
IN THIS CIRGUIT^OURT 7IP.2

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

The Attuck3 Apartment

Hotel Corporation, a body

corporate ,

vs.

".'alter S. Xllliams and

>nnie Williams, his wife.

YOUNG a CROTHERS

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

644 EQUITABLE BUILDING

BALTIMORE, MD.



THE ATTUCKS AgARTMENT HOTEL

CORPORATION, a body corporate,

vs.

WALTER S. WILLIAMS and

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

ANNIE WILLIAMS, his wife.

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:-

Your orator, complaining, respectfully shows:-

FIRST: That your orator is a "body corporate engaged in the bus-

iness of conducting the apartment-hotel located at No. 1200 Madison

Avenue, Baltimore City and the State of Maryland;

SECOND: That so as to better carry on and conduct said business

aforesaid your orator entered into an agreement with the defendants

whereby the defendants in consideration of being allowed to occupy

a dwelling apartment in said building and to have the dining room

concession rent free, were to manage and conduct said apartment-

hotel for your orator as will more fully appear from said agreement

filed herewith and prayed to be taken as a part hereof, marked

"Plaintiff's Exhibit A".

THIRD: That the said defendants in the latter part of August,

1925, entered upon their duties aforesaid but have failed and refused

to carry out the said agreement 6n their part, in that

(a) They have failed to furnish the bond required in

said agreement,

fb) They have not kept and accounted for the revenues

and rents by them collected, the said defendants not keeping any

books but only memoranda, and on Friday, September 25, 1925, one of

the defendants, Walter S. Williams, reported to your orator that the

other of said defendants, Annie Williams, had absconded with the



weekly receipts amounting to eighty-four dollars ($84.00) and thereupon

the said Walter S. Williams appeared before the Grand Jurors for the

City of Baltimore and a true "bill was found against the said Annie

Williams charging her with larceny.

(c) Thatothe said defendants have not devoted all their

time and attention to the management, conduct and operation of said

apartment hotel, the said defendants carrying on and conducting an

apartment house known as The Dunlap on Druid Hill Avenue in the City

aforesaid.

(d) That the defendants have let rooms to transient

guests without having said guests register at said apartment hotel

a violation of the laws and ordinances in suifch cases made and provided.

FOURTH; That on Saturday the 26th. day of September, 1925,

when your orator became fully aware of the failure of the said defend-

ants to carry on and operate said apartment-hotel i t made demand upon

the said defendant Walter S. Williams, the other defendant having

absconded, to surrender the management of said apartment-hotel and the

said Walter S. Williams did then offer to so do and your orator was to

take charge of the management on Tuesday, September 29, 1925, and

your orator did on the said 29th. day of September, 1925, take charge

of the management of said apartment-hotel and did make demand upon

the said defendants (the said indicted defendant having returned)

they having in their hands exclusive of the said $84.00 alleged to

have been stolen, the sum of e4>f0*t^7*™( &4&**o e^^^i/t^rnA^

to account for the rents and revenues collected by the said defendants,

as also to surrender the possession of the said dwelling apartment and

the dining room therein, but the said defendants, have not only refused

and failed to so do, but with intent to- ruJjiilngthe business of your ora-

tor, have interfered-' with your orator in the conduct of said apartment-



hotel, have .molested prospective guests and attempted to induce

them to become guests of the said Dunlop Apartments, conducted by

the said defendants and unless this Honorable Court by injunction

restrains the said defendants from interferring with and molesting

t&e guest and patrons of said apartment-hotel and compels them

to vacate and leave the said premises your orator will continue

to suffer great and irreparable loss, injury and damage, and

otherwise your orator is without reme_dyi\

To the end therefore,

fa) That the defendants may discover under oath the

several sums of money collected by them and each of them and be order-

ed to pay the same' to your orator.

(b) That the said defendants their ggents and ser-

vants may be by injunction restrained and enjoined from in any way

or manner interferring with the conduct or management of the Attucks

Apartment Hotel loaated at 1200 Madison Avenue aforesaid.

(c) That the said defendants may be by mandatory

injunction ordered and directed to remover from and vacate the three
itvL

room apartment on the f i rs t floor adjoining the office andAdining-

room in the said Attucks Apartment Hotel.

(d) find for al l such other and further relief as your

orator'is case may require

May i t please ycur Honor to grant unto your orator

the write of subpoenan directed to the said defendants, Walter S. Williams

and Annie Williams, commanding them to be or appear in this Honorable

Court on some day certain to be named therein to answer the premises

and abide by and perform such decree as may be passed herein.

And as ijy:duty bound, etc,



STATE OF MARYLAND;

BALTIMORE CITY; to w i t ; -

I Hereby Cer t i fy t ha t on t h i s Jfc?v day

of September, 1925, before me, the subscr iber , a Notary Public

of the State of Maryland, in and for Baltimore City a fo resa id ,

personal ly appeared Max Bernste in , Pres ident of the Attucks

Apartment Hotel Corporation, and made oath in due form of law

t h a t the mat ters and fac t s here in se t fo r th are t rue and bona

fide.

•"." „ As Witness my hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public.



Upon the aforegoing Bill of Complaint and Exhibit, it is Ordered by the

Circuit Court No.2 of Baltimore City this ̂ d a y of /)^im^i<Aj 192&

that the Exparte application for

herein stand for hearing on the i^'day of

r?^_ /.£«
And i t is further Ordered that until said hearing the defendants

be anc£^Xu OA^ hereby restrained as prayed in said Bill of Complaint.

And i t is further Ordered that a cow of this Order be served on the

defendant



~ 5 . 1 l i - , H<_r. - ; • .

YOUNG a CROTHERS

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

8 4 4 EQUITABLE B U I L D I N G

BALTIMORE. MD.



THIS IiGREEHEHT made this day of August, 1925, "by and be-

tween The Attuclrs Apartment Hotel Corporation, a body corpornte, duly

incorporated under the lavs of the State of Maryland, hereinafter cal-

led "Corporation" and Q^. ̂ _ Williams and J?&^-<

'."illiams, his wife, of Baltimore City and State of Naryland, parties
t

of the second part . *

THEKCAS the said "Corporation" is the lessee of the apartment-

hotel on the premises No. 1200 Madison Avenue in Baltimore Oity afcre-

seid and i s desirous of securing the services of competent management

for the same, and

!7HEREAS the Second Parties are skilled in the management a,nd con-

duct of an apartment-hotel,

-NOW THEREFORE rMIS AGREE!LSN'J »TITNA3SETH that for and in consider-

ation of the premises and the sum of one Dollar each paid to the other,

the part ies hereto covenant and agree as follows, v i z ; -
o

(1) Tha said Corporation leases unto the Second Parties

for the term of one year accounting from the 1st. day of September,

1925, the 'three room apartment on the first floor adjoining the office,

unfurnished, to be occupied by the said Second Parties.

(2) The said Corporation leases unto the said Second Parties

the dining room and furniture therein as per attached list, with the

kitchen attached thereto, (the Second Parties to pay for all cooking

fuel) for the period of one year accounting from the 1st. day of Septem-

ber, 1925, to be occupied and conducted by the said Second Parties.

(3)~~The said Second Parties shall not use'the said premises

or chattels So let for any purpose other than as designated herein, nor

sublet or assign the said premises or any portion thereof without the

consent of the said Corporation in writing; nor permit the use of said

premises for any purpose whatsoever in violation of any lElunicipal Ordi-



.-,.-. i ^ o r- v Q + o-f-i - r. - i ^ ^ n ^ ^ i - + --•*--•>-« ^ — ^ •••+- -^ .~ . . • • " i t ion o f s a i d t e r m

surrender the wuiet and peaceful possession thereto toother v .̂th said

chattels unto the said"Corporation.

(•±i ..J:C OCCCII : ' \evcie •"! 11 t n ^ i r t i n e and a t t en t ion

to the nanagement, conduct and opera t ion of7 sa id a p a r t m e n t - h o t e l and .

. • .. _ o ther t h i n g s ,

(r) : : •" ot a s r e n t i n g agent ~ the sane, having a l l

l ea se s executed by the said Corpo ra t ion .

f t > ) '.'•'•' 1 1 - r i l e c t a l l r e n t s ' ^ r e ^ e j i n e : - 1 -••> ̂  ' r :;T t h e

same over to the Gcrpora t ion , s c u o u n t i n j "or the same

a t l e a s t once rnce o.-iein week on Monday thereof , and

in the books of the sa id Corpo ra t i on .

(c) Sh»ll ^nrri.rah and r>ny ont n" t h e i r nwn -Pnnde a l l h e l p ,

::nid>i, u ^ . , neCo o y. • r ̂  ;-.o o;.rr;/ on

said apartment-hotel,

fd) Shall ^nrnish "bcnri corporate surety in the sun cf

"ire •• i--=i--̂ -=1 ^--11..-- t 500), oo.id i.tioned iv on the accur-

ate keeping of the accounts rrovided herein and tha fa i th-

ful payment of a l l suras of nrnay, received by the naid

j j jooud jr i irt ias , to ihi.- s-ji. t j cr iporat ion .

