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No. SV I

IN THE

BALTIMORE CITY Court.

——"1

THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
OF BALTIMORE

A Body Politic and Corporate,
Plaintiff.

vs.

oo B RTEWART . DAVIS..........

.... 219 8. Paul Street. . ...,

-----------------------------------

Defendant . )

Mz. CLERK:

Issue in this case and send copy of the
declaration and notice with the writ, to be
served on the defendant , and make the
writ returnable on the second Monday of

..... Mo | pusmesgy. 19 28

|

f

Attorney_for Plaintiff.




10-17-27—SJP—10M

The Mayor and City Council of Baltimore,

A Body Politic and Corporate,

V8. _ IN THE
veoodo. STEWARL .DAVIS...oovvveennn.n.
...215 .8T...PAUL STREET............. Y . BALTIMORE. CITY. ... ..... Court

-----------------------------------------

The Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, a body politic and corporate, by A, Walter Kraus

its attorney, sues J. Stewart Davis

defendant

b For money payable by the defendant to the plaintiff:
' 1. For goods bargained and sold by the plaintiff to the defendant

2. And for work done and materials provided by the plaintiff for the defendant at hi srequest.

3. And for money lent by the plaintiff to the defendant

4. And for money paid by the plaintiff for the defendant at hi grequest.

5. And for money received by the defendant for the use of the plaintiff.

6. And for money found to be due from the defendant to the plaintiff on account stated
between them.

7. And for that the defendant on and after the first day of October, in the year 1925 ,

W gg lawfully in the possession of and owned certain chattels personal, goods, wares and merchandise
in the City of Baltimore, Maryland, upon whieh there was duly made by the Appeal Tax Court of Bal-
timore City, an assessment of $ 2,000,400 for purposes of State and City taxation for the year
19 26, upon which said assessment there was lawfully levied by the Mayor and City Council of Bal-
timore by Ordinance No. 618 , approvedDec, 3, 1925 ,ataxof27 12 /35 cents per $100 for
State purposes for said year 19 26 , and there was also lawfully levied on the aforesaid assessment by
the Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, by Ordinance No. 513 , approvedDec, 3, 1925 3
a tax of $2.48 per $100 for City purposes for said year 1926 , said State and City taxes upon said
assessment, including interest and penalties to the date of the institution of this suit amounting to
$ 63.23  which said amount is now due and payable by said defendant to the plaintiff, and the
defendant  though often requested so to do, ha 8 failed and refused to pay said taxes, or any part
thereof, and still fail s and refuses so to do.

8. And for that the defendant on and after the first day of October, in the year 19 26 ,
: w 88 lawfully in the possession of and owned certain chattels personal, goods, wares and merchandise

in the City of Baltimore, Maryland, upon whieh there was duly made by the Appeal Tax Court of Bal-




timore City, an assessment of $ 2,000.00 for purposes of State and City taxation for the year
192w , upon which said assessment there was lawfully levied by the Mayor and City Council of Bal-
timore by Ordinance No. 926 , approved Decs 17, 1926 5 tax of 27 1/4 cents per $100 for
State purposes for said year 19 27 , and there was also levied on the aforesaid assessment by the
Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, by Ordinance No.927 , approved Dec. 17, 1926 ,
atax of $ 2.39 per $100 for City purposes for said year 19 27 , said State and City taxes upon said
assessment, including interest and penalties to the date of the institution of this suit amounting to
$ B5T7.43  which said amount is now due and payable by said defendant to the plaintiff, and the
defendant  though often requested so to do, ha s failed and refused to pay said taxes, or any part
thereof, and still fail g and refuse s so to do.

9. And for that the defendant on dnd after the first day of October, in the year 19
w lawfully in the possession of and owned certain chattels personal, goods, wares and merchandise
in the City of Baltimore, Maryland, upon which there was duly made by the Appeal Tax Court of Bal-
timore City, an assessment of $ for purposes of State and City taxation for the year
19 , upon which said assessment there was lawfully levied by the Mayor and City Council of Bal-
timore by Ordinance No. , approved , & tax of cents per $100 for
State purposes for said year 19 , and there was also levied on the aforesaid assessment by the Mayor
and City Council of Baltimore, by Ordinance No. , approved ’
a tax of § per $100 for City purposes for said year 19 , said State and City taxes upon said
assessment, including interest and penalties to the date of the institution of this sﬁit amounting to
$ which said amount is now due and payable by said defendant to the plaintiff, and the
defendant  though often requested so to do, ha  failed and refused to pay said taxes, or any part
thereof, and still fail  and refuse so to do.

10. And for that the defendant on and after the first day of October, in the year 19 %
w lawfully in the possession of and owned certain chattels personal, goods, wares and merchandise
in the City of Baltimore, Maryland, upon which there was duly made by the Appeal Tax Court of Bal-
timore City, an assessment of $ for purposes of State and City taxation for the year
19 , upon which said assessment there was lawfully levied by the Mayor and City Council of Bal-
timore by Ordinance No. , approved , a tax of " cents per $100 for
State purposes for said year 19 , and there was also levied on the aforesaid assessment by the Mayor
and City Council of Baltimore, by Ordinance No. , approved >
a tax of § per $100 for City purposes for said year 19 , said State and City taxes upon said
assessment, including interest and penalties to the date of the institution of this suit amounting t'c;
$ which said amount is now due and payable by said defendant to the plaintiff, and the
defendant  though often requested so to do, ha failed and refused to pay said taxes, or any part
thereof, and still fail and refuse so to do. \

And the plaintiff claims § 300 .00

Attorney for Plaintiff.




To TaE DEFENDANT
Take Notice —That upon the day of your appearance to this action, a rule will be laid upon you

requiring you to plead to the Declaration in accordance with the Act of 1886, Chapter 184, and all

supplements and amendments thereto, or judgment by default will be entered against you.

X

‘ b
7 473%!2 AND CITY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE
DUPLICATE OF FINAL BILL AND LEGAL NOTICE

i NO- sz.450-185 —— — huge 10 iy
3

L]
THE RECORDS OF THE BUREAU OF RECEIPTS, CITY OF
BALTIMORE, SHOW YOU ARE INDEBTED TO THE STATE OF
MARYLAND AND MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE

FOR PERSONAL PROPERTY TAXES AS PER THE FOLLOWING
STATEMENT

i | Lo ) 1
1 .- -.,_;:\,ggj i ——

YEAR ’ TAX RATE PER sl - AMOUNT INT. & PENALTY |
: | sTATE / . 7T
{ 27 J CITY e -0
STATE r Zodo 4780 =7 §
: 88 ; e s e 25 1
: ciTy N e - 29 |
o BTV Y 1N o Wi - ~ inuary ,19 28 ,
cITY S dON iy e T ANPESERI e T |
TOTAL . Pt 108 55 : 2 E‘ln and for the City of Baltimore
S COURT COSTS PRI W w1 '
| INTEREST-PENALTY (731 n Ts Donohue » City
TOTAL [ 2044 :

g of Baltimore, plaintiff, and made
(PREY, O4RE YBABSY NOTIHED tHAT UNLESS THE ABOVE :

i
;
CHARGES, Prxis INYEREFDARD PENALTY. ARE PAID ON OR Stewart Davis

2

BEFORE « 19 . SUIT WILL BE INSTITUTED

Septe 10 27 :
AGAINST YOU IN THE | PEOPLE'S 3
{ BALTIMORE Shad jcourr. 3
HN T. DONOHUE §
FEORCE W, RIFE. :
COLLECTOR AND MANAGER. BUREAU OF RECEIPTS. iand accounts (the causes of action
2 ias | bl }lst 1928
I = TSRS Y Awuw e UV | VIAIANAUCECN A PTAIN A X fw ), over and above

all discounts{, to the best of his knowledge and belief. And he further swears that he is the Agent of

the said plaintiff and duly authorized to make this affidavit, and has personal knowledge of the matters
therein stated.

