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cond Monday of

YOU have been summoned to appear in COURT
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‘Jf[NAR. UNDER ACT 1886, CHAP. 184] Oath before a Notary Public.

For money payable by the Defendant to the Plaintiff

N “‘\'\'\J; —
.

IN THE BALTIMORE CITY COURT.

City of Baltimore, to wit:

sue &

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 h request.

3. And for money lent by the Plaintiff to the Defendant

4. And for money paid by the Plaintiff . for the Defendant ,at h request.

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 accounts stated between
: them.

7. And for that the Defendant , on the day of 192 . ;

l by h ' promissory note now overdue, promise to pay to the Plaintiff , $
. .. after date, but did not pay the same. ~

. 8. And for that one
on the ......day of _. | 2192 i)Y h promissory
note now overdue, promised to pay the Defendant , or order $ after date;

and the defendant endorsed the same to the Plamtlff , and the said note was duly presented for
payment, and was dishonored, whereof the defendant had due notice but did not pay the same.

9. And for that the Plaintiff , on the # .....day of 192
by h bill of exchange now overdue, direc}ted to the defendant requxred the Defendant to pay

to the Plaintiff $
the defendant accepted the said bill but dids \‘ot pay the same.

days after date, and

10. And fer that the Defendant - , on }be : day of 192
by h bill of exchange directed to .7 ...l
required ’ : .
to pay Plaintiff §$ e e days after ‘date, and

the said bill was duly presenteds for acceptance and was dishonored, of which the Defendant had due
notice, but did not pay the same.

And the Plamtlff clalm $ l

To the Defendant M U W

TAKE NOTICE—That on the day of your appearance to this action in the BALTIMORE CITY COURT. you will he required to plead to said
declaration in accordance with the Act of 1886, Chapter 184, ent by default will be entered against you

ALY N T Plaintiffs Attorney.

IN THE BALTIMORE CITY COURT.

tried before a Jury

) B ' Plaintiffs Attorrey.

The Plaintiff elect to have this casé




ETHEL WILLIAMS : IN THE
vs. :
DANIEL EASTON : BALTIMORE CITY COURT

Ethel Williams by her Attorney,J. Steward Davis
sues Daniel Easton for that on or sbout June 16,1922,
Daniel Easton did take from the possession of Ethel Williams
against her will, one check to the amount of one hundred and
sixty ($160.00) dollars executed to the order of Ethel
Williams, which check did not belong to the aforementioned
Daniel Easton and that there was not due or owing to the
gsaid Daniel Easton by the Plaintiff the amount of the

aforementioned check.
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Baltimore City Court.

R. D. 1922,

WRIT OF SUMMONS

Co\pf of Nar and Notice to plead

within to be served on defendant.

BRED Jux A0 1922




J
WRIT OF SUMMONS

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

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

city, on the second Monday of (Z,QZ;// : ) next, to answer an action at the

52%/ f////amw

suit of

and have you then and therevthis writ.

Wituess the Honordble JAMES P. GORTER, Chief Judge of the Supremé Bench of Baltimore
City, the '. f/ .. day of | ‘
Issued the - ;& 2/ “day of
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No.
RETURN DAY,

July 1082

(= S |

Baltimore City Court.

Ethel Williams

vs.

MR. LINDSAY, CLERK :

File the within pleas, aff’t of defence, and
certificate of counsek :

B A

Defenda,nt;s Attorney.

of copy of pleas admitted.

Plaintiff’s Attorney.

/ ,
Filed 28 _day of ) 1902 .




[Plea and Aff't of Defence.]

Ethel Williams "IN THE

- [ BALTIMORE GITY COURT,

Daniel Easton

May RS - -

And the said Daniel ®aston

the Defendant  in this action, by .. . We Harry Pairo,

h 1 s attorney, says: For a first plea that h€ never was indebted as alleged; and for a second

plea says: That h€ did not promise as alleged; and for a third plea says: That there

was due and owing to him by the plaint 1I‘f at Lh@ time he 1roe-\red t]xe

i

....check. for. one hundred and. sixty dollars from the plaintiff, the sum of

one hundred and twenty-one dollars, and that he then and there tendered

her the difference between the amount of the chock' and the amount of the

.plaintiffs indebtedness to him, sald difference %cum the sum of thirty-

nine dollars but the plaintiff-sggfusec accept the same,

. ,/l =& A e Attorney for Defendant

By,

STATE OF MARY LAND, City of Baltimore, to wit :

On this. 21st day of , ~T’11” B , in the year nineteen hundred and.
Public
twenty=two, before me, the subscriber, a Justlce of t'ﬁe Peace of the State of Maryland, in
and for Baltimore City, personally appeared Daniel Easton

............ e ¥OMie0f ) the above-named defendant — and made (affirmation)

oath, in due form of law, that every plea so pleaded by the defendant 1s true, and h€
admit 8 §_39,00%%x - wadr | dmr st of the plaintiff’s claim to be due and owing, and
$ 121 0033 3t 18 disputed; and further that he the affiant verily believes

the defendant will be able at the trial of the cause, to produce sufficient evidence to support the said

pleas (as to the portion disputed) and that he is adviged by counsel to file the said pleas.

Notary Publice

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that I advised the _ drfo:n(c_i_mt v ... making the above

oath, (affirmation, ) and filing said pleas to do the same. - "‘t-_)

And the Defendant el? to h
{

......... ot Vo R Attorney.




