attended and also
the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said agreement
wag done wfter a free discussion of the circumstances surrounding the
case; that the said agreement wes binding upon the Concordia
Evaengeliecal Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate,
and its smccessor, the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran Church of

Baltimore City, & body corporate.

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the @aid petition,
your respondents neither affirm nor deny the statements made therein,

but demand absolute proof of sameo

Fifth.

Answering the fi fth paragraph of the said petition,
your respandents say that they neither admit nor deny the allegations
stated therein, but demand positive proof of samee

Having fully answered the said petitition, your

respondents pray to be hence digmissed with costse

AND AS in duty bound, etce




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: T0 wIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this

day of g(ﬁkf\wngwq\ y 1929, before me, the subscriber,
a notary Public ofd%Le State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, personally appeared L. Grossman, one of
the respondents herein, and made oath in due form of law
that the m tters and facts set forth in the aforegoing
answer are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge
an d beliefe.

AS WITWESS my hand and notarial seale

LK,

tary lic
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corporeate.
Vs.
LAGNES R. DOWD
MARY E. DOWD BT AL
KATHERINE DOWD
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Mr. Clerk:-
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body
corporates.

(1]

IN THE
VSe.
: CIRCUIT COURT #2

AGNES R. DOWD
MARY E. DOWD OF
KATHERINE DOWD :
LORETTA DOWD BALTIMCRE CITY

ET AL '

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:~

Your respondents, Agnes R. Dowd, Mary E. Dowd,
Katherine Dowd and Loretta Dowd, by James Joseph Carmody, their
attorney, for answer to %he petition filed by the plaintiff in
the above case, say:-

First.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but
demand absoclute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the agreement for
and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of their
responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and that
the said agreement was signed by them in good faith.

Thirde

Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondents deny the anllegations set out in the said petition and
demand absolute proof of same, and say further that the Reve. Henry
Be Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran
Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O, Storm,

L

Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surround ing the



of the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were

held in the Church at which the congregation attended and also the
Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said agreement

was done after a free discussion of the circumstances surrounding

the case; that the szid agreement was binding upon the Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate,
and its successor, the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran Church of

Baltimore City, a body corporate.

Fourtho,
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,
your respondents neither affirm nor deny the allegations stated

therein, but demand absolute proof of samee

Fifth.
Answering the fifth paragraph of the petition,
your respondents say that they neither admit nor deny the statements
made therein, but demand positive proof of same.

Having fully answered the said petition, your

Respondents pray to be hence dismissed with cosis.

AND 45 in duty bound, etco

7

A}yoqgéy for Respgﬁdent:h

2/ g c:’ A,mw -
%&fa{;ﬁé

Wg& Y bl




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIIORE CITY: 70 WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this @\
/'
day of Afﬁﬂzlg;gg » 1929, before me, the subscriber,

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, personally appeared Agnes R. Dowd,

one of the respondents herein, amd made oath in due form of
law that the matters and facts set forth in fhe aforegoing
answer are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge
and beliefe

AS WITHESS my hand and notarial seal.

,i ®
otary Public Ctj -
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIINORE CITY, a body
corporatee. s
IN THE
VSe
CIRCUIT COURT #2
S H. FREEBURGER, MARY L. FREEBURGER, :

ELIZABETH R. FREEBURGER, HERBERT H. OoF
FREEBURGER, CLINTON J., FREEBURGER,
and MARIE F. BUCKLEY, ET AL. BALTIMORE CITY

L]

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE CF THE SAID COURT:-

Your respondents, S. He. Freeburger, Mary L.
Freeburger, Elizabeth R. Freeburger, Herbert H. Freeburger,
Clinton J. Freeburger, and Marie P. Buckley, by James J. Carmody,
their attorney, for answer to the petition filed by the Plaintiff
in the asabove case, sgay:-

Firste

That your respPondents have no knowledge of the
matters sfated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of same.

Second .

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the said petition, and that the President
and Secretary who signed the said agreement for and on behalf of jour
petitioner did so with full knowledge of their responsibility and
the responsibility of your petitioner and that said agreement was
signed by them in good faithe.

Thirde

Answering the third paragraph of the said petition,
your respondents say that they deny the allegations set out in the
petition, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young, Pastor and
President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation og Baltimare

City, a body corporate, end Milton O, Storm, Secretary thereof, had



full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of the said
agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were held

in the church at wh_ch the congregation attended and also the
Pastor and Secretary; that thedir action in signing said agreement
was done after a free discussion of t he circums tances surrounding
the case; that the said agreement was binding upon Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Congregatiom of Baltimore City, a body
corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran

Church of Baltimore City, a body corporates

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition, your
respondents neither admit nor deny the statements made therein, but

demand absolute proof of sames

Fifth.

Answering the Fifth paragraph of the petition, your
respondents say that they mneither affirm nor deny the allegations
stated therein, but demand positive proof of sames

Having fully answered the said petition, your

regpondents pray %o be hence dismissed with costse

AND AS in duty bound, etce.

for Respondents \kh




BTATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMCRE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this =k

i
day of *%ék{\uvulhq s 1929, before me, the subscriber,
a Notary Publie é?)the State of Meryland, in and for the City of
Baltimore, aforesaid, personally apreared lMarie F. Buckiey,
one of the respondents herein, and made oath in due form of
law that the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing
answer are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge and
belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seale

e T 9.

Wotary rublic
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN

CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body IN THE
corporate. : :
CIRCUIT COURT #2
VSe.
¢ OF
NORA DOYLE
ET AL BALTINMCORE CITY

L1

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:~

Your respondent, Nora Doyle, by James Joseph
Carmody, her attorney, for answer to the petition filed by
the Plaintiff in the above case, says:-

First.

That your respondent has no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but
demands absolute proof of sameo

Second.

That your respondent denies the allegations
alleged in paragraph two of the petition, and says further that
an agreement was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's
BEvangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate,
with the various owners of the property mentioned in the second
Paragraph of the petition, and that the President and Secretary
who signed the agreement for and on behalf of your petitioner
did so with full knowledge of their responsibility and the
resppnsibility of your petitioner and that the said agreement
was signed by them in good faith.

Thirde
: Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondent denies the allegations set out in sdid petition and
demands absolute proof of same, and says further that the Reve
Henry B. Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical
Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, & body corporate, and
Milton O. Storm, Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the

facts surrounding the signing of the said agreement; that public



meetings were held in the Church at which the congregation
attended and also the Pastor and Secretary; that their
action in signing said agreement was done after a free
discussion of the circumstances surrounding the casej; that
the said agreement was binding upon the Concordia ZLvangelical
Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate,
and its smecessor, the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran

Church of Baltimore City, abody corporate.

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made

therein, but demands absodkute proof of samee.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth praragaph of the said
petition, your respondent says that she neither admits nor
denies the allegations stated therein, but demands positive
proof of samee.

Hazving fully answered the said petition, your
respondent prays to be dismissed with costse.

ADN AS in duty bound, etce

ﬁytdfiey for Respdﬁden{:

It D de



STATE OF LARYLAND: BALTINCRE CITY: TO WIT:

8 I HEREBY CERTIFTY, that on this @
day of "\';&5& &%E s 1929, before me, the subscriber, a

Notary Public of the 8tate of Maryland, in and for the City
of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared Nora Doyle,

and made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts
get forth in the aforegoing petition are true and bona fide

to the best of her knowledge and beliefe

AS WITNESS my hand and notarisl seal.

Dyt
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ALL SAINT*S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTILORE CITY, a body
corporate.

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT #2
VS

OF
LOUIS FRIEDMAN, ET AL
BALTILCRE CITY

TO THE HONCRABLE THE JUDGE CF THE SAID COURT:~

Your respondent, Louis Friedman, by James
Joseph Carmody, his attorney, for answer to the petition filed
by the plaintiff in the above case, says:-

Firste

That your respondent has no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demands
absolute proof of same.

Second .

That your respondent denies the allegations alleged
in the second paragraph of the petition, and says further that an
agreement was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, & body corporate, with the
various owners of the preoeperty mentioned in the second paragraph of
the petition, and that the President and Secretary who signed the
said agreement for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full
Enowledge of their responsibility and the responsibility of your
pPetitioner and that the said agreement was signed by them in good
faith.

Thirde

Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondent denies the allegations set out in said petition and demands
absolute proof of same, and says further that the Rev. Henry B. Toung,
Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation
of Baltimore City, & body corporate, and Milton O. Storm, Secretary
thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of

the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were held in



the Church at which the congregation attended and also the Pastor
and Secretary; that their action in signing the agreement was done
after a free discussion of the circumstances surrounding the case;
that the said agreement was binding upon the Concordia Evangelical
Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and its
successor, the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore
City, a body corporatee
Fourth.

Answering the fourth paragraph of the said petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made therein,
but demands absolute proof of same.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth paragraph of said petition, your
respondent says that he neither admits nor denies the allegations
stated therein, but demands positive proof of samee.

Having fully answered the said petition, your
respondent prays to be hence dismissed with costse

AND AS in duty bound, etce

\
@Jl‘. Hofney ror Re aﬁon?ex{k




STATE OF IMARYLAND: BALTIMCRE CITY: T0 WIT:

F

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this m
/
day of »(gzﬂhaﬁlg » 1929, before me, the subscriber,

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared Louis
Friedman, and made oath in due form of law that the matters
end facts set forth in the aforegoing petition are %Fue

and bona fide to the best of hisg knowledge and beliefa

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seale.

5;Q§§RSOVW~Q?
Matary PubIic ~ ) -
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wife, LT AL
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN |
CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body IN THE
corporatee

-

CIRCUIT COURT #2

VSe. :

oF
GEORGE A, HEIDERMAN and KATHERINE :
HEIDERMAN, his wife, ET AL : BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:-

Your respondents, George L., Heiderman and Katherine
Heiderman, his wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney, for
answer t0 the petition filed by the plaintiff in the above case,
say:—‘

First.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of sameo

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the agreement for
and on behdlf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of their
responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and that the
sald agreement was signed by them in good faithe.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of the said petition,
your regPondents deny the allegations set out in said petition and
demand absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry Bo
Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran
Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton 0. Storm,

Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the



signing of the agreement mentioned heretofore; that publiec
meeting s were held in the Church at which the congregation attended
and also the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said
agreement was done after a free discussion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon the
Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a
body corporate, and its successor, the ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL
LUTHERAN CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body corporate.
Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of seid petition,
your respondents neither a@dmit nor deny the statements made therein
but demand absolute proof of same.
Fifth.
Answering the fifth paragraph of ssid petition, your
respondents say that they neither affirm nor deny the allegations

stated therein, but demand positive proof thereof.

HAVING fully answered the said petition, your
respondents pray to be hence dismissed with costs,.

AND AS in duty bound, etce




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on thisfi&n&ﬁiﬁ&&n

N
day of ’&)}y\u~qhﬂ\ » 1929, before me, the subscriber,
P

a Notary Puvlie of the State of Maryland, in and for the

City of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared George
Ae Heiderman, one of the respondents, and made oath in
due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in
the aforegoirg petition are true and bona fide to the best

of his knowledge and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial seal.

=

=

%jw\}\ﬁ‘k‘m I

oy

Notary Public.

s foon 25 o Yook daromer
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIMCRE CITY, & body IN THE
corporatee.

CIRCUIT COURT #2

vS.
: oF
LOUIS HAUSMAN and FANNIE HAUSMAN,
his wife, ET AL BALTIMCRE CITY

TO0 THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:-

Your respondents, Louis Hausman and Fannie
Hausman, his wife, by James J. Carmody, their attorney,
for answer to the petition filed by the plaintiff in the
above case, say:-

Firste.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proocf of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corpocrate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the said asgreement
for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of
their responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner amd
that the said agreement was signed by them in goed faithe.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of said petition, your
respondents deny the allegations set out in said petition and demand
absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
Pagtor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation
of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O. Storm, Secretary

thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing eof



the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were
held in the Church at which the congregation attended and also
the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said

agre ement was done after a free discussion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon
the Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore
City, a body corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore,City, a body corporatees

Fourthe.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the said
petition, your respondents neither deny nor affirm the statement s
made therein, but demand absolute proof of sames.
Fifth.
Answering the fifth paragraph of said petition,
your respondents say that they neither admit nor deny the allegations
stated therein, but demand positive proof of same.
Having fully answered the said petition, your
respondents prey to be hence dismissed with costs.

AND AS in duty bound, etce

7




STATE CP MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this M}a,_@-\

day of >§§y“&ﬁgqg » 1929, before me, the subscriber,
P

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, personally appeared Louis Hausman, one
of the respondents, and made oath in due form of law that
the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing petition
are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge and

belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal.
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s

ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTINCRE CITY, a
body corporate

IN THE

(1]

CIRCUIT COURT #2
VsS.
OF

-

WILLIAM H. LEONHAUSER and BALTIMORE CITY
RACHEL LEONHAUSER, his wife,

ET AL g

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE CF SAID COURT:

Your respondents, William H. Leonhauser and’
Rachel Leonhauser, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney,
for answer to the petition filed by the Plaintiff in the
above case, say: =-

First.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, bdut
demand absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an
agreement was entered into on behalf of the All Syint's
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate,
with the various owners of the property mentioned in the second
paragraph of the petition, and that the President and Secretary
who signed the said agreement for amd on behalf of your petitioner
did so with full knowledge of their responsibility and the
responsibility of your petitioner and that the said agreement was
signed by them in good faith.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of said petition, your
respondents deny the allegations set out in said petition and demand
absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation

of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O. Storm, Secretary

thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing



of the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings
were held in the Church at which the congregation attended and
2lso the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing
Said agreement was done after a free discussion of the
circumstances surrounding the casej that the said agreement
was binding upon the Concordis Evangelical Lutheran Church of
Baltimore City, & body corporate, and its successor, the ALL
Saint's Bvangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, & body
corporate.

‘ Fourth.

Answering the fourth paragraph of said petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made
therein, but demands absolute proof of same.

Fifthe.

Answering the fifth paragraph of ssid petition, your
respondents say that they neither admit nor deny the allegations
stated therein, but demand pesitive proof thereof.

Having fully answered the ssid petition, your Respondents
pray to be hence dismissed with costse.

AND AS in duty bound, etc.

AzyQpﬁey for ResﬁEHEéﬂighf




STATE OF MARYLAND::: BALTIMCRE CITY:: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on tnia_m‘iay

of ?gikﬂ¢knhzs s 1929, before me, the subsgcriber,

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared William
He “eonhauser, one of the Respondents, and made oath in
due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in
the aforegoing answer are true and bona fide to the best

of his knowledge and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and nctarial seal.

B Deg

= Notary FPublic =
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTILORE CITY, a body IN THE
corporate

-

CIRCUIT COURT #2

vs'
: or
GEORGE F. MUELLER and ETHEL P. MUELLER,
his wife, BT AL BALTILIORE CITY

TO0 THE HONORABLE, the JUDGE OF SAID COURT:~-

Your respondents, George H. Mueller and
Ethel P, lueller, his wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their
attorney, for answer to the petition filed by the plaintiff in
the above case, say:-

First.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragaph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in the second paragraph of the petition, and say further that an
agreement was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, ﬁith the various
owners of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the
petition, and that the President and Secretary who signed the said
agreement for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full
knowledge of their resgsponsibility and the responsibility of your
Petiticner and that the suid agreement was signed by them in good
faith.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of said petition,
your respondents deny the allegations set out in said petition
and demand absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev.
Henry B. xoung, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Baltinore City, a body corporate, and 4ilton

0. Storm, Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts



surrounding the signing of the agreement mentioned heretofore;
that public meetings were held in the Church at which the
congregation attended and also the Pastor and Secretary; that
their action in signing the said agreement was done after a free
discussion of the facts surrounding the case; that the said
agreement was binding upon the Concordia Bvangelical Lutheran
Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and its
successor, the All Saint's Evangelical lutheran Church of
Baltimore City, a body corporates

Fourth.

Answering the fourth paragraph of the said
petition, your respondents neither affirm nor deny the allegations
stated therein, but demand absolute proof of same.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth paragraph of the petition, your

respondents neither admit nor deny the statements made therein,

but demand positive proof of samee

Having fully answered the said petition, your
respondents pray to be hence dismissea with costse.

AND AS in duty bound, etce

( /
qxto@#ay for Resporidents \
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STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on tnis@ day

o
of A(;ig\p\QJQQL s 1929, before me, the subscriber, a
&

Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, personally appeared George H. lMueller,

one of the respondents herein, amd made cath in due form

of law that the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing

answer are true and bona fide to the best of hisg knowledge

and beliefe

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal.

%%&ﬁ\ & ewng .

Notary rublic
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTINMCRE CITY, a body IN ™E
corporatee.

CIRCUIT COURT #2

VS
: OF
HUGO WEBER and PHILIPINE WEBER,
his wifeqs ET 4L : BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF THE SAID COURT:~

Your respondents, Hugo Weber and Philipine
Weber, his wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney, for
answer to the petition filed by the plaintifi in the above
case, gay:-

Firste.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first pasragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petiticn, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the Presiient and Secretary who signed the said agrement
for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of
their responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and
that the said agrement was signed by them in goed faith.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondents deny the allegations et out in the petition and demand
absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation
of Baltimore City, a vody corporate, and Milton O. Storm, Seecretary

thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of



the agreement mentioned heretofore; that publie meetings were
held in the church at which the congregation attended and also
the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said
agreement was done after a free discussion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon
the Concordia Bvangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore
City, a bbdy corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporatee

Fourth.
Answering the fourth praagraph of the petition,
your respondents neither affirm nor deny the statements made

therein, but demand absolute proof of same.

Fi fth.

Answering the fifth prragraph of the petition,
your respondents say that they neither admit nor deny the
allegations stated therein, but demand positive proof of same.

Having fully answered the sald petition, your
respondents pray that they may hence be dismissed with costs.

AND AS in duty bound, etce

/

K.
terney for RespOndents




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: TC WIT:

-
1 HEREBY CERTIFY, that on thism

P
day of Au&ﬁukmgﬁ- » 1929, before me, the subscriber,

a Notary‘Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, aforesmsid, personally appeared Hugo
Weber, one cof the respondents herein, and made oath in
due form of law that the matters and facts set forth in
the aforegoing answer are true and bona fide to the best
of his knowledge and belief,

AS JITNESS my hand and notarial seal.

AL

otayYy +ublic
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body
corporatee.

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT #2
vs.

OF
VINCENT GENCO
ET AL

BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGR OF SAID COURT:~-

Your respondent, Vincent Genco, by James Joseph
Carmody, his attorney, for answer to the petition filed by the
Plaintiff, says:-
First.
That your respondent has no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demands
absolute proof of samee.
Seconde.
That your respondent denies the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and says further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the il1ll Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the suid agreement
did so with full knowledge of their responsibility and the responsibility
of your petitioner and that said agreement was signed by them in good
faithe.
Thirde.
inswering the third paragraph of the said petition,
your respondent denies the allegations set out in said petition and
demands absolute proof of same, and says further that the Rev. Henry
B. Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran
Congregation of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O. Storm,

Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the



signing of the ngreement mentioned heretofore; that public
meetings were held in the church at which the congregation
attended and also the Pastor and Secretary; that their action

in signing sald agreement was done after a free discussion of
the circumstances surrounding the casej that the said agreement
was binding upon the Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Comgregation
of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and its successor, the All
Saint 's Evangelical Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body

corporates

Fourth,
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made

therein, but demands absolute proof of same.

Fifthe
Answering the fifth paragraph of the petition,
your respondent sa) that he neither admits nor denies the
allegations stated therein, but demands positive proof of sames
Having fully answered the said agreement, your
respondent prays to be hence dismigsed with costse

AND AS in duty bound, etce.

- . 5 ‘?}J/y’“ 7




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIMORE CITY: TO WIT:

(&
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this & é
day of %;giﬁr\Axtan\ s 1929, before me, the subscriber,
-

& Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City

of ﬁaltimore, personally appeared Vincent Genco, the respondent
herein, and made oath in due form of law that the matters and
facts set forth in the aforegoing amswer are true to the best
of his knowledge and belief,.

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal.

Eoeey
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH CF BALTIMORE CITY, a body
corporatee.

I THE

CIRCUIT COURT #2
VS.
3 oF
ANNACJEFFERS , ET AL
BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE, the JUDGE OF SAID COURT:=

Your respondent, Ann ¢, Jeffers, by James Yoseph
Carmody, her attorney, for answer to the petition filed by
the Plaintiff in the above case, says:-

Firste

That your respondent has no knowledge of the
metters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demands
absolute proof of the same.

Second.

That your respondent denies the allagations stated
in pgragraph two of the petition, and says further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's BEvangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, & body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the said agreement
for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of
their responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and
that the said agreement was signed by them in good faith.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of the szid _.etition,
your respondent denies the allegations set ocut in said petition and
demands absolute proof of game, and says further that the Rev.
Henry B, Young, Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton 0. Storm,

Secretary thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the



signing of the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings
were held in the Church at which the Congregation attended and
also the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said
agreement was done after a free discussion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon the
Concordia Evang®lical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a
body corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's Evangelical
Lutheran Churcih of Baltimore City, a body corporate.

Fourthe

Answering the fourth paragraph of ssid petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made
therein, but demands absolute proof of same.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth paragraph of said petition,
your respondent neither admits ncr denies the allegations stated
therein, but demands positive proof thereof.

Having fully answered the said petition, your
respondent prays to be hence dismissed with costse

AND as in duty bound, etc.

e
7
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STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTILCRE CITY: T0 WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this~ day

s
of \_nk;\_ucuw,_ s 1929, before me, the subscriber,
o

-

a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared AN C.
JEFFERS and made cath in due form of law that the matters
and facts set forth in the aforegoing petition are true

and bona fide to the best of her knowledge and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seal.

.gibzgégqaﬂ- A @
otary plic <:)‘
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN

CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body :
corporates IN THE

VSe : CIRCUIT COURT #2
CARL KRETZLER and MARY E. KRETZLER, OF

his wifeqy et al.

BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:~

Your respondents, Carl Kretzler and Mary Eo.
Kreleer, hig wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney,
for answer to the petition file@ by the plaintiff in the above
cage, says:-

Firste

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your repsondents deny the allegationg alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the 41l Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the said agreement
did so with full knowledge of their responsibility and the
responsibility of your petitioner and that said agreement was signed
by them in good faith.

Thirde

Answering the third paragraph of the petition,
your respondents deny the allegations set out in the said petition,
and say further that the Reve Henry B. Young, Pastor and President
of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City,

a body corporate, and Milton O, Storm, Secretary thereof, had full

knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of the agreement


Cv.se

mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were held in the
church at which the congregation attended znd also the Pastor
and Secretary; that their action in signing said agreement was
done after a free discugsion of the circumstances surrounding
the case; that the said agreement was binding upon Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore Fity, & body
corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's Evangelical

Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporateo

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,
your respondents niether affirm nor deny the statements made

therein, but demand absolute proof of same.

Fifth.
Answering the fifth paragraph of the said
petition, your respondents say that they neither admit nor deny
the allegations stated therein, but demand positive proof of sames.
Ha¥ing fully answered the said petition, your
respondents pray to be hence dismissed with cosgtse.

AND 48 in duty bound,etce.

7 1 N
Z?tqgﬂey for Respondents \\hﬂ




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIIIORE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this @Lb

day of Cékﬂ&ﬁﬁigﬁg s 1929, before me, the subscriber,
a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, personally appeared Carl Kretzler, one
of the respondents, and made ogth in due form of law that
the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing answer
are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge and
belief,

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seale.

D dehs s
otar ubliec




Q@IRCUIT COURT §#2
OF BALTINORE CITY

ALL SAINT® s%fzi?c}?

LUTHERAN CHURCH OF
BALTI HMORE CITY Ll y a bO(ly
cerporate.

VS.
ANTHONY P. SCHOLTHOLT and

T CATHERINE SCHOLTHOLT, his
wifeos ET AL

t ANSWER

‘ MI‘- Clerkf-

) / Pleag file, gtp.
Wy (6332
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ATTORMNEY-AT-LAW
541 EQUITABLE BUILDING
)LT!MORE. MD,

AftoyAey for Respondents\{
i
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Lid

ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTILORE CITY, a body

corporate. H IN THE

VS. @IRCUIT COURT #2
ANTHCNY P, SHOLTHCLT and OF
CATHEREINE SHOLTHCOLT, his wife,
ET AL : BALTIMCRE CITY

TO THE HCKCRABLE THE JUDGE COF SAID COURT:~

Your respondents, Anthony P. Sholtholt and
Catherine Sholtholt, his wife, by James Joseph Carmody, their
attorney, for answer to the petition filed by the plaintiff in
the above case, say:-

Firste.

That your respondents have no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
abgsolute procf of same.

Second.

That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the A¥l Saint's Lvangelical Iuytheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the variocus woners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretuery who signed the said agreement
for and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of
their responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and
that the said agreement was signed by them in good faith.

Third.

Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondents deny the allegations set out in the petition and demand
absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
Pastor and President of Concordia BEvangelical Lutheran Congregation
of Baltimore City, a body corpoeate,and Milton O, Storm, Secretary

thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of



the agreement mentioned heretofore; that pubdlic meetings were
held in the church at which the congregation attended and also
the Pastor and Secretary; that their action in signing said
agreement was done after a free discusgsion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon
the Concordia BEvangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore
City, a body corporate, and its successor, the All Saint's

Evangelical Lutheran Chureh of “altimore City, a body corporateo

Fourthe.

Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,
your respondents neither afrirm nor deny the statements made
therein, but demand absolute proof of szmee.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth psragraph of the petition,
your respondents neither admit ncr deny the allegations stated
therein, but demand pbdsitive proof of same.

Having fully answered the said petition, your

respondents pray to be hence dismissed with costse

LND AS in duty bound, etce




STATE OF MARYLAND: BALTIIICRE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this w

-
day of )ﬂﬁw\n\ﬁhm » 1929, before me, the subscriber, a
~)

Notary Public of the State of lMaryland, in and for the

City of Baltimore, personally appeared Anthony B. Sholtholt,
one of the respondents herein, and made oath in due form of
law that the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing
petiticna are true and bona fide to the begt of his knowledge
and belief.

AS WITNESS MY hand and notarial seale.

otary <ublie




_ IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT #2
OF BALTIIIORE CITY. -
S J

35 774
ALL SAINT'S BVANGEL céj' 7
LUTHERAN CHURCH OF BALTI-

MORE CITY, u body corporated

Vs.

~ANSWER~

Mr. Clerk:-

flease file, etce.

)

i
fﬁ%q&ﬁey for Redxonqu

aurv ce zﬁ{cc.y sdmitted
8 6 y of {
1¢29. 3

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW
541 EQUITABLE BUILDING
BALTIMORE, MD.




ALL SAINT'S EVAHGELI&AL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, abody IN THE
corporatee.

CIRCUIT COURT #2

VSe H
OF
THOKAS HARKNESS :
ET AL BALTIXMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF S4ID COURT:-

Your respondent, Thomas Harkness, by James
Joseph Carmody, his attorney, for answer to the petition filed
by Phe Plaintiff in the above case, says:-

Firste

That your respondel has no knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demands
absolute proof of same.

Second.

That your respondent denies the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and says further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Saint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentioned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the agreement for
and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knwoledge of their
responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and that
said agreement was signed by them in good faith.

Thirde.

Answering the third paragraph of the petition, your
respondent denies the allegations set out in said petition and demands
absolute proof of same, and says further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
Paster and President of Concordia Bvangelical Lutheran Church of
Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton ©®. Storm, Secretary
thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of
the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were held
in the Church at which the congregation attended and also the Pastor

and Secretary; that their action in signing said agreement was done



after a free discussion of the circumstances surrounding the
case; that the said agreement was binding upon the Concordia
Evangelical Lutheran Congregation of Baltimore City, a body
corporate, and its successor, the 4All Saint's Evangelical

Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporatees

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of said petition,
your respondent neither affirms nor denies the statements made

therein, but demands absolute proof of samee.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth papagraph of the petition,
your respondent neither admits nor denies the allegations stated
therein, but demands positive proof of same.

Having fully answered the said petition, your
respondent prays t0 be hence dismissed with costs.

AND AS in duty bdbound, etce




. w

STATE CF MARYLAND: BALTIMCORE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on thia'm

/,...-1
day of Awﬁkﬂ*kgfgg s 1829, before me, the subscriber,

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

City of Beltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared Thonmas
Hérkness, and made oath in due form of law that the
matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing petition
are true and bona fide to the best of his knowledge and

beliefe.

AS WITNESS the hand and seal hereto.
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IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT f2
OF BALTILCRE CITY ¢ =

J A’d{ 779
ALL SAINT'S JV«+GgulLP
LUTHBERAN CHURCH OF
BALTINICRE CITY, a body
corporate.

VSe
JOHII F. DUGGAN

JANMES P. DUGGAN
ET AL

ANSWER

Mr. Clerk:~

s

ﬁﬁfobﬁéy for Respprdents

Servicedngcoyy sdmitted
this Q6 doy of

1929.

ATTORNEY-AT-LAW
241 EQUITABLE BUILDING
BALT]MDRE MD.
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ALL SAINT'S EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
CHURCH OF BALTIWCRE CITY, & body
corporatee

IN THE
VSe

CIRCUIT COURT #2

JOHN F. DUGGAN

JAMES P. DUGGAN
ET AL

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:-

Your respondents, John ¥. Duggan and James P.
Duggan, by James Joseph Carmody, their attorney, for answer to
the petition filed by the plaintiff in the above case, say:-
Firate
That your respondents have nc knowledge of the
matters stated in the first paragraph of the petition, but demand
ebsolute proof of samee
Seconde
That your respondents deny the allegations alleged
in paragraph two of the petition, and say further that an agreement
was entered into on behalf of the All Sgint's Evangelical Lutheran
Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, with the various owners
of the property mentiocned in the second paragraph of the petition,
and that the President and Secretary who signed the agreement for
and on behalf of your petitioner did so with full knowledge of their
responsibility and the responsibility of your petitioner and that
the said agrement was signed by them in good faith.
Thirde
Answering the third paragreph of the petition, your
respondents deny the allegations set out in the petition and demand
absolute proof of same, and say further that the Rev. Henry B. Young,
Pastor and President of Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Congregation,
of Baltimore City, a body corporate, and Milton O, Storm, Secretary

thereof, had full knowledge of the facts surrounding the signing of



the agreement mentioned heretofore; that public meetings were
held in the church at which the congregation attended and also
the Pastor and Secretary; that their acticon in signing said
egreement was done after a free discussion of the circumstances
surrounding the case; that the said agreement was binding upon
the Concordia Evangelical lutheran Congregation of Baltimore
City, a body corporate, and its successor, the All Szint's

BEvangeliéal Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporates

Fourth.
Answering the fourth paragraph of the petition,

your respondents neither affirm nor deny the statements amde

therein, but demand absolute proof of same.

Fifth.

Answering the fifth paragraph of the petition,
your respondents say that they neither admit nor deny the
allegations stated therein, but demand positive proof of same.

Haeving fully answered the s:zid petition, your
respondents pray to be hence dismissed with costsoe

AND AS in duty bound, etce

Nl

Awﬁoﬁhﬁy for Respondénts
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STATE OF LIARYLAND: BALTINCRE CITY: TO WIT:

I HEREBY CZRTIFY, that on thism day

of "X‘Mm » 1929, before me, t he subscriber,

a Notary Public of the State of liaryland, in and for the
City of Baltimore, aforesaid, personally appeared John F.
Duggan and James R. Duggan and made oath in due form of

law that the matters and facts set forth in the aforegoing
answer are true and bona fide to the best of their knowledge

and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and notarial seale.

otary Public




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
NO. 2 OF
BALTIMORE CITY

/%‘/

ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL
LUTHERAN CHURCH OF BALTI-
MORE CITY

Ers/ex

Complainant
vs

GEORGE D. AHRLING, et al

Defendant
S
;7 _ ANSWER _ 4
3 * 9
‘1/j ¥, _:.» \“} =
cg e

Mr. Clerk
Please file, etc.
,// - "
< /////: /". L .-z/l "./

" Solicitor for /
Defendants '

Y,
Due service of copy ad=-

mitted this day of

e

Solictor for Com- & 3




ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH
OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body corporate.

Complainant IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT N. 2
vs
OF
GEORGE D. AHRLING, et al. BALTIMORE CITY
Defendant “ ™
ANSWER

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF THE SAID COURT:~-

The Joint and several answers of George D. Ahrling and Emma F.
Ahrling, owners of the dwelling house, property known as 1103
West Franklin Street, to the Bill of Complaint herein exhibited
against them and others, respectfully show unto this Court:-

1. That they have no personal knowledge of the allega-
tions of matter and fact set forth in the first, second, third
and fourth paragraphs of the said Bill of Complaint and do,
therefore, deny the same, except that they admit that they are
the owners of the dwelling property known as 1103 West Franklin
Street.

2. That they admit the facts alleged in paragraph five
of the said Bill of Complaint.

Se That they aver that it would be inequitable to cancel
said agreement as to the complainant without cancelling same as
to them and as to all the parties defendant, which they believe
should be done.

Wherefore, having fully answered said Bill of Complaint, they
pray that the said agreement be cancelled in its entirety at

the cost and charge of the complainant.

And as in duty bound, etc.,

v d % ////‘./////'/ ol
Solicitor for Detendantaiﬂf;?égg
D. Ahrling and Emma Ahrling /

///_/_—__
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland
To

of Baltimore City, Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you do within the time limited

by law, beginning on the second Monday of.... . L7 e A @ e, EXE, cAUSE an

appearance to be entered for you, and your Answer to be filed to the Complaintof ... . ...

against you exhibited in the CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY.

HEREOF fail not, as you will answer the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable JAMES B. GORTER, Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City
the L= day of 192 é’

MEMORANDUM:

You are required to file your Answer or other defence in the Clerk’s Office, Room No. 235, in the Court
House, Baltimore City, within fifteen days after the return day. (General Equity Rule 11.)
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland
N\
Tol SEAL )

of Baltimore City, Greeting:

against you exhibited in the CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY.

HEREOF fail not, as you will answer the contrary at your peril:
WITNESS, the Honorable JAMES B. GORTER, Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore City

the ... // _______ i DAY O
Issued thejd'day of ...

MEMORANDUM:

You are required to file your Answer or other defence in the Clerk’s Office, Room No. 235, in the Court
House, Baltimore City, within fifteen days after the return day. (General Equity Rule 11.)
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A1l Baint's Bvengslical Tutheran
vhurch of baltiwcre Jity a
DA ]
body corporate.

V3

S S Tt o’ T s

Gecrge L. Anrling, et al.

The defendanis lJarrollion land and TIoun associutlion, « D3dy
gorporate; Joint ostoek Asgociatlion of thne satigual Crase oL uvullilean
Figheriu«a, & body sorporate; albert . vonrud; kaly SO0urud; soriard Je

Doyle; Jogenh

af

wverlaen; Tenu Gordon; seujuuin Jordow; Jocsdepa 4A.

k
.

¥e JlaaTy: Hama L. Teary; dllen J.

- ]

Gunther; Iegina &« Guunther; lichase
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ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHU RCH
OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body corporate,
Complainant IN THE

Vs

. CIRCUIT COURT NO, 2
GEORGE D. AHRLING et al, and

DORA MYLANDER, * OF

Def'endants
BALTIMORE CITY

ANSWER

TO THE HONORABLE, ELI FRANK, THE JUDGE OF THE SALD COURT:=-

Your respondent, Dora Mylander, one of the above named def endants
in the above entitled cause, answering the Bill of Complaint in
this cause exhibited against her and others, the whole thereof,
and each and every paragraph thereof, respectfully shows unto this

Court:-

That as and for her answer to the said Bill of Complaint
tay the whole thereof, and each and every vparagraph thereof,
she adopts in tote, the answers filed by the defendants,
Walter C, Mylander, William F, Mylander, August C, Mylander,
Kate E, Mylander, Florence Mylander and Anna Faust, herein
heretofore filed, in answer to the said Bill of Complaint
the whole thereof, and each and every paragraph thereof;
and your respondent further answering said Bill of Complaint
and each and every paragraph thereof, avers, that it would
be inequitable to cancel sald agreement, referred to in said
Bill of Complaint, as to the said Complainant, without can-
2elling same as to your resoondent, and as to all parties
named in the answer herebykadopted, which your respondent

believes should be done. Having fully answered, she prays the
cancellatlion of said agreement, and the dismissal of the Bill with costs,

And as, &c,, W%M‘/

7} /) 2
Solicitersfor respondent.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT WNO. 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY.

i ——

ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN :
CHURCH OF BALTIMORE CITY, : BEFORE: FRANK, J.,
vS. : Docket A-51, 1929.

GEORGE D. AHRLING, et als. :
Thursday, October 24th, 1929.
The above entitled cause came on for hearing be-
fore his Honor, Judge Eli Frank, on Thursday, October 24th,

1929, at 11 o'clock A. M. Y/

Mr. Henry Vogt appeared in behalf of the plaintiff.
Messrs. James J. Carmody, Walter C. Mylander and

Nathan Patz appeared in behalf of the various defendants.

i —— - —

by Mr. Vogt.
Opening statements made on behalf of the def;-

represented by Mr. Mylander and Mr. Carmody.

MR. VOGT: Your Honor, I wish to ofi

proof as to the titles of the property,.




those defendants as t0 whom decrees pro-confesso have been
taken,
Thereupon - - -

| HENRY VOGT,
a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiff,
having been first duly sworn according to law, was examined

and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.

THE WITNESS: I have been engaged in the practice
of law for fifteen years and have examined a large number of
titles to fee simple and leasehold proverty in Baltimore
City during that time. In connection with this case, I have l
examined titles of the pronerties on the north and south |
sides of West Franklin Streets, between Aplington Avenue
and Carrollton Avenue-- I should say the 1100 block West
Franklin Street. Mr., Carmody, will you admit the leasehold
interests of the various parties, it will save me & great
deal of detail.

MR. CARMODY: I will admit anything to expedite the

right.




THE WITNESS: Well, let me go into the titles against
those defendants against whom decrees pro-confesso have
been taken. No. 1116 West Franklin street at the time this
Bill of Complaint was filed was in the name of Michael V.
and Nanna L. Leary, both of whom executed this neighborhood
agreement. Properties 1120 West Pranklin Street at the time
this neighborhood agreement was executed in February, 1924,
on or about that time was in the name of Mary J. Worthing-
ton, she having acquired it from Charles T. Kaiss on April
28th, 1920, subjeet to a ground rent of $60. On October 1st,
1925, Mary J. Worthington deeded property 1120 to Joseph
F. Cerlach, he being a defendant in this case, and Mrs.
Worthington having executed the neighborhood agreement.
This time, in connection with 1122 West Fpranklin Street, at
the time the neighborhood agreement was executed property
1122 West Franklin Street was owned by Mary L. Freeburger,
Herbert H. Freeburger, Clinton J. Freeburger, Eligabeth
P, Freeburger and Marie F. Buckley, being the heirs of Solomon
H. Freeburger and Mary Freeburger, and on February 12th, 1929,
they conveyed their leasehold interest in an estate in and 1
to 1122 West Fpanklin Street to Vincenzo Geneéo, who is a | Il

party defendant in this proceeding. Property 1101 West

A




Franklin Street on September 8th, 1927, was mortgaged by
Joseph G, and Regina Gunther +to Carrollton Land &n~Loan
Association, which is a party defendant in this suit;
Mr. and Mrs. Gunther are both parties to the neighborhood
agreement, the Carrollton Land & Loan Association having
acquired this mortgage after the recording of the agree-
ﬁent. 1107 West Franklin Street, in February, 1924 was
owned by Frederick J. Scott, under a deed to him from Helene
B, Baker, dated December 23rd, 19&5. It is Frederick J.
or Frederick I. Scott, I don't know which.

THE COURT: Well, then, he did not own it in February
1924, did he-- December 23rd, 1925%

THE WITNESS: That.is right, 1925. On December 24th,
1925, Ellen J. Scheckells leased the property for the term
of 99 years to Helene B. Baker and Ellen J. Scheckells,
together with her husband, both having executed the neigh-
borhood agreement; the husband having since died, leaving
her the sole owner. I will go back to 1105 for the moment.
1105 was acquired by William H. Leonhauser and Rachel Leon-
hauser, on June 4th, 1926, subject to a ground rent of $65.;
Esther Block accuired the property from Rose I. Loeffler

on April 16th, 1924, subject to 2 ground rent of $65.;




Esther Block having executed this neighborhood agreement.
The owners of 1113 and 1115 West Franklin Street do not
appear to have executed the agreement. The present owners
of that property are Jacob and Nathan Voloshen, but they

B

did not own it at the time, the title at that time was in

the name of Mary R. Yoeckel, she in turn conveyed it to

Gross Grant Real Estate Company and they to Nathan and Jacob
Voloshen. 1119 West Franklin Street was owned by Louis
Friedman at the time this neighborhood agreement was signed
and he executed a mortgage on August 23rd, 1922, to Mechanics
Lexington Permanent Building & Loan Association, which mort-

gagee was not a party to the agreement and which the mort-

gagee still appears-- is still unreleased of record. ?
THE COURT: Did Friedman sign it?
THE WITNESS: Fpiedman signed but not the mortgagee.
THE COURT: Fpiedman signed after the mortgage was |
made.

THE WITNESS: The mortgage was made on August 23rd, ‘

1922, that is the date of the mortgage, and the mortgageor
alone signed but not the mortgagee. J
THE COURT: So that the mortgage is not subject to é

it.




THE WITNESS: The mortgage is not subjeet to it.

As to property 1123, the defendants admit-- I think Mr.
Mylander's clients, Catherine Plitt and Josephine F. Frisky
and John S. Cassell admit the title of the property as

in them.

THE COURT: What is their attitude in the ecase.

THE WITNESS: They in their answer admit the owner-
ship of that property.

MR, MYLANDER: They ask that the whole agreement be
set aside.

THE COURT: Yes, they consent to the relief.

MR, CARMODY: Your Honor, I do not think they consent
to the specific relief asked in the bill, they want the
whole thing éet_aside.

THE WITNESS: 1125 West Franklin Street is owned by
George H. and Ethel P. Mueller, and they executed the neigh-
borhood agreement,

THE COURT: Are they contesting this caée.

THE WITNESS: They are contesting, yes, sir.

1127 West Franklin street is now owned by Catherine M. and
Anthony Scholtholt, they having acquired title on March

30th, 1922, from Stoner E. and Catherine C. Waidner, and




on March 7th, 1925, executed a mortgage to the Mutual
Help Byilding & Loan Association, which was recorded on
March 7th, 1925, and the mortgagee is not a party to this
proceeding.

MR . MYLANDER: And which mortgagee I represent.

MR, CARMODY: That does not help them though.

THE WITNESS: On March 7th, 1925, that mortgage was
recorded.

THE COURT: Is the association a party to this pro-
ceeding.

THE WITNESS: The mortgagee is not a party.

¥R, MYLANDER: We will gladly become & party, your
Honor, I represent them as attorney of the association.

THE COURT: 1If you make application I will pass upon
it.

MR, MYTANDER: All right, your Honor, we will file
it in the course of the proceeding.

THE WITNESS: 1129 is owned by Ellen J. Sheckells,
her husband, Richard N. Sheckells having died prior to the
filing of this bpill. 1131 is owned by Rose Grossman Kolodner--
it should be Rose Kolodner Grossman. She signed the neigh-

borhood agreement as Rose Kolodner in conjunetion with her




husband, who is dead, and she has since married Iouis Gross-
man, who is the owner of 1145 West Franklin street at the
time this agreement was executed and Lena Grogsman having
died before the marriage to Mps. Kolodner. 1133 West Frank-
1lin is owned by Albert R. and May Eyll Conrad, against whom
a decree pro-confesso has been taken,subject to a ground
rent of 749. 1135 and 1137 West Fpanklin street are owned
by Herbert H., Mary I., Clinton J., Elizabeth R. Preeburger
and Marie F. Buckley, they having signed the neighborhooad
agreement and being the heirs of both Marie H. Freeburger
and Solomon H, Freeburger. 1137 I included inll35.

Now, one of those properties is in fee, 1139 is now owned

by W. Martin and Clara D, Timanus. They executed the
original neishborhood agreement and are parties to this
proceeding. 1141 is owned by Anne C., Jeffers, who has a
_life estate under the Will of Anne Pumphrey. 3he is now

81 years of age.

MR, MYLANDER: Did the remaindermen sign that?

THE WITNESS: They did not.

Q S0 that Anne C. Pumphrey is the life tenant of that

property?

of
.
A The life tenant being the mother of Mrs. Martha C.
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Jeffers, the daughter of Louise Cordell. That should be
1143, your Honor. 1143 is owned under the conditions I
mentioned, but 1141 is the one owned by Rose Kolodner Gross-
man.

THE COURT: You said 1131 belonged to her.

THE WITNESS: I have my dotes here but I am running
ahead of my notes. 1131 is owned by Mrs, Rose Kolodner Gross
man, that is correct.

THE COURT: Then she owns both of them?

THE WITNE3S: Let me correet myself as to 1141,

1141 is not owned by Mrs. Grossman. 1141 is owned by George
A, and Katie Heiderman, who signed this original neighbor-
hoad agreement under the name of Katherine Heiderman, both
of them having signed the agreement. 1145, as I specified
before, is now owned by Mr. Louis Grossman, his wife Lena
having died. As to the remainder of the property on the
north side of the street, 1100 block West Franklin Street,
is owned by Louis and Fanny Hausman under an assignment to
them dated June 9th, 1926, from Leon and Fennie Schiff, both

Mr. and Mrs. Schiff having executed this neighborhood agree-

ment. 1102 West Franklin street is owned by Mrs. Nora Doyle

under an assignment to her dated Auegust 28th, 1923, conveying
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to her a 1ife estate, with remainder to her son Bernard J.
Doyle, and Bernard Doy}e oriecinally mentioned in this pro-
ceeding, I think a decree pro-confessc has been taken
against Rernard J. Doyle. The remaindermen did not sign
the neighborhood agreement. 1104, 1106, 1108, 1110 and
1112 West PFranklin street at the time of this alleged instru-
ment was signed were owned by Concordia Evangelical TLutheran
congregation of Baltimore City in fee simple.
THE COURT: Are they occupied by the church edifice?
THE WITNESS: The church edifice oecupies 1106,
1108, 1110 and 1112 and the church parsonage occupies 1104.
1114 West Fpanklin Street on August 20th, 1924, was owned
by Isadore M. Bloom. That was prior tc the execution of the
paper. On March 3rd, 1925, Isadore M. Bloom assigned to the
Realty Centre, Incorporated, the Realty Centre Incorporated,
I think, having signed the neighborhood agreement. On March
rd, 1925, Realty Centre, Incorporated, mortgaged the property
to Benjamin Gordon for $2,000., which mortgage has subse-
cuently been foreclosed and the property conveyed by Jacob
L. Cardin, Trustee, to Harry Craven on April 8th, 1927;

Craven was not a party to this agreement, of course,

P
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THE COURT: But he took it subject to the agreement.

THE WITNESS: No, on March 3rd, 1925, this mortgage
was executed. It was recorded on March 4th, 1925.

THE COURT: Was that hefofe the agreement?

THE WITNESS: Before the agreement was recorded.

MR. CAR¥ODY: February 16th.

MR. MYLANDER: Yes, but it is the date of recording
that counts as against mortgagees or buyers.

THE WITNESS: 1118 West Franklin Street is now owned
by Carl and Mary E. Kretzler, subject to a ground rent of
$60. They are parties to the agreement and parties defendant
in this cause. 1120, I believe I mentioned that as being
owned by Joseph . Gerlach, against whom & decree pro-con-
fesso has been taken. 1120 at the time the agreement was
executed was owned by Mary J. Worthington and she, on
October 1lst, 1925, having assigned to Joseph F. Gerlach,
against Wwhom a decree pro-confesso has been taken. As to
oroperties 1124, 1126, 1128, and 1130, they are owned by
defendants who admit the title is in them in their answer
and who confess to the ratification of the agbeement. Those
four properties are in the names of-- no, I don't think I

went into that phase of those titles because those titles
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are admitted in the answers, they are admitted to be the
clients of Mr. Mylander and I did not go into the titles
of those properties. I do not know whether I have omitted
any, your Honor.

THE COURT: You omitted 1122.

THE WITNESS: I stated that property was owned in
the name of Vincenzo Genco after the filing of this Bill
of Complaint, which deed was recorded February 12th, 1929.

Q (By Mr. Mylender): Is that all your titles?®

A Yes, that embraces all fhe titles to those proverties.

%« Wow, Mr. Vogt, can you tell of your own knowledge
which of those properties are now occupied by colored people?

A 1114 occupied by colored people.

& That is the property which you described and which
you have given the history of the title as having been mort-
gaged by the Reelty Centre, Incorporated, to Benjiamin Gordon
for $2,000. by mortgage dated March 3rd, 1925, and recorded
March 4th, 19257

A That is correct.

Q And the date of this paper, have you that before
you-- it was March 24th, was it not?

A You mean the recording of the neighborhood agreement?

Y
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Q@ The recording of the neighborhood agreement?

A March 24th, 1925, a period of twenty days later,

Q Can you tell us what happened to that mortgage from
the Realty Centre, Incorporated, tc Benjamin Gordon€?

A It was foreclosed by Jacob L. Cardin, Trustee, and
he had it conveyed to Harry Craven, in whom the title now
stands.

Q And that was free and clear of the neighborhood
agreement ?

L That is correct.

Q S50 that that property is oecupied by colored people
and is outside of the instrument, is that correct?

A Yes, sir.

¥R, CARYODY: I objeect to that.

THE COURT: You mean as a conclusion of law?

MR. CARMODY: Yes, as a conclusion.

THE COURT: I suppose that is right, Mg. Mylander.

Q It has been occupied by colored people how long?

A I should say-- as far as I know it hss been occupied
by colored people fora year, as far as my knowledge goes.

MR, CARMODY® I move that be stricken out, all that

is outside of the agreement.
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THE COURT: Yes, I will strike that out.

Q There are one or two you haven't given us £he title
of, or have you given title to all?®

A It is possible I may have overlooked some. My re-
cords are very voluminous and I went over them hastily.

THE COURT: Do the numbers run up to 1130 on the
even side?

THE ﬁITHESS: I have.a plat, if your Honor would like
to see it.

THE COURT: Yes, I think that might help me.

Q Was that copied from the Atlas?®

A Thet was copied from the Atlas with a memorandum as
to the titles.

Q That gives the house numbers on that street?

A That gives the house numbers and the owners of the
properties and the parties against whom decrees pro-confesso
have been taken I have marked D. P. in red letters.

MR, MYIANDER: I understand this is by consent of

counsel introduced in evidence.

. THE COURT: Have you any objection, Mr. Carmody.
MR, CARMODY: I have no objection. The attorney
states it is correct and I will certainly take his word for

it.




THE WITNESS: It is correct, I

Q I know that you have marked on

a property which has apparently a long

street, it is marked as 501 Carrollton
colored or white?

A That is occupied by a store on

Q Thet is one of Crook's stores,

A That is one of Crook's stores.

16

assure you.
this plat, Mr. Vogt,
boundary on Franklin

Averue, Is that

the lower loor.

isn't it%

Q Who occupies the second and third floor, can you t%ell

A I 4o not know, sir.

Q Do you know if they are colored or white, if you

A I say I don't know.

Q Do you know how the entrance is arrived at to the

second and third floor of that buil.ing?

A The entrance to that building,

to the upper stories

as to the rear of the first floor is on West Franklin street.

i Q Add the second and third floors have no front en-

trance to Carrollton Avenue?

A None whatever, the store occupies the entire Carrodl-

ton Avenue entrance or front.

| g—n
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Q Can you tell us who are the occupants of 1113 and
1115, that is, whether or not they are colored or white?
A Now, that property was advertised for sale to
colored people and is not bound by this agreement, your
Honor. But as to who are actually in there at this time,

I don't know.

Q They have never signed the agreement‘

A They have never signed the agreement and it was
advertised for sale to colored people by B. J. Fredérick
& Brother.

Q@ Now, you further say that you found a few of these
properties owned by a 1life tenant and not by the remainder-
men and mentioned in that connection 1102 as signed by---

A TNora J. Doyle, 1life tenant.

Q And the remaindermen did not Jjoin in on the signatures
of the pnaper?

A Nora J. Doyle did nct join in.

@ Now, you mentioned also another property---

A Let me see the agreement first.

(Paper handed witness).
A I said Mrs. Doyle signed this paper. I don't off-

hand see her signature on it. Purports to bind that property

1102.




e e e g g

18

VR. CARMODY: The third name from the top, Nora
Doyle, is that the one you are looking for?
~ TME WITNESS: This paper is not signed in that order.
Gunther is the first one.
Q@ That is it on the last page, Mrs. N. Doyle?

A I skinped the entire page, Mrs. N. Doyvle signed the

Q@ And that is the life tenant?

A That is the 1life tenant alone.

Q@ The life tenant alone?

A Yes, sir.

& That is 1143?

A Yo, 1102.

Q@ Now, go to 1143, 1143 you say is the property which
was signed by Mrs. Jeffers, life tenant, who is 8l years
014°?

A That is correct.

Q And the remaindérman did not sign that?

A Ee did not, |

Q@ So that we have a situation here-- can you tell us
whether the frontage of this property which you have marked

5701 Carrollton Avenue, %to the rear of that property on
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Franklin Street as to the second and third floors, the only
entrance is by way of Pranklin Street, whether they had
signed this agreement?
MR. CARMODY: I object. It isn't on the block and
is not included in the bill.
MR. MYLANDER: We claim it is in the block.
A It is in the block, No. 127 on the Lend Records
and the entrance to the second and third floors of that
property iz exclusively on Franklin Street.
.Mﬁ. CARMODY: Do they face on Frankiin Street?
THE WITNESS: Yes, the windows of that house all
face on Franklin street.
| MR, MYTLANDER: They also have windows on Carrollton
J Avenue.
MR. CARMODY! Is it a corner property?
; THE WITNESS: Northeast corner of Carrollton Avenue
and Franklin Streets, but has a frontsge, I would say, on
| Carrollton Avenue of eigzhteen feet and runs back on Franklin
street one hundred and twenty feet, the short dimension being
on Carrollton Avenue.
THE COURT: What would ordinarily be known as the

properties on Carrollton Avenue?




THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

Q As I understand your statement, the store faces on
Carrollton Avenue?

A That is correct.

@  But the only entrance to the rear portion of the
first floor and th the second and third floors, all rented
out, is on Franklin Street?

MR. CARNODY: I object.

A That is correct.

THE COURT: The form of the question is bad, but he
has already testified to it. There are some things put in
there that the witness does not seem to know about.

YR, MYLANDER: It is simply a fair statement of the
evidence, your Hpnor.

THE COURT: I do not think there is very much danger,
I think, Mr. Carmody, it is nrobably sgbstantially correct.

Q@ Now, Mr. Vogt, you say that that house binds on
Franklin Street one hundred and twenty feet?

A Approximately, I have never measured it.

G Can you tell from your title abstracts there the
dimension of 11147?

A It begins 108 feet west from Arlington Avenue and
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runs west twelve feet, with a depth of eighty two feet, a
rectagonal lot.

Q Have you anything in your title abstract showing the
width of 1113¢% |

A 1113, it seems there is a strip of land between
1113 and 1115 of one foot three inches in width, which I
presume was originally brought into the title to correct
the lots, from the records it would appear that each of -
those lots 1113 and 1115 are each fifteen feet wide-- one
is fifteen feet and the other is fifteen feet, three inches,
with a depth of one hundred and forty two feet.

THE COURT: Which has the three inches?
THE WITNESS: 1113 is fifteen feet, three inches and

1115 is fifteen feet in width with a depth of one hundred
and forty two feet.

Q Now, 1143%

A I don't know what is in back of those lots.

Q Can you give us the width of 11439

A Thirteen feet width by arﬁctagpnaﬂ.depth of eighty
four feet. That title dates back to 1874.

Q 1102 is the life tenant's title?

A 1102.
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Q Can you give us the width of that?

A  Paul R, Johannsen assigned that property to Nora
Doyle for the term of her life and no longer, with remainder
over to her son Bernard J. Doyle.

Q@ What is the front? )

A Thgt lot is twelve feet wide by a depth of fifty
six feet, four inches.

Q TNow, the counsel for some of the defendants mention-
ed 1105 in his opening statement as being occupied by
colored peonle. Have you any reference to that?

A I think ne is mistaken in that statement.

MR. CARMODY: I think I am mistaken, yes.

THE WITNESS: 1105 is owned by Leonhauser. Block
executed the agreement. At this time I don't know if I
mentioned 1109, Mr. Carmody. 1109 is owned by Agnes R.,
Mary E., and Katherine A., and Loretta G. Dowd, who owned
the house at the time this agreement was signed and con-
tinued to do so at this time.

YR. CARMODY: They signed the agreement?

THE WITNESS: I think so.

Q@ Will you tell us the width of vour church lot,
ineluding the parsonage, 1104, 1106, 1108, 1110 and 1112%

A The church buildineg on 1106, 1108, 1110 and 1112
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West Franklin street has a width of fifty-six feet on
Franklin Street, with a depth of some fifty-eight feet.
Now, the parsonage, 1104, has a width on Franklin Street
of sixteen feet, with a depth northerly of fifty-eight feet.

Q@ You have not stated in all of these cases which
are fee simple and which are ground rents?

A I can tell you that.

Q Nfive us which are leasehold and which are fee
simple?®

A 1100 #¥est Franklin street is leasehold.

Q@ The ground rent is how much?

A I do not find & memorandum of that ground rent.
The ground rent on the next door property-- I am afraid I
don't know what that ground rent is. It is leasehold
property. |

Q@ All right, take the next.

A 1102 is leasehold, having a ground rent of $66.
Q@ And did that ground rent owner Jjoin?

A He 4id not.

Q@ Go ahead?

A I can tell you the owners of the ground rent on 1100,

the ground rent on 1100 4id not join. 1104---
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MR. CARYODY: What is his name, do you know%

THE WITNESS: I am afraid my records are not com-

plete in that tespect, Mr. Carmody.

Q
A

Q

Y

Now, 1104, that is the church parsonage?
1104 is in fee simple.

And 1106, 1108, 1110 and 1112, that is all the church

and that is all fee simple?

A

That is all fee simple but at the time this agree-

ment was executed there was a mortgege on the church, to

give the complete data.

Q
A

gage of

ment or
- Q

A

For & big amount?

It had been paid down. I understand it was a mort-
43,000, to the Hopkins Place 3avings Bank.

¥R. CARMODY: Wasn't that burnt up before that date?
THE WITNESS: Not before the execution of this agree-
this papner, that was subsequent.

Was it before the recording of this agreement?

It was not. At the time this acreement was executed

the mortgzage was unreleased of record and unpaid. ®There

was some part still remaining open.

<

A

Now, let us take 1114 and 11169

1114 has 2 ground rent of 3160. upon it and the
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reversion or ground rent owner did net Join.

@ That is the property which you say is occupied by
negroes?

A That is the vnroperty that is occupied by negroes.
1116 has a ground rent of $60. upon it,

Q Did the ground rent owner join?

A He 4id not. 1118 has a ground rent of $60., the
reversionary or ground rent owner did not join. 1120 has
a ground rent of $60. and the reversionary did unot join.
1122 has a ground rent of 360. and the reversionary did not
join. As to the south side of the street, 1126, 1128 and
1130, they are in fee simple.

Q@ Now, 501 Carrollton Avermue, which binds also on
Franklin Street, you have already told us they were not
parties to the agreement at all?

A They were not parties to the agreement either as to
the leaseholi estate or any other estate in that property.

@ Now, take 11017

A 1101 is leasehold property.

e Ground rent how much?

A TNo, that is in fee simple, they subsequently---

let me straizhten out my notes. 1101 is leasehold property.
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Q@ Ground rent how much?

A My records do not contain that.
Q Did the ground rent owner join?
A  No, he did not join.

& 1103?

A 1103 is leasehold property.

% Ground rent how much?

4 I think the ground rent on that is $60.-- $65.

g Did the ground rent owner Join in the agreement?

A He did not.

Q@ 11052

A 1105 has a ground rent of $65.--- one of these parties

took a conveyarce of the reversion, I don't want that mistake
overlooked. I don't know whether it is 1105 or not. 1105
is leasehold property with a $65. ground rent.
Q Did the ground rent owner Join in the agreement?®
A He did not.
11072
Ground rent $65.

&
A
Q Did the ground rent owner join?
A He 4id not.

Q

11097?
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A 1109 ie the matter which has been troubling me.
That was orizinally in leasehold but the rewersion was yield-
ed up and surrendered, beinz in fee.

R Tow, 1111°%

A That is a leasehold property.

o

111% and 1115 you have marked on this as negroes?
A 1113 and 1115 are negroes.

& Now, 1117%?

e

1117 is leasehold property.

Did the ground rent narty join?

N =

He daid not.
11.197?
1119 is leasehold onroperty. 1121--

Did the ground rent party Jjoin?®?

> o P O

The ground rent owner did not join. 1121 is lease-
hold property and ground rent 348.3 the reversionary did
not Jjoin.

%) You are giving us these ground rents as all being
open at the time of the making of this agreement, are you,
Mr. Voot?

A Absolutely.

Q@ And they are still open at the oresent time excepting
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where you state to the contrary?
A Yes, that is correct.

Q Now, proceed.

A 1123, the title to that property has been admitted.

Q Thet is Cassell?

A Thet 1s Cassell, that ic & leasehold property.

Q Is the ground rent owner g party?

A He 4id not Join in the conveyance.

Q 11257

A Thet also-~ no, I cannot tell as to that. There is an

assignment and it appears to be leasehold property. I did
not see a conveyance of the reversion. That is leasehold
also.

Q Did the ground rent owner join?

A No, he did not.

& 1127, that is the Scholtholt title?

A That ic the leasehold, the reversionary did not join.
Q 11297
A 1129 is leasehold and the reversioﬁary did nct Join.
Q11312

A Is leasehold and the reversionary did not join.

Q Was the 1131 ground rent onen at the time the agree-
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ment was macde?

N ¥) [

&£

A

That is correet, sir.

11337

Leasehold,

Did the gr-und rent narty Jjoin?
No, he d4id not.

11357 N E_

1135~~~ one of those titles is in fee, 1135 is lease-

hold pronerty; the ground rent owner 4id net join. 1137

is fee simple nroperty. '

G
A
LA

A

Now, 11397 - |

21139, I think that is leasehold property.

11417 : |

1141 is fee simple property but only the owner of

the life estate Joined ian this conveyance.

Q

A

Now, 1145--

That is leasehold »roperty with the life estate,

that is the Jeffers propverty.

&£

> o

Nco, 1143 is the Jeffers proverty?
1143, that is also leasehold.
11457

T don't know if that is leassehold or Tee,.
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Q -Now, according to your statement here, Mr.Vogt,
evéry one of the pnarties in that bloek where the pronerty
is subject to a ground rent, not a2 single one of the re-
versionary owners Join in this asreement®

MR. CARMODY: I object.

THE COURT: That is simply a statement. You might
ask the question. The form of the question is bad but it is
only summing it up.

A That is absolutely correct, where there is a zround
rent, the ground rent owners did not join in this conveyance.

Q You have mentioned heretofore 1114, which was fore-
closed under @« mortgage, now occupied by colored people;
1113 and 1115 have never signed the paper and occupied by
colored people; 1143, which was signed by the life tenant
only; 1102, which was signed by s life tenant only; now,
there were some other nronerties which you mentioned which
were subject to mortgages, where the mortgagee did not join;
one of them was 1127. What is the width of that proverty?

A 1127, there was a mortcage at the time this paner
was recorded ovren on the property; that moktgage is to the
Mutual Help Building & Loan Association.

Q@ Is that still open?
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A It is still open. 2
Q  "het is the width of that proserty? |

A That proverty is fourteen feet wide, with a denth

of one hundred and forty two feet. | |

Q@ Tow, let us take 1119, You say that was sutjeet to
a mortgage and the mortgasee 4id not join, is tnat right®

A On Aygust 22rd, 1922, before the date of this agree-
ment, Louis Friedman executed a mortgage to the Mechanics

Lexington Permanent Building & Loan Associaticn, which mort-

4

gage ig still outstanding and unreleased. .
i

G What is the width of that? ' |

(]

A The width of that property is fifteen feet,

& Are there any other nronerties which have unreleased
mortgages on them thaft vou have in your list cutside of the
ones that I have mentliocned?

A Yes, sir, the Loyal Building & Loan Association; they
held a mortgage on 1120, but that nortgage has since been
released. |

Q How much is that mortgage?

A I couldn't %tell you that, sir.

Q Thet was bpen at the time of the execution of this

naper?
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A To, no, I am mistaken about that.. Mr. Gerlach execut-
ed that mortgage after he had acquired the pronerty, which
was after this agreement was executed.

Q Any other open mortgages?

A None others open other than I have referred to.

% To make certain of my fisgures here, I Just want you
to check up once more. You have told us that the frontage
cf that property 501 North Carrollton Avenue, which has an
entrance on Franklin Street, and which is the only entrance
to the upper floors, rented out, was 120 feet on Franklin
Street?

A That is eorrect, sir.

Q You have told us that 1114, according to your title
records, has a frontege of twelve feet; 1113 Franklin street
a frontage of fifteen feet, three inches; 1115 a frontage
f fifteen feet; 1143 has a frontage of thirteen feet; and
1102, another 1life interest, a frontage of twelve feet. Am
I right on that, twelve feet?

A 1102 has twelve feet, that is correct.

q Now, 1127! where there is an onen mortzage and did
not join, has a frontage of fourteen feet?

A 1127 hag a frontage of fourteen feet.
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& And 1119 has & frontege of fifteen feet. Now, the
church froutage combined, amounts to how much? |
THE COURT: He has given us that, seventy two feet,
fifty six and sixteen, that is two hundred and eighty eight
feet, the sum total of frontage. You make it two hundred
.and eighty eight feet of non-assenting properties, either

nen-assenting or mortgarsees, including the church, which
i

says that they never executel. ' !
@ Have you any list of how many houses subject to a
ground rent where the ground rent owner 4id nct foin? |

A I 4id not compile a list. ) i

THE CCURT: JSuppose vou o that by half ﬁast one,

Q@ ¥r. Veogt, do you ¥xnow anything of your own personal
knowledge as to any change in occipancy since the date of

this agreement in this Bblock?

A Since th: date of the agreement in whatlrespect?

Q Let vs say if a house gets vacant, iiow doss the new
tenant compare with the old tenant or occupﬁnts, if you know

anything sbout i% of your own knowrledge; if not, say so.

(Question cbjected to).

THE COOURT: I think fthat iz very indefinite, gentle-

men, hig opinion of the charadter of the new tenant as com- l

]
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pared with the old.

MR; MYLANDER: If he has any knowledse as to the
chancged conditions of occupancy prevailiné, whether there
has been a chenged occupancy, how does the general run of
this changed cccupancy compare with the occupancy prior to
the agreement.

THE COURT: Can you answer.that?

A I can, your Honor. As to 1103 West Franklin Street,
which is the Ahrling property, those people vacated the
property there before the filins of this bill of complaint,
and they had a most difficult time getting a ferant into
the property. As to the church properties, those pronerties
are vacant and have been vacant since about the last part
of December.

THE COURT: The church property?

THE WITNESS: Yes, the church property is unoccupied.
Tihie equipment is in there but the services are not being
held there.

MR, CARMCDY: I move that be stricken out.

THE COURT: What ic the objection.

YR, CARMODY: The objection is that the question was

as to changes of eccupancy.
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THE COURT: What Mr. Vogt states is that the change
made there is that they are no longer using the property,
it is vacant.

THE WITNESS: It is vacant and for sale. If you
will permit me to follow it up--

THE COURT: I think we will teke a recess and follow
this up at half past one.

(Recess from 12.30 until 1.30 P. M.).

————

Thereupon -- - - - -
HENRY VOGT,
whose examination was suspended for the purpose of taking

the noon recess, resumed the stand for

DIRECT EXAMINATION (Continued).
By Mr . Mylander:
Q@ Mr. Vogt, at the time of adjournment for recess, you
were telling us about the changes that have taken place in

the block since the date of signing this paper?
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A Yes, sir.

@ Yow, you hed proceeded on the north side as far as
the church pronerty and you were telling about the church
nroperty when the adjournment was taken. Will you o»roceed
with your answer?

A I started to say something with resnect to the church
not being-- not holding their services in thaet building at
this time. The equipment is all in there but the Concordia
people have consolidated with the All Saints people., The
proverty has been offered for sale and no one but colored
peonle offered for it and those offering for it when inform-
ed of this restrictive agreement will not enter into negotia-
tions for its purchase.

@ How about the parsonage?

A The parsonage is still vacant. The same thing applies
tolthe parsornage and more particularly. White tenants will
not appry for it and There have been no white applications
for it and, of course, the colored anplicants have been
legion but on account of this restrictive agreement, are no
longer interested when confronted with it and will not
consider going in there.

Q It appears that there are not very many houses in

that block which are held for rent, judging from your state-
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ment it is made up principally eithef of 013 owners or some
who have come in since then, but notwithstanding all that,
there are a considerable number of houses for ;ent, are
there not?

’A Thoce houses which becomre idle are difficult to dis-
posle of and only to a certain character of tengnts whe will
rent only &t a reduced rental. :

g | Can you get a fair type ol tenant in tpat block even
a2t 8 reduced rejtal? I

A ¥o, it is difficult to get a fair type ofltenant,
it cannot be done. Lo ;

Q  People who rent houses-- white people who rent
houses, what ic their reaction based upon you£ observasion
in that block to living next door to colored people?

(Question objected to). N

¥R, YWYTLANDER: Based upon his obserVat;on.

THE CQT™RT: Mr. Vogt can tell of his ;ﬁn personal
exnperience.

MR. CARMOTY: That is the very thing 1£.this case. I
don't want fo proiong it one minute, I am very anxious to

get through with it and if the guestion could be framed

without arcument Y would not objleet to it at all. I object
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to the form of the question.
) | ' THE CCURT: Mr. Mylander wants Xr. Voét to tell
simply his experience in this matter.

YR, MYLANDER: That's all.

A That relates to. the church proonerty, %o the parson-
sge, to 1114 est Franvlin Street, to 1143 West Franklin,
and to 1105, the house which ¥r. Ahrling occupies--- 1143
they had a difficultd tize in obtaining a ténant, théy had a
aifficult time in obtaining a2 tenant for 1105 and only at a
redquced rentel and only a tenant who would welcome living
in the same block with colored neopnle, would take it only
on that consideration,at a reduced rental. AT 1143 the
same conditions nrevail., 1114 is occupied by negroes,
just next to the church--- - o

Q@ Do you know snythins of properties 1124, 1126, 1128

and 1130%

r“ - A I do know that those houses Lave had a "For Rent"
sign on them, one or two, for some length of time, a "For
Rent™ sign was on one or two of them. I am not sure, 1113
or 1115--~ no, 1117 had a sign on it which seemed to drag
along and nothing could be done with it.

@& 30 that it is impossidle-~-

P,
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(Ov jected to}.

2] Let me finigh the guestion, please, won't you, Mr.
Carmody., 3tate whether or not it is possible tc revlace any
01ld residents when the house is vacant with the same type
of peonle that cecupied it at the time of this asreement?

{Question objected to). |
THE COURT: I think the form is bad., You might ask
hiﬁ ho=» the replacements compare with the foréer tenants.

& How do the replacements generally compare with the
pccupants at the time of this agreement? L

A The replacements are of a different character alto-
gether. The replacements in anrling's, for iﬁéfance, they
have moved cut intc the suburbs, and, of course, the type
of tenant coming there is of the rental olassL who ic will-
ing to take a house at a reduced price to live in a section

|
which is surrounded by colored people. It isla different
type altogether. There aren't so many of the old neighbors
in this tloek, a number of thoze houses are rented out,
guite »n few.

@ Abount how many of the 0ld occupants are still there,
can you tell us?

A Those living in their homes who are nsrties to this

proceeding, I don't think there is more than ten families at
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the most.

Q Tris old lady of eizhty some years who signed as a
life tenant, she is one of the old occupants, isn't she?

4 To, she doesn't live there, she lives with her
dsuzhter out on Edmondson Avenie.

Q She formerly lived there, didn't she?®

A Sometime back she 4id, I don't know just wheﬁ,but
I do know they are not living there at this time,

Q@ Yow, ¥r. Vogt, the Court has asked you to make a
rough analysis-~ not a rough analysis, but an exact analysis,
givin= a detail=2d statement of now many of the prOperties
in that block are zubjeet to ground rent where the ground
rent owners 4id net Jjoin in this agreement?

A This resume based cn my nemorandum cof title is as
follows: 1103, 1105, 1107, 1111, 1117, 1119, 1121, 1123,
1125, 1127, 11289, 1131, 1133, 1134, and 1141 zre 211 lease-
hold titles and aggregate two hundred and thirty one feet,
eighteen inches, or two hundred and thirty three feet, six
inches on the sbuth side of the sireet, and 1143, the life
tenant's nroperty, is thirteen feet, making a total of two
hundred and forty six feet, six inches on the south side.

There ie to be added to that thirty feet.
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and forty six feet, six inches of leasehold prorerty, includ-
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THE COURT: That is the aggregate feet on the north

THE WITNESS: On the south side we are cpeaking of.

THE COURT: How mach is it?

THE WITNESS: On the south side it i: two hundred

ing one life tenant,. : : ]

Q

In the two hundred and forty six feet, six inches

you are including thirteen feet which you have pointed out

as an inadecuate joinder before? 1

A

G

That is right. -- -

The rest include g2ll the oroperties not ineluded

in our »revious totals of inadecuate joinder?

A

which is
total of

one life

Except 1113 and 111& having a total of thirty feet,
not bound in any way by this agreement, making a
two hundred and seventy six feet, six inches 0f the

tenant, the leaseheold proverty and the two houses

which don't attempt to come into this agreement. That is on

the south side. ‘ _

A
Q

&

¥hat is the total length »f the south side?
Three hundred and forty one feet, ten inches,

Where did you get that? '
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A The three hundred and forty feet, ten inches I took
as the totgl of the widths froﬁ the plat at the Appeal Tax
Court that I checked off with these other dimensions and they
don't vary more than one or two inches at the most.

Q Now, take the north side?

A The north side of the street, 1100---

Q Do we start oﬁt with the same length of feet on the
north side, three hundred and forty one feet, ten inches?

A  There is a twenty foot alley which bisects the north
side.

& So on the north sidé the total frontage is reduced
by twenty feet, the width of Carlton Street, is that cor-
rect?

A That is correct.

Q Is that twenty or twenty five feet?

A The alley is twenty feet, but there is another five
feot alley to the east of Carlton Street, making a total of
twenty five feet for the alleys to come out.

Q So that makes the net frontage on the north side of
the street three hundred and sixteen feet and ten inches, is
that right?

A That is right, sir.
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4]

c]

Can you give us the ground rent and the leasehold
ownerships, the aggregate there?

A I have gone over my memoranda of title again and I am
in a position to state that the first lots on the north
side, 1100, 1102, 1114, 1116, 1118, 1120 and 1122.

Q@ Did any of those ground rent owners join in?%

A TYone of them. The total frontage is eighty five
feet. The church property is in fee but there is a mortgage
on it which was on it at the time the agreement was recorded,
which the mortgagee d4id not sign, and the width of the church
property is seventy four feet, making a total of one hundred
and fifty nine feet.

Q There was a failure to Jjoin in a2ll the ownerships?

A To Jjoin in all the ownerships on the north side of
the street. That takes everything vp to Carlton Street.

I have not considered the properties owned by the Mylander
family and that at the corner of Carrollton Avenue and Frank-
lin Street, which comprises the westernmost half of the bloek
on the north side of the street.

, Did you notice the ground rent on the corner of
Carrollton Avenue aﬁd Franklin 3treet owned by the Mylander

interests?




44

A I did not.

THE COURT: Does that one hundred and fifty nine feet,
ineluding the church property, embrace the whole of the '
easternmost half of that block or is there some property
that comes cut of there?

THE WITNESS: That is the entire easternmost half,
your Honor, on the north side as in all of the interests
included in the agreement.

THE COURT: That is the entire easternmost portion?

THE WITNESS: The entire easternmost portion on the

north side.

CROSS EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Carmody:
Q What is the total frontage on the north side?
A Three hundred and forty-one feet, ten inches.
MR, HYLANDER: Less the alleys.
THE WITNESS: Less the alleys.
Q And the alleys are twenty five feet?
A That is correet. The plat which I filed does not
show the five foot alley.
THE COURT: Well, it is shown here.

THE WITNESS: It shows the twenty foot alley] your
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Honor.

THE COTRT: The rear lines of the property 501 Carroll
ton Avenue is shown as being some distance from the western~
most line of the last Mylander property, I assume that is an

alley.. i

El

THE WITRESS: Ko attempt was made to 4draw it at all
exactly, the little alley divides it exaetly in half, Carl-
ton street.

THE COURT: I mean the five foot alley is immediately
west of the Mylander pronerty.

. ¥R. MYIATDER: That ic correct,

Q@ Have you 2 list of the total number of pr0perties
the owners of which gigned this agreement on tﬁe nerth
side? 3

A Tre ovwners of all interestg—--

Q Owners with any interest, either leasehold of fee
simple? _ i |

A Well, ﬁith any interest, of c¢ourse, the owners of
the equitable interests with the right of redegption of those
leaseh0ld estates frOm the mortgage date on the north side
of the street, the entire north side, from Arlington Avenue

to Carlton Street and Mr. Mylander's four properties, I
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should say some interest in each of those lots did execute
the agreement.

Q In each and every one of the lots?

A Yes, some interests.

Q@ There is no exception on the north side. Now, on
the south side?

A No, I should say there wasn't any exception to the
north side other than to the church property. Some signatures
were pinned to that agreement, that is the gist of our con-
tention.

MR, MYILANDER: How about 1114.

THE WITNESS: 1114, the equity of redemption was open
and the mortgage was foreclosed and in that way the agree-
ment was not binding on that lot. As to the church, the
Pastor appended his signature as well as the secretary but
it was done with the authority, as likewise a =eal was pre-
pared to have been placed upon it. With that exception;
the entire north side, outside of the corner lots 501 North
Carrollton Avenue, which runs back a good distance on Frank-
lin street, d4id sign the agreement.

Q@ TNot to get too far away from what we have in mind,

how many properties or owners of properties on the south
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side signed this agreement?

A Do you mean the ordinary interests?

Q Any interests?

A Two houses, 1113 and 1115 did not sign.

% Those two houses at that time were occupied by what

peovle, white or black?
MR, MYIANDER: At which time?
MR, CARMODY: At the time the agreement was signed?

A I don't know when they came in there.

@ You don't know whether there were negroes in the
block at the time this was signed or not?

A  There was, I think, one family there, but I can't say
as to both of those tenants there.

&  Which house was occunied by that one family?

A  That was on the north side of the street, 1114~---
no, that couldn't have been,l1114 came in after those at that
time. I should say there were no colored families in the
block when the agreement was executed.

& At the time the agreement was signed weren't 1113

and 1115 a double house occupied by negroes and they were

the only ones in the block, or do you know?
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A I don't know that.

Q Well, summing up those who have signed the agreement
all signed it except two and those two were on the south
side, is that right?

A Weli, the properties--- someone purporting to hold
an interest in each of thoce houses excent two houses,
did sign the paner, signed this particular paper,.

< That is what I meant?

A Yes,

%  Everything on both the north ani the south side of
the street at the time this paver was signed was signed by
people who had some interest in the property, whether life

estate, leasehold, fee simple or something?

A Leasenold, equity of redemption, life estate,or what

Q@ Are you in the real estate business, Mr. Vogt?
A I am not.
@ You don't know whether that church has ever been
offered to white people or not, do you?

A I have done my best to get someone to purchase the
oroperty. As I outlined before, the applicants are legion

of the colored variety, but absolutely none of the white
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¢lass. The entire distriet around there is black, it is

physically impossible,
4] Did you ever offer it to & possible wh;te purcheser?
A I couldn't conceive of any white congregation that
would want if.,
« Wasn't there a Catholic Order that asked about that

sronerty? :
A Absolutely not, not %o me, sir. ¥y sign has been
on that pronerty for a gfeat manj months and they never ask-
ed me about it.
@  You never heard about an oubt-of-town bgtholic Order
making inguiries about that property? E
A I 4ia not, sir.
THE COURT: #ould you sell it to them now if they
made a proner offer?
THE WITNESS: Your Honor, a proper offer I cuppose
it would be my duty to relieve my clients from the burden
of this thing, if they were willing to take it over. 3%.Pius,
I understand, wants to get aﬁay from there, just & few blocks
away. How would another Catholice organization want to come

there in the midst of i%t, I cannot conceive.

(Testimony of the witness concluded).
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¥YR. VOGT: Mr. Carmody, as to the consolidation of
these churches, are you willing to admit that or 4o you
wish us to go through the formal nroof?

MR, CARMODY: It is a matter of record, is it not.

MR. VOGT: It is & matter of record, we have the

certificate filed in the church records of the City of
Bgltimore. Here is just a coony.

THE COTRT: Is that a certified copy.

MR. VOGT: It is the original agreement filed in
there, your Hponor, the parties who executed it are here.

THE COURT: Tet Mr. Carmody look at it and if he
has no objection, it might just be admitted.

¥R. CARMODY: I have n& ocbjiection.

THE COURT: The only purpose is to show the title,

MR. VOGT: That title has devolved upon the plaintiff
in this case. He offer that in evidence, your Honor.
It is marked Complainant's Exhivit Np. 1.

IPaper referred to was thereupon marked and filed
in evidence as Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2).

M, VOGT: Now, as to the operations of the Con-
cordia consregation, we have a pamphlet here in that form

as to how the Concordia congrecation should meet and so
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MR . C*§HODY: There is no objection,

¥R, VO3T: The parties admit this pfinﬁéd pamphlet
is a cony of the constitution and by-}awg of the Concordia
Bvangelical Iumtheran comgregation at the tire df this‘paper
writing of February 16th was obtained. It is Qated 1907.

| TIE COTRT: You say they were in foroe.at the time

this agreement was signed.

¥R, VOGT7: The notary's ceftificate on.there showing
fﬁat the paper was nroperly executed and filedlamong the
charter records of the City of Baltimore. It ig a plan of:
consolidation and by-laws and this pamphlet was printed and
distributed among the members, XNow, article foﬁf,'section
six-~- seetion six of article six in that pamphlet'I wish
to call to your Henor's attention as follows:

(Seetior referred to was thereupon read to the Court
by Mr. Vozt). _ !

g j e
‘ThereuﬁOA -
M. OLIVER 3TORM, S

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of Lhe:plain~

tiff, having b%een first duly sworn according to law, was
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examined and testified as follows:

&

- o P

Q

DIRECT EXAMINATION,
By Mr. Vogt:
Mr. 3Storm, where do you live at this time?
Towson, Maryland.
Where d4id you live around February, 1925%
In Govanstown.

Were you or not a member of the Concordiea Evangeli-

cal Lutheran Church at that time?

A I was.
Q@ Were you a member of the council in February, 19259
A I was,
€@ Will you tell us what this book is that I will
hand you?
A It is a record of the meetings of the Church Coun-

cil and the congregation.

Q
A

Q

Of which corporation?
O0f the Concordia Imtheran Church.

Mr. Storm, you say you were the secretary of the

church for the year 1925, is that correct?®

A

1925; yes, sir.
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'i Q@  And you were a member of the council also, were you
not, at thet time?®

’7 : : A A member of the council.

& Are these ninutes for the year 1925 in your hand-

writing; is this fthe record which you nrepared as a result

of you-- )

A Thié is my record.

Q Will you look over your record and tell us what
authority, if any, was passed by the congregation or the
couneil authorizing you cr the Pastor or anyone else to

execute an azreement restricting the property from occupancy

.

by colored neonle?
(Question objected to). |
THE COURT: Why?

Y. CARMODY: An attempt ic being made, your Honor,

to introduce the minutes of the organization snd if an omission

’T\ was made in the minutes to record the regular meetings that

were held to pass upon this nartiewlar question, if they
are omitted from these minutes, we ars not bound by them.
THE COURT: No, it is always competent for you to
show they were cmitted, but it is competent for the plaintiff

to show that they were not omitted, that these minutes are




complete, ¥You might ask him, for instance, whether all
the meetinzs *eld during that time were in that book.

@ Is your record complete or n-t ag to the meetings
held during that time? :

A They are,.

A} Will you tell us whether or not there is any

given or passed?® ' i

A There wes no meeting held either by the council or
bﬁ the congregation,

Q There was no congregational meeting held by the
church members c¢r by the counceil? . | '?

A That is right, | !

& Now, Mr, 3torm, I haﬁd you this agreement purporting
to restriet for the 1100 bdlockof West Franklin‘Street against
eolored neople. Will you tell me whether or not that is
-your signature on this paper, is that your signature on
there?

_A Ves, sir, that is. ;
Q Now, Just Pead what is atove your signature; is this

in your handwriting?

A Concordia Evangelical Imtheran Church.
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Q And where is your signature?

A Two lines belowl

Q Is this your handwriting, "Concordia Evangelical

Tutheran Church?"

A It is not my handwriting.

& Thet is that there, is that the seal---

A This isn't the seal of the church. The seal was
kept at that time by the treasurer in the safe.

4] Did you draw this design with the words "Corporate
Seal"™ in there at the time?

A There was no seal there to put on and I did not
draw it on at that time, I simply signed the paper and handed
it back.

Q@ Mr. Storm, this paper is dated February lé6th, 1925.
If T told you that it was not Sunday, would you say it was
correct?

— THE COURT: Well, don't let him speculate on that.

Q@ Tell me in your own way what you know=--

THE COURT: February 1l6th, 1925, was Monday. I will

take judicial notice of that.
A I signed it on 3unday.

Q@ Will you tell the circumstances surrounding the exe-

. — i i —

e ——— A ——
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cution of this paper by you, Mr. Storm?

A It was after church services and I lived in Govans
and I was on my way home at the time. I was one-half square
from the church when I was called back. When I went in, Mr.
Berger, Reverend Young and Mrs. Young were in the church---

Q Wnich Mrs. Young, do you mean the notary Mrs. Young,
ig that correct?

A This lady over here (indicating).

THE COURT: You were called back to the church, the
Reverend Young was there. Who elce?

THE WITNESS: Mr. Berger.

THE COURT: And Mrs. Young did you say?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

THE CCURT: And you were there?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.

< What had happened t0 the congregation that morning,
if anything?

A This was after the serfice and there was no one else
in the church.

Q@ And you were called back, and what, ifenything, was
said to you there?

A The only thing that was said to me, I was called
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back to the sacristy and told to signlthis naper, that is
what-- the first agreement I found there, that is what was
told me, and this was another agreement.

THE COURT: Who told you that?

THE WITKESS: Mr. Berger told me it was all right to
sign,

Mr .Storm, are you positive this was Sunday?

>

A It was on Sunday, I am positive.
& And are you ecuslly as pocitive that the corporate
seal was not there to be appended to that paper?

A I anm.

Q@ How long had Reverend Young been connected with
this congregation?

A For one month.

Q Who was the o0ld Pastor or the former Pastor?

A Reverend P, H. Miller.

4] And what happened to him?

A He resigned on account of his health.

Q@ And Reverend Young took his place and had been there
one month before the execution of this paper. What was the

correct name of your congregation, Mr. Storm?

A Concordia Evangelical Imtheran Congregaetion of Balti-
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more City.

Q Then the name signed to this paper is not correct,
is that right?

A The church name is not correct.

Q And the words on this device purporting to be a
seal are equally incorrect, is that it¢%

A Yes, sir.

@ Now, hed there been a conzregational meeting or a
council meeting, were you in & position to have known whether
such business was transacted and such a meeting in regard to
authorizing such an agreement to be signed?

(Question objeeted to).
THE COTRT: Ask him if he was present at all the
meetings.

Q Were you present at all the council meetings?

A As secretary I was present at all meetings.

For the year 1925%

a

A For the year 1925.
Q For the previous year, Mr. Storm, what is your re-
collection of the church,.
THE COURT: You have not asked him the question you

started to ask.
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€@ You say you did attend all council meetings for the
year 1925, Will you state whether from your own knowledge
~ _- n any business was transacted at those meetings requirins.
'the passing of authority for the =xec tion of a péper such
as this, which is now the subjlect of this suit? | o
A  There was not, to my knowledge. é E
% And you say you were present at all the meetings,
Now, take for the year 1924, ¥r. 3torm, what. i; your re-
collection of the church at that time? | : i
A I was a member of the courcil holding ﬁo‘bfficial
office, : |
& Were you or not nresent at a.meetjng 0£ the congre-
gation held in January, 1923 or 1924, en January 3th, 1924,
were you present at that congregational meeting, Mr.3torm?
4 I was.,
Q@ You were nresent at that meeting?
A Yes.
Q Will vou take this book, Mr.Storm, aha %ell ne if

-

the minutes in there relating tc the business transacted

at that meeting are correct? i

A Tiiis is the first agreement.

Q@  What is the date of that meeting there?
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A Tyesday, January, 1924.
Q Yhat agreement was nronosed st that time?

A An area agree~ent consisting of the area bound |

: !
by Iafayette Avenue, Premont 3Street, Mulberry, and I think

it was Carey.

Q That was in January, 19249

A Yes, sirf _ : : ;

Q& Wnat was the a-thority passed at that time?

A The avthority was passed by the congrezation at that
time by a majority of one to sign this agreement.

%  §hich affected the area outlined, How far did that
go-on the north, to Iafayette Souare?

A I think it was Lafayette Avenue. -
Q@ How far scuth? |

A M™ulberry street was.the southern.boundary of it.

.Q %hat was the reason, if any, for the church decid-
ing to g0 into such an agreement, Mr. Storm?

A VWe drew a good many membsrs from that neighborhood
and it was to protect the interests and heln the ﬁembers of
the church so that they woul<dn't have so far to go.

g Would the area included 1n.that agreement have any-

thing to 40 with the church's stand on the agreement?
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A Well, we had a good many members of our Sunday School
that we drew from around there, that was Sunday School.

Q Compare with the agreement attempting to bind the
one block in which the church property is located, was there
any difference in the attitude or your narticular attitude
toward such an agreement as compared to the entire zone or
distriet?

A T did not know that there was such an agreenent in
existence. However, I signed it, I d4id not read it.

@ You mean this paper of February 16th, 1925, is that
correct?

A Yes, that is correct.

Q@ You say you did not read that agreement?

A I did not read it.

Q What was represented to you at the time?

A I was t0old I was-~- that the other agreement had
fallen through and I was to sign this. I did not question
it, I came in and signed it and went on out.

Q@ That was ybur understanding as to what the agreement
was?

A I took it for granted they were trying to revive

the 0ld agreement.
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Q Covering what section?®

A Covering the block area.

@ From Fremont Avenue to Carey Streeté

A From Fremont Avenue to Carey street.

Q@ Can you tell me how many blocks are embraced in

that area?
A Not offhand, no, sir.
Q Can you as’proximate it?
A Yes, between ten and twenty, somewlhere around there.
Q@ What, if anything, d4id you tell the other members
of the congregation, Mr. Storm, about this paper which you
signed in 19257

(Question objected to).

2] What, if anything, 4id you tell your fellow members
or the council as to the signing of this paper?

THZ COURT: I imagine that would be a self serving
declaration. Mr. Carmody may ask him that and if he wants,
that might come in very well as a matter of rebuttal, but
I do not think it is a part of the case in chief. It does
not seem to me you can bolster up the testimony in chief
by showing he made a statement fo somebody else.

MR. VOCZTA: No, I said if he did not communicate the
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signing of this paper to his fellow members.
THE COURT: Your guestion was what he said.
MR, VOGT: I do not want to lead him, I asked him
what, if anything, he said.
THE COURT: If the answer is nothing, I will let it
stand. If he said anything at all, I will strike it out.
A I did not say & word to any of the members of the
congregation about this agreement,
Q  And the other agreement had been a year and a month
or two months vrevious to that, is that correct?
A Yes.
Q Do you know what the relation is between Mrs. Young,
the notary, who witnessed these signatures, Mr. Storm, and
the Reverend Younz, the former Pastor of the Concordia church?
A To my knowledge, there is no relation whatever,
@& Will you tell us, if you know, what was the first
time you acouired any information about this pasrticular agree-
ment or paper dated February leéth, 19257
“ At the time the question of this meeting came up with
the All Sgints Church?

Q Can you tell us about when that was, approximately--
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the records will show the-- the certificate shows December
21st, 1928-~

A I dia nét, tut I received a letter---

& Dated January 25th, 1929, the date shc!)wiln.g .the i
institution of this Bill of Complaint, what, 1f snything,
did the members of the council or congregation do on
authorizing the institution of this suit, if it iz a resolu-
tion?

A At the time this suit was instituted, I was not s
member of either church.

Q Do you know anything about the change of the
neighborhood in the 1100 block of West Franklin Street?

A The only time I was in that block was con 3Sunday.

Q The only time you went there was on Sunday?

A The only time I went there was on Sunday.

Q Who were the cccupants of 1114 West Franklin 3Street,
if you know? i |
A That 1s the property right next to tﬂéjchurch?
Q Yes, to the west? | - |
A Colored neople were in there the last time I went

Q@ You say there were colored neople there? ‘
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A Colored people next to the church.

Q 1l2l4 West Franklin Street, can you tell us when it
was the last time you were up there?

A  Around December.
Last year?
Just before the merger of the church.

December, 1923, is that right?

oo e O

December, 1928,

CROSS EXAMINATION,
By Mr. Mylander:

Q Is that the first time you had noticed colored people
were there?

A Well, they had been there some time.

Q@  About how long?

A Two or three months and there were some families
across from the church.

Q When did they move there?

A I guess they were there about a year.

&  About a year prior to December, 1928%

A Yes, sir.

w So that the first colored families that were in that

block went there approximately December, 1927, that is, 1113,

v —_—
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and 1115, and then December, 1928 as to 1114%

A I think so,.

Q You 40 know of some attemnt having been made prior
to that by one of the signers to this agreement o put
colored families in another house in the block, do you not?

A No, sir, I do not recall that.

Q@ How does the appearance of that block compare with
the last time you went there with the time,anproximately,
when this agreement was executed?

¥R, CARMODY: I object.
THE COURT: I will let him make a comparison so far
as he was able to observe it. You mean physical apnpearance?
MR. CARMODY: Physical appearance, what he could
see by passing by?

A Well, some of the houses aren't as well kept as they
were. I did not take particular notice of it because the
church is only a few numbers from the corner, I go right
in the church and come right out.

@ “hen was the last time you were there?

A December, 1928,

Q You say you have not been there since December, 1928,

at all®?
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A I have not.

Q Did you see many "For Sale"™ or "For Rent" signs in
the block when you were there December, 19287

A I could not say, I did not take particular notice

of that.

CRO3SS EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Carmody:

Q@ You signed this agreement, you admitted this was
your signature?

A Yes, sir.

@ What does "S. C. R.™ stand for at the end of your
name ?

A It is "S. C. C."7

R Secretary of what?

A Secretary of the Church Council and also Secretary
of the Church.

) You signed it as Secretary of the Concordia Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church here, did you sign that in =zood
faith?

A I signed it with the understanding-- I was under

the impression it was a revival of the first agreement.
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_ o _
@ Do you see the name "Concordia %vangelical Imtheran

Church™ above your signature?

A I notice it; yes, sir.

€& And you signed it as Secretary? E

A I signed my nase under it. . | }

&  Above your name. Well, did you see the signature
of the Reverend Henry B, Young?

A 1 signed first.

Q@ Did you see him sign?

A I was there present when he sizined.

@  And he si-ned as the Reverend Henry B. Younc,
Pastor and President? _%

A He did not write "Pastor" and “Presidegt" under
that. He was not President. k

Q The paver shows it is? Y

A That isn't his writing "and President™ is not his
writing. If you will look at it, you will see that it is

in a different nandwriting.

Q It sppears here the Reverend Henry B. Young,Pastor

)

"and President™ is written in a different handwriting under-

neath his name?

A Underneath his name.
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THE COURT: How much of it is in & different hand-
writing.
MR. CARMODY: "And President.”
THE COURT: Do you know how those words "And President®
got there, Mr. Storm?
THE WITNESS: No, sir, I 4o not.
THE COURT: You say he was not precsident of the
church?
THE WITNESS: No, sir, he was not the president,
tﬁat is a separate office and was not held by the pastor,
Q Do you know whose writing this "end President® is
on there?
A TNo, sir, I do not.
Q At the time that was signed, was there a Notary
present?
A Miss Young or Mrs. Young, this lady over here,
was present at the meeting when that was signed.
Q Did she have you acknowledge this as your act?
A She did not say-a word to me about it. I signed the
paper-- I came in the room where it was being signed, signed
the paper and went out. I did not stay to see who else sign-

ed it.
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Q@ Mr., Storm, you signed that as an officer of the
church, did you not? _1
A I signed it as Secretary. 1
@ You signed it as Seeretary? . %

A Without authority. a

70

a You knew, I oresume, that you were signing some kind

of a legal document, did you not? 2

|
A I thought it was a revival of the old agreement

which we had authority for before. : |
Q@ You 3id not read it? ' i
A TWo, sir. . |
Q@ You knew other interests or iniividusls outside
the church, 4id4 you not? i
A Prom what I understand, the church was:supposed
to be the one that signed. That it what I was told.
@ You knew there were other interests beaides the

church involved in this agreement?

A Ves. . i

Q You knew that the church's interests were involved

in this agreement, 312 you not?
A Yes.

G And you signed as secretary for the church?
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Signed as Secretary.

e

In the church building?
In the church building.

And you now want to repudiate that, is that risht?

C R - T

I signed it without authority.
Q' And yvou were a member of the church? ¢
A Yes, sir.
Q When 4id you sever your conneetion with this parti-
cular church?
A ‘In 1928-- 1929 of this year.
What month?

It was either February or March; it was around Easter.

o B o

Up to the time you severed your connection with the
church, did you know of an offer of any Catholic¢ institution
that wished to acquire that property?
A I did not.

(Objected-to).

THE COURT: That isn't cross examination, Mr.Carmody.
That is the only ground on which I will sustain the ob jec-
tion.
MR. CAR¥WODY: If the Court could bear with it, we

could have the fullest lattitude.
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Who was in the church at the time ydu signed it?

q
A Mr, Berger, Reverend Young, and this lady over here,
(“3‘ . Miss Young.
; & Wno is Mr. Bsrger? ;
; A Mf. Berger is one of the.members of tge counecil.
| 4 What i3 hie first name? ‘5'
§:} My, Louis Berger. %
: THE COURT: A member of the council? E
, i
THE NWITHNES3: Yes, sir. é
R He was a member of the council when he started?
'é A Yes, i
i |
% & And the pastor was there? E
A Yes, sir. ‘
Q And the Pastor sisgned it and you signed it7T
A Yes, gir.
& And Mr. Berger and the notary signed it%
l/*{ a4 Yes, gir, .
Q@ You knew that a meeting had been held nrior to that

night, d4id wvou not, in the basement of the church?

course.

¥R, VOGT: OQObjected to.

THE'COURT:_ﬁell, if he knows, hs can tell us, of .
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A The only meeting I know of was for the first agree-~

|
ment, that is the only one I know of. .i

Q@ Pid you 'mow that it was held that night?

A That right? 2.

@ Yes, waen vou were & half block away and returned?
A Ko, it was not thet niht. . E_

2

Was there a meeting that night in the basement of
| _

the church?

A No, because the day I signed it wes on Sunday.
Q@  And when d4id you first report that to the council

or the congregation®?
i

Ty
!

Oh, it was never renorted.

You never made any report o the congregation?

C s B

I never made any renort.
G nid youn ever speak Lo the Pastor of the church

about your act?

4 e never discuésed it after that.
& Did you know that nronerty interests were invblved?
¥R, YYIAYDER: You have asked that qugstion a numbher
of times already. ' | y
THE COURT: Well, I think he said he 4id.

THE WITNESS: I said before that T aid. o

i b
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THE COURT: He said he thought the property in the

whole area was involved.

Q Did you ever discuss the question after that with
any person?

A I did not, I never d4id.

2] Did you know that this document was put on record?

A I never heard of it, no, sir, being put on record,
the last time I heard of it was when I signed it; I never
heard a word about it since until this suit cgme up.

Q Who told you to sign it%®

A Mr. Berger said it was all right to sign. I came
in from the outside and they said I was to0 sign this agree-
ment, that it was all right, and I took it for zranted that
it was a revival of the first agreement.

Q What authority did you have to sign a-first agree-
ment?®

A By authority of the meeting of the consregation.

Q It empowered you as Secretary to sizn a paper,
did they?

A Evidently because I was not Secretary when the first
agreement was signed.

Q Then you thought you were gigning the first agree-
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ment and, according to your own statement-- I 40 not want
t0 misquote you-- you knew you Aid not have'authority to
cign it? i

A T took i% for granted it was a revival of the first
agreement which had been brought up. .%
Q And you had no sutherity to sesl the %ifst agfee-
ment? _ é
A I was not secretary then, I was secreéary affer
thic first agreement had been signed the fcllowing year.
THE COURT:‘Had been signed? |

THE “ITEES3: The first agreement had been signed

by the former 3Secretary. _ i

REDIRECT EXAMINATION. ” é
By Mr., Vogt: ' | |
Q@ Mr. Storm, when you saw Mrs. Young there, 4id she
represent to you that she was & notary publicé
A As far as ] know, she did nct sa2y a word.
G, Di& anyone else represent themselves to be & notary
sublic et that time? |
& Kot to my knowiedge. :

@& That iz the Sunday when you signed this paper?

Sttty - — - - N S
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A TNot to my knowledge.

) Can you place the date of the signing of this paper
on the Sunday in the month of February or March, can you
tell me what date it was actually signed?

A I cannot recall exactly, I cannot recall the actual
date.

Q Can you tell me approximately when it was?

A Sometime in February, 1925.

Q And you have already said that the zone or area
agreement was in 1924, that you thought this was a revival
of that, is that correct?

A That is correct.

Q& Were there any other signatures on this paper at
the time, Mr. Storm, when you pubt your name on it?

A I only saw the one page and the church, as I re-
collect it, was the only signature-- my signature was the
first one on that page, that is the only page that I saw.

& Do I understand you to say that the words"Evangeli-
cal Iutheran Church" are in your handwriting?®

A They are not.

Q Were those words there before you signed or not®
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A They were,

Q@ They were?

A They were.

Q As to this seal, was that there when you signed?
A That was not there.

THE COURT: Mr. Berger, you say, was & member of
the council? |

THE WITHNESS: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Was he en officer of the church in
addition to that?

THE WITNESS: I do not recall just now whether he was
or not.

THE CCURT: Do you know where this agreement came
from, who had it in his possession before you got there or
after you got there?

THE WITNESS: Mr., Berger had hold of it when I got
there, he was in the little room with it.

THE COURT: Do you know where he got it from?

TEE WITNESS: WNo, I do not.

TEE COTRT: All you know is that when you got there
Mr. Berger had it in his hands?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir.
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(Testimony of the witness concluded).
Thereupon - -=
JOHN H, HESSEY,
a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plain-
tiff, heving been first duly sworn according to law, was

examined and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION.
By Mr. Vogt:

€ Mr. Hessey, you have been asked to come here an
bring with you a cony of the area or zoning agreement dating
back to January, 1924, or prior to that time. Have you
such an agreement with you?

A I have a copy of an agreement which was prepared in
1923 for the northern vart of tle area. There was also a
secarate agreerent prepared for the southern area.

Q Have vou that southern area agreement with you?

A To, I do not. I have had s0 many copies of these,
Mr., Vogt, and I have loaned them out to so many neople
who were interested in these agreements, that I am unable

to find a copy of the southern area agreement.
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Have you a prlat showing which area was embraced
entire distriet which was sought to be restricted
time?

Yes, sir.

How far north does that district extend, Xr, Hessey?
Lafayette Avenue on the rnorth.

How far to the south?

It goes down to Mulberry street &t one place.

And how far south of the other places?

At Franklin Street at another place.

That is on account of the Child's Nursery and Hospi-

tal which, I presume, occupies a block?

A

I see that the nursery and child's hospital is

omitted from this, I am only taking this »nlat that I found

in my files. It has been guite a while ago.

Q

A

Q

A

How far fo the west did that extend, Mr. Hessey?
Carrollton Avenue is on the west.
And to the east how far 4id it go0%?

This shows one place it touched Carey Street but

only for a short distance and I see it is-- Fremont Avenue

is the eastern line.

Q

That was divided intc two distriets, is that cor-

i il
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rect, which you speak of as the north and south area?

A Por the purpose of getting it signed up easier,
although it was not divided into two areas, what we call
the north area and south area so that they might be working
on the two areas at the same time.

MR. “YLANYDER: Do the two together constitute one
area?

THE WITNESS: ¥No, they were to be separate areas.

I mean to say, the papers &all provided that they were to be
separate areas, and, of course, we had any number of agree-
ments for each area, each paper providing that it should he-
come a part of the general agreement; but the areas were
separated arees,

MR, MYLANDER: What were the limits of the north and
south areas.

THE COURT: Or what was the dividing line between
the north and south area.

THE WITNESS: Harlem Avenue seems to have been the
dividing line between the northern area and the southern
area.

Q (By ¥r.Vogt): Was the agreement which you pfepared

for the southern area similar to the one prepared for the
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northern area?

A The agreements were identical exeent as to the
location of the »roperties, what clauses in them, if any,
as to the percentage of property cwners signing them be-
fore they could become valid and binding, seventy five per
centum of the front feet on both sides of those parts of
the following streets and avenues in the City of Baltimore
designated as follows, and then follows the designation
of the particular streets.

THE COURT: 1Is that on both sides or on cne side?

THE WITNESS: This says on both sides, the north
and the south side of the street or the east and the west
side of the street.

TEE COURT: I was wondering whether you night have
more than seventy five pner cent. on one side and less than
seventy five per cent. on the other.

THE WITNESS: Seventy five per cent. on both sides.

Q And that southern agreement is the one which the
church decided to go into, is that correct?

A I could not tell you that, I don't know anything
gbout that.

Q@ Well, this agreement is dated December---
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A No, I say this is dated 1923, I drew many agree-
ments during that time, Mr. Vogt, because as I would draw
some of them would say they aid not have enough, they had
differert ones signing the agreement.

& ™hat suecess, if any, did your plan meet with
towards binding the entire zone embracing the northern area
and the southern area?

A Well, they 4id not get sufficient signers for either
one of those areas, and hence, they were unable to put the
agreements on record.

Q Are vou personally acquainted with the conditions
in those two areas at this time?

A No, sir, I am not, I have not been up there in the
area for guite some time and I could ndt answer that.

THE COURT: According to the terms of these two
agreements, could either become effective without the other?

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir, either area could become
effective without the other.

Q@ How mahy blocks were embraced in either one of thoge
two districts; take the southern area first?

A Approximately nine or ten.

Q& Can you tell us which blocks are actually in the
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scuthern area by numbers and the names of those streets?
YR, MYLANDER: We understand the Court will take
judicial notice of the location cf the streets..
THE COURT: Well, it might save me some trouble,

A Edmondson Avenue from Fremont Avenue to Carrollton
Avenue-=--

& That is, both sides of the street?

A Both sides of the street. Bennett Place from Fre-
mont Avenue to Arlington Averue, Franklin Street frcom Popple-
ton to Carrollton Avenue, Mulberry street from Arlington
Avenue to Carrollton; Brentley Place from Schroeder to
Arlington; Carrollton Avenue from Harlem to Mulberry, Ar-
lington Avenue from Harlem to NMulberry and 3Schroeder Street
from Mulberry to Harlem,

Q That is more than eight or nine blocks, is it not?

A Oh, no, when I counted the blocks I have counted
Just one block hound by the four streets. If you count
the other way, of course, you have to multiply that by four.
I have taken the actual block itself, Mr. Vogt. That was
the southern area.

Q And yvou say by insufficient signers appending

their names to those two area asreements they were abaandoned,
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and what was resorted to in their place, if anything?
A Well, there was one agreement in this area put on,
that was the Pranklin Street agreement.
MR, MYTANDER: Thet is the 1100 block?
THE WITNESS: The' 1100 block West Franklin Street,
Q& Well, that dates a whole yeer and several months
later, does it not?
A I don't know the date of it but it may be. They were
working on it cuite & while up there.
MR. MYTANDER: How long?
THE WITNESS: Oh, guite some time; at least a couple
years.
Q@ MR. MYLANDER: How long did it take to get the 1100
block West Franklin Street signed up?
A Ch, I am talking about the aresa, and it took a couple
years. The Franklin Street ulock took a very short time.
MR. MYIANDER: How long would you Judge?
THE WITNESS: Mr. Mylander, that has been four or
five years ago and I could not say.
MR. MYTLANDER: Would you say two or three moeths?
THE WITNESS: A1l I know ic this, I know after one

of the properties had been occupied by a colored person the
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next morning my office was beseiged by five or six people

asking me to prepare the agreement for 1100 block West

Franklin Street, I know I prepared the agreement immediate-

ly and I turned it over to them to be signed. I know some

time later it was brought back to my office fo be filled

and I think that the records in the meantime were checked

to see that

agreement.

THE

THE

the property owners had properly signed the

COCURT: You mean 75%.

WITNESS: I am not certain about-- let me see

the agreement.

MR, MYTAUDER: Was it just 7552

THE

MR,

Mr. Hessey?

Q

THE

(By

the titles?

A
@

up?

N
noy,

ﬂm 0

WITNESS: I do not remember the particular clause.

MYIANDER: You prepared the agreement, did you,

WITNESS: Yes, sir.

Mr. Mylander): Did you personally check up on

I had someone to 4o that for me.

was acting as solicitor to get the paper signed

There was no-=--
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Q I do not mean attorney in the sense of attorney-
at-law, but who was acting upoan getting the paper signed?

A I could not answer that because my recollection is
that I turned it over to these people at that time, Mr.
Ramey was president of the Lafayette Square Protective
Association was living and he was very active in the matter.

Q Did you make any representation to anybody &t all
about the titles being checked up and found to be 0. K.?

A To.

Q Then, how did you know youw had all the right names
positively, these various ownerships?

A As I say, that was checked up, I believe. Whether or
not I pave that with me is another guestion.

Q Well, it is not material whether you have it. I
was just wondering-- you intended th have all the parties
there, did you not?

A DNo, I see from this that they are not set forth in
here, the title examiners.

Q But the owners are set forth?

A Yes, sir.

Q The alleged owners opnosite the named properties?

A

Yes, sir.

-



87

THE COURT: In the body of the agreement?
™E WITWESS: Yes, sir, in the body of the agree-
ment.

Q When you prepared that asreement Jou intended that
to be a full statement of the ownership of those various
properties, did you not?

A When you say a full statemeunt, it was known that
none of the ground rent owners wculd come in to silgn or any
of the mortgage owners to sign.

Q You never thought to get the mortgagees to Jjoin
in?

A Ve never attempted to do that, Mr. Mylander. That

was discussed frequently.

o

™

& Didn't you, as an attorney, know you could not bind
the property without the mortgagee joining in?

A Tositively, sir.

Q And that it was easy to whpe out the signature by

foreclosure of the mortgage?

A There is no question of what I knew but what the
association was advised to do.

'@q  Did you tell Mrs.Youns, that lady over there, that?

A I did notesay I told Mrs. Young that but this was the
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understanding, that it would be laborious to get them and
get the gro.nd rent owners and the mortgage owners to sign
as well as other owners, that no effort whatever was made to
get their signatures.

Q@ Mrs, Young you knew was the lady whp went out and
goet the signatures? i

A I don't know whether she did or not.

&  But you made no secret of it?

A None whatever.

MR. CARY™ODY: Mr, Hessey don't know who got the
signatures.

THE COURT: ©No, you are assuming that Mrs. Young got
the signatures. I think your question is objectionable on
that ground.

Q r, Hessey, when you were checking up those titles,
did you make any effort to get the remaindermen in; fee
simple nroperty, for instance, or leasehold property, or
property which haprened to come under a deed of trust or
under a Will with 2 life estate like Mrs., Jeffers case, where
.the lady was eizhty one years old, with remainder over, did
you make any effort to bring in any remaindermen?

A No, sir.
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Q@ You did not think it was necessary?

A I told you we endeavored to get the owners of the
property, either the leasehold or the fee simple title
owners but no one else.

Q  Would you regard life tenants as a fee simple or
leasenold title owner?

A Why, of course not.

Q@ 3ut vou made no effort to include the remaindermen
in this paper, did you?

A If I knew the situation I would have done so, Mr.
Mylander.

€ Didn't you have an examination made of these titles?

A I say I think there were some made but I am not
pesitive of it four years later.

THE COURT: TLook through your files to refresh your
memory.

THE WITNESS: I say this, there may have been -one
or two instances in which it was never found, if you know
what a job it is.

€ As you are looking through your abstracts, I am
interested particularly in 1102 and 1143%

A I don't think I have any abstracts here, Mr. Mylander.




90

As I say, I had so many folders on this and_I only tried to
get the paners asked for. I am positive that the records
for the 400 block North.Carey Street were examined but I
would not be positive that they were examined for this
particular 1100 block.

Q Then the information which you have.in the body of
the papers fepresenting certain parties as the owners of
certain properties were only from casual information; which
was developed from a cursory investigation of the respective
premises, is that right?

A And by having signed the agreement,

Q@ And the fact that the same people signed the agree-
ment, but you had this written up--

A You pnderstand, Mr. Mylander, the information as to
the names of these onroperties was not in here at the time
the mgreement was signed, That agreement was prepared with
this blank s»ace here.

Q& So that it was all filled in after execution, is
that right?

A There is no question about it, sir.

Q Tet us make ourselves clear as to how much of that

was filled in after execution, the first page and the second
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page?

A I would say at least the first and second paée, Mr. i
Mylander.

Q@ How about the third page?

A I could not say that after this length of time.

Q S0 there is no way after looking over the paper
of telling what was before execution and whet was after
execution?

A I say the only change in the paser was the insertion
of the party signing it and the number of the property.

Q@ Mr. Hessey, you represented the active interests
in getting this paper executed, as attorney, that is ricsht,
isn't it?

A I would say so, yes.

Q So you do know approximately how long they were in
the course of getting this paper executed?

A Only I say it took some little time.

Q@ This paver took some little time?®

A i don't know whether it was a month or two months
or three months.

Q You 4o know, however, from your own nersonal know-

ledse that it wes a physical impossibility and does not con-
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form to facts at all that the notary signifies that the

first execution was on the 1loth and the last the 23rd,

. i
you know it was all in one week?

A I would not say that. My recollection is what
|

nappened was when the acknowledgements were aétually entered
on there--- oh, yes, they were taken at different times,
a1d 1f I am not mistaken I expressly suggeste& that they
must keep a record of when they wére takeh-—-l

Q@ But 3id she, 40 you know?® .

A  And when the acknowledgements were entered the
ﬁames were entered on the détes that they were supposed to
be signed, I think you will finld that a record was kept of
the sctual dates. I am not certain of that,
2 Yy slgnature which appeared as attoruney for owners,

viz, then setting out the owners?

A Yes, sir. !

& There are three words strieken out and in place of
them is writien "individually and as attorney". Do you

know in whose handwriting that word "individually" is¢?

A I won't say as to that. |

|
|
% Cen you tell us whether or not that is the notary's

handwriting?

e h
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A To, this isn't the notary's writing.
Q You don't know whose handwriting that is?
A It looks mor e like my handwriting.

(Examination of the witness suspended).

MR, MYTANDER: If your Honor please, the nlat show-
ing the area of this district, the zoning oroposition which
was originally contemplated, we ask to file as an exhibit.

YR, CARMODY: I objeet to that.

THE COURT: You object.

YR. CARMODY: Yes, the reason for that I might say-=-

MR JMYLANDER: The testimony of Mr. Storm showed that
he thought he was signing a certain area proposition and we
are entitled to show what that certain area proposition
really was that he thought he was signing.

YR. CARMODY: It is entirely out of the case, in my
opinion, It is really of no value one way or the other
in the case, it simply encumbers up the record with a2 map
of property that is not in dispute and has no relation what-
ever to the agreement signed.

THE COURT: I do not think it ouzht to be admitted
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in evidence, I think it ought to be used for illustrative
purposes, but there may be a great deal of information

in there that is not relative to this case and I do not think
you need it. Mr, Hessey has given us the full details, I
have them very clearly in mind now and I think any sort of a
reliable plet, as I assume this is, ought to be admitted to
be used for convenience. But I do not see that it is evidence
in the case binding on the narties unless Mr. Hessey will
testify that it was exhibited to the parties and made a part
of their negotiations and agreenments, so to speak. Suppose
we Just let it come in for the oresent and see what develops
when Mr, Hessey comes back. I agree with Mr.Carmody that

I do not think it meakes any difference one way cr the other.

Thereupon - - -

WILLIAN TUCES, JR.,
a witness of lawful age,produced on benalf of the plaintiff,
having been first duly sworn according to law, was examined

and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXANINATION.

By Mr. Vogt:
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Q@ Mr. Puchs,how long have you been connected with the
Concordia Church?

A About thirty four years.

] Did you or not live in the vicinity of that church
buildine in the 1100 block West Franklin Street?

A I livedat 512 NorthArlington Avenue, that is right
around the corner. I was a kid in a grocery store there
about three years when Bryan first ran for president.

Q@ For thirty four years, then, you have been attending
this church and you live in the immediate neighborhood
practically all of that time until when?

A To, I did not live in the neighborhoed all that time.

Q You worked in the neighihorhood I mean?®

A I attended that church all of that time, I lived
right there in the neighborhood. I was born around the
corner from there.

Q What offiée, if any, d4id you hold in the Concordis
Iutheran Church?

A Oh, T have held a2ll kinds of offices in the church,
mostly though in the church council; sunday school work.

Q You have held a great many offices, you say, in the

thirty four years of your activity there?
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A Yes.
Q Do you recall or not, Mr. Fuchs, a congregational
meeting held some time in January, 1924%
A I do.
Q I hand you the congregational records book with
the minutes in it and direct your attention te the minutes
held in January, 1924. Will you tell us whether or not thoce
records are correct of that meeting on the Bucsiness trans-
action at that time?
(Question ot jeeted to).
THE COURT: Did you ever see those minutes before?
THE WITTESS: I have seen all of these minutes but
it has been a long time ago, your Honor.
THE COURT: Do you know whether vou saw these ;inuteS?
THEE WITNESS: I couldn't say these minutes but I have
the thing in mind even clearer than this.
Q@ What is your recollection as to the occurrence at
this congregational meeting on January 8th, 1924%
A i remerber vividly this matter brought up. Mr.Ramey
at that time was particularly active in this arsa agreement--
e You meen the agreement pursorting to affect the zone

or a number of blocks?
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A A mumber of blocks, and thig particul=zr meeting of
the congregation was called in reguler order. I remember
distinetly for the simple reason that the matter was brought
up and there was wrangling in that matter because.it was a
very close vote. 1In fact, the president of the congregation
made it distinctly plain that he was to be cuoted as being :
opposed to signing this agreement. I voted Ior signing the
agreement btu®t %he vole was 7 to 6, and you caﬁ imagine in
clurch it was 2t least an hour and a half wrangling about
this matter.

THE COURT: That was in council?®

THE WITNESS: No, that was in the congregational

THE COURT: 7 to 6%

THE WITWESS: It was in council fto bring it up.

THE COURT: What was the name of the president at that
time?

THE WITNESS: Mr. John C. Louis.

= —_ e —— e —— e —

@ How were the offices held, was the Pastcr the oresi-

dent of the congregation?

A According to our by-laws, since we have joined this

particular Synod the president of the congregation is never

P

W e i
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ﬁ

the Pastor. The council sleets from its own menmbers its

President, its Treasurer and its Secretary.

@ So at the time Reverend Youns signed this second
parer purporting to affect only the 1100 block West Pranklin
Street, he was not the President of the church?

A The Pastor of the church never was Presidénf, not
since I have been a menber there in thirty four years. He
could net, according to the br-laws,

¢  Yr.Wuchs, has any authority been conferred on the

. Pastor to sign any papers of tnis kind?

(Question objected to). o E
THE. COURT: Well, you meen by thet authority,you

mean exhress suthority. ' ﬂ

MR.VOGT: Yes, any express authority bj resolution,

£
i,

THE COTRT: I think you oucht to ask whether any such

authority was given at any wmeeting he atten&ed;

@ You say that the b -laws do not contain anything

asuthorizing the Pastor to execute such agreement, that is

eorrect, is it not. |

A Of course, he coul? ntt 4o anything like that without

authority.

@ At these meetinzs which you attended from time %o
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time, was any authority or resolution passed siving the

Pastor the rizht to execute papers of tnis character?

A I was a2 menmber of the council and s very active

member of the council during the year that this particular

paper---

€&  ™hich paper?®
A The area paper was signed. I was also!a menber of
the church in 1926-- I mesn a member of the council and I was

very active, and if anythings 1like thet would have gone on

. 1 surely would have known it. o '

! :
i
| :

Q You say a vote was nassed suthorizing the execution
of the large area agreement in Jamusry, 1924%

A Yes, |

Q Will you tell us what reccllection or knowledge you

nad concerning this agreement purporting $o affect the

1100 block West Franklin Street, was that submitted to any

council meeting or any congregational meeting that you at-
tended? B i'

A I never heard of it, If it had been pr;sented to any
councll meeting or congregational meeting, I would have known‘
of it.

Q@ When did you first acquilre information as to this

L
s
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agreemnent releating to the 110C bleck ¥ranklin street, what
was your first information and knowledge of that?

A "hen we went to sell or consolidate the two churches
and try to dispose of the property, then my asttention was
called to this particulsr trensaction that there was a
tleock business or block transaction, sometihing like that.

Q@ You mean a one block transaction? {

A Yes. I want to ggt this clear to the Court. Aecord-
ing to ouwr by-laws, we must be notified-- the congregation
must be notified by a notification of at least two weeks
before 8 congregational meeting ean be called. Therefore,
speaking about this second agreement, there ﬁeéer wés any
congregational meeting cslled to pass on i%; there could

not bve. 5
Q ﬁas there any council meeting ealled to pass on it%?
A Yo, sir, and I attended all the councilimeetings.
& "hen was your first information obtained as to the
existence of this one block agreement? i
A When we went-- when we concolidated the two churches,
which was in formation the latter rart of last year,

Q@ The lattsr part of 1928% °

A 1928; yeu, sir.
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Q Can you tell us which date that was, the exagt
date?

A TNo, it must have been in October, when the subject
was brought up to consolidate the two churches owing to the
fact there was a tremendous decrease in membership up there
owing to the fact that the condition of the neighborhood
changed so rapidly.

& What, if anything, was doae toward ratifying or
repudiating the consolidation?

A Nothing. Our church was about to consolidate.

We voted on that but then we felt it was a thing we should
never get into. We had to dispose of the chureh property.
To my knowledge, we never had an offer from any white veople
to try to buy it and knowing the condition in that neighbor-
hood, you could not possibly sell it to whites., The only
thing you could do wes to sell }t to colored peonle. I had
three or four ceolored fellows come down there and try-to

buy the ‘pronerty from me personally. I was President of the
congregcation in 1928.

Q Could you rent this property to any white people in
that block?

a4 Well, I never heard of any offer being made. I do

not think you could possibly rent the church there. Your
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Honor, I never had an offer.

Q@ Heave you had any applications?

A Not whites, I have had three or four colored fellows
down there trying to by the property. Of course, whenftthey
found ocut we were in this other agreement, I did not hear
mach about it.

THE COURT: You say you were President of the con-
grecation in 1928%

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir,

THE COURT: Not during the time of consocolidation?®?

THE #ITNESS: Wo, sir, I was a member of the church
couneil in 1924 and 1925 and President of the church in the
latter part of 1928.

Q Was there or not any resclution passed repudiating
this agreement, Mr. Pychs, and authorizing the institution
of this suit after the congregation was informed about it
in 1928, the latter part of the year?

A Yes, sir, at that time we declided to engage councsel
and repudiate this allege second agreement, and that is why
this suit was brought.

Q The suit was brought as = result of that?

A Yes, sir.

Q@ TNow, as Lo the change of neighborhood in the 1100




104

block West Pranklin street, rou say you have been acruainted
with that seetion for thirty four years. #ill vou tell us
what change, if any, has teken place in the character of the
neighborhond in the 1100 block West TFranklin 3treet?®

&  Your Honor, I was torn two sguares away from this
particudar church and in gll I have lived around that neigh-
borhood practically as long as I have lived. 1 went fto this
ehureh when Rryran first ran., T was confirmed there and was
also grocery boy there, se T got familiar with tnat tlock
around there ard served groceries all around that neighbor-
hood, and I can see & trenendous change come over that neigh~
borhood. Formerly a fine class of people lived out around
that neighborhond, they were fine people, and graduslly,
cf course, it went down and down and the better class moved
out, and then, of course, we 0t a weaker class in and it
got weaker and weaker and more undesireable, and eventually
negroes moved in. _ - AR

q How far back does that change take nlace with
respect to this nurported second agreenent of Februaré, 1925%

A Ch, the change in the last fhree years has been more
rapid than the lesgi ITifteen years previous Lo that. After

tne negroes first started up-- when Mr. Ramey first started

that thing in 1923 to try $o protect that neighborhood up o
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there, . I

Q And say the last three years it hasg disintersrated?

A Oh, terribly. ' i

Q@  Yhat about the 1100 bleock ¥West Franklian 3Street?

A Oh, that is =much worse, Why, that five or six
hundred block Cerroilton Avenue, I had a youné man working
for me up there a young fellow, who meved out of there and
I think in three months time the neighborhood ﬁas black.

X  "hat about these other tlocks, Arlington Avenue,
for instance, in the 500 block? j | E |

A I lived 212 for four or five years at the %Hime Bryan
first ran for President ani it waz = fine neighhorhood.
Yow there are "For Rent" and "For 3ale" signs out there
and there they are for practically a yeaf or mgre.

&  %hat about the 100C block west Ffanklin street ad-

Jjoining this block on the east. Do the same conditions pre-

vail there?

A The 20C and 100C vlock is the same wayi all the way
town te Fremont Avenue,

Q How about on the west of this prooerty, the 1200
block West Franzlin Street?

A I had a relative living in the 1200 block un to about




six years ago. That neighborhood is co@ing down. That is up
near the Fairfield Dairy. 1In faet, all that neighborhood
is, thé last three years it has been terrible the way that
neighborhood ha:z been going down.

Q  Particularly the district embraced in the large area
or zone, which was passed upon in January, 1924, you say
that, is now largely occupied by negroes? |

A Absolutely, all the ehurches .up there are digeing
put as quick as they can, they are losing their membership.

! ,
As zoon as a white fanily moves out of a house:in comes a
negro family. There are three story houses uplthere and
two or three negro families go into the house.: They are
very large houses up there, three story houses.

Q Is the Christ Evangeiical Episcopal Church occupied

by negroes now?
{Question objected tol.
THE CCURT: Gentlemen; I know about these things my-
self »retty well,
A I ¢ould not answer that anyhow, your Honor.
THE CCURT: Then the ouestion is withdrawn I suppose,

THE YIPTNSS3: I only ¥now of it &s hearssy, I don't

know it as & fact. Therefore, I cannot testify to it.
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Q All Saints Evangelical Tutheran Church is now in
actual possession of this church property as a consolidated
congregation, is that correct?

A It ig, sir.

CROSS EXAVINVATION,

By Mr. Mylander:

2 Mr. Fychs, I will ask you is there any lot or portion

of lot in West Baltimore, west of Fremont Street, east of
Fulton Avenue, south of North Avenue or north of Baltimore
street other than this block that is white or partially
white?
A T am afraid you are covering too much territory.

THE COURT: It is ﬁ big order.

THE WITNES3: It ic a big order. Your Honor, I
g0 past there in an automobile quite freguently and I am
pretty well familiar with that section, but it is just a
little too much territory. There is very little of it in
that connection that I can absolutely testify that it is
a hundred per cent, white., I do not think it is fair to
ask me that, it is too much territory. Maybe twenty-five
per cent. of that territorj I can testify to but not as muech

as one hundred. I go by there quite frequently in an auto-
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mohile.

o I notice some of our friends around the Court room

here séém to take ﬁmbfage at the thought that nice white
people usually_do not like to live next to dolored peonle.
Have you any ersonal observations of wour own on that sub-
Jeet? :
A | Well, ﬁr. Yylender, I don't know. I would personally

not want to. 1 have seen thew get & negro in the slock
and seen them dig out cuick. Take, for instance, the 700
block Northlcafrollton Avenue. I know this particular young
fellow that wo;ked for me-~-

(Objected to).

THE COTRT: Yes, I do not want that. T will have

to depend ujzon my own knowledge for that. | .

i 5
i CROSS EXAMINATION. ‘ |

By Mr. Carmody:
4] fere you & member of the church councii in iézé?
A Yes, sir.
Q  ¥*ho ig Mr. Berger?
A  Mr. Berger has been a member of the church for many

years.
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Q@ Was he a member of the council?

A In that particular yéaf-- I cannot anaﬁer that ques-
tion whether he was a member of the council thet particular
year. I know he was either in 1924 or 1925, but if it
was in either year, of course, I could not tell you that.
Mr., Berger has been on and off. Sometimes he would be~-
you seée, this iz the way our constitution read. A man could
be treasurer of a church without being a member of the coun-
eil and the trédassurer would meet with us. He had no vote
but he could meet with the council snd bring his report in,
¥r. Berger has teen trgasurer on and off Zor gquite & while,
He met with us in 2 zood many inctences but he wouldn't have
a vote or he would not be a member of the council,

Ql-'Where would the council meet?

A TUsually at the parsonage. Sometimes we would meet
et some of our homes,during the summer months if it was warm
we would g0 out to some member's house who Lived in the sub-
urbs where it was cool, : : | |

Q@ But in winter time you would always meet at the nar-
sonage, would you?

A Yes, at the parsonage; sometimes in the church but

mostly in the narsohece, during these specific years you
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speak of.

& IT I %old you that in January, 19285 that you met at
Mr. Berger's house, would wou say that I was incorrect?

4 To, I would not because we met at Mr. Berger's house.
I told you we had no specific place. It just depended on
how the members were situated. Sonétimes we would meet at
Mr. Berger's house. I know in the last twelve years we have-
met at Mr. Bergzer's house quifte frequently.

& Was Mr. Berger a member of the church council®

A Tow, I could not tell you that. Are you sgpecifying
19257 %

Q@ In 19257

A T couldn't tell you thaﬁ. I know from fhe best of
my recollection that he was a member either in 1924 or 1925.
A member of the council is elected for two years, then he
mest go out of office.,

@& He cannct be re-elected? : . . : !

4 He cannot be re-elected unless a year intervenes,

a Waen did the new Pastor come in, Mr. Young, when did
the Reverend Mr, Voung, who signed that paper, comne in%

A Reverend Mr. Young, I went after him myself personally.
If I am not mistaken, he eame from out-of-town. I think this |




i 111

R

varticular paper you have reference to, he ﬁas'broughf to
Balfimore here and was here about a month., If you tell me--
you mean 19257

&  FPebruary 16th, 1925.

A Yes, I suppose he was here a month, He was g rgal
young chap. f

THE COURT: Is he still with you?

THE WITNESS: No, ne iz not, your Hono:. He was
there for & short wnile. Of course, when the éongfégation
ﬁent down we could not afford to nay 2 large sa}ary and he
eventually rsesigned. They had some diffarence; up there and
he got out. ] o i - |

@ I think at the present time he is in ¥ashinghon?
A I think he is.
MR. VOGT: He is in Hegerstown right no;.
THE ¥ITVE33: That is right, Hagerstown is his home.
.Q ~Who informed you that such an agreement%was in ex-
istence? 3

A %hich agreement are you spesking of?

Q@ I mean the last agreement with regard to the 1100
!

i
[

block ¥est Franklin Street?

A, Hell, that was brought out at the meeting we had at
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All Saints Church, when the two councils combined. I mean

they combined for discussion as %o the consolidation of the

two churches. We could not go any further down at the Con-

cordia.

o

&

A

What month was that and year?

Now, I think it was about October, 1928, October or

November, I am not certain; around that time., It must have

been October becguse I know we decided %o consolidate the

two churches as ef January 1lst, 1929.

q
A
Q

A

in 1928.

D

A

Q
such an

secretar

Who was the secretary then?
In 1928%
Yes.

Mr. Zimmerman was secretary of the Concordia church

Mr. Storm was not secretary then?

No.

Have you the minutes of 1928 here, do you know?

What dates do you want?

At the time you claim you discovered that there was
agreement in existence in October, 1928, who was the

y at that time; Mr. Zimmerman you say?
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A Yes, I am sure George Zimmerman. Mr. Zimmerman
was such an efficient secretary, even though he was a menber
of the council we arranged it to have him continue as secre-
tary.
Q Was Mr. Storm present at that meeting when Mr. Zim-
merman was secretary?
A I couldn't tell you that.
Q Was the Reverend ﬁr. Young present at that meeting?
A No, sir.
% Who made the announcement that there was such an
agreement in existence?
A It is utterly impossible for me to answer that ques~
tion.
Q Will your minutes show whethér Mr. Storm was present
there in October, 1928, about the time you consolidated?
.A I said about that time.

< "ell, make it about.

A Here under date of December 9th, in looking over this

record here I notice that the matter of joint councils met
at the Concordia Church. At that time it was brought out
that the church was in a restricted block and it had been

signed by Pastor Young as President.
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Q That is in the minutes signed ty The Reverend Mr.
Young as President?
A Yes.
THE CCTRT: What meeting is that?
THE WITYESS: December Yth, 1928,
YR. MYLAKDER: Read if.
THE WITNESS: (Reading): "YThe meeting of the joint
Church Councils was again resumed and the Chairman pointed

put to the Members present that & neighberhocd agreenment,
k1 .

i

restricting the block in wnleh Concordia Church property

is lecated o wilte people only, had been signed by Rev.
Henry B. Youns as President of Concordia Evangelical TLuther-
5n Congregation of Baltimore City ani by Mr. lMilton Q. 3torm,
fts Secretary, and that the Menmbers of Concordis Congrega-
tion and also those of its Chureh Jouncil hadé had no know-
iedge cf thiz écticn on the nart of the Pastor and Secre-
tary; that tihey hal no authority whatsoever to executé such
an agreement; 2lso that their sction had never been subse-
guently ratified by the Church Council znor the Congregaticn
of Concordis Church.™ !

& Mas Hr..Storm present at that meeting, the secre-

tary?
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A He was not secretary at this time, Mr. Zimmerman
was secretary according to the records here. We only had
the church council and Mr, Storm was not a member of the
church council.

Q@ Who conveyed the informationté the church couneil
at that meeting of the existence of the agreement; Mr. Young
was not there, was he?

A Mr., Fuchs, Mr. Berger, Mr. Knapp, Mr. Snyder, Mr.
Risseler, Mr. Bing end Mr. Zimmerman., The chairman pointed'
out Eo the members that the preseance of a neighborhood
agreement existed. |

Q Who was chairman®

A I was.

Q When did you find it out?

A I 4id not find it out until we found it out at this
particular meeting.

o) Who spoke about it?

A hey got into & wrangle in this way at that meeting.
We had the All Saints Church Council there and there were
six of those gentlemen there and there were seven f;om our
church. At that time we discussed the idea to try and sell

this property, then there wes some discussion by Mr. Young.
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I don't Znow who brought it vp-~ it might havg been = previous
time, You see, thic wes the second meeting we hail, the ore-
vious meeting 1% strikes me in conneetion with this church
property--- |

Q& Well, let us see what your fiést meeting did. You
certainly had knowledge of it when you brousht it up as
Chairman? i |

&  Yes, it might have been a previous meeting. Here is
a week previous Lo this, hiere it was breought out at the meet-
ing previous of November 27th., I just testified a5 to the
December 9th weeting and this was November 27th, about twelve
days or two weeks previous. o

@ Wﬁat wes said then abcut it?

A At this particular meeting: "™Mr. Vozt outlined in
detail the necessary legal procedure to be taken in such a
merger ant also suggested a poscible means of abrogating the
neighborhood agreement which Corncordia Congregation esntered
into some three years ago. He stated before proper merger
papers could be prepared by him, it should be decided what
the_future name of tiie Wnifted Counszregation would be and

the form of Constifution under which they would operate,n

and s¢ forth. There is nothing there.

a
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& Mr. Vogt is the one who prepared that resolution

- of the second meeting?

A My, Vogt prepared that.

w  He prepared that resclution?

A On, I 3don't know that. There iz ne resolution here.
I cannot see wiere there is any resolution here unless éome-
one on the flocr made a motion and it was seconded.

& Well, was there? :

A In what connection Jdo0 you mean?®

@ Was there any action taken with regard to the meet-
ing of November £7th?

A Oh, no, not at this particular meeting. On Decembér
2th"it was felg by all members vresent that it should be
determined frog Mr., Henry Vogt, our attorney, what the best
plan would be ;c follow in order fto permit of the sale of
Concordia Churcii property to colored people ana Brofher Car-
maﬁ, Vice President of the Church Council 0£ All Saints .
Church was asked to ascertein this and alsb wha% it would

nrobably cost if any court action was necessary.”

Q@ The resolution reads to sell the Concordia Church

© t0 colored people aw dictinguished from white people?

A There wasn't any resolution made there at all,it was
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& matter o discugsion, according %o this. There was no
motion made or anything like that, Jjust discussion.

Q To cell it to eolored neonle?

A Tes, that was on the %th. RWow, it had been pre-
viously on the 27th of November bdbrought up for the first

timse.

; " @ At the previous meeting who was Chairman of the

" Council, were you chairman? _ g

B I was chairman of tne council on November 27th. _
J
Q@ - Well, now, you had knowledge of the existence of the

sgreement--- 1

| A Just let me refresh my memory according to these
records., Of course, you know ¥r. Carmody, in speaking of
thils agreement, T naturally assumed that it was this large
proposition and not this small ore block proposition.
_At that time there was some talk around amongsﬁ some of the
o i members, but Jjust who started this thing aboutlthe specific
Bloek, 1100 ‘block ¥est Franklin Street, all thé menbers dis-
cussed it, I think Mr. Berger, if I am nct mistaken, brought

it vp. I personaelly knew nothing adbout it until about this

time, I won't tell you whether it was on November 27th but

it was around that time, maybe twe weeks previous. It rust
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have been at thig time or previous to this becauvse I am
reading from November 27th minmutes and naturally I knew it
then because 1 presided at that particular meeting,

@ Tow, the nrevious meeting to that, 4ii you have any
knowledge of i1% o

A Hers we have 2 meeting on the 23rd., Here we have
Mr. Berger brought this matter up on November 23rd, we had
8 Jjoint meeting between the ﬁwo churches at that ti~e and the
church councils.

3 You brzught it vp again?

A To, this iz previous to the other two meetings, we

t
are taking Fovember 23rd; the other meeting I spoke of was

November 27th and Decembér oth,
_ . .

@  What deeé it say abeut it then?

4 This particular time Mr. Berger made a long talk
here and he s2id the surrounding neighborhcood-- "he also
pointgd out the fact that the Lafeyette Square Protective
Association secured the signature to an 'area' agreement
{the area consisting of approximately eighé eity squares)
by a constitutional congregational meeting in the year 1925,

which was to be in effeet for a period of ten years, but

understood this particulsr agreement was never consummated.

S
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1

Also that a short veriod of time after this agreement was
executed, some of the householders in the llOQ block West
- Ppanklin 3treet appeared before some of the m;mbers of the
Church Ccuncil of Cencordia Church following an evening hour
of worship with what is known 55 21 'blﬁck' agreement, asking
that the secretary execute it. Discussing amons themselves
the cuestion and as these representatives of the block de-
sired guick action, the secretary of the church council of
Concordia Church signed the document and upon looking up the
records of the secretary following that particular time,
there is no svidence unon the records that this latfter action
was ever prooerly passed uopon by the Church Cougeil or the
congrezation of Concordis Church. In view of this, brother
Berger stated he was not certain whether Concordia Church
was legally bound by the latter agreement or not. He also
stated that it was his personal feéling that either of the
two agreements was null and veid as colored seople moved in
next store to the church this past summer and are still there."

4] At that meeting 4id he state to the Council that this
agreement was on record and »ut on record in March, 19257

A ¥ot according to my personsal recollection or sccord-

ing to the minutes here of this November 23rd meeting. He
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did not state it was legally put on record. I never knew
the thing personally to be put on record myself until just
this minute, to tell you frankly.

@ How many meetings were held with regard to this
block arrangement in the church, 4o you know, or do you know
of any?

A Personally I know of none myself; I don't know; I am
not familiar with it. At that time, Mr, Cqrmody, I was not
living there, I was livine in Aghburton at the time, and I
would only get to the church on Sunday. If they had any
meetings there at all I am not familiar with it. I attended
church fhere oretty nearly every Sundey during that parti-
cular year.

& Did you know that Mr, Hessey was the attorney for the
objectors to the colored residents of that seetion, did you
ever hear of that?

‘ Fﬁ. MYLANDER: Specify it a little more fully.
Q@ Connected with the zone mentioned in the testimony.
THE COURT: You mean these restrictions?
MR. CARMODY: Yes, the restrictions,
A That is a hard question. I believe I 4id know some-

thing about some attorney being there. Of course, I know Mr.
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Hessey slightly and I have a faint recollection that he had
something to do with it. However, I am not certain.

Q You don't know positively that he had drawn two
agreements, one with regard toc thne block and the other with
regard to the zone?

A No, I don't know that. The only thing know, Mr.
Ramey was very active and I knew Mr. Ramey very well and I
now he was very active in trying to get these agreements,

< Do you know why the resolution in the minutes, why
mention 1s only to colored neople?

A Surely, that was in 1928. We had been saticfied
we could not sell only to colored people. Anybody up there
knows well enough from observation. For goodness sake, how
can you sell that congregation to white people? We are not
particular, if we could possibly sell that property to any-

cne who comes along

whether the people are white or black or anything, we want to

dispose of the »roperty. We have all our money tied up in

-

it.

Q Have you ever advertised it in the daily papers for

sale?

YR. MYIAYDER: I object to that.

g, we would sell it; we are not questioning

Bk o e e it i
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i THE CCHTRT: Overruled.

L _ A I don't know whether il has ever been advertised.
¥r. Vogt has a large zign up there "For Sale™ and in addi-
tion to that, as I say, twse or three colored reél estate men
have been down to see me but when they found out we were
going to move out of there, they were all aftér i%; they were
all trying to secure that sroperty, colered people.

~{Testimony of the witness concluded),

. I
. '

Thereupon - - -~ -

GEORGE FREDERICK 7I™MERIAN,

a witness ol lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiff,

having been first duly sworn according $o law, was exanined
?

' oand testified asz follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION,

By ¥r. Vogt:
|

Q r. Zimmerwan, how long have you been a meanber of the

Concordia Gnurch?

A Since 191b.

¥ Were you familiar or not with the meeting held at
the church on Januery 8th, 139247%

4 Yes, sir,
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;

@ Regsrding the proposal to sign uv an agreement af-
fecting & large area®

A Yes, sir.

Q& Have you the record book of ﬁhe congrégation there,
gan you turn to that resolution, Mr.Zimrmerman?

A Yes, sir.

& What recollection have yeu, if any, &5 to what
agreetent was submitted to the congregation for execution

at that time®

A A zoning agreement, which my imnression is consisted

of the territory between Yest Lafayette Avemue and Mulberry

and between Fpemont and Carrollion Avenue.

&  And jyou say that that paﬁer was authorized to be
gigzned by & mAjority of one vote at the council meeting, is
that right? |

A Yes, sir.

% Did you vote for tae execution of that paper?

A Yes, sir. .

@& Hed you had any knowledge as to the execution of an
agreement affectins the one block, would your vote have been

affected by the difference in the agreement?

{Guesticn objected to).
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THE CCURT: 1T susitain the objection.

Q@ "hen 4id you receive any information as to this
agreement affecting the 1100 vlock West Franklin Street
alone? : B |

A  Apouf the first pnart of Octoher, 1928,

Q. "ho communicated that information to the church

council?
ﬁ ¥r. Lduis Berger.'
G, Did yow have any information as to that agreement
prior to that tigne?

A Mo, gir, ' S '

& Did you ever enter into any discussion regarding
segregation agreements between this first zoning agreement

and the time whken the second matter was first brought to

your attention? o | i

A No, sir.

) When anyone mentioned the matter of segregation of

the races as to that section, what did you heve in mind in
!
connection with the church? ‘y

A  Will you repeat that?

G I say, when any mention was made to you ol sesregat-

ing the races in that section, what did that mean to you in




126

ctonneetion with the chureh propert y?
A Ne mention~--- ?
o (Objected to).
JHE CQURT: He said there was no discﬁssion.
Q You zay there was no discussion between that time?
A TNo, sir.
€  Yas or not BNy resolution or minutes entereq upon
your records, Mr.Zimmerman, that a meeting was held on behalf
0of the church in which tnis one plock agreement was suthorized
to be signed?
- A ¥o, sir.
@  Have yéu'examined your records for thaf?
A Yes, sir.
@ And there are no such indlcations. Who nas the custo-
dy of the c@u;ch seal, Mr, Zimmeraman, do you have-it as.se-
cretary? .

i

i Xo, sir.
P
Who hasg the Custody of that seal, 4o you kaow?

I thiak the financial secretary had it,.
Who was he at that time?

In 1925%

L = o B o

In 1925, that ig right?




IR

an exnibit.
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A I don't know, I wasn't a member of the eouncil then.

& Is this the seal of the ceongregation, is this an

irpression marked on that paper of it?
A Yes.
@& Will you read what is in that seal?®

& Concorlia Bvangelical Lutheran Congregation of

Baltimore City, 3eal. ' : y
¥R, VOGT: I would like to offer thatlin evidence as
|
{Paper referred to was thereupon marked and filed
in evidence ss Plaintiff's Exﬁibit No. 4). é
o
Q  VYas that seme seal in use in 19209 ;
A I cannot answer that, I wasn;t a memhér of the couﬁ-
¢il then. %
&  But ygu 30 ¥now this seal wés used ﬂpifb 1928; ao
you not? ??
& Yes, sirl
@ Was there any other seal usel by the church?®
A Yot that T know of. | ;
3 What i your znowledge as to the preseace vf colored

people occupyins property 1114 West Franklin 3treet, how long

have they been there?
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i
A Well, as 1 recall it, they came in there during the
summer of 1928,

@  Were there any other colored people situated in

that block? ;
A Yes, s%r.
%  Where? - .
A Across the street from the church, twoifsur story
houses.
Q When ﬁid tﬁey move in there?
A Approximately a year previous %o the time we found
cut about fhis other agreement.
¥R. MYIANDER: That is, in 1927.
| TﬁE FITTE33: About the fall of 1927, ta the best of
my belief; I am not certain, I
& Nere ény other colored people occupying houses in

that block if you know or?

A I could not answer taat.

. cross mxamrmarion. o
By Mr., Mylander:
€ Do you vass through that neighborhood often?

A Yo, sir,

Q@ Then was the last time you were there?
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A I was in there in Januery of this year.

& You wers? .

A Yes, sir,

&  And the time before that was when?

A The last service that was held in the_church, I
think that was the last 3unday in December, 1528._

2 Un until the end <of 1928, then, you hgd nore or less
weekly contact with that neighborhoed in thatgblook, 1100
block west Franklin street, is that right?

) A Yes, sir.

W  Will you tell us whether or not you noted any
chanzes in the physical appearance of the block between
February, 1925 and December, 1928%

A Yes, sir, |

&  Tell us what you observed, did you find any houses
vaéant?

A There were houses vacant, there were signs on some
of the houses. The neighborhood surrouniing was occupied
by colored people and on two different occasions we had fo
have police nrotection for our church on account of negroes
and others congregating on the corner. |

G Negroes and others?
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A Tegroes and white people too.

&  ®hat do you mean by others?

A White boys and white men, and my correspondence will
show you where I had to communicate with Captain Lastner
of the Police Departuent to get protection.

& That was about what time?

A One time was during the spring of 1928 and the other
time he was around in August or IJeptember, 1928,

4 Do you know whether there were any robberies com-
mitted in that block?

A Yo, sir, none that I know of,

Q Pid you take any note of any robberies in the news-
paper.items? §

A Yo, sir.

Q What was the condition cf the block in February,
19257 i

A Well, it was I would consider a moderate class block
at that time,moderate class of neonle guch as I am myself
lived in that block. A
Q@ In other words, you mean to say the maés of people

whq lived in thet bloek in 1925 were whites?

A Yes, sir,
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G and Edmondson Avemue at that tinme, wa; that white
or colored in February, 19257

A That was white.

4  Anc Ayplington Avenue?

A Yhite.

&%  And Cerrollton Avenue?

A White.

Q In other words, Prenklin street was but one of many
streets that were all white but were threatened with colored
invasion, is that right? h

A Yes, sir.

W At the preseant time is Arlington Avemue white or
colored? 4

A Trom my observation, it is colored.

€ Solid or »artial?

A I think it is soliqd.

w Kow, Carrollton Avsnue, is that =o0lid?

A I don'~ *now about Carrollion iAvyenue, it has heen-
cuite a while .ince I have been up Carrollton Ayenue.

W How abiut Edmondson Avenue, do you know anything
about that? ’

A Eimondson Avenue between Arliagton and Carrollton
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is at least part black. T don't know that it is wholly
black.

Q The territory to the south ig all together black,
is it not?

A I am not quite certain of it.

Q In other words, Mulberry street, Saratoga street,
Lexington street, that is so0lid?

A Yes. -

q You don't find any white persons even on the streets
there, do you?

A I wouldn't 1like to answer that.

& Well, you don't find any living in the houses?

A I never have.

Q So that if you will compare the 1100 block Franklin
Street as it existed in the early portion of the year 1925
with the last time you saw the neighborhood would you say
it was in December, 1928, what conclusions woul& you arrive
at as to that block?

(Question objected to).

THE COURT: Don't you think I should draw thoce con-
clusions?

MR, MYTAYDER: Your Honor, I withdraw the guestion.

That is all.
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Q (By Mr., Vogt): Mr. Zimmerman, on Decémber ISth,
1928, d4id you have a council meeting or Jjoint council meeting
of any kind?

A  Decenber 14th and 16th, two Jjoin%t meetings.

&  You have onc resolution there as to the filihglof
8 bill for the nullificastion of this agreewment., Can you cive
us that resolution?

Yes, sir,
What date iz that nassed?
December 1lé6th, 1928,

Will yeu read the resolution, please?

> D O O

(Reading):"Resolved that Reverend Henry 3. Young,
Pfesident of Concordia Evangelical Iumtheran Congregation

of Baltimore City, and ¥ilten O. Storm, Secretary, were
without authority in executing a neishborhood agreement
restrieting Concordia Church ans the block in which it is
iocated to the occupancy of white »eople only, and thsat
said coagregation had not authorized them to eiecute such
agreement. Furtner resolved, the Concordia Consolidated
Congregation of Concordia Chureh and all 3aintg Church ftake
proper steps fto set aside this neighborhood egreement and

have the sane declared illegal anl void as to its eflect upon
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Concordia Congregation, and that Mr. Henry Vogt, Esquire,

Attorney, be authorized to act for us."

&

A

Fhat is the date of thet?

December 16th.

CRO3S EXAMINATION,
By Mr. Carmody:

When did you learn of this agreement affecting the

1100 block?

A

Q

Apout the first part of October, 1928.

Did you say the seal was in the possession of the

finencisl secretary?

A

Q

o > o »

&

I am positive it was.

What was Mr.Storm's office?

Dyring what year?

In 1925%

In 1925 he was secretary.

What kind of secretary?

Secretary of the church council and congregation.
Whet kind of secretary, financial secretary?

Ko, recorqing secretary.

Did you have two secretaries?

Not at that time, no, sir; we had two secretaries

—
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during the year.
.Q_ You nadlbut one secrebary and the seasl was in the
ﬁossession of the finsncial sscretary---
A Oh, I see what you mean., We had two secretaries then.
Q Cne %o taiws charge of the seal and one to 4o the
recording? |
A Ye had a financisl secretary and & recording secre-
tary at all %ines,
THE COURT: 1In 19257
THE WITHBE3S: Yes, sir.
THE CCIRT: Do you know who was the financlial secre-
tary then?
THE WITKESS: Ko, sir, but this book will show it,
Spnow us in that book? )
Yr. Louis Berger---

Read it from the meetings, not from the summary.

A S

Mr. Louis Berger during the entire year of 1925 was
financial secretary.

Q "Mas it stated at that meeting on December 16th call-
ed to repudiate the agreement, was it stated at that meeting

that the agreement had been recorded?

A Yo, szir.
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- That was not disclosed?
To, sir.
Did you know that it had been recorded?

Yo s sip.

o O O

Did you know who had sicned it for the church?
THE CCURT: The resolution says so. f : p

A Yes, we knew that Mr.Storm and the Pastor had sign-
ed it. |

€& Did you know that the Pastor had signed it as Presi-
dent? . j_.

A Yo, sir.

Q& Did you know that Wr, Storthad gigned it as Secre-
tary?

A Yo, sir, I did not know that.

& Did you know the signature abovg the name of the
two officers Jjust mentioned?

A I have never even Seen the agreement, I don't “now
what it looks like.

Q@  You don't know that? - _ i

A

¥No, sir. o

£

Yho gave you the information thait there was an agree-

ment in existence?




A ¥r. Louis Berger.

D

At one of the »ublic meetings?

-

At one of the courncil meetings. |
Q@ What date did he give you that informétion?
A I have a 1ot of minutes here.

(4] By tae way is that the same Mr., Louis:Berger who
was financial secretary in 1925¢%

A Identical,

Q@ Who hal the seal?

A Yes, sir.

% Nhen did he give you the information that that agree-
ment was in existence?

A If I r:eall correctly, it was &t one of the joint
meetings between the twe councils.

Q@ You cannot place the dats, can you?

A “ell, it is in here,

6 And the minutes don't show 1t?

A It is in here. I was secretary of the.joint-counoil
meeting and wag also secretary of the Concordia, so I have
two sets of minutes here.

Q@ In the same book?

A Yes, sgir. On Friday, November 23rd, 1928, was 4 joint

L.
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meeting between the two church councils. Do you want me to
read it?

A Yes, I wish you would.

A (Reading): "Brother Berger outlined the present
conditions existing at Concordie Church that of the scatter-
ed and declining membership of both the church and sunday
school; the absence of a Pastor; the surrounding neighbor-
nood and the fact that Concordis Church was supposedly bound
by a 'block agreegent' not to dispose of the church property
t0 colored people for a number of years L0 come. He also
nointed out the fact that the Lafayette Square Protective
Association secured the signature to an 'area' agreement
(the area consisting of approximately eight city squares )
by a constitutional congregational meeting in the year 1925
which was tc be in effect for a period of ten years, but
understoéi this particulasr agreement was never consummated.
Also that & short period of time after this agreement was
executed, some of the householders in the 1100 block West
Franklin Street appeared before some of the members of the
church council of Concordia Church following an evening hour
of worship with what is known as a "block" agreement ask-

ing that the secretary execute it. Discussing anmong them-

\:‘“‘ _—-L_...___ e b
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selves the ounestion and as these representatiées of the
block degired guick action, the secretary of Phe Ghurch
Council of Concordia Church signed the documeﬁﬁ and upon
looking up the records of the Seqretary following that
particulsr time, there is no evidence upon the records that
this latter action was ever properly passed upon by the
Church Council or the congregation of Concordia Church. In
view of this, Bprother Berger stated he was not certain
whether Concordiia Church was legally bound by the latter
agreement or nct., He also stated that it was his personal
feeling that either of the two agreements was null and void
as colored peoPIe moved in next door tc the chureh this
past summer and are still there.m?

Q@ You heard Mr.Storm testify?

A Yes, sir. |

@ That when he signed that agreement there was only
¥r. Berger, Mr. Young, Mrs. Young and himself present?

A Yes, sir. :

Q  Doez that staterent of Mr.Storn égree ﬁith what you

have Jjust resd? : |
[

THE CCURT: Do you think the witness ought to be call-

ed upon to answer that? .-
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.¥R. VOGT: We object, your Honor, !
THE COURT: That is a matter for argument, Mr.Carmody.
You may contend that it does not and the other side may
contend that it does, and I will have to decide i%.
Q Wag that the first Ynowledge you had of the éxistence
of that agreement?
A Yeg, sir.
& Did you know they had these meetings in the church
t0 form a btlock assvciation or agreement? : |
Yo, sir.
Tou 4id not?®
Wo, sir. :
Had youw heard it discussed at all hefafe that?
Ko, sir, not the block agreement. |
vou know Mr. VYoun:, the Pastor?
Very intimately.
Did you kuow that he had signed this ﬁéreeﬁent?

Ko, sir.

As Precident?

P O > O oo O P oo b
e
]
i

No, gir.

(Testimony of the witness concluded).
{Thereupon, at 4 ofclock ¥. M,, an adjournment was
taken until 10 o'clock Monday morning.)
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Monday, October 28, 1929

Hearing in the above entitled cause was resumed
on Monday, October 28, 1929, at ten o'clock a. m.

Present: Counsel for the respective parties.

Mr. MYLANDER: In order that the record in this
particular case might stand right, I understand the amend-
ment to our answer is granted in this case, is that right,
your Honor?

The COURT: Yes, I will grunt it in this case.

Mr. MYLANDER: That is without prejudice to our
filing an answer in the other case.

Mr. CARNMODY: Of course, I will expect the testi-

mony to substuntiate the allegations.

Thereupon --

JOHN H. HESSEY,
previously produced, sworn and examined on behalf of the
plaintiff, resumed the stand for

DIRECT EXAMINATION (continued)
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By Mr. Vogt:

Q. Mr. Hessey, will you state whether or not lezis=-
lative sanction was procured to this particular- paper,
which is the subject of this controversy?

A. It was not, so far as I kXnow, Mr. Vogt. I did
not have anythinz to do with securing it. Whether any-
body else did or not, is a question I do not xnow. I
have never heard of it having been secured

Q. I understood you to say tha: when this arecement
was executed that as the parties appended their sizna-
tures, you included the property that the signer owned,
is that correct?

A. If you will let me have the paper, I will try to
tell you how they were secured.

(Paper handed witness).

A. The paper was prepared with a blank space for the
insertion of the names of the persons who signed the
paper, together with the property to be put in after their
names. That was the only blank in the agreement. Then
the agreement was turned over to these people who were in

my office or to some representetive. They went out and
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secured the signatures to this azreement. If I recall
properly, this azreement was finally brought into my
office by the notary.

Q. Who is that?

A, Mrs. Young.

Q- Was she the representative of these people in
procuring that paper?

A. She hud something to do with it, yes, in securing
the signatures.

o She made the collection of the funds to --
= A That I can not tell you, I had nothing to 4o whatso-
ever with the collection of the funds, Mr. Vogt.

Q- Well, you mentioned there was & blank in there --

A I was going to tell you how the paper was pre-
pared. Then after Mrs. Young orought it back into my
office we took the list whica che had, as I recall it,
which showed the names und the dates on which the ack-
nowledgments were takzn, and then I caused a separate
acknowledgment to be written up for each date on which
an acknowledgment was taeken, there beingz filled in that

acknowledgment the nemes of the persons who acknowledged
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on that particular deed. The acknowledgments were then
attached to the paper, they were then inserted in this
blank space -- I might say there was not sufficient blank
space to take care of zll of these names that are in

here, so that the first page had to be rewritten and the
second one hadéd to be rewritten in order to zet the names

in here properly. The only change that was made in

this agrzement was the insertion of the names znd the
property after the agreement was brought bac< to my office.

Q. Well, the first party executing or sizning that
agreement would have substantielly a blank paper as to
the description of properties, is that correct?

A. As to the numbers of properties, yes, but as to
the block location, no.

Q. What designation as to the block location is in
there?

A. I will read it to you, Mr. Vogt, it is hers.

Q. Just let me ask you this a moment, if you will.
Nothing was in the paper connecting the ownership of any
particular lot, or was it, in that lot with the party who
was to sign it, that was a blank?

Ay No.
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Q. “ill you tell me how much of this first page was
blank when the instrument was first sent out?

A. As I say, from the words, "This Indenture", down to

"or some interest therein", I see wus on the paper, then

came & blank space, then followed, "Now, Therefore, each
of the parties", which follows immediately after the names
and the location of the property. I say there was not
that particular blank space because this page hzd to be
rewritten after it came back.

Q. So none of the parties were designated in the
agreement when it was first sent out?

A. No, the-only designation was that it was to be ef-
fective or of not binding force except upon that property
which is located in the 1100 block of VWest Franklin street
on both sides of the street. Now, that was in there,that
is the only thing that was in there.

Q. Have you any knowledge of how the device, with the
words, "corporate seal™ on it, came to be attached to that
paper, Mr. Hessey, as to the church?

A, Mr. Vogt, in looking at that I would say that after

this paper was brought back to my office to verify and to
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check the signatures, you could see it was in proper shape
and I entered there, "Concordia Evangelical Lutheran Church",
— and the word, '"corporate", after the word fseal“. The word,

"seal" was the only word appearing thereon.

Q. That is the date the paper was put on record?

A. I won't say it was the date it was put on record,
but it was after it came bsck to my office and before it
was put on the record.

Qs Who returned that instrument to your office?

A. I think Yrs. Young d4id to have me put on the acknowl-
edgment.

Q. Then it was nothing more than the scroll with the
word, "seal"?

A. The usual word, "seal", you find at the end of these.

Q. Not, ™"corporate seal"™, but just the word, "seal"?

A. Just the word, "seal".

By Mr. Mylander:

Q. Mr. Hessey, did it occur to you when you saw the
paper with the siznature, Walter C. Mylender, attorney, and
then setting out the various names of the owners, that that

was a crude way to sign a final consummated paper?

o —
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i. Well, it occurred to me -- this is what occurred to
me, Mr. Mylander. When I saw it at first, I first thought
or wondered where the power of attorney would be by which
you had sisned it. I saw there was no power of attorney,
and I found none on record, and I don't think I found any
place of record for the deed because if it was a long
while ago that the property was acquired, I did not go
back t hat far.

Q. So it did appear to you to be so irregular that
you found it necessary to change the wording of it some-
what?

A. I changed it individually and as attorney. I
notice now; I did not notice at the time when I zot that
far that you had signed it.

Qe It sets forth the names of all the owners, the
seven co-owners, and you thought the last name‘could not
be myself over again, so you changed that to,"Willard c.n,
or you thought it was,”"Willard C."?

A. No, I did not change it, I put in your individual
capacity as well as attorney. I say this, I advised them

at the time there might be some question as to the authority
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that you had to sign in that fashion.

Q. It would be all right on a contract, wouldn't it?

A. Oh, yes.

Q. But you would hardly see that signature on a
completed deed of transaction?

A. No, of course not.

Q. If you were putting through a title you would not
take my signature the other way, would you?

A. Of course not, unless I had t he reference to your
power of attorney.

Q. How many of those sheets were sent out; can you
tell us how madysets of those papers were sent out for
signature #t the same t ime?

A. Of this particular paper, you mean the 1100
block West Franklin street?

Q. The 1100 block West Franklin street?

A. As Imcall it, there was only one, because it was a
short block and quite a number of them came into my
office on the morning after the colored people moved in
and were ready to sign it then and there.

Q. You say it is only & short block?
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A. I mean it is only one block and the other agreements
I had prepared covered so much territory.

Q. But it wasn't a short block, I believe the testi-
mony shows the two sides take in 750 feet?

A- Well, T don't know. I mean just one block.

Q. You saw the original papers which you sent out,
didn't you prepare them?

A. Yug, sir.

&« And didn't those original papers have in them a
clause something like this, That this paper is one of a
series which, together, should make up tie whole agreement?

A. That wes in the northern and southern territory,

Mr. Mylander. They had that because there were more than
one of those papers out.

Qe You say that azreement was not in this acgreement?

Los It may be.

Q. In other words, it isn't in the paper as written
there?

A. No, I don't believe it was.

Q. But in the paper as signed, wasn't there a clause

that this esgreement was one of a set of similar papers
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which together should constitute one agreement; I am not
giving the exact words?

A-. Not as I recall it in this particular block. That
is true with reference to the larger aresas-.

Qe Have you any duplicates or exact conies in your
office of what was signed for this particular block?

A. I would say not. As I told you before, I have so
many of these for all of the territories, I have given so
many of them away and it became so involved, I could not
pick you out an exact copy for the one for the 1100 block
West Franklin street.

Q- The paper here as submitted, the first page, was
rewritten, is that correct?

A. Correct.

Q. The first page has in it, beginning with, "Whereas",
reciting the various ownerships, all of that was not in
the original paper, am I right?

A. From the words, "or some interest therein", was
not in the original paper. It couldn't be inserted in
there.

Q- It embraces from this point here, beginning at

the third line of the second parazraph to the end of the
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A.

Q-

151

Yes, sir,

Now, the second paze, what was in that?

Clear down to the words, "Now, Therefore™.

Firstly, I understand the second page from d own

to there (indicating), was not in it?

A.
Q-
A
Q.
A.

Q.

Yes.

That is more than half of the second page?
Yes, sir.
Those were rewritten by your stenogrepher?
I think so; yes, sir.

Did you personally check the wordinsg of the balance

of the second page and the third page to see if this was

exactly the same?

A.

Q.

Yes, sir.

Without any corrections whatever or change in

phraseology here and there?

A.
Q-
A,

Q.

The exact agreement that was sent out.
Did you personally checc it up?
Yes, sir.

And yet you haven't got the original papers here




from which the check up was made?

A. I told you, Mr. Mylasnder, it hus been quite a
number of years ago, and T have had two or three of these
suits and I don't helieve T can pick it ocut, to save my
soul. %

Q. Here is a signature, F. S. Freeburger, Agent, what
are those nunbers? |

. 1142, 1133 and 1137 franklin street, i

Q. You didn't write the siznature as agent and you
struck t hat out, didn't you?

A. T could never tell you that. i

Qe 'Well, it is irregular to sizn a formally consummated
paper or formally consummated deed simply so and so, agent,
without referring to power of attorney, isn't 1t?

A. Yes. _ f i
Q. He sig¢ned it individually, but when it came to his
signature ag agent, you thought that signature did not add

anything to if?

A. I can't say whether I st:udk it out.

Q. But you thought my signature would look a whole lot

better if you made it read individually and as attorney for

i
i

~ i
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the other parties?
A. I won't say about the looks of it, Mr. Mylander.

Q. It would look more like a formally consummated deed?

Ao YeS-
Qe It did not look like a proprietary paper or contract?
A. No, sir.

. That word, "corporate seal", you say you drew in?

Yes, 9ir.

& = O

s Is there any other change or alteration in that
paper that you have knowledge of?

A. Of course, this isn't a change, but that is my hand-
writing, "Test as to all"™. The word, "seal", after Mary E.
Dowa, is my handwriting.

Qe In other words, opposite the words, "Mary E. Dowd",
there was no seal, =nd you thought there should be a seal,
so you put the word, "seal", there?

A. Onh, yes, + put it there.

Q° It wouldn't have looked rizht without the seal,
would 1it?

A. No, it wouldn't have looked right.

Q- I notice here 1is another corporation with the seal
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just drawn in, "Realty Centre, Incorporated"”. Do you
know who drew that seal in instead of an impressed seal,
just a drawn seal?

K. That r=sembles the handwriting of Mrs. Young. I am
not positive, however. These words, "énd president", are
in my handwriting also after the words, "Henry B. Young."

Q. That is, the Reverend Henry B. Young did only sign
as pastor, as the witnesses have testified, and then you
inserted afterwards when it came to recording it, "and
president"?

A. Yes, sir.

Q- fere is another signature stricken out, what is
that?

A. That says,"Milton 0. Storm, secretary, parsonage."

Q. That was signed at the wrong place, therefore you
struck it out?

A. I don't know I struck it out . It is stricken out,
at any rate.

Q- All of these signa‘tures did not constitute the
various siznatures obtained at various times on separate
sets, will you explain to us why we have a page like this,

for instance, only one-third filled and the following page
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filled up?

A I can not answer that, Mr. Mylander.

Q- If all of thése signatures --

A, It may be my impression is wrong. There may
havs been more than one azgreement, but I can not recall it.

Q. The paner looks like it, doesn't it, as . though
there might have been more than one agreement?

A. It does.

Q. In the ordinary practice of your office, you would
not let a page like that in the centre of the paper zo out
only one-third filled, would you?

A. Of course, Mr. Mylander, none of these were signed in
my office.

Q. I understand, but the ordinary signatures would be
in consecutive order, wouldn't they, I don't care who
got them, if a notary got them?

A. They ought to be.

& Now, coming to the dates of these, you say Mrs. Young
furnished you & memo, she tooX such and such acknowledg-
ments on such and such a date and you filled in the cer-
tificates?

A, That is my recollection.
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Q. Did she convey that information to you orally, or
have you a memo of the subject?

A. I think she had a book which she carried around
with her which showed that.

Q. I want to Xnow what relation Mrs. Voung bears to
this whole matter, who paid you your fee for .attention
to these papers?

A. Lafayette Square Protective Association.

Qe Who collected the fees, do you Xnow?

A They had officers. The late Robert L. Ramey was
president .and they had a treasurer, his name was Duncan,
and others, and they had meetings at the various churches,
at which time they collected dues from the prormerty
owners in the various blocks around there.

Qe Most of thess people were not members of the
Lafayette Square Protective Association, you know that,
don't you?

A. I can not tell you who were end who were not, I
did not have anything to do with that portion of it.

Q. I want to find out to whom accounting was made of

the various sums collected from each signer of that paper?
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A. That I can not say because I did not have anything
whatsoever to do with that. It was paid by the Lafayette
Square Protective Association, as I recall it, I was paid
for the work which I did for that particular block,

Q. This pasper, when it was rewritten, you filled in
the sixteenth éay of February or did you fill in the
sixteenth day of february rather than some other date?

i Answering it offhand, I would say that is the date
of the first acknowledgment. Yes, sir, that is the
date of the first acknowledgment.

Q. Then why did your stenographer, in writinz that
paper, leave blank lines for the date and the month, if
the date was already determined when she firs<t rewrote
that paper after the signatures had been obtained to it?

A. I could not say that.

Q. Now, T understand you to say that the first and
second pazes were rewritten?

A, Yes, sir.

Q. T understand you also -- it

I am incorrect here, correct me -- that the third

paper was rewritten, but you say it was written exactly
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like the original paper was?

A. Yes. You see, Mr. Mylander, the space that you have
on the first und second pazes where I have inserted the
names =znd the property owned by the parties, that space
could not be determined unt il after they had all signed,
and there wasn'%t any such space as that left in the originsal
agreement .

Q. On all of the severzl propositions up there you felt
it necessary to examine titles?

A. There was only one other, Mr. Mylander,'and that was
done. That is the 400 block North Carey street.

Q- Did you examine the title in that block?

A. As I say, I had it done.

G- But you felt the ﬁecessity for having it done?

A. It was only done, as I explained the other day, to
check up the record on it. No attempt was made in that
instance either to secure the mortzagees or the leasehold
owners or any remaindermen at all.

The COURT: Vou mean the reversion?
The WITNESS: The reversion; yes, sir.
Q. But in this instance you made no attempt to examine

title whatever or to have it done?
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A, It is a question I would not like to say.

Q. Well, I understood you to say so before, am I infor-
rect?

A. I would not say that you =re or are not.

Q. And yo1 never said anythin: to Mrs. Young about the
report on titles being correct as set forth?

A. No, sir, I could not say that.

Qe Then how could you say whether the signatures that
you were obtaining on this paper amounted to anything
whatever if you -- supposinz one man had sizned as owner
for the whole block, would you have just tsken him as the
owner of the whole block without verification?

A. Not for the whole block, Mr. Mylander.

B Well, I want to find out just how far you had gone?

A. I can only say what I did, not what I would have
done.

Q. But that 1s what you dii, you just took the names
you found on the paper and recited them as the owners?

Ao I am inclined to believe I made some sort of an
investigat ion as to this particular block. Now, that is

my recollection.
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Q. Have you got some sort of an investigation here
to show to us?

A. I don't hcve it in that particular file.

Q- Wwhat would that indicate?

A. That would indicate whether I had or had not. As I
sey, I had any number of files in this. This covers a
period of some years. I find her2, Hr. Mylander, in
looking at my records, that ther= is a deed here which was
furnished by Nrs. Young, éhowin; the dates the acknowledg-
ments were taken as of these properties.

Q. These are vhat lirs. Young furnished you at the time?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. I see you have in the acknowledgment here, "acknowl--
edged said indenture or agreement to be the act and deed
of Dora Mylander, Florence Mylander, Katie Mylander,
August C. Mylander, William F. Mylander and Millard C.
Mylander and Anna Faust.ﬁ Isthat the way she acknowledged
it, to be the uct and deed of HMillard C. Mylander?

Ko L don't know about the namés, Mr. Mylander.

Qe What do you mean when you say, "Millard C. Mylander”,
there is no such individual as Millard C., it is Walter C.;

I just want to find out if that is the way she acknowledzed
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it.

A. Your name is in here as Talter C. Mylander,
Walter C. Mylander as attorney.

Q. "and he acknowledged said indenture or agreement to
be his act and deed and he also acknowledged said indenture
or agreement to be the act snd deed of Dora Mylender,
Florence Mylander, Katie Mylander, August C. Mylander,
William F. Mylander and Millard C. Mylander and Anna
Paust.”

Ao You say that isn't Millard C.?

Q. It wasn't intended to be.

A. Well, then, I suppose that is an error of mine in
reading your writing.

The COURT: That is the way Mr. Mylander signs his
name, you will notice above.

The WITNESS: Yes, sir. I suppose that was my
error.

Q- Did you have any authority to line in the church
seal; when you drew in the corporate seal there, did you
have any authority to do that?

A. From the church?
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Qe Yes,

A, I did not.

Q. And Realty Centre that Mrs, Young, in your presence,
drew in the corporate seal for them, did she have any
authority?

A, I don't know anything about that, I know Mrs,., Young
had been there and talked to them, but I 4id not know any-
thing about any authority. I don't know whether she did
or did not have it,

Q. But you do identify that as her handwriting?

A, I think I am almost positive, however.

Qs Did you have any authority from the church secre-
tary to add the words, "and president"?

A. No, I received none from the church.

Qe And in drawing in the word "seal™ after Mrs, Nowd's
signature -- do you recall that?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you have any authority to draw that word "seal"
in there?

A. I did not have any direct authority from her, it
was only to fix the agreement the scy it should nave been.

Instead of signing on the corresponding line where the seal
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waz, she sizned above.
Qs You never saw any of these parties yourself?

A. I never saw any of the perties sign the agreement.
Some of the parties came to my office on the mornins to
have the paper drawn.

Q. How many of those parties?

A. There were four or five.

Qe Mrs. Young was the lady who hzd the business deal-
ings with all of the parties?

A. No, she 4id not have anything to do with that visit
to my office.

Qe I mean with the exception you have noted, for all
the other parties Mrs. Youn:s was the business representa-
tive?

K I do not ssy that. She was the notary who took
the acknowledgments. She was connected with the Lafayette
Square Protective Association.

Q. Where does lirs. Young live, do you know?

A. She used to live on Harlem avenue, I think; I
don't know the number. T think she now lives on Carey

street.
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CROSS-EXAMINATION
By Mr. Carmody:

Qe Mr. Hessey, did you have an interview with Pastor
Young, the pastor of the church there, at any time?

A. I can not enswer that, Mr. Carmody, because I
do not recall the parties. You see, this has been a long
time ago and there were so many interviews I had with
this Lafayette Square Protective Associastion that I would
hesitate to say I had an interview with Pastor Young.

@. Do you recall that his siznature was on the paper
and that you wrote under it,.“president"?

A. Yes.

Q- But you do not recall ever speaxing to him?

A. I do not, Lir. Carmody-
Q. Do you recall ever tealking to Mr. Storm, the sec-
retary?

A. T do not.

Q. You don't remember eny deslings with him?

A. No, sir, I do not. I won't say I d4id not, now,
but I don't recall it.

Q- Did you have an interview at any time with NMr.
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Berger, who was a member of the council of the church?

A. Not that I recall.

Q. You don't recall th.t?

A. I don't recall.

Q. Did you attend any o the meetings that were held
in the church with rezard to the 1100 block West Franklin
street?

A. I attended one meeting held in the church, but
whether it was with reference to the 1100 block Vest
Franklin street or the other area, I do not recall.

Q- Do you recall whether at that meeting there were
any representatives off the church that attended?

A. About tiie only person I remember was some one there {
to welcome us s we came in. What connection he had with
the church, I do not know.

The COURT: You do not mean the Lafayette Square
church, do you?

Mr. CARMODY: No, I mean the church in question
here, the All Seints or the Concordia church?

The WITNESS: Yes, on Franklin street.

Q- The meetings were held in the church, weren't they?
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A. Some meetings were, yes.
Q- That is, in the Concordia?
A. Yes, sir.
Q. And you attended one there?
A, 1 did.
1 And you were welcomed by some person in suthority,
aﬁparently?
A. Well, I was welcomed when I got there by some one
who was there welcoming everybody as they came in.
Q. Mr. Hessey, will you look at this pape; azain.
From that paper will you tell the Court what date the
pastor and the secretary acknowledged that to be their act.
Mr. VOGT: Ob jected to.
The COURT: Well, that 1s simply for convenience. ,
The paper itselfshows it.
Mr. CARMODY: It is simply asking you to tell
what the date of the acknowledgment is.
The WITNESS: The 18th of February.
The COURT;: Did they botn acknowledge it?
The WITNZSS: Henry B. Young, president.

The COURT: The question is the dateon which the
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pastor of the church and Mr. Storm acknowledged.

The WITNESS: There does not appear to be any
acknowledgment of that date for Mr. Storm, only for Henry
B. Young, president.

By Mr. Carmody:

Q. No acknowledgment from Mr. Storm?

A. No, sir.

Q. Are they not joined in the one acknowledgment,
Mr. Hessey? |

A. No, sir.

(Testimony of the witness concluded).

SR
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Thereupon ---
ELIZABETH YOUNG,
a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the de-
fendants, having been first duly sworn according to law,
was examined snd testified as follows:
DIRECT EXAMINATION
By Mr. Carmody:

Qs What is your full name?

A. Elizabeth Young.

Q- And your residence, Mrs. Young?

A. At present, 423 North Carey.street.

Q. And your occupation?

A. Notary public.

Qe Mps, Younz, you have seen the agreement which wes

marked an exhibit in this case, that is, the agreement
that has been sizned by the parties to the agreement.
Will you please tell the Court the circumsiances reg;rding
the signingz of that agreement between all the parties; how
it originated and who employed you and who you revresented,
and everything connected with the agreement, and speak so

that the Court can hear you?
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K Yes, sir. Well, throuszh the Lafayette Protective
Association T was appointed notary and also another lady
was appointed notary, but isn't a notary today. We won't
speak of the territory becsuse that has nothing to do with
the cuase, we are losing time, I can write hoocks on that

but I won't do it. Vie can come right direct to the block

guestion. The block question is this. Everybody that signed

the first paper in that block signed the second with the
exception of a few, the few people that did not sign. Mr.
Berger was the head one to go around with me, had the
paper, read it out, and I wouldn't have gotten the signa-
tures were it not for Mr. Berger. MNr. Berger sent for

us, they were not ready for us to sign the paper over there
at the church, and Mr. Berger said, Come such and such

a time, and some of the people in the block went. I did
not, I only went when I knew T could 2o there and take

the signatures. So when they sent for me, I went. I

went different times snd they wsre not quite ready, so
finally one time they were ready, and the papers will

shiow when they were ready. They Signed in good faith.

Had it not been for Mr. Berger they wouldn't have signed.
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They hed gotten a new pastor at that time and were most
anxious, most cager to have their pastor satisfied. They
wanted to keep ﬁim, they thought he was Jjust one splendid
man, and a few weex<s, I think something like two weeks

or three weexs that he was there before they would really
sign the paper. They wanted him protected and we wanted
the church, that is, the neighborhood, the block wanted
the church's protection and they were hand in hand.

They never worked harder than they d4id at that time when it
was just a block paper. Now, thst is the situation.

Mr. Berger went over to Ahrling's, had it not been for

Mr. Berger I wouldn't have zot the Ahrlings, because they
were just holding off. 'That is the situation of that
block paper. That is just exactly the wsy that paver was
signed. They were heart and soul in it, and more eager
then than they ever were, and we had meetings over there
and they were most courteous, but they always wrangled
among themselves, I never heard of a congregation wrangling
among themselves like that. And the szme way out there,
Mr. Berger's wife is a nervous brekdown today --

The COURT;: Mrs. Young, I thinc you had better
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confine yourself to the question.

The WITNESS: All right. That is the situation of
how they signed the papers and I was there at their
service when they sent for me. That is all I can say.

Q. This is thelpaper I had reference to, this is the
same paper you refer to that you went around with Mr.
Berger to have éigned?

A. This is the identical paper, the same paper, ex-
cept what Mr. Hessey tried to explain, and when I went
to see Mr. Mylander, Mr. Mylander had this paper. He
sent for it, he had it, he read it over. The committee
waited on his sisters when they lived on Carrollton
avenue, and they said, Well, they wouldlleave it to
their brother. They went azain. So finally they had
decided, they told the brother they were satisfied, and I
had gone to Mr. Mylander's office repeatedly and repeated-
ly and explained things. So finally he said, Yes, he had
to wait until his sisters were satisfied. When I went
there and he signed this that was the time he told me
they had told him to go ahead, and, of course, a man an

outstanding attorney like him -- I am only an ordinary
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nofary, I did not know he was putting a hitch in here, if
there s a hitch in it. .I took him as a man of his word,
as an outstanding attorney, and if we can not rely on
them, I don't kxnow what else we can do. He certainly ' id
sign this in good faith and, furthermore, I went back
over and over azain to zet the money that was due to the
block. I promised the block I would zet the four dollars
from him, and I went there repestedly and repeatedly, and
finally I did get the four dollars, and his brother in
the block zave three dollars for this very cause now, and
his tenant, who is in there now, has been there twenty
years,and he h-s talked about the block not being vhat it
was or is. If he won't paint the inside -- they did

all the inside painting. Urs. Williams, who was the
hostess -- rather rented the house where the parsonage

is now, she is there now; she has been there six months,
and when she went in fhere he told her he knew the block
would be gzood for two years and she will tell you that
herself, if the block had gone down so terribly. That
second hand plzce hasn't been there two or three years.

I don't feel 1like arguing with an outstandihg gentleman
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like this, I was only a servant for the block and I did
the best I knew how, but from now on I don't think I want
to be a Lutheran.

Q- Mrs. Young, was there any misrepresentaetion made
in regard to the deal?

A. Hever once, they had the paper once and read it
over. Ur. Mylander had to zo to Mr. Hessey's office and
get it, and he read it over, and Mr, Berger knows all
about it, because I would never have gotten the church
people for Mr. Ahrling, who wss sick in bed, if id had not
been for Mr. Berger.

Q. He went with you?

A. Be went with me and up to the bedroom and he
had this and it was signed in his presence. He read it to
Mr. Ahrling because Mr. Ahrling was a sick man.

Q. Do you recall the meeting at which Mr. Storm signed
and acknowledged that paper?

A. Well, T will tell you, Mr. Carmody. We had so
many meetings around different placés and so many meetings
right in that basement of the chﬁrch, and their own members

attended and their own members only were too glad to have
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it protected, but as for days and dstes, this is all I
can say. That is all I can remember.

Q. I am not asking as to the day or the date, I am
asking you if you remember the circumstances of Mr. Storm
signing it?

Al Oh, yes, sure, he signed it and he also knows I
went down to the B. and 0. at different times and had
them look it over because my president was so exact, Mr.
Ramey was so exact, "Now, Mrs. Young, be sure, you better
z0 two or three times and be sure to see that they kn;w
what they are doing", and I went down to the 3. and O.
and T said to Mr. Storm, "Mr. Storm, this is the paper
you acknowledge, this is your signature,™ not only when
he signed it, but afterwards.

Qe At the time at which he sizned that, who was pres-
ent?

A, Well, there were guite a number of people there,
quite a number. I don't know who they were, but there
were some folks around, the congregation was around,
and they were having some special. What that special

meeting was, I don't know, because, as I say, I never




t8

went until it was time for me to zo.

Q- Do you recall whether it -as in the morning or
afternoon or evening?

A, When that paper was signed, it was signed 'in the
evening; absolutely in the evening.

The COURT: Wes it Sunday evening?

The WITNESS: Well, now, I don't kn&w vhether it
was Sunday evening or wednesday evening. It was either
Sunday evening or VWednesday, but whichever the day 1is,
it was signed, I don't know what evening it was.

By Mr. Carmody;

A Was Mr. Berger there?
A. Yes, sir, lr. Berger was there. _ .
Q- Did you hear Mr. Berger make the statement they

did not have authority to sizn it but he could <0 ahead

and sign it if he wished? |
A. Mr. Berger was only too esager, he never made any

such remar< in my presence.

e You did not hear such a remark?

A No.suéh remark was made. He was only too helpful

to me to 3o around and get the sisgnatures. I never could
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have accomplished what I did had it not been for Mr.
Berger.

Q- I understand that the ac<nowledgment of Mr. Storm
isn't on that paper, though. Can you give any explana-
tion of that, did you know that?

A I don't know how that was neglected, I can't say
how that was neglected if it isn't on there. That is all
I know, because he certainly - 1d acknowledge it in my
presence, and if I did not put it down there, that is
most unfortunate; but I think it should be down there,

The COURT: Let her see if she can find it.
The WITNESS: It snould be down there, thst is
all there is to it.

The COURT: See if you can find it.

The WITNESS: I know he acknowledged to me, I

know that. It must be in some other paper.

The COURT: Mrs. Younz, what did he acknowledge?

Yhe WITNESS: He acknoviledzed that was his signa-
ture in behsalf of the church.

The COURT: In behall” of the church?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir, I can't remember any more.

.
N e
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By Mr. Carmody:

Qs Do you know how many property owners in the 1100
block ol West Franxlin street signed t hat paper?

A- Well, I think at the time -- now, I don't know,
that tells for itselﬁ, because we would never undertake
to put a block on record unless we had 80 or 85 per cent
and that was the greatest percentage of any blcok we
had with the exception of Mulberry street and the 400
block Carey street. There were plenty of blocks that
could have gone on record but there were investors there.
Mr. Ramey was too conscientious and Mr. Ramey advised me
not to encouraze the people when I could not get the
investors. My own block on Harlem avenue, we had nearly
90 per cent but I had a few investors there that posi-
tively would not sign, and it was not fair to the people,
and so.it was in all the blocks. If I had thousght for
one moment that this would have been broughp uﬁ I would
have stopped because Mr. Ramey zave me the greatest

number, the zreatest part, but the investors would slip

in the block like they are doing in sll blocks, and then,

of course, we would have the people zoinz both ways. So




t11

we would not tie the people up and this 1100 block, we
wouldn't have allowed them to zo on record for one moment
if it wasn't for the fact they were helpless'whites and
needed protection and they had some homes that were not
paid for, each and every one needed protection and were
satisfied that those colored people stay there, to live
with those people rather than to live in a block with
seven or eight families. That 1is how that block was
signed up, 5imply to help the helpless whites,from a
humenitarian standpoint.

Q- Do you know how many ia that block did not sien it?

A I think everybody sizned with the exception we
fell down on those and Mr. Hessey was just a little slow in
getting it on record, which he has apologized many times
for that. They slipped in and zot a mortgagze on and that
was the house next to the church. Everybody signed it.

Qe Everybody but two in the block signed it?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Both on the north and south side of the block?

A. Yes, 8irs

Qe There is a store, the side of a store on Franklin
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street that extends along the 1100 block, it faces, I
think, on Carrollton avenue, doesn't it?

A. Yes, sir, that is Crook's store. I could not zet
them to sign and we didn't want them because they face
the other way. They face the other way and Mr. Ramey
never took a block or never took a piece of property that
faced the other way, and it isn't in our paper, that
isn:t considered in our paper at all.

Q. Did you take 21l the acknowledgments?

A. Yes, I have taken all these acknowledgments.

Qs Did you leave the paper to be read, or did you
read it to them before they signed it?

A In mostly all cases the peaper was read to them and
they had it to read over. They knew just exactly what
they were doing. The church people had that paper in
their church and read it over.

Q- Were there any false statements made or misrepre-
sentations made regarding the paper or its character?

A. Never, never. This is the way it was and that
is the only way, with the exception of where they had to

take and copy it over so as to get their names in there
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properly.

Q. Was there anything misleading said to Mr. Mylander?

A. Never, never. I don't see how he could say it
or think it, even.r

Q. Were any misrepresentations made of what the papef
was?

As Never, nothing misleading, and Mr. Mylander even
asked me, "Have these all been properly acknowledged?"
I said, "Mr. Mylander, I have gzone over them and they
are all properly acknowledged", and when he signed -- I
said, "Is it necessary to get your sisters?" He said,
"No, now it is 2ll right, I take charge of their property
and I answer for them." VWhat more was I to do? When
a man has charge of his own sisters' property and I
have nothing more to do with it, what else is there to do?

Q- What have you to say as to the agreement or as to
any additions that were made after the signatures wesre
obtained?

Mr. MYLANDER: Ask her if she hasn't got the
orizginal papers.
The WITNESS: There are the original papers right

there with the exception of Mr. Ramey's -- just copied
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off the papers, that is the original paper and nothing

else but the paper. That is the paper and T don't care
who says otherwise. I am a woman but I don't cars who

says otherwise. I think these mén have made a habit of
forgetting.

Qe Did you leave that paper with Mr., Mylander ?

A, Yes, sir, indeed-

Q. le had it in his possession?

A Yes, sir, indeed, he hzd it =znd read it over.

Q. How long did he have it in his possession, do you
Kknow?

A Viell, it may have been a day, I don't know; but I
let all of them have it whenever they wanted it. I was
always willing -- the paper reads the same as the old
paper almost, but this is the original paper that Mr.
Mylander had. I went down to Mr. ?essey's and asked him
if this way 1is all right after he sizned it and Mr.
Hessey says, "Why, sure, if Mr. Mylander signed it for
his sisters, that must be perfectly all right:" It is
mo st convenient sometimes to forget.

Q- After the signatures were attach d to this azgree-
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ment, were there any alterastions made? S
A. Not any that I know »f. lMr. Hessey was the

attorney and I know -~ I see no alterations or nothing

else. It was just as it is. Mr. Hessey was the attorney

for the paper. |

Q. When you called at Wr. Mylander's offiée, dii you

i? call there for the purpose of taking an acknowledgment?

A- Yes-
Q. At Mr. Mylander's office? ' o §
A. Absolutely. i

Q- Then did he acknowledge that you vwere a notary?

A. He knew that I was a notary, sure, he did. He had

* asiked me that question previous, before he huzd siined his
name to it. Hs was very particulsr sabout thaé, if |
everybody e¢lse hud done the right thing. He was the
last one that signed that paper. B :
Mr. MYLANDER: He asxzed if everybody else had done
_ ! '
the right thing?

The WITNE3S: Yes. It mey not have bsen just that

: G
word, but that is what you meant, that is what you said,

you Know, in reference to the people sizning it, and I told

e e
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you, Yes, that they had acknbwledged.
By Mr. Carmody:

Q. Was the paper that you presented to Mr. Mylander
just a few lines of typewriting?

A. Oh, no, this is it.

Q The whole paper?

A. This is just as it was.

Q+ With all the parties' signatures?

A Just as it is.

Qe Now, as to the present appearance and condition
of that block. You are familiar with the block, you have
known it for some yesrs, I suppose? |

A. Oh, yes.

Q- When did you last visit there?

A. I visit ther: nearly every day going through to
the stores and going throuzh in the car.

Qe You are thoroughly familiar with the conditions
of the block at this time?

A. Yes, sir, thoroughly.

Q. What, if any changes have taken place in the block,

say, within the last two years?
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A. Well, in the last two years there is a piece of
property that was renting to people that I know, who now
live next door to me, and they were getting forty dollars
for it and they wouldn't do anything for them. Finally
the people told them they would have to move. Well,
they said they would have to move. Since those people
moved out they are paying forty dollars next door to me,

they have had hard luck, they should have hardluck. They
had a good tenant and did not know how to treat them.

Qe That is one piece of property, any other?

A, There is another one in r. Mylander's house, I
think he has & tenant there who has been there from twenty
to twenty-two years, I think. She tells me she hus done

all the paiating on the inside and she begged him to do the

painting on the outside but they won't do it. They have
Latrobe stoves and they are paying a pretty zood price, so
I don't think that house owes Mr. Mylander anything.

Qe Any other?

A. Oh, yes, in that block is where lrs. Ferman lives ;
in now. I don't know whether she is paying 435, because

she was zoinz to rent a piece of property from me and I |
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asked forty dollars, and I think ir. Mylander is gettinz
thirty-five dollars; thirty~five dollars for a1 old-time
Latrobe stove, coal to carry up, which I taink is a very
good price. ‘hen she went in there he told her he
thouzht the proverty would be good for the next two
years. He knows she has been there five or six months
and this is what they are trying to do to our helpless
white race. I would rather take care of one helpless
Christian than to huve a multitude and do no goo0d.

Q- You have devoted a zood deel of time to Mr. Mylander's
property. Is that the only property in that block --

A. No, the house where Ehe second-hand furniture place
is. It is true it isn't very pleusant, but the peonle don't
mind it because the man has to make a living. He helps
Oout many a poor white and many & poor colored and as long
as they are white people, the people are satisfied. If
they had the wherewithal to get out like some other peonle,
of course, they would not tolerate this, but they haven't,
and shouldn't they have some protection when the church
§eople were eager to get their protection and now because

they are ready to take their money and put it somewhere
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else, the poor white people have to sacrifice themselves.
You know, that isn't fair to the other properties. There
wes one property, 1107, Mrs. Sheckells sold for the sole
purpose of tryins to protect the block. She sold it to
some one and they put négroes in there and we fought it
and a man by the name of Johnson went to jail until he
vacated that house, and they have had tenants in it ever
since. I understand Mr. and Mrs. Ahrling are not anxious
about that block goingz black because they have zood white
tenants in there, very respectable people. Just as re-
spectable zre coming there today as ever could afford to
live in the block and I defy any one to say anything =bout
my white race that can not afford to go to the suburbs or
some other plsce. That is the only work I have ever done.
I worked for Mc Donough, and vorked Zor the Howard Park
Sunshine. I do nothingz but charity work and that is what
I am doing in ~his block, just from a humanitarian point.
I will take an/body's signature tha® wants protection.

Q. Are there any other houses vacant in this block at
the present time that you know of?

A, Well, Mr. Mylander has one, and I don't know wvhether
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there are any others up there or not. I did not scrutinize
the block put if there is, there might be,too, judze, but
I would like to say that I would have to 30 out and look
and come baclk and tell you. But they have never been idle
very long if they give the white people what they should
hauve. They won't give them the comforts that they have to
do afterwards to the colored people. If they would pro-
tect the whites we could zet plenty of white people in
lower saltimore to come there, but they won't. The white
people asre looking for the big rents they get from the
colored.

Q. Apart from Mr. Mylander's property, what is the
condition of the rest of the block there?

A. All right, perfectly &all right; perfectly all right.
The people xeep their fronts nice, they sweep their pave-
ments and sweep their streets, and they are happy to

live there until they can zo elsewhere. I know it is only

a short period -- that is what surprises me with the church,

it is only a short period that they have to go, it is only
something like two and a half years or three years, what-

ever the contract calls for. There are plenty of ways,

4
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if they want to be Jhristian people, where they could help
the Christian people, but they won't do it. They suppress

the white peopdle. T have relatives who can not afford to

get out, either, but I protect them. I was born and

raised a Lutheran all my life, but we wouldn't undertaxe
to do anytning like thut. I am ashamed that my Lutherans
ere acting lige this, I am ashamed of it. i_.“ 
CROSS-EXARINATTON y
By Mr. Mylander: :

. Jdrs. Young, you saii when you épened your testimony
that you at present lived at 423 North Carey streest?

Al I formerly lived 1031 Harlem avenue. |

G tnd you ut present live 423 North Carey?

A. I do. |
|

Q. Uo you contemplate moving?

A, No, sir, I do not. I contemplate stayinz there

Hl

and sticking to my whiée race as long as they want
protection. I left my property on larlem avenue to pro-
tect Lr. Vood, who is there today. I left my property
stand there one year and & half becesuse I worked hard for

the cause and I wouldn't talke and put colored people in

Pr—




t22

Now, you saw me quite a number of times, didn't you?
I certeinly d4iad.

How many times?

Oh, I couldn't tell you how many times.

Well, estimate it?

Oh, many & time.

Well, would you say as many as a dozen times?

Yes, sir, every bit. More than that, too, I guess.

And I didn't want to sizn the paper, did I?

No, because your sisters had a voice in the matter.

You didn't have the voice, you were only their attorney,

so you told me.

i)

h:""

You say you only vent to a place when you couli zo

there to get the signatures, in other words --

,
nt

At the church, at the church and no other place;

only at the church.

Q-
A.

Q.

Thet statement applies only to the church?
Only to the church.

But as to me, you were soliciting the signatures,

weren't you?
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A. Absolutely.
@. And you were soliciting the signature over a dozen
times, is that right?
I well, that depends on vhether it was a dozen
times or not. Hal? the time I would come to your office
and you were not there and I would have to come aszain.
Q. How many weeks did it take all told?
A I don't know how many wee<s.
z How many months?
A. I don't kﬁow anything about that, either, the paper
will tell that- From the time Voloshen and Voloshen
put negroes in there and when they put them up-at auction,
after two investors vent in I went to them and they would
not sign and the property went up to auction azain and
when Voloshen bought it I said, "Mr. Voloshen, I am so
- glad you bought this property because yoﬁ hzve the where-
with to put it in good condition for helpless whites",
and I said, "That is all you want, you put it in good con=-
dition and the property will pay", and finally he walked
off and made some remark as much as to say he didn't know

whether I would be so glad or not. He is the one who put
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the negroes in there, he put negroes in the 400 block, too,

but we made him take them out. I told him it would all

comeé back to him, and I think it has.

Q-
A

were

You saw me about a dozen times --

I went to your place about a dozen times but you

not there half the time.

Very good. That took about how many weeks?
Yh, I don't know.

Did you estimate how many wee:s it took?
No, I don't know.

Would you say as much as four weeks?

Maybe.

Longer than that or less than that?

I don't know.

How dic you fix the date of these various acknowl-

edgments, Mrs. Young?

k.
Q-

into

A

know

According to the way I took them.

You were negotiating with me or trying to talk ne

signing for a period of weeks, at any rate, wasn't it?
When I saw you I talked to you about it. I don't

how many times it was.
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Q.

i ——— ——

And the purported acknowledgment of myself to this

paper bears date the 21st and the purported first ack-

nowledgment on the paper bears date the 16th, that was

only a matter of five days between my signature and the

first signature?

As

Remember,when I went to your officeso many times

I was working for the territory paper =--

&

A.

Oh, I see --

(Interrupting) When T went so many times, but I

didn't hsve to go that many times for this. You own

property down on Edmondson aven.e, you own it on

Schroeder street, you own it on Carrollton avenue, you own

it everywhere.

Q.

A.

What was the first time you ever saw me, lMrs. Young?
vh, I have known you for yesrs.

You have known me for years?

Yes, for years, and all your family. |
Have I known you for years?

I don't know whether you do or not, you might con-

veniently forget.

Q.

Now, you s=y this paper or: this form of paner
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I signed, the signatures were already on here when I
signed it, this very paper I signed?

A You certainly did, with the exception of what Mr.
Hessey said, and he is an honorable, outstanding attorney-
He took them out to put out another paper. I wouldn't al-
low you or anybody else to say anything about Mr. Hessey,
that he miscompared that paper, because he did not.

Q@ Put out a new paper?

A. No, he did not.

Q- You say the first two pazes might have been re-
written. The third paze, was that rewritten?

A. I don't know whether it was rewritten or not.

It is the original words, word for word.

Qs How do you xnow that?

A. Because he had his stenographer while I was in the
office takxe and compare them while I was sitting there.

Q- Did you compare them?

A. Jon't you think I think his stenogrepher is honor-
able enough to know -=-

Qs I am not asking you anything about that, I am ask-

ing you a fact. Did you compare 1t?
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A. I heard them when they weat over it, yes, sir; and
if I am not mistaken, I won 't say s sure, while Mr. Hessey
was attending to something else I read it over, too.

Q. Cen you tell us why you didn't put a seal for

¢ Catherine Dowd?
-" A. “ecause she signedup there - i
& Mo, no, I am not talking about that. Mary E. Dowd,
|
Mr. Hessey has testified he put a seal there?i
A. Yes. . .
o But you forgot to put a éeal opposite éatherine
Dowd? %

A. Well, doesn't that account for it, one bunch in

one family? |

Qe So you think the seal below énd.above ;t would
count just as well? P _'
"_ A. If 1 were an attorney iike you,.I woulé ha#e put
it down, buf I wasn't an attorney like you. ; had to do
the best I knew how according +to my abilitj. |

G. Why w:s that page left hal? blank? ]

A. It was just this, understand, I hail to!put in &

nev page; that is the reason; I put in a new page.
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Q. You put that bage in new? : -”_{
A. Yes. S . |
Q. And that is the reason that is half length, althousgh

this paper was Jjust that way when I signed it ?

As  Yes, so it was, because you were the lsst person.

Q. Was I the last p=rzon who signed? !

4. ‘I thing so. I doﬁ't know so, 1 think you were.

A And you say I was awfully particular, wanted to
know whether a@ll of the other parties had properly ack~
nowledged, have I got your testimony right?

A, Well, you said that, yes, and I told you they were.

2. Did I or :4id T not say anything to you about whether
the titles hid been examined?

A. Let me tell you something. When it comes to the
title examination, I told you r. Hessey was.looking out
for that and !'r. Hessey had looxed out for all those
signatures berTore on the 0ld paper and there were only a
few that had to be looked up and he said just as soon W
as they hadthe time he would.ﬁo it, and he said he looked ‘ I

those few up &nd it was all right. He did not look them

all over because his man at the office, who is a very
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capable man, said they all correspond with the papers they
sizned before, because those people had all signed be fore.
@+ But you do recall my as<ing you about the titles?
A. Of course, you did.
Q. And you told me Mr. Hessey had gone thoroushly
into them?
A. Well, he did. He didn't zo all over the new ones
in that block at that time but he had gone through those

that had signed before and they all corresponded when they

went through the records and then this young man came back

and did the same-

Q- Who drew in the s=al of the Realty Centre, can you
tell me?

A+ Yes, Twill tell you. Mr. Hessey said, "Well, now,
listen, go on", and he held my pen while T did it.

Qs Mr. Hessey held your pen while you drew in that seal?

A Yes, sir, because he told me they hadn't hzd the
seal, also the Realty Compeny hadn't the seal.

Q. where was that seal drawn in, at !Mr. Hessey's of-
fice?

s Yes, at Mr. Hessey's office.
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Q. Where vas the siznature of the Realty Centre taken?

.i- s Jown at their office, in one ol thess offices; in
- one of these buildings. | %
VN It wasn't at Mr. Hessey's offics, was 1t?
A. Jh, not that, no. They scid to me they hadn't
& seal but they were having one made and it v as not made
v . Yyet. _ ; : Il _ ” R
E Q. 50 then you went up to Mr. Hessey's office from the
office of tﬁe dealty Lentre and with the aid of Myr. Hessey,
drew in the seal, that is right?
A. Well, T auess that is risht. There iswno use say-
ing what isn't rizht.
Q- What wes the purpose in striXing out so%e of
these siznatures, weren't they satisfactory to you?
A- ~idn't want duplicates, I reckon.
~ Q. So when you came to the name, NMilton 0. Storm,

parsonage, who struck that out?

A, I don't know.

Q. Where was that stricxen out?

A, 1 donft inow where that was stricken out. 1o tell

you the truth, I don't remember seein: that stricken out

. “..,.é,u -
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until today.

& Well, it wusn't stricken out at the time I signed
it, was it?

A. I don't know wvwhether it was or not.

Qe Here is another siznature, can you read what is
stricken out there on that line?

A I don't know. It is a mistake, I guess. That is
all I know, it must have been some word in mistake.

¢+ Well, was it stricken out after or before my siz-
nature?

A, I don't know, it must have been a mistake; that's
all I kxnow.

Qe Mr. Hessey has testified the words, "and president",
were added by him at his office rignt before recording
this, the words appearing after the word "pastor™, in
connection with the signature of Reverend lMenry 3. Young
and at the same time he added those words, "corporate seal”,
and the nam2 of the church, that is right, isn't it?

A Yes, because [ know they didn't have a seal and he
just put that on there, I reckon. I don't know.

Qe Now, I notice here ars some more siznatures changed
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and stricken out. As a matter of fact, you don't know
when those signatures were stricken out, do you?

L. As T say, I don't really -~ I can't recall that
because, as I say, it has been some time. I can not re-
call thsat.

Qe Have you got the original paper which wus attached
to the signatures at the time the signatures were taken?

A. That is all T have, Anything else I didn't think was
n ecessary.

Qe+ But these first three pages, which Mr. Hessey has
testified were rewritten, you don't msan to indicats that
those pages wer= actually on this paser when I signed it, |
do you?

Ao I certainly say that this -- that paper is exactly
the same only where they had to have a space to put the
insertions that were required; but they were absolutely
the same.

(A I am not asking you, madam, if they were exactly
the same, that is another matter; but it isn't the same
physical paper, is it?

A. He to0ld you he had to rewrite it to have that
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addition in there.

Q. And you did not keep the original paper?

A. Well, he must have it. T Jdon't have it.

Qe Wasn't this paper signed in parts, didn?t you leave
one part to onz party and another part to another party?

A. No, never, never.

Qe What does this in the paper itself mean: "This
agreement may be executed in several parts of like pur-
port except for the properties described and the parties
and all the parts although separately executed shall be
deemed and taken tozether ss constituting one original
agreement.”

A Yes, sir, that means exactly what it reads there.

A Was it signed up in parts or not?

A. No, sir, it said if somebody else wanted to come
in -- I can't express myself about it, but they could
come in snd sign either all in one day or two days or
three days. I didn't have to get them all at one time, that
is what that meant.

¢- How many weeks were you workinsz on obtaining these
signatures?

A. I don't know. I know when I was working on the
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territory I was worxinz, I guess, for months, but as far
as that was concerned, that was very short work.

Q. Well, on the territory you were years, waren't you,
because you took that resolution of the church, which has
been offered here in evidence, in the beginning of 1924
affectinz the territory? |

A. Well?

Q. So you must have been working on it then already?
A. That misht have been the latter part, but we are
not talking about the territory, we ar: talxingz asbout the
1100 block Franklin street. That is all we are talking

about. That is passe, the other blocks.

Q. I do gather from your testimony that that second-
hand furniture plac= does not improve the neizgnborhood,
does it?

A. What of it if it don't? The neople are satis-
fied, you aren't there, what do you care if the people
want to stay there, that is none of your business.

Qs I just want to get your viewpoint, madam.
The COURT: I think you had just better answer

the questions and not argue.
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Q- The people are all satisfied to live there and

thiey keep their homes nice, don't they?
% A. They certainly do, the front part of that neighbor-
hood, and it looks as zood as it ever did.

Q- And 1114 and 1115, those four story negro apart-

ment houses -=-

A Well, th=t is all right. They knew they were there

when they signed 1it.

Qe They look just as zood as they ever did?

A They look just as good as yours.

Q- And 1114 --

A. Tith the exception that the landlords paint them
on the outside. But as far &s people who live on the
inside, the people are Jjust as zood and just as clean.

Q- And thut applies fo 1114, where these negroes live?

A. Just the same. In fact, that property looks bettef
now than it ever 4did because it has been painfed.

Qe If that is so, why are you objecting to havingﬁothef
negroes in the block?

A. “ecause we are white and if you want negroes, you

take them alongside of yours.
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Qe White people living in & block with negroes?
A. That is all right, if they are, and so 4id your sis-
ters live thers with negroes.
The COURT: Now, Mrs. Young ==~
The WITNESS: I am sorry, I can not help it,
judgze.
The COURT: Well, you must help it. You answer
the questions and stop being personal.
The WITNESS: Well, they said some nasty things
before and I have to get rid of my feelings.
The COURT: You answer the gquestions, pleasse.
Qe You haven't sald anything at all ﬁbout that one
property of ours that has been vacant eighteen months.
Do you know anything about that, 1130?
A You put that property in condition and I can get
you a tenant tomorrow. |
Qe You said all the other block investors would not
sign?
A. No.
Qa And you said or Mr. ﬁamey told you it was not falir

to the people to record the papers under those circumstances?
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A. No.

Qs Did you get the investors to sign this paper?

A. Yes, sir, some of them did because they wanted
protection, understand, at that time just the same as the
people that really live there and own the property.

Q. “hat do you mean by investors?

A. VWell, your people are some.

Qe Well, would you cail mortgagees investors?

Lo Listen, as long as I pay up my building asssociation,
no mortgaze or no ground rent can come back on me until I
fail to pay that, then you can come back; but as long as I
meet my obligations every weekx, and I know what I am
talking about, no mortgagee will come in on me.

Q. I am just getting your conceptisn of what you mean
by investors?

A. I am only talking about people that own the property
and are willing to take the rent: from the white, that is
all.

Q. But would you call a mortzazee an investor?

A. I don't know anything about that, you are further

advanced than I am. I am not going to answer it.
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Q- Then let us treat of some other facts here. It has
been testified in this case that two of these properties
were zssigned to a life tenant, one of them over eighty
years of ame.

A+ And they still want to kxeep it white, one of them
is here today.

Q. But a life tenant?

A, Yes, but as long as they are living they have
jurisdiction over that property, and when they die il you
want to turn it black and turn it black.

Q. Did you xnow they were only life tenants when you
got their signatures?

A Yes, I knew that, because I know the wife and the
husband is here today.

Q. DLid you tell me that, for instance?

A No, I d4id not tell you that, I diin't zo into de-
tails like that; of course not. That was your placsz to
look them up if you wanted to know all that. I was sim-
Ply going around asking for the signatures.

Q. ~id you tell Mr. snd Mrs. Plitt that or Mr. Cassell?

A. Tell what?
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Q-

'mr-'::"‘.—.—-_:‘
|

i
i

That you were teking the signaturs of a life ten-

ant 81 years old? . 2

Ag

Q-

A.

property and that is all I know.

I am not bothering about a life tenant 81 years old.
I took that siznature the same as I took the others.

But you knew at the tine you only had a life estate?

I never vient into details. 1 Xnow they owned the

The COURT: You said before you d4did <now. Did

5 you or did you not know that ¥rg. Jeffers was a life ten-

ant?

The WITNESS: Well, I have heard so much of it
today ==

The COURT: HMr. Mylander asked you whether you knew
it at the time you came to see him? |

The WITNESS: No, I don't thiak I did.y

By Mr. Mylander: -P | T

Q- Well, don't you know that you d4id Xnow %hey ware

life tenants?

Ac
Qo
Aa

4[, S

No, T don't think I did know it then?

You are not certain of it, sre you?

All T know is thsat they owned the property and they
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signed it. Iir. Hessey took care of the rest of it, I
didn't take care of that part of it.

Q. Did you ask these various parties when you took
their signatures what interest they had or what right
they had to sign the paper?

A. Well, they simply signed because they told me
they owned it, that is all. I didn't think they would
if they had thought they were doing something that was
not right; they wouldn't have done it-

Qs Well, didn't you know, if that 1is the way you
simply got the siznatures of the owners, simply by their
say so, didn't you know that Mr. Hessey had not deter=-
mined the ownership of these properties when you got these
signatures?

A. Do you think for one moment that Mr. Hessey would
have any'one to zo and search the records before 1 had
gotten the signatures? \hy, no, I got the signatures
first and then he searches the records.

Q. wWwere there any changes made after that?

A. Not as I know of.

Q. Mr. Hessey testified that in the other cases he
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examined the records first to ascertain the ownerships.

A. Not for me to get the signatures, oh, no, that
never was so. I get the siznatures sand then he looks
them up to see if they are safe.

Q- 4nd he found all of these safe?

A. T expect he 4id; I don't xnow.

Q. 2nd you told me I could rely on Mr. Hessey 's find-
ing these safe, is that right?

A. You asked me, understand, if they were thoroughly
acknowledged, and I told you, Yes, and who acknowledged
them and I told him all that, I was the notary, and then
after that the papers went to lr. Hessey and he asked me
if Mr. Hessey wzs' looking them over and I said, Yes,
because I knew Mr. Hessey had looked the block over be-
fore and he held this up just for a few signatures that
he had to look up. I didn't know anything more, that
leaves me out &fter Mr. Hessey looked them up and thought
it was safe to put on record for the short period of
ten years.

Q. Did I ever see you between the time of puttinz my

signature down here and the time of the reodrding of this
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paper?

A. I think, if I am not mistaken, I told you it was
going on record just as soon as Mr. Hessey got to it, and
that is all I can say. That is 211 I knowv. I had nothing
to do with putting it on record.

Q- Did you make the statement that Mr. Hessey would
have to veri’y the title ownerships or anything of that
kimd ?

A. I never said eanything about that.

Qe These questions are not beinz put to you with any
idea of puttinz you into a trap --

e A1l I know is that T carried out my duty to the best
of my ability at that time and I have it on blacx and
white the best I knew how, for the zood of the people
andl for the good o” everybody and I thousght when you sicned
for your sisters you di? it in the best of faith and the
best of spirit and as clean as it could be done, anl now
you sare --

¢+ ~id I not ask you --

A, Well, why 4id you sign it ==

e Did I not ask you whether the titles hsd been gone

into and didn't you reply that }Mr. Hessey had gone into
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them thoroughly and we could rely upon his work?

L. I told you NMr. Hessey was goinz to look them all
up and I felt --

Q- Did you say going to or did you say d4id?

A. Well, I don't know wh:*t I did. I don't know
whether I said did or going to.

Q. Now, Mrs. Young, you called at my office many
times all ir the space of how long a period of time?

A. Oh, from the time we first started with that work.

Q. And covering how long a period?

A. I dropped in your office every once in a while, about
the different blocks because I would have one paper for
one block and another paper for another block aﬁd vhen-
ever 1 was in the neigshborhood, and then, of course; you
were always & busy man down in the court and I have seen
myself sit there and wait for as long =s an hour or so,
then T would go and come azain, but as far as this paper
is concerned, I don't know how many times.

QJ I want to try o refresh your recollection just us

events occurred. When you repeatedly came to my office,

is it not & fact that I expressed sympathy with the under-




t4z2

teking but declared we would not sizn until we were the
last Eeople in any block to sign, that if you got all the
— othei signatures, then you could count upon our siznatures?
A. Where is that paper?
(Paper handed witness).

A. Well, that may be, but I don't say that you told
me positively you would not sizn for anytihinz else but
this block, but you would sign for this bloeck, and that
is what you did.

Q. Why did you make a differentiation_between this
block and ény other block?

A. Because you don't want your prorerty tied.

&. Why didn't we want our properties tied up?

A, Well, of course, that was your business.

Qe But what were the qualifications which I uniformly
put on it?

A. I don't know.

Q. As a matter of fact, our names are the last that
appear on that paper, am't they?

& Well, I believe; I don't know.

Q- You leve an acknowledgment here subssquently dated,
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one on the 25th by Ahrling end his wife, and Ahrling and
his wife's signature is the third appearing on the paper.
Will you exvlain that?

A. They were not put down in routine, they wvere put
down, understand, where there wés a space; that is all;
they were not put down in routine or anything like that,
they were put down promiscuously on thatlpaper.

Q. You didn't go around with other sets of this paper
and them copy them? |

A, No, sir, only one paper.

Q- And youtook Ahrling's siznature and his wife's
signature on the first page of sizgnatures?

A. Yes, sir.

Q.. And you took his acknowledgment, the last that was
made on the whole paper, is that correct, 25th day of
February?

A. Whatever is there is correct.

& Now, you have Myers, the president of the Kealty
Centre. That is also on the 25th day of February acknowl-

edged but was that signature on there at the time I sizned?

A, I don't know, it was put down there, as I told you,

R S
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your Honor, the man had the paper. I said, It does not
make any difference, sign on any line, and that is what
they did. They could huave sisned here as far as that
is concerned.

Q. So you hai these three papers or four sheets of
peper all tozether, together with the typewritten matter
which has been rewrittem, but those four signature sheets
you took around everywhere and showed them all the sig-
nature sheets with these blanks, and in between where
people just skipped spaces?

A sure.

e And the signatureé put here third in order are
the last to be acknowledged on the 25th of [February?

A. Wherever they wanted to sizn, they signed.

Q. Also the Healty Centre was the 25th of February.
Did they sign or acknolwedze tnat be fore I sizned or not?
A. I don't know. Whatever that states, that it is.
Q.' You szid & few minutes azo you don't really know
whether the church signed on Sunday or on Wednesday, is

that right?

A. Well, T am going to tell you. I won't g back that




t45

far, whether it was on Sunday or whether it was on Vednes-
day.

G . Four and one-half years is a lonz time to remember,
isn't it?

A Yes, four and one-half years is a good lonz time.

Q. And throughout the many times you called at my
office, will you state whether you ever did anythinz else
then solicit signatures and money?

A. The four dollars that you paid and your brother
paid three dollars for this cause? Your brother paid
three dollars for this very cause we are fTighting now
and you gave me four dollars?

The COURT: Why don't you answer the question?
The WITNESS: What question was it?

% . Jid you ever fepresent yourself other than simply
soliciting signatures and the money contributions toward
the fund?

A. et me tell you something, I never asked for the
money unless it was given to me and they 9ot a receipt.
The rest of the people collected the money --

Q. I am not criticising you for doing it at all, yes
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or no?

Al

I didn't get all the money, only when folks handed

it to me and then we had a regular form and I gave them the

receipt.

Q.

Jid you say anything in the many times you were at

my officse that you were a notary public?

Q-
A.
look
Q.
A,
that

done

Absolutely, and you knew it.

Fow long before this had you become a notary?

Well, vhen Governor Ritchie gave me the commission.

When weas that?

Well, zo0 back and look on the records now and
at the Kecord Office,

What msxes you say I knew it?

Well, T was & notary'when I sizned this and
is all T can tell you; otherwise I would never have '
it.

Was that money for the fund paid at the same time
the signatures were obtained?

That money was taken topass over to the attorney

who was working on the case.

Q.

I am just identifying the date. Was that paid on
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the same day fhat the signatures were taken?

A. I don't know whether it was or not because the rest
of the folks in the block would zo around and collect.

Q. Your recollection is that you only <ot four doll&rs
from me, is that right?

A. Well, something like that. I don't think it was
much more, four or five dollars. I guess Mr. Ramey has
the list.

Q. That is your recollection?

A, That is what it is.

Q. And a4ll your other testimony is equally accurate
as that?

A. I don't know because you have the receipt.

Q. We will produce the cancelled vouchers in due
dourse. I asm asking you to state your recollection of it.
A. Well, L couldn't tell you because I collected so

much money.

Q. You s&ay you had to run after the money a number
of times after you got the signature. You don't mean
that, do you? Wasn't all money given to you the same day

the signature was given?

e TR SRR
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AL No, sir.

Q. As a matter of fact, you zot two sums of money,
one when you said you had to have more money for counsel
to fight the case of Sheckells --

A. No, Mr. Mylander, I wouldn't say what happened,
really, when you gave me the money, but I went there
several times when you were not in and I got fhe money,
so that settles it.

Qs Tell us what did happen, was it anything bearing
on the case?

A, No, indeed, it was only a personal affair.

Q- Let us have it, if there is anything --

A Well, you said I was the most persevering woman
you had ever dea;t with.

Q- . And I did want to know something about the titles,
didn't I?

A. You said I was the most persevering woman you
ever dealt with.

Q. And you do recall something about my not wanting
to sign until all the others in the block had signed?

A. You didn't want to do anything until your sisters
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sanctioned it. I was only to see your sisters once and
I was told --

Q- Well, then, only tell what you know and not what
somebody else told you.

A. They went to your folks and you said you were
ready to sign and you sizned and I asked you if I should
go see the girls and have them acknowledge, and you said,
Oh, no, I represent them, and that is perfectly all right;
I take care of all their business.

Q. So you didn't come to see me until it was zll ready
and fixed that I should sizn?

A Well, I don't know.

Qi Well, do you know or don't you know?

A-. I know this much, you put me off and finally I
went there and you signed.

. You didn't come to see me until it was already
agreed that I should sign, is that righf?

A, Your sisters told you, yes.

(41 And yet you called to see me how many times,
about a dozen times?

L. Not about this.
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Q. ALl right. 1y yeeks previous to that,how many
times d4id you come to see me?

A. It wasn't this contract, it was the others.

Q- How many times did you call to see me with refer-
ence to this one contract?

A. I don't know.

o - It was a lot of times, wasn't it?

A. I don't know.

Q. You wouldn't say whether it was one,two,three, four,
five, six times, would you?

.A. No.

Q. But you had quite a little trouble getting my
signature?

A. Well, for all the rest of them T did. I don't
know whether I had so much with this one.

Q- You szii in answer to a question of Mr. Carmody
that when you went to see me I insisted and I asked had
everybody else done the right thing. These are your
words, "Everybody else had done the right thing before
he put his name down."™ In other words, I wanted to know

from you if everybody else had done the rizht thing before
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T put my name down, is that right?

A, Well, I think you made some remark like that, yes,
sir; and you positively said, "Now, this is asbsolutely
just for this block, the rest of the territory has nothing
to do with it."” I said, "Yes, sir, that is true, this

.is just for this block and this block only."

Q. You say you left that paper with various parties
who took it and showed it to their own attorneys. Vho
did you leave it with?

A. Weli, alfterwards they saild they just wanted to
read it over thoroughly and I did not blame the people;

I did not blame anybody who wanted to look the paper
over because a paper like that, if you read it over hur-
r iedly they would not understand it. I left it at
Ahrling's and one or two other places and they read it
over. 1 told them if they wanted to take it to their
attorneys, they could do so. Whether they d4id or not,

I don't know, but I gave them the permission to do that. .

Q. Mrs. Young, I want to find out how much personal
compensation you got for getting this paper signed?

A. what is that?
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Q.

How much money you ot personally for getting this

paper signed?

A-o
Q-
Ao

'«Ic

name,

Q.
A.
Q.

I don't think that is your business.
Well, I press the guestion.
Well, it is none of your businress.

I thirk it reflects on the paper.

The COURT: Are you willinz to answer the question?
The WITNE3S: You know, it is generally 25 cents a
isn't it?

The COURT: Well, you are beinz asked.

The WITNEZSS: lwenty-Tive cents a name.

Will you swear to that under oath?
Twenty-five cents a name.

You got twenty-Tive cents a name for zgetting the

signatures and that constitutes your whole compensation

for getting these signatures?

A.
thing.
Qe
A.

I never zot a cent from the orzganization or any-

Qutside of twenty-five cents a name, is that right?
Yes, sir.

Twenty~-five cents for every name appearing on the
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paper, that represents your whole compensation?

A. Yes, I never zot any more money than that, if I got

Qe The moneys which you collected, where did they go?

A, They went to pay Mr. Hessey, I passed it over to
the ones who took charge of it.

. Fow much did Mr. Hessey zet?

A. I don't know.

Q. You say it went to pay lr. Hessey, don't you Xnow
how much it was?

A, Let me tell you. You know, if there are people in
the block, understand, that didn't have the wherewith to
pay, two or three of them would zZet together and pay for
those that were not able to pay and they paid lr. Hessey
vhat he asked. Now, what he asked is his business and
not mine.

Qe But =1l the moneys which® you collected you col-
lected for Mr. Hessey and you handed it over to Mr. Hessey?

A. No, I didn't hand it over to Mr. Hessey.

Qe Who did hand it over to him?

i '3 The people in the block, whoever had it, and then

towards last they all went down to the office and
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straightened out with Mr. Hessey, whatever it was. I don't
know.
Qe WWhen was the last time you went in that block on
Franklin street?
A. I guess I went through there this morning.
Q. In a machine or walking?
A. Machine.
Qe Then you aren't prepared to tell us how many
"For Rent" signs there are ther= now, are you?
A. I went all through the suburbs yesterday, and they
have "For Hent™ signs everywhere. I don't see why you i
single out this bdlock. 1In the suburbs, in blocks every-
whers, there are "For Sale" and "For Hent" signs.
Q. And did you find sec2nd hand stores in all the
blocks in the suburbs, too?
A. Well, I guess they will have them there. I wish
they would among some people.
Q. And you found houses like 1114 occupied by
colored people?
A. Yes, in lots of blocks. There is poor Mrs. Sines

in the 1000 block.
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too

Qe Do you find colored blocks in the suburbs of

Baltimore?
A Yes, all you have to do is zo out near the Rolling
Road and you will see where they are all flocking there.
CROSS-EXAMINATION
By Mr. Vogt:

Q. You saild the church was most eager to have this
agreement executed. Do you mean the church or the
Lafayette Square Association?

A. I don't get the question, T don't know what you
mean.

. Was the Lafayette Square Association or the daurch
the most eager to obtain this azreement?

A This paper, this paper the church was more eager
t han the Lafayette Association ever dared to be.

Q. What did the church contribute towards this fund?

A. Wie never charged the church, we had sympathy for
the church; never charged any church. You don't pay
taxes, so we don't tax you.

Q. To whom did you account for the money as you col-

lected it, Mrs. Youn<:, in this block; you say you did not
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turn it over to Mr. Hessey, to whom d4id you deliver it?
A. VWiell, there were two or three of us all weant down.
I don't know anything about that. I won't go into that.
Mr. MYLANDER: But we want you to zo into it.
Qe You don't know who 20t the money that you sollected?

No. I know we were all tozether in a body and they

.

worked like one family.

Qi What did you do with the money you. collected from
Mr. Mylander?

A Passed that over to Ir. Hessey.

Q. Don't you remember what you did with the others'?

A. No, sir, we were all together.

Qs How many collections did you make from the Various
owners”?

A. I don't know, because, as I told you before,
there was one 'family paid for three.

Qs Which family is that?

A. The Dowds.

Q. At 1109?

A. Yes, and I want to tell you, there is a family

went into that block and they would have never invested
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their money, and they spent as high as 700 to put a
new plant in there =--

Q- Wait a minute, just answer the question.

