566 3ff from the whole lot and so0ld separately to advantage.There were also evidence tending
to show that one or two small lots ceuld be laid off in the rear of the whlee lot and
prehaps sold to advantage to persons owning shallow lots adjoining on the Southwest.It
3 also shown that the purchaser of the mortgage premises,at the sale thereof,had barg-
xed t0 resell the same at & very considerable advance over the price bid by him at the

sale, Inadequacy of price alone is seldom a suffiolent reason for seiting aside a sale,

out in this ocase,as alreadt indiocated,we are of epinion that the advertisement of sale
as not as full,preocise and definite as it should have been in desoridbing the property

T

to De s0ld.The ordinary reader would oconclude that it contsined but one-half an sore of

land,when in faot it ocontained more than double that quantity.The lot fronts 120 or 122
feet more or less,on the Baltimore turnpike or State road,and that fact ought properly ¢
to have been mentioned in the advertisement,and also the depth of the lot whatever it

be,and the faot that it was susceptible of division inte two or more lots.
It hgs been very truly said by Chancellor Kent,in speaking of the duties of trustees and

off others aoting in a 1ike oapasity, “that te sell in paroels or lets,tends to provent
»dious speculations upon the distresses ef others."Woods vs.Monell,1 Johns Ch.505.

Neither the morigage mor the deeds oonveying the property appear to aoourately desoribe B

he same ,and for thisreason we deem a survey necessary to be made in order that the out-

lines thereof may be clearidp and acourately loocated;and at the same time we think the

~ |person making the sale should have the surveyor make suoch tentative sub-divisions of the
hole 1ot as je¢ deens proper and desirable in the exeroise of the same reasonable judge-
ent and disoretion that a careful owner would adopt in the sale of his ewn property so

to sell it to the best advantage and for the most money that it will bring.
| Thomas vs.Fewster,95 Md. Ll6.

he property ocould then be offered 1n parcels and as a whole and sold to the best advan-

age.For the reasons assigned,we will sustain the exceptions filed,and erder a release 8
3" the premises.It is thereupon,this 1st day of April,A.D.2916,by the Cirouit Court for

Frederiok County,sitting as a Ceurt of Equity,and by suthority thereof,adjudged,ordered
ad deoreed that the first and third exceptdons and objections,as above mentioned,to the
ratification ef the sale reported to the Comdto on Maