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R. GARLAND CHISSEL et al. 
Appellants 

VS. 

MAJOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF 
BALTIMORE, a Municipal 
Corporation 

Defendant 

IN THE 

COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

MARYLAND 

October Term 191*9 

No. 9 

S T I P U L A T I O N 

It is STIPULATED by and between counsel in the above entitled 

case that the time for the filing of the Appellee's brief be and is 

hereby extended until September lb, 191*9. 

Donald G. Murray -
Counsel for Appellants 

Hamilton U'iWnne -
Counsel for Appellee 





R. GARLAND CHISSELL, et al.t 

Appellants 

THS PETITION NO. I N 

vs. 

M A Y O H AND C I T Y C O U N C I L O P 

3ALTIMQRE C I T Y 

Appellees 

THS COURT Of A P P E A L S OF M A R Y L A N D 

October iera 1949 

No. 9 

Petition and Order to File 3rief 
•HUM Pre Tunc 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE CHIEF JUDG3 OF THE COURT OF APPEALS OF MARYLAND: 

The petition of your Appellants, respectfully shows: 

1. That an appeal in the above captioned matter has been noted ia 

your Heaerable Court, the record tn.asnri.tted thereto aad a copy of the Joiat 

»ppeadir filed therein an July 27, 1949. 

2. That the appellants have filed three stipulations ia your Honor­

able Court exteading the time for filing this brief, the last one filed extended 

the time until August 1, 1949. 

3. That August 1, 1949 has now passed and the appellants1 brief has 

not yet b<-rt filed. 

4. That co-counsel for the appellants, Donald G. Murray, was suddenly 

stricken ill ca July 27, 1949 before ho could complete sad deliver the appollamtr 

brief to the printer. That co-counsel Charles 3. Heustoa JIRE beoa in St. Louis, 

Missouri, and Now Orleans, Louisiana at the trial of cases sines Julv 20, 1949 

aad has aot yet returaed to Washiagtea, D. C. By reason of his illness, Donald 

G-. Murray and by reason of Charles H. Houston*s absence from Washington, D. C. , 

Donald G. Murray was unable to communicate with co-couneel for the appellants so 

that the brief could bo submitted by August 1, 1949. 

5. That the appellants have made extensive preparations for the trial, 

appeal and editiag of the joint appendix in conjunction with attorneys for the 

appellees and expended great suns of money for the same. 

EEAEFORE, by reason of the matters set forth above, the physieiaas 

certificate attached hereto and prayed to be taken as part hereof, aad for the 

reason that the appellants should not be penalized for the inability of their 

http://tn.asnri.tted


counsel through ill LOSS froir submitting this brief as of August 1, 1949 and fer 

iu9 further reason that the delay in submitting this brief is net such as te un­

duly inconvenience yeur Honorable Ceurt »r the appellees, the appellants respect­

fully petitien that the brief »f the appellants submitted te this court en 

August / % , 1949 which was due en August 1, 1949 be accepted by yeur Referable 

Court nunc pre tunc. 

AND AS IN DUTY BO'JHD, ETC. 

Ce-counael for Appellant 

STATE OP MARYLAND) 
: te wit 

CITY OF BALTIMORE) 

I hereby certify that an this O day ef August , 1949, Doaald G. 

Murrey, Ce-ceunsel fer the appellants persenally knewn te me. persenally appeared 

and stated that the matters set ferth abeve are true te the best ef his knowledge 

and belief. 

WITNESS my hand and seal. 

Netary Public 



August 8, 1949 

I, Glenferd 1'. Mussenden, the undersigned, hereby certify that I an 

a medical fleeter and have been practicing my prefee si >n in the State ef Maryland 

fer the past thirteen (13) years: that I air a practicing physician and that the 

branch ef medicine in which I specialize is known as internal medicine. 

I treated Donald Murray, 424 Watty Court, Baltimore, Karylasd, from 

July 27, 1949 te August 7, 1949 and Daiald Murray was totally incapacitatedfer 

the performance ef his regular duties during this period. He suffered from an 

acute attack ef nephrolithiasis (left). 

WITNESS my hand and seal. 

CJlenferd p. Muss end en 

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE: to wit 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that en this day ef August, 1949, before me, 

the subscriber, a Notary Public ef the State ef Maryland, in and for Baltimore 

City, aforesaid, personally appeared Glenferd P. Mussenden, and made oath in due 

form ef law that the matters and facts contained in the above affidavit are true 

te the best of his knowledge and belief. 

TITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal. 



O R D E R 

The attached petition, affidavit, physician's petition and affidavit 

having been filed on the / 2 -day of Angust, 1949, it is this day of August 

1949, by the Court of Appeals of Maryland, Adjudged, Ordmred and Decreed, that 

the brief submitted and filed with the Court of Appeals of Maryland on the / 2 ^ 

day of August and due on the 1st day of August be accepted as filed nunc pro tunc. 

Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals 
of Maryland 



August 15,1949 

Donald G. Murray, Esq. 
Attorney-at,-Law 
1506 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Baltimore 17, Mar; land 

Dear Sir: 

Your petition and order to file brief 
nunc pro tunc has been returned by Chief Judf;e 
Marbury unsigned. 

Should the appellee file a motion to 
dismiss this case because of the lateness of 
your brief, the Court will take into consideration 
this petition when it hears the case in its proper 
turn on the docket. 

Very truly yours, 

VTSrav Chief Deputy 
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E. GARLAND CKISSELL AND AUGUSTA 
CHISSET.L, hie wife; WILLIAM 3. 
3 0 Y K I N SB., and WILLIE MAE EOYXIN 
his wife; RAYMOND A. C. YOUNG and 
HELEN B. YOUNG, his wife; CLARENCE 
M. MITCHELL, JR f, and JUANITA JACKSON 
MITCHELL, hie wife; et al, 

Appellants. 

vs. 

THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL 0? BALTIMORE, 
A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION 

Appellees. 

IN THE 

COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

MARYLAND 

No. 9 
October Term 1949 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
FOR FILING BRIEF 

IT IS STIPULATED by and between the parties to this 

appeal and their solicitors that the time for filing the Appellant'e^rief in 

the above entitled cause, be and hereby is extended until July 22, 1949. 

Co-Solicitor for Appellants 

Co^-Solicitor for Appellees 





R. GARLAND CHISSELL AND AUGUSTA 
CHISSELL, his wife; 7» ILL I AM R. 
BOYKIN SR., and WILLIE MAE BOYKIN, 
his wife: RAYMOND A. C. YOUNG and 
HELEN B. YOUNG, his wife; CLARENCE 
ii. MITCHELL, JR., and JUANITA JACKSON 
MITCHELL, his wife; et al, 

IN THE 

COURT OP APPEALS 

Appellants. 
OF 

VS. 

THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OP BALTIMORE, 
A MUNICIPAL COHPORATIOI, 

Appellees. 

MARYLAND 

No. 9 
October Term 1949 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF 
TIME FOR FILING BRIEF 

IT IS STIPULATED by and! between the parties to this appeal and 

their solicitors that the time for filing the Appellan^M^brief in the above 

entitled cause, be and hereby is extended until August 1, 1949. 

Co-Solicitor for Apbellanfcs 

Co-Solicitor for ApPdleKs 





!|R. GARLAND CHISSELL AND AUGUSTA 
!CHISSELL, his wife; WILLIAM R. 
iiBOIKIN SR., and WILLIE MAE BOYKIN, 
;lhis wife; RAYMOND A. C. YOUND and 
HELEN B. YOUNG, his wife; CLARENCE 
,i M. MITCHELL, JR., and JUAN H A JACKSON 
'MITCHELL, his wife; et al, 
! 

Appellants. 

vs. 

;THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE, 
| A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 

Appellees. 

IN THE 

COURT OF APPEALS 

OF 

MARYLAND 

No 
October Term 194-9 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
FOR FILING BRIEF 

! IT IS STIPULATED by and between the parties to this appeal and 

their solicitors that the time for filing the Appellan^>s^brief in the above 

entitled cause, be and hereby is extended until July 1, 1949. 

Co-Solicitor for Appellants 

Solicitor for Appellees' 





R. GARLAND CHISSELL AND AUGUSTA 
CHISSELL, his wife; WILLI/M R. 
ROYKIN SR., and WILLIE MAE BOYKIN, 
his wife; RAYMOND A. C. YOUNG and 
HELEN B. YOUNG, his wife; CLARENCE 
M. MITCHELL, JR., and JUANITA JACKSON 
MITCHELL, his wife; et al, 

IN THE 

COURT OF APPEALS 

Appellants. * OF 

VS. 

THE MAYOR AND CUT COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE,* 
A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 

-it-
Appellees. 

MARYLAND 

No. 9 
October Term 1949 

STIPULATION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
FOR FILING BRIEF 

IT IS STIPULATED by and between the parties to this appeal and 

their solicitors that the time for filing the Appellant's brief in the above en­

titled cause, be and hereby is extended until July 15, 1949. 