The COURT: Strike it out as not responsive to the
question. Now, Mrs. Youngz, just answer the questions,
do not volunteer anything, because it is just taking up
a lot of time and we are not getting anywhere.

Qe lirs. Young, next to the church who was the most
eager to procure this agreement?

A, Vo you mean the parsonaze or the investors'
property?

Q. No, I mean this paper which you have before you.
Who exhibited the most anxiety to have that paper per-
fected outside of the church?

Aa All the neighbors. You take -- I don't recall
their names. "hat is your name? (Addressing Mr. Patz).

The COURT: If you don't know, just say so.

The WITNESS: I can get it.

Q. Well, don't you xnow who wanted the paper signed?

A. Leon Schirff, for one, and Fannie Schiff aﬁd Doyle
and Leary &and Kretzler, all of these names were eager to

get it.

i G S ol
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Q. They ares the contesting defendants, are they not?

A. They were all eazer. Freepurgers and all of
these names were anxious to have the block kept white.
Mr. Scholtholt, he was most anxious; he has a lot of little
children and he wants to educate them snd he wants to keep
it white; and the Conrads signed and were glzd to have it
white; Mrs. Heiderman and family most anxious to have it
white; Mrs. Jeffers was anxious to keep it white;
Grossmans wer:s eager to keep it white; all of these
people were anxious to keep it white.

Mr. MYLANDER: Mr. Jeffers has not sizned that,
has he?

The WITNESS: He has nothing to do with it.

Mr. MYLANDER: Mrs. Jeffers, the life tenant,
signed 1it?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir, she signed it. He had
nothing to do with it. Mary E. Dowd, Katherine Dowd and
Agnes Dowd and the two Webers, Hugh and Philippine Vieber,
and Freedman and the Duggans and the Grossmans and the
Myers; whatever is down on this paper.

Q. You say all of them, then, were anxious to get it?
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A. They wvere all anxious or they wouldn't have put
their names down there.

Q. Can't you tell us which of those people were more
anxious than the others to have it sizned?

A, They w:re all in the same boat.

Q. Do you still say the church was the most eager to
get the paper signed?

A, The people who signed this paper and the church
people that I talked with and the neighbors talked with =--

e Jon't tell us what the neighbors talked with.

The COURT: Strike out what the neighbors said.

Qe The church is one you say was more eager to have
this document executed?

As Just s eazer as these people. They wanted to pro-
tect their new pastor and they wanted him to remain there
and it was perfectly all right for a year or a year and a
half anntil things went wrong and now it is all upset.

&y Didn't most of these people refuse to sizn this
paper or they had refused to sign until the church had
sizned the paper?

A, No, sir.
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Q. Wasn't that the situation?
A. No, sir.
& Why was the church approached first for its siz-
nature?

A. Well, we didn't just single them out, we wanted
to know. They went around the whole block first before
they asked me to come and take the acknowledgments and
sign.

Q- Who asiked you to come and tzke the acknowledgments?

A Why, the people in the bloek. We had meetings

after meetings among our little selves.

(a7 You say this agreement has onlya short time to
run yet?
A. Yes, only = short time.

Q. Well, look at it. It provides for 1934, isn't
that correct?

A It was ten years.

Q- From July, 1924, to July, 1934, that is correct,
is it not?

A Well, that might be.

Q. This is four and one-half years, isn't it?

Al
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you call that a short time?

A. I call it a short time to do good Christian work.

Q. If it was dated February 16, 1925, why was it dated
back to carry on from July, 1924; if it was dated in
February, 1925, why was it to be effective from July, 1924,
more than six or eight months prior to the execution of it?

A Well, I could not answer that because -- I could
not answer that.

Q. You said the Ahrlings were very anxious to remain
in that property. If I told you lMr. Ahrling filed an
answer stating he wished the document to be stricken down
as to every one, would you change your statement?

A, Well, it is perfectly all right about the Ahrlings.
I don't want to have anything to say about them.

Q. Will you change your statsment if I confront you
with that fact?

A. No, I change no statement.

Q- Why did lMr. Hessey hold your hand when that seal
of the Realty Centre was drawn?

_A. Because I didn't know how to do it, I never did
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anything like that.

Qe It wasn't because you couldn't write?

A. I never drew no seal, he just held my hand like
that (indicating).

Q. You say all the siznatures were solicited excsot
the church, is that right; the church were the only people
who sent for you to come and sign, is that right?

A, They were the only ones, yes -- I don't say they
were the only ones who sent for me, but I wouldn't 2o
until I was sent for for the slgnatures at any time.

Q- Who communicated that information to you when you
knew they were realy, Mrs. Dowd?

A. No, not Mrs. Dowd. Mr. Jerger had given it out and
I think it was Mr. Browning, Iam not sure, but somebody
told me to come around to the church, that they wers read
to sign.

Q- Mr. Browning wasn't a member of that church then,
was he?

A, No, but I was away and he sgarted to solicit and
see 1if the people would sizn.

Q. Oh, he was working with you, is that correct?

Rz Yes, sir.




Q. Then your co-worker told you the church would sign?

A, One of your outstanding members zave out the informa-

tion, Mr. Berger.

<. He didn't give it to you?

A. He had many a talk with me about it.
&+ You e&re familiar with the book of discipline and the
regulations of the Lutheran church, that a congregational
meeting is necessary, at which a two-third vote is re-
quired to bind any contract in reference to disposing of

its property or executinz an azreement?

A. Well, I never was on the board.

Q- Ién’t that a customary rule with all LutHeran
churches?

A. I think when it comes down to tha', Mr. Berger

shouldn't --
Q. I am a0t asking you what he did. .
A, He shouldn't have asked them to come around there,
that they were already to sign.
Mr. VOGT; I ask that be stric:en out, your FHonor,
as not responsive.

The COURT: I can not allow all your answers to

bt R - it SO o T L
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stay in unless they ars responsive to the questions.

Q- I asked you if you don't know that such a pro-
vision in the by-laws of this church isn't a similar pro-
vision to other Lutheran churches -- which church are you
é a member of?

A. Second dnzlish Lutheran church.

-~

Q. Haven't they a similar rezulation that the church

can not be sold or bound by such an agreement until two-
thirds of its members approve of it?
A, Well, I understood that the mortgage was burned
and that they were free to do as they pleased.
The COURT: Strike out the answer zs not respon-
sive. |

Q. Yon't you xnow that?

—aTERL . |

AL No, I have never been on tahe board.

Be

Q. You knewv that the charter of this church should be
recorded in the church records, do you not?
A, Well, they changed them so often.
Q. But you knew the church records war= there -- do you
{ mean the account books are chanseable or the charter books?

i A. Well, both, I reckon.
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Q. I mean the charter books her- in the court house?
A, Oh, no, not the court records. I think the court

records =zre correct.

e Do you think the church members change these Dooks
at any time to suit their convenience?

Kin Well, I don't know that it was, but there are ﬁany,
funny things done.

Q. But you have never done any of those funny things
yourself, is that correct?

A. I never was in any board or anything like that.

Qs What about the church seal?

A. Well, I don't know anything about that, whether they

had & seal or not.
¢. You don't know whether they did or not huve a sesal?
Ay No.
Qe You knew there was a mortgaze on the property which
had been sealed?
A, I don't know.
Q. Who suthorized you to put that seal on that paper,
Mrs. Young?

A. Well, I think I told you that Mr. Hessey -~ or MNr.
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Hessey put it on, I don't know.
Q. Then it wusa't when the church had sizned it,
but put there immediately after, is that correct --
not the church, but when the secretary, Mr. Storm, signed
it it wasn't that day, is thut correct?
A. No, I don't suppose it was.
4 Then it wasn't put on until the paper was ready
to be recorded at Mr. Hessey's office. How many proper-

ties do you own in that section?

AL I own cuite a few.
‘A. I ovn quite a few, I don't think that concerns
anybody.

«. e would like to know how many properties you own
in that locat ion?
A. Why, that is none o” your business.

The COURT: Mrs. Young, you must not argue with
counsel. -Your business on the witness stand is to answer
questions, and that is the only business you have, and I
must insist on your stopping it. If you do not, I will
have to take some other action.

The WITNESS: Well, your Honor, do I have to --
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| The COURT: Just a minute, answer the question.
What is the question?
- Mr. VOGT: As to what properties she owns in
the immediate vicinity.
The WITNESS: Your Honor, do I have to -~
\ The COURT; Mrs. Young, I asked you to keep quiet.
It sufficiently appears she has & number of properties.
-By Mr. Vogt:
Q- Do you own properties in this block, 1100 block?
) X No, air, 1 doa't.
Mr. CARMODY: I must advise the witness---she is
) my witness --- to pay strict attention to the instructions
of the Court.
The WITNESS: Thank you, I will, judze.

Q. You did have this zoning agreement circulated

amongst the various owners of property in that section,
is that correct; you circulated an agreement affecting a
large number of blocks?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Can you tell me what year that was, lMrs. Young?

A. Well, I don't know when it started. I don't know
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whether it was 1924 or 1925.

Q. Did it start as far back as 19237

A, I don't know whether it did or not.

Q. You had a great many conferences and consultations
with various owners both as to the original agreement, the
one affecting the large area?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you were instrumental in procuring a segrega-
tion agreement affecting only the 400 block Carey strset,
is that correct?

A. Yes, they sent for me and I went there and helped
them out.

Q. And you had a great many consultations and meet-
ings with those folks, is that correct?

A. Yes.

Qe How many meetings d4id you have with them concerning
their agreement?

A, Well, does that concern the 1100 block?

Q- Probably not, but won't you answer it for me?

A. Well, T am not interested in that now, I am inter-

ested in the 1100 block Franklin street.

WERNFEETEI T SN RS —
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The COURT: Do you want the question answered?

Mr. VOGT: I would like to, your Honor.

The COURT: Mrs. Young, it isn't a question of
what you are interested in. You are a witness in this
case and you must answer questions. You have answered
very freely questions Mr. Carmody asked, and you are sub=-
ject to cross-examination by counsel on the other side,
and if there is any objection to the questions it is Mr.
Carmody's duty to object, and I will rule on it. Mr.
Carmody will object if an improper question is asked.

Q. Can you tell us how many meetings you had, Mrs.
Young?

A. No, I don't know.

Qe With reference to the 1100 block West Mulberry
street, how many meetings dii you have?

A, I never had ny.

Q. 1200 block West Mulberry street?

A. I never had any because that belongs to the other
territory.

Q. Which other territory?

A, Senator -- what is his name?
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Mr. CARMODY: Senator ogden?
The WITNESS: Senator Ogzden.

- Q. But you don't know how many you had in reference to
the 400 bloek Carey strset. Can you tell us how many meest-
ings you had in regard to the 1100 block West Franklin
street?

B No, I don't know. We ware just talking in a csasual
way and I don't Know how many.

Q. Did Mr. Berger acquaint you with the fact that it
would tske two-thirds of the congresation --

A, No.

Q. To authorize the execution of that paper?

A, No.

Q. You say that conditions there have cone down rapidly
in that block --

A. No, sir, T said they are holding their own anq they

e

look better today than they ever looked with the exception
of the properties that nreed painting on the outside.

Q. Well, I wrote down her-, Mrs. Young, in direct ex-
eamination that the property has continued to rapidly go

down since 1925 or prior thersto?




A. - I never made such a remark.

Qe You d4id not?

g No, sir.

Q. When you say you attended & meeting rezarding the
1100 block, is it possible you have confused yourself with
the meetinz that was held regarding the entire zone or

area?

A. No, sir, I never confused myself with them, with
the rest of the territories.

Q- Although you don't remsmber how many meetings you
had sltogether in other areas?

A. No, I do not-.

é- There is no possibility of a mistake?

A. No.

Q. Can't you clear that up for me, Mrs. Young, if
you can, why this azreement was dated back to 1924%

A. I don't know.

Qe Is if possible the efforts had continued over that
period of time ?

A, I doan't know.

Q. To procure the zoning?




A. I don't Kknow.

Q. If I tell you that the efforts to procurs the
binding of the entire zone or area since 1923, wouli you
state that isn't correct?

A. No, I would not, because I think you would know
or you wouldn't say so.

B Would you say it is possible that it goes back to
19252

A. I can look at it, but I don't think it did.

Q- But you wouldn't sasy it was incorrect if I
informed you that such were the case?

A. I don't know whether I would or not, T would have to
look at it for myself.

Q. Well, the original block agreement, wasn't that
supposed to run from July, 1924, the agreement relating
to the 1100 block?

A. I will tell you, I will look up some of the papers
I have in my cellar and tell you.

Q. We want you to help us if you ecan.
A. I am not going to say anything I don't remember,

because when it goes down there, it gzoes on record, and I

Dk




e

t73

am not goinz to put anythinz on record I am not sure of.

Q. .Didn't you intend to date this paper back to July,
19247

Bes I 4idn't intend to do anything.

R Wasn't that thescope of it, to have it effective
from July, 1924°?

A. I don't know how Mr. Ramey arranged that, I had
nothinz to do with 1it.

Qs Didn't you begin as far back as July, 1924, to work
on this particular block paper?

A. I can't say, the figures will show. Mr. Hessey
ought to be able to tell those things.

Q. Would you say thet is incorrect if I told you that?

A. I wouldn't say it was correct or incorrect, I am
not going to do it because I don't know.

The COURT: When you say the church was very

anxious to have this block arrnagement made, you mean,
of course, certain individuals?

A, Yes, sir.

The COURT: Who werz those individuals?

The WITNESS: Mr. Berger was the mein one, under-
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stand, he was one, and Mr. Berger's wife. She has a
nervous breakdown today because it is going -=-

The COURT: I did not ask you that. It was Mr.
and Mrs. Berger?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: Who else?

The WITNESS: There is cuite a number who have
left the church, understand, because of their wrangling
and going on about this now.

The COURT: There srs other people who have since
left the church?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: Caen you give me the names of any of
them? -

The WITNESS: Well, T don't like to implicate them
in it, I don;t see any sense in it. Your Honor, I feel
s this way about this, it is up to you now whether you think
it is right or wrong. I don't think the block people
care if you are the judge and they are willing to abide by
your decision. After these two days of hard labor and it

has all been gone into now, I think the block will agree
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with me it is up to you and whatever your decision is,they
ar2 satisfied. Now, I will ask my people hers to --

= The COURT: Don't ask them now. For the present,
just answer my questions. The reason I asked you who
these people were, a church, of course, is a corporation,
and when you say the church was anxious for it --

The WITNESS: Well, of course, I expressed myself
that way.

The COURT: That is all right, but I really wanted
to know what persons you wanted to name. The only names
you can give me are Mr. and Mrs. Berger?

The WITNEZSS: If I had known, your Honor, that
this would be brought forth, T would have been abls to
giveyou names, but I didn't think -- these people have
worked on this and the block peopnle have not done one
thing they did not think proper. These people nafe been
working tooth and nail, and they heve done everything
proper and this makes a vast difference.

The COURT: I want you to understand I can only
decide the case that comes before me, the evidence that

both sides bring to my attention, and if you have anything
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else you want to call my attention to, you had better get
the information and dw 1it.
> The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: Now then, I want to ask you just one
other question. Ur. Mylander has called your attention to
the fact that there is a sheet of signatures that is only
about one-third full?

The WITNZSS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: And then there is a sheet of signatures
that appears to be gquite full with one or two blanks and
the Mylanders' names are all at the foot of that.

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: You remembe r that, db you?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: What I want to as< you is this: Diad
Mr. Mylander sign the names for himself and for his sis-
ters and brothers before or after you seéured the names
on this sheet that is two-thirds blank, do you recall
that?

The WITNESS: No, T can not; I can not recall that.

The COURT: Well, do you recsall the way in which
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those appeared at the time you presented these papers to
Mr. Mylander for signature, was this partially blank sheet
ahead of the sheet on which you had him to sizn his name,
or how was it, do you know?

The WITNESS: Well, I took for granted it was
there.

The COURT: Where it is now?

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: As I understand you, all of the
sheets of t pewritten matter, the first, second end third,
were rewritten and the only sheet that remains in the form
in which it was when you presented it to the various
people to sign was this last sheet on which the signa-
tures had been, is that your recollection?

The WITNESS: Judge, I didn't get what you say.

The COURT: I thiak Mr. Hessey said, and I think
you said, too, that certainly the first and second sheets
of this paper were rewritten after the siznatures were all
obtained, tha®t is right, isn't it?

The WITNESS: Well, now, understand, they were

rewritten because there wasn't space enough left to put in




t78

the names.

The COURT: I understand that.

The WITNESS: That is what it was done for.

The COURT: I am not bothered about the method,
I am trying to get the rfacts.

The WITNESS: Yes, sir, that is right.

The COURT: Do you remember as to the thirgd page?

The WITNESS:  Well, I tell you, your Honor, I
couldn't say anything only that I was in the office while
the girl was writing them off on the typewriter and I

remember distinctly sitting there, that Mr. Hessey and the

2irl went all over them and T heard him say, "Be surs that

they are just exactly right", and then he had a client
and I was reading them over. That is all I can say.

The COURT; On the first and second pazes of this
paper are the names of all the varties and the properties
which they respectively own.

The WITAESS:  Yes, sir.

The COURT: In the pluce where those names now
are what appeared, if anything, at the time you presented

this paper for signature and acknowledgment by the various
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parties?

The WITNESS: Well, I think it was condensed.
There was more space on the margin, you see, and that is
where it was condensed and put tozether. I was not written
out.

The COURT: Were thére any names =nd sddresses I
read written in this paper when you presented the paper
to the various people?

The WITNESS: On the outside?

The COURT: No, in the body of it.

The WITNESS: I don't think so, but I wouldn't
like to éay. I don't think so. It is too far back-

Mr. Hessey is the one shoild answer that and not me.

The COURT: I want the benefit of your recol-
lection as far as you can give it to me.

The WITNESS: Yes, sir.

The COURT: I just want to ask you if you remem-
ber whether there were any names and addresses on here?

The WITNESS: I can't remember that at all.

The COURT: You couldn t tell me, then, what was

the condition of the first and second pases when you pre-
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sented that paper for signature?

The WITNESS: No, I could not, only that I had the
paper and it read the ssme that reads with the exception
of the insertbn of names that Mr., Hessey put in; but the
reading matter is all the same, I know that. The rezd-
ing matter, word for word, is the same.

The COURT;: Did anybody question to you the mean-
ing of this language: "This agreement may be executed in
several parts of like purport excepnt for the properties
described and the parties and all the parts although
separately executed shall be deemed and taken together as
constituting one original azreement." Now, this is what
I want to ask you about: "and shall be in no wise binding
or of any effect unless or until it shall have been
executed in respect to properties (exclusive of property
No. 501 North Carrollton avenue which binds on the north
side of Franxlin street) frontinz or otherwise bindinz on |
seventy-five per centum of the front feet on both sides of
the following sfreets the 1100 block of Viest Franklin
street."” Did anybody discuss with you whet was meant in

saying "it shall have been executed in respect to properties”,
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did anybody question that?

The WITNESS: No, nobody questioned that. All
I did, your Honor, was to ask them if they were owners
and if they were owners, thet is as far as I went, and
they signed according to that. They read it over, and
if they couldn't read, I would read it to them.

By Mr. Vogt:

Q. In regard to the answers filed in this case by
some of the defendants, Mrs. Young, did you take the
affidavits of 'any of these defendants, for instance,
Mr. and Mrs. Kretzler; d4id you take their affidavit to
the answer in this case?

A. Every one of them, I reckon.

Where did you go to procure that affidavit?

&2

A. They acknowledged to me that they vanted it done.

Q- Did Mr. Kretzler acknowledge to you that he wanted
it done?

A. I expect he did, if his name is down there.

Qs Well, he did not put his name there?

A. Well, then, he did not do it if he didn't. I didn't

see him. Men work and it is ewfully hard when men work to
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ask them to come out.
The COURT: Suppose you let Mrs. Young see the
= answer and maybe it will refresh her memory.

Q. Mrs. Young, this is the answer filed here by Mamie
Kretzler -- purports to be filed on behalf of Carl
Kretzler and Mary E. Kretzler. Will youhtell the Court
where you procured the signature to that and at what place
you took the affijavit?

A. Well, I don't know about teking -- I wonder in
whose house it wes, didn't we have a meeting =--

Mr. MYLANDER:; Well, nov, are you esking the

audience?
The WITNESS: Oh, excuse me. I don't Xnow just
where it was, whether she had s broken arm at that time

or whether it was taxen at a house across the street.

Q. What house did youvisit for that purpose?

A, Leonhauser.

& At 11057

A. Yes, we had a meeting there and I don't know whether
Mrs. Kretzler was there or whether at that time she had

a broken arm and I had to go there.
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Q. Well, you took the affidavit and returned the
paper where?

A, To Mr. Carmody.

Q. Then, as far as you know, Mrs. Kretzler was not in
his office, is that right?

A. Not at that time.

Q. Well, who authorized this paper to be filed on
behalf of Mr. Kretzler?

A. His wife.

Qs Then why did you certify that Carl appeared before
you and acknoviledged it?

A. They told me it was only necessary to get the one
and I certified for her and not for him.

Q- Do you mean to tell me a2s notary public you cer-
tified that this man personally appeared before you?

A. No, not him. He did not.

Qe And yet you certified under the official seal of
the notary thsat he_was there?

A. His neme isn't there, he hasn't sizned it.

The COURT: You had better take a look at this,

Mrs. Young, and see whether it isn't.
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(Paper handed witness).

Mr. MYLANDER: That is your signature to that
certificate, isn't it, Mrs. Young?

The WITNESS: Well, that is my signature all
right, yes, sir.

Mr. MYLANDER: We offer that enswer in evidence.

By Mr. Vogt:

Q- You certified that he had appearedon the strength
that his wife had told you it was all right, that is
correct, is it not?

A. Well, she was the owner, you see, and I took for
granted that was perfectly all right.

Q. Well, why d4id you take his acknowledgment if she
was the owner?

A. Vell, I guess that was an oversight of mine.

The COURT: That isn't ean acknowledgment, it is
an affidavit, isn't it?
Mr. MYLANDER: An affidavit to the answer, yes, sir.
The WITNESS: That is an oversight of mine.
By Mr. Vogt:
Q. Who d4id you swear for that affidavit?

A. His wife.

SESSE——— E R R
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Q. You read these papers very carefully, d4id you not?

A. Well, I did whatever you see there.

Q.- I see this answer purports to be filed on behalf
of both himself and his wife, what authority did you
have ---

A. Well, that answer I didn't think was so awfully
important any way, I thought that was an answer to
let you know what the property owners were after.

The COURT: Mrs. Young is hardly responsible for
the affidavit and the answer. .

Qe You took thazt peper to Mr. Carmody's office and
it was executed and sizned by Mrs. Kretzler, is that cor-
rect?

A. Yes, sir.

Q. And you didn't see Mr. Kretzler at all to obtain
any authority from him as to its filing? |

A. He was working, judge.

Q. Where 4id you see Mrs. Kretzler, if you please?

A. At her home and at one of the meetings.

Q. I mean when this paper was signed?

A. That wes either sizned at her home or at one of

e

By
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the meetings.

Q-

P o P o F o P o b o b

Q.

Where?

At Mrs. Leonhauser's.

At 11057

Yes.

But you can't say which?

One o~ those two places.

Did you have two meetings or one weeting?

Well, we had that meeting and we telked it over.
Where was that meeting held?

At Mrs. Leonhauser's.

Did you go from door to door to get these answers?
They came to me, I didn't have to zo to the door.

Did you zo to any other houses to get those affi-

davits?

A.

them.

Q.

Well, I don't know whether I did or not. I got

Did you solicit the signatures for the parties in

the case, did you solicit the signatures for the parties

in the case?

A.

They asked me, understand, and I was their servant
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and I did what they wanted me to do, acknowledge their
signatures.

Q. Who asked you?

A. Those tha*t signed the paper.

Q. Where were you when they asked you?
Well, I don't know where I was.

Who ‘came for you and asked you that?

R

Those people that sisned the paper, the people in
the 1100 block.

Q. Did you o around to see any of the defendants who
had not previously asked you to sign these answers?

8 Oh, I used to go up and down the street so
often, if I saw them outside on the street I would talk
about it, and we talked about it until we had it com-
pleted.

By Mr. Mylander:

Qe You called at the houses of the parties, but the
answers were already made out for them to sizn, weren't
they?

A. Yes, that paper just as it is.

Q- In other words, all the answers were prepared in
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advence and you went around with those answers just the
same just the ;ame as you did with this agreement,
"Sign here, and sign here, end I will take your affidavit.m”

X Well, they read it over, they knew just what they
were doing.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
By Mr. Carmody:

Q. lMprs. Young, this is a gquestion suggzested by the
first question of the Court to you. You stated that
Mr. and Mrs. Berger represented the church, or that they
were the ones you remember of the membership of the
church that were so deeply'interested in this project.

Do you remember any other names now besides Mr. and Mrs.
berger; might I suggest ir. Storm, did you see Mr. Storm?
A. I know his folks were most interested, understand,

in the work, but I did not go to see them just at that.
time, but they were always most interested; and Mr. Brill,
why, I knov he was interested. You see, I didn't know
the congreation very much, but there were a few I came in

contact with, but, as I say, had I known for one moment
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that this would be required, I would have had it.

Q- Mrs. Young, I don't want to interrupt you, but we
would like to keep it as clear on the record as possible.
This Mr. Brill, do you know what his first name 1is?

A. All I know is thet I think he lives 2006 Harlem
avenue, but what his initials are, I don't know.

Q. Did you know him in connection with the church?

A. Oh, yes.

¢. Be was a member of the church, too?

A. _ Oh, yes.

Q. Was he president of the congregation, do you know?
A. He was always enxious to keep the church white.

Q. That isn't the answer to my question ==

Mr. VOGT: Your Honor, we object to this. The
1l ady is speaking from hearsay only, she says she never
saw these people.

The WITNESS: What people?

Mr. VOGT: Mr. Brill.

The WITNESS: I have seen Mr. Brill.

Mr. CARMODY: It is only amplifying the answer she

zave to the Court.

B Y
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Q. Mr. Brill, do you know if he was an officer of the
church?

A. He was not. At times he wss a very ardent worker
at the church, he and his wife, both.

Q. You kxnew Mrs. 8rill, too?

A. I know Mrs. Brill very well.

Q. Was she interested in the projacf to keep colored
people out?

A. Oh, yes, those people worked very hard.

Q. And they represented the church?

A. Yes.

Q. Now, how about Mr. Storm?

Mr. VOGT: Your Honor, we object to this line of
examination.
The COURT: Yes, I will sustain that.
Q. T mean that they were members of the church?
A. Oh, sure, they were members of the church.
1 The COURT: I will leave that in.

Q. And they were interested as members of the church

to have this project go through?

Ao YGS'
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Q. How about Mr. Storm?
e Mr. Storm was certainly in favor of it or he
wowldn 't have signed it. |

Q. He was & member of ‘the church?

A.- He was & member of the church, &and not only that,
the superintendent of the Sunday School.

Q- What is his name?

A. Well, now, I am not sure, but I think it is Milton
Storm. He married the former pastor's daughter.

The COURT: Milton Storm?

Q. You don't mean Milton Storm, is that the name you
seid?

' Milton Storm, I think.

Q- He married the former pastor's daughter?

A. Yos, sire

Q. And he wes solicitous to have this project zo
through?

A. Sure, he signed it.‘

Q. He signed the agreement, did he?
A. Yes, sir.
Q

On his own behalf individually?
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A. Yes, sir.

(Objected to).

The COURT: The agreement speaks for itself.
There is no doubt that he signed it. ;

Q. Now, coming back to the answers here. Mr,. Mylander
asked you if these answers were written up and handed to
you to go about to see the people whose names appear on
there beforehand?

A. I don't get that, Mr. Carmody.

Q. Well, you left the impression on the Court, I am
suré, that all of these answers were written at one time
and handed to you and you distributed them and took the
acknowledgments, is that correct?

A. Handed to me at one time?

Q. Yes?

A. How do you mean?

Q- That they were written up, formally typewritten
first, and then handed to you and you went out and saw
those people?

A Yes, sir.

Q- That wes done?

e g il P e L e T g JM
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A. Yes, sir.

Q. All at one time?

A. I think so. I think that these contracts were all
written up alike.

Q- I know they were all written up alike, not the
contracts, the answers. Isn't it true that those people
came in one after the other --

Mr. MYLANDER: I object tﬁ the form as well as
o therwise.

The COURT; I sustain the objection to form, but
I don't know about otherwise.

Mr. CARMODY: The witness might be mistaken about
that, I can askiuher if it isn't true that these answers
came in individuslly.

Mr. MYLANDER; I object.
. Tell how they came in.
I don't even know what you mean.

You don't understand?

P O B o

No, I 4o not.

The COQURT: Show the witness the answers and let

her tell us what she knows.
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Q. Isn*'t it true that these answers were filed in my
office at different times?
Mr. MYLANDER: I object, your Honor.
The COURT: Suppose you show her the answers.
The WITNESS: Oh, the papers?
Qe Yes?
A. Why, of course --
(Objected to; objection overruled; exception noted).

A, Your Honor, I must understand before I say Yes or

‘No. I am not goinz to say Yes or No unless I thoroughly

understand.

The COURT: Yoﬁ are absolutely right.

The WITNESS: When I demonstrate anything, I
demanstrate enough that people.understand it and know whst
it is. I know what he means now. Why, sure, they went
down at different times.

The COURT: I can not see that it makes any
difference.

The WITNESS: No, and I don't either.

Q. Now, this is called an answer, Mrs. Young?

A. Yes.
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Q. 411 of these papers are called answers?
A. Yes.
Q. They were filed all at once or at different times?
A. Oh, at different times. Never all at once. I
thought you were talking sbout drawing up the contracts
and they were all written alike. I told you I wasn't an
attorney.
RECROSS-EXAMINATION

By Mr. Mylander:

Q- There is one answer which you have alreaiy fold us
the wife swore for the husband; that is right, you left
that stand, didn't you?

A, Well, I swore the wife. I don;t know whether she

swore for her husband or not, but she swore for herself,

I know that.

&+ DBut you certified that you swore the husband, that is

right, isn't it?
k- I don't know whether T certified that or not. She

came there and I swore her. Do you want me to Zo back and

- get him to swear, I will do that.

The COURT: No, no, just answer the question.

et 1







CONSOLIDATED CASES OF :=

ALL SAINTS EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH,
OF BALTIMORE CITY, a body corporate,

Complainant,
ve, ’ IN
GEORGE D. ARRLING, et al,, ]
Defendants,
AND H THE CIRCUIT COURT NO, 2
DORA MYLANIER,
et al.,
Complainants, : OoF
va,
LOUIS GROSSMAN, ) BALTIMORE CITY,
et al.,
befendants, §

DECREE,

THESE CONSOLIDATED CAUSES, standing ready for hearing, temtimony
was teken in open (Court, and having been sabmitted, the counsel

for the respective parties, were heard, and the proceedings were,

Czﬁin the year, Nineteen
0. 2 of Baltimore (ity,

ADJUDGED, ORDERED AND DECREED, that the agreememt, between the

by this Court, read and considered

IT IS THEREUPON, this 3rd dsy of ]
Hundred and Thirty, by the Circuit Court

owners of properties, in re, 1100 block of W, Franklin Street, in
the City of RBaltimore, Meryland, filed with the first of the above
mentioned consolidated cases, as "Complainant's Exhibit No. 2", and
incorporated in the 2nd of the above mentioned consolidated cases,
by reference, be and the same is hereby declared NULL, VOID, and
OF NO BINDING LEGAL FORCE OR EFFECT, and the said instrument, (
bearing date of February 16th,1925, and recorded among the Land
Records of Baltimore City, in Liber s.C.L. N0.4358,f01,147,&c.)

be and the same is hereby so declared and decremd by this Court,
&8s NULL, VOID AND OF NO BINDING LEGAL FORCE OR EFFECT, And it is
Further Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, by this Court, that neither

the properties therein mentioned, nor any present or future owners
ol e



thereof, are in any manner, bound by the restrictions therein sought

to be imposed upon the properties therein mentioned,
And it is further Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, that the Complainants

in eaech of the two consolldated cases, namely:- All Saints Evangelical
Lutheran Church of Baltimore City, a body corporate, Complainant in the
case firstly instituted, and Dora Mylander, Florence Mylander, Kate E,

Mylander, Annau Faust, August C, Mylander, William F, Mylander and Walter
C. Mylander, Complainants in the case secondly instituted, each, pay one

half of the Court costs herein acerued in the consolidated cases,
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