JTIFIH; That t h i s agreement s h a l l continue- od of one

,aar from the 1 s t . d^y of Sertember, 19£5.

'. L.IC ss vnc stiTl of said Qorpora t ion and the s i g n a t u r e

of Max B e r n s t e i n , i t s p r e s i d e n t and the hands and s e a l s of the sa id Sec-

en P a r t i e s , the day nrA y^ar -^irst tl-n'vfi wr i t t en ' .

TH3 ATTUOaS APART: L.NI-HOTEL CORPORATION

xJra s i dene.



Cfc Ct. No. 2

Subpoena to Answer Bill of Complaint



EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

WITNESS, the'Hbnorable JAMES "iC-eORTERCCliief Judge" ofihe Supreme Bench of Baltimore



Summons for Witness



SUMMONS FOB WITNESS.

In the Circuit Court No. 2/of Baltimore City

and make the summons returnable on October 2, 1925, at 1.30 P. H.

Mr. Clerlr:-

Please issue for the following witnesses : -

Herman Avery, ( L\[yy M n n a e y B u l l d l n g f Baltimore.

Detective Kahler, /)(J\ P o l i c e D e p a t r t r n e n t t C O u r t H o u a e #



Summons for Witness



SUMMONS FOR WITNESS.

In the Circuit Court N<y 2, of Baltimore City





MtMt No. 2.

...aike..Attach
Corporation ate.,

vs.

Walter S. Williams and wife .

ORDER FOR INJUNCTION



THEx.ATTUCKS APARTMENT HOTEL CORPORATION

etc.,.,

WALTER S. WILLIAMS and w i f e .

IN THE

Circuit Court No. 2
OP

BALTIMORE CITY.

"Writ of Injunction be issued as prayed in said Bill.



DecreeJfr^Cbnle&s*

Ct. Ct. No.2



]DECREE PRO CONFESSO.[
IN THE

Circuit Court No. 2

OF

BALTIMORE CITY



Summons for Witness



SUMMONS FOR WITNESS.

In the Circuit Court No. 2/(Baltimore Citv

Mr. C l e r k : - * -—s^ . ^ j +~>" ~ "

Please issne t?cr the follc'in^ -".itnesses : -

cA
Detect ive Jchn Xrat7. ,^/[^ Pol ice Department, Court House.

2 % "'• 'luces te cum -:he books, papers and nemoranda of. Walter 3 .

Williams and Annie Williams, with The JEttucks Apartment

Hotel Cor ro ra t ion .

Detect ive Kahler, ^iX Pol ice Department, Court House.

^ duces te cum the bocks, papers and memoranda of Walter ri;.

Williams and Annie T i l l i a n s T^i.th The Attucks Apartment

^•ctel Corporat ion.

and make the summons re tu rnab le on Saturday, the 7 th . day o " November,

1925, at 10 o 'c lock A.II. v A ,



STENOGR/PHIC RECORD
IN TH1 MATTER OF

TK3 ATTUGKS A?AE ' HOTEL
GOi\. n.' " IOK, •_ X.o~.j o o r p o r a t c

vs.

\':ALT^R t>. .;;lLi,iiiii£ and ii.MiI.
WILLIAMS, h i s w i f e .

in i'iiE

CIRCUIT COURT HO. 2

Oi1 BAia?IM0R3 CITY.

B e f o r e : STABTOH, J .

DOGKaT A - S 2 2 , 1 9 2 5 .

^p^saQb:-.j 7 t h . 1925 .

EQUITABLE BUILDING
BALTIMORE. MD

OFFICE AND HOME
TELEPHONES

T R A N S C » I » r FROM N O T E S O F

CLA.fcEME P. GOETZ
O#i>>/ Court Reporter

(I? ,EX INSIDE)



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY.

THE AT TUCKS APARTMENT HOTEL )
CORPORATION, a body c o r p o r - f

• )
(

B e f o r e : STANTON. J
a t e

vs,

WALTER S. WILLIAMS and
ANNIE WILLIAMS, his wife.

DOCKET A-322, 1925.

APPEARANCES:

November 7 t h , 1925.

R. Walter C r o t h e r s , E s q u i r e ,

Solicitor for Plaintiff.

No appearance for defendants.

Thereupon - - -

MAX BERNSTEIN,

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the p l a i n t i f f ,

having been f i r s t duly ŝ worn according to law, was examined

and t e s t i f i e d as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

By Mr. Cro thecs :

Q You are an o f f i c e r of t h e Attucks Apartment Hote l



Corp or at ion?

A Yes, s i r .

Q What is your position there?

A President and treasurer.

Q Did you enter into an agreement with the defend-

ants to carry on and occupy the apartment house?

A I did . s i r .

MR. CROTHERS: We will offer that agreement in

evidence, i t is a part of the exhibits.

(Agreement marked and filed in evidence as Plain-

t i f f ' s Exhibit No. 1.)

Q Will you t e l l us what that is?

A An agreement between our corporation and Mr. and

Mrs. Williams.

Q Did you sign that?

A Yes . s i r .
i

Q Did you see Williams sign it and his wife sign i t?

A Yes.

Q Did the defendants enter into possession of the

property as your agents?

A Yes, s i r .

Q Did they carry out the agreement?



A They did not.

Q How didn't they carry i t out?

A They haven't fulfilled their contract, they have-

n ' t kept any books and they haven't kept the proper receipts

and they haven't registered people as they were told .

Q You say they didn't keep books?

A They kept some books but not satisfactory.

Q Did they furnish a bond in accordance with the

agreement?

A They did not.

Q Do you know whether or not Annie VJilliams , one of

the defendants, absconded?

A She did.

Q How do you know that?

A By a message from him tell ing me she had dis-

appeared.

Q Did you ever talk with her afterwards?

A Ho.

Q Do you know how much her husband says she took?

A Eighty four dollars.

Q, Do you know whether or not she was indicted by

the Grand Jury?



A I was" present-, yes, s i r .

Q On whose complaint?

A On the husband's complaint.

Q Do you know whether or not they devoted a l l their

time and attention to the management of "the apartment?

A No, s i r , they did not.

Q How do you know that?

A I was there when they were not present at a l l .

Q Vvere they conducting another apartment at the

same time?

A They did, they agreed to put in a l l their time

there according to the contract.

Q Do you know whether or not any guests were allowec.

to stay there at the hotel without registering?

A She admitted i t .

Q Did you make demand on them to surrender the

premises?

A I did.

Q On what date?

A Three or four days after tha t , September 24th.

Q On what date' did you take charge after they got

out?



A Immediately.

Q, Do you remember the date?

A I don't remerater the date.

Q The last of September?

A The last of September.

Q September 29th, the b i l l says?

A Yes, s i r .

Q Did you make demand on the defendants to return

the eighty four dollars and to account to you for a l l profits?

A We did.

Q Did they account to you?

A Wo , they did not.

Q Do you know whether or not they have t r ied to keep

other tenants from going into the hotel apartment?

A Yes, they have spoken to other people, trying to

take them away from there.

(Examination of the witness concluded.)

JOHN H. OATZ,

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiff

having been f i rs t duly sworn according to law, was examined I

and test if ied as follows: i



DIRECT EZAMIKA.TIOH

By Mr. Cro the r s :

Q Mr. Kratz , you are a d e t e c t i v e of the Bal t imore

Po l i ce Department?

A Yes, s i r .

Q Do you know Walter S. and Annie Williams , h i s wife

A I saw them.

Q Did you ever have occasion to go up t o the Attucks

Apartment Hote l?

A Wel l , Mr. Berns te in r epo r t ed the ma t t e r and we were

t ry ing to loca te her and she was a r r e s t e d September 28th by

Detec t ive Kahler .

Q Do you know whether or not t he department s e i z e d

the bosks of t h e corpora t ion?

A We t o l d Mr. Berns te in to give us those books be-

fore they could be tampered with and he brought them down.

Q Have you those Looks?

A Yes, s i r .

Q In whose possess ion have they been?

A Proper ty clerk of the Po l i ce Department.

Q Has Mr. Berns te in had access to t h e s e books s ince

you had them?



A- Oh, no.

Q Has anybody had access to them?

A Oh, no, only the property clerk.

(Examination of the witness concluded.)

HERMAN A VERY ,

a witness of lawful age, produced on behalf of the plaintiff ,1

having been first duly sworn according to law, was examine!

and testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

(By Mr. C r o t h e r s :

Q What i s your b u s i n e s s , Mr. Avery?

A Accountant and a u d i t o r .

Q Are you a c e r t i f i e d publ ic accountan t?

A No, s i r , r e g i s t e r e d .

Q Were you ever employed by Mr. B e r n s t e i n , t h e

p r e s i d e n t of the Attucks Apartment Hotel Corpora t ion?

A Yes . s i r .

Q In what capac i ty?