Co-Solicitor for Ajapellants 

Solicitor for Appellees 



April 11, 1949 

Donald G. Murray, E s q u i r e 
Attorney at J-«ew 
1506 Pennsylvania Averu:.. 
Baltinore, 17, Maryland 

Dear Sir; 

This i s t o advise that C h i e f Judge i 4arbury has 
signed your petition for t h e extension o f t ime for filing 
transcript in the ca s e of Chissell, e t al v s . M. *c C. C. 
of Baltimore, as oer t h e enclosed cooy, frrantinp; until 
April 19, 1949 for filing with the Clerk o f t h i s Court. 

Very truly yours, 
J 
L:S 
Y 

Petition 
Copy to above -



M U R R A Y . D O U G L A S S & P E R K I N S 
/ 

A T T O R N E Y S . A T - L A W 

1 5 0 6 P E N N S Y L V A N I A A V E N U E 

B A L T I M O R E 1 7 , M A R Y L A N D 

Chief Judge Ogle Marbury 
Chief Judge of"Court of Appeals 
Laurel, Maryland 

Dear Judge Marbury: 

Please find enclosed Petition and Order for Extension of 
Time in the Chissell, et al vs. The Mayoy and City Council of Balti­
more case. 

I have talked to Mr. Young, who has advised me that this 
is the proper procedure. 

Thank you in advance for your courtesy and cooperation in 
this matter. 

D O N A L D G . M U R R A Y 
C A L V I N A. D O U G L A S S 
E R N E S T L. P E R K I N S April 7, 1949 

TELEPHONES 
MADISON 2 0 9 1 

MADISON 1 0 7 1 2 

J A M E S R. C O M P T O N 

Yours very truly, 

Donald G. Murray 

DGM/dl 
End. 





R. GARLAND CHISSELL AND AUGUSTA * THE PETITION NO. IN 
CHISSELL. his wife; WILLIAM R. 
BOYKIN SR. AND WILLIE MKE BOYKIN. * i 
his wife; RAYMOND A.C. YOUNG AND I 

i HELEN B. YOUNG, his wife; CLARENCE * 
M. MITCHELL JR. AND JUANITA JACKSON 
MITCHELL, his wife; et al, * THE COURT OF APPEALS | 

Appellants. * 

V S . * OF 

THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF BALTIMORE, * 
A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, 

* MARYLAND 
Appellees. * 

* * * * * * * * * * 
THE PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF 

T H E FOR TRANSMISSION OF RECORD 

TO THE HONORABLE, THE CHIEF JUDGE OF THE COURT OF APPEAL OF MARYLAND: 

The petition of your Appellants, respectfully shows: 

1. The testimony of all the parties to this case and their witnesses 

has been heard in open court, an opinion has been filed by Judge Mason on 

January 21, 194-9, a decree has been passed and filed on January 26, 1949 in the 

Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City, a notice of appeal has been filed in youij 

Honorable Court on February 9, 1949. 

2. Rule No. 6 of the Rules and Regulations Respecting Appeals of 

the Court of Appeals requires that all transcripts of records, on appeals from 

Courts of Equity, shall be made and transmitted to the Court of Appeals within 

sixty days from the time of the appeal prayed. i 

3 . The rule referred to in the paragraph immediately above requires 

that the transcript in the above entitled cause be transmitted to your Honorable 

Court on April 9, 1949. 

4. There are numerous and varied pleadings and exhibits to be re­

produced and included in this record and counsel and the clerk of Circuit Court 

No. 2 of Baltimore City have diligently attempted to collect this material to 

complete this record but have been unable to do the same within the time required. 

5» The parties to this suit, their respective counsel and the clerk 

of Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City have agreed that they all desire an 

extension of time for the transmittal of this record. 



6. Under Rule No. 10 of the Rules and Regulations Respecting 

> Appeals of the Court of Appeals as amended July 23, 194-6, this case will not be 

heard in your Honorable Court until October 1949 so that no inconvenience or 

delay will be caused. 

WHEREFORE, Appellants respectfully petition your Honorable Court to 

extend the time for the transmittal of this record to April 19, 1949. 

AND AS IN DUTY BOUND, ETC. 

Co-Counsel for Appellants 



O R D E R 

The attached petition having been filed on the day of April 

1949, it is this S ^ d a y of /Q^/^S^ ,1949, by the Court of Appeals of 

Maryland, Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, that the time for the transmittal of 

the record in the above entitled cause be and hereby is extended to April 19, 

1949. 

Chief JHHge of the Court of 
Appeals of Maryland 