WirNess my hand and notarial seal.
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To TaE DEFENDANT

Take Notice —That upon the day of your appearance to this action, a rule will be laid upon you
requiring you to plead to the Declaration in accordance with the Act of 1886, Chapter 184, and all

supplements and amendments thereto, or judgment by default will be entered against you.

il Attorney for Plaintiff.

ﬁpprove the institution of the above suit.

)

& N—

STATE OF MARYLAND,
Sct.
City oF BALTIMORE

I Heresy Cerriry, That on this ]5th day of January ,19 ég >
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, in and for the City of Baltimore
aforesaid, duly commissioned and qualified, personally appeared jo1n T, Donohue , City
Collector, and agent for and in behalf of the Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, plaintiff, and made

oath in due form of law that there is justly due and owing by J, Stewart Davis

the defendant in the said case, to the plaintiff on annexed statements and accounts (the causes of action

with interest from Jan,lst,1928
in said cause) the sum of § 120,66 (vetthxixtexastcromxx 4 {%#9% ), over and above

all discounts, to the best of his knowiedge and belief. And he further swears that he is the Agent of

the said plaintiff and duly authorized to make this affidavit, and has personal knowledge of the matters

therein stated.

Wirness my hand and notarial seal.

Notary Public.




Amownt of personal taxes - $120.66
Imt. 5 months @ 6% 3.00

Amount of judgment $123. 66
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No. j:j,_ ‘MJA% D. 19;92&
Baltimore City Court.
{

The Mayor and City Council
of Baltimore

A Body Politic and Corporate

L :&%ﬂ‘r&f s /i/%

WRIT OF SUMMONS

Cop of Nar and Notice to plead

wi to be served on defendant.

A, Walter Kro%

Attorney for Plaintyf

S g

BED Ay o oo
Filed day of L2 192

WIEL S 8Z8l 1z ygy

‘ ’}:’]fl 1e l\x””()l,‘;f”_




WRIT OF SUMMONS

STATE OF MARYLAND
BALTIMORE CITY, To wit:
To the Sheriff of Baltimore City, Greeting:

You are commanded to summon

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

tn the same city, on the second Monday of. t.é.;’“ next, to answer

an action at the suit of The Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, a body politic and

corporate.

and have youw then and tke‘re this wri\t

MWitness the Honorable JAMES P. GORTER, Chzef Judge of the Supreme Bench of
Baltimore City, the /rQ ‘ day of... JAN 102 192
Issued the o2.L2.....day of APR. .. Q98 192

£

Clerk.




IN THE

BALTIMORE CITY COURT.

MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
OF BALTIMORE,

A Body Politic and Corporate,

Vs.

J. STEWART DAVIS.

JUDGMENT

Mr. Clerk:-

Please filokt! SEF 2 1 19

...............

and City Council of Baltimore.

vV




MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF
BALTIMORE,

A Body Politic and Corporate,
- IN THE

vs.

BALTIMORE CITY COURT.

J. STEWART DAVIS. Docket ... 4. ., Folio 1686

The Plaintiff moves for a judgment by default for want of plea and affidavit of defense

T

City Solzcthr—Attorney for M ayor
and City Council of Baltimore.

Upon legal and satisfactory proof of the correctness and amount of the claim for which the
above suit was brought, being produced to the court.

IT 13 ORDERED, this...... £ 2=, .day of September, 1928 | that the
/ One hundred and twenty three dollars ’
Judgment by default in this cause be extended for...and 8ixty gix. cents. . . n g™

), damages assessed by the Court and costs of suit. W/%

(A

($ 123.66

2-15-28 C.P.Co. 5000