A Accountant and a u d i t o r .

Q Did you have occasion to a u d i t the books of t h e

Attucks Apartment Hotel Corporat ion?



8

A What there were of them.

y, Can you identify these books?

A Yes, s i r , one is the register which is kept on

the counter and the other is the receipt "book which Mr. Wil-

liams was to give his clients a receipt in.

(Books marked and filed in evidence as Plaint i f f ' s

Exhibit No. 2 and Plaint iff 's Exhibit No. 3, respectively.)

Q Mr. Avery, when did you audit these books?

A Weekly or by-weekly with Mr.'"Bernstein.

Q When was the last time you audited them?

A The last time we audited them for settlement was

on September 10th, 192 5. Fe afterwards went there about

the 25th of September and checked up what he was supposed to

have turned over to Mr. Bernstein and we have made a l i s t of

what he should have turned over taken from the register and

receipt book.

Q According to your audit of the books of the At-

tucks Apartment Hotel Corporation which were kept by Walter

S. Williams and Annie Williams, his wife, will you t e l l the

Court how much money you found to be due and owing by the

defendants in th is case to the plaintiff?

A One hundred and seventy three dollars.



Q Does that include the eighty four dollars which

Annie Williams absconded with?

A Yes, s i r .

Q Do you know whether or not any of that money has

"been paid over to Mr. Bernstein?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q Do you know whether or not a l l the guests regis-

tered that went to that apartment?

A They were not.

Q How do you know that?

A By the admission of "both Williams and his wife;

in fact , when we made the settlement on September 10th we

called his attention to room Ho. 12, for which they turned

over two dollars, and they said the party was too t ired to

register and went out the next morning.

Q Is that the only case you know?

A That is the only specific case in which we got the

money but hearsay cases of others; that is the only case we

could pin on them.

(Examination of the witness concluded.)



10

JOHN H. KRATZ,

was recalled and tes t i f i ed further as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

(By Mr. Cro the r s ) : Mr. K r a t z , do you know whether or

not the defendants in t h i s ca se , Walter S. Williams and

Annie V/illiams , h i s wife , allowed persons to r e g i s t e r or at

l e a s t go into th i s hotel with r eg i s t e r ing? •

A Well, he s t a t ed to Mr. Kahler and myself that he

cal led his wife ' s a t t en t ion to what she had done with the

money and tha t he d i d n ' t see the names on the r e g i s t e r and

he cal led her down on i t and the next morning she ran away

with the money.

(Examination of the witness concluded.)

MAX BERNSTEIN ,

was recalled and testified further as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

Q (By Mr. Cro the r s ) : Mr. Avery t e s t i f i e d the book

shows due and owing $173.00. including the $84.00 Mrs. Wil-

liams absconded wi th , have you ever been paid any of tha t

$175.00 on behalf of the corpora t ion?

A No. s i r . none whatever.



IN TH?: CIRCUIT CPTRT TO.2

OF BALTIirRIi CTTY.

The Attacks Apartment
Hotel Corrrration,

a bofly oorpcrate

vs.

" 'alter 3. "".Lilians and
Aflnie T i l l i ans , his wife.

T) :: ?. :\ K ?]

YOUNG & CROTHERS

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLORS AT LAW

844 EQUITABLE BUILDING

BALTIMORE. MO.



THE ATTUCKS APARTMENT HOTEL

CORPORATION, a body corporate,

vs.

WALTER S. WILLIAMS and

ANNIE WILLIAMS, his wife.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

D E C R E E

This cause standing ready for hearing and being submitted upon

bill, decree pro confesso and testimony taken in open Court, the

counsel for the plaintiff was heard, and the proceedings read and

considered:

It Is Thereupon, this /JC day of November, 1925, by

the CIRCUIT COURT.NO. 2 of BALTIMORE CITY, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and

DECREED that the defendants, Walter S. Williams and Annie Williams,

his wife, pay to the plaintiff, The Attucks Apartment Hotel Corpor-

ation, a body corporate, the sum of one hundred and seventy three Dol-

lars, together with interest thereon from the date of this decree, and

the costs of this suit.

And It Is Further ADJUDGED, ORDERED and DECREE that the in-

injunction heretofore granted in this cause be, and it is hereby, made

perpetual; and the said defendants, Walter S. Williams and Annie Wil-

liams, their agents and servants, be and they are hereby perpetually

enjoined from and in any way interfering with the conduct and manage-

ment of the Attucks Apartment Hotel locatet^aJi^No. 1200 Madison Ave-

nue, Baltimore, Maryland.


