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ibankrupt.a,whou solioitors they are,and alleged oreditors of the bankrupts,members of his family
'and of the petitioner Miohasl FiSeachrist ,who is merely a willing tool of the bankrupts and the

members of his family,who allege themselves oseditors,and the said Seachrist is permitting himself |

| to be used by the solicitors of the bankrupts and the members of his family,alleged oreditors of

the bankrupt,to harass,annoy,impede,and delay a prompt and séquitable settlement of the bakrupts
estate.And these respondents futher answering say that there is no desire or real effort being
made in this cause by the said solioitors f£1iling this amended petition to serve the interestis of
the general creditors of the bankrupt,but that the amended petition 1is r:lled by them in an effort
to serve the interests of the bmkrupts and the members of his family who prerou themselves to be
ocreditors or the bankrupt..ind these rupondont- pray the Court to strike out the afore-mentioned
soandalous and impertinent olmsoa and sentenou in said emended petition.

And having answered all and several the parnsrsphs of said petition and the allegations therein ,

these reapondentka pray to be hence dismissed with their proper cosis.
Emory L.Caoblentz

Charles C.Waters
Filed March 27th,1908. @ @=—mesccscccccccccccoos--
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Central National Bank ‘o No.8 269 EQUITY.
& body oorporate, - : In the Cirouit Court for
VS. .o
. Prederisk County,sitting .
Emory L.Coblentz et al. .o
.o as a Court of Equity.
Trustees. .o

In the abowe entitled cause Michael F.Seachrist,on the 25rd day of March 1908 filed an amended
petition to be made. a part.y dorendenm,in ac:l.d cause for the purpose of presenting certain defenses
to the mort.gnge which is being sought. to be roreoloud by the pldnt.ifr a duly certified copy of

which mortg-go is filed in the oase.
In the pet:lt.ion he alleges thet he is a oomon oredit.or of the mort.gngor Augustus H.Ebert,who has

been duly n.dJudgod a bankrupt,and thae t.he trustees have failed to set up in their answer to the
Bill the defense set forth in his petition,which he believes are good and valid defenses to the Bi

of complaint,and which iff sustained by the Court,would defeat the plaintiffs proceedings,and would
result in diat.r:lbut.:l.ng the property covered by said mortgage among the common oreditios of said
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nortgqor.His petition has been sworn t0 by him.The Trustees answered said petition, in which answery
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they admit that s@id Seachrist is a creditor ef8 said morigagor, but allege they are willing to pres i
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ent any good and valid defense to the suit and refer to their answer 1o sald Bill of Complaint as

an evidence thereof.I have exsmined the answer,and found nothing in it to show that the defense setl
forth :|.ﬁ said Seachrist's petition am affirmatively presented by them.The common oreditor gensrall]
has no right to intervene,and the Trustees represent them,dut it is only fair that they sheuld

more or less oonsult the interests of those who are ordinarily helpless to present their side of .
the controversy.it is the duty of the Court to see that this is done,either by direoting the trus- ;
tees t0 be s0,0r make the creditors a party to the ocause, so he can do so.Nowit i3 not necessary fo .‘
me to determine the correctness or validity of the defenses set up in the petition at this time,buy

some of them are sufficient oonsequence to be embraced in an answer to the Bill of Complaint.The

trustees have personally expressed a willingness to be guided by the Court in the matter,and to
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f£ile such an answer.l think it is the duty of the trudtees,under all the ciroumstances to set up

substantially the defenses set forth in the 2nd,statement of defenses in sald Seachrist's petition,
s0o that they may be presented to the Court for its oonsideration.But any additional expense which
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will be entailed thereby in the event of a faillure to maintain them,must be born by sa 4 petitione
I do not think it is necessary for any formal order in the premises,as I belisve the trustees will
act without the necessity for such order.0f course if they do not do so,on the application of the
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petitioners solicitor a formal order will be issued.
- JohnC.uotter

Filed Maroh 31,1908 T
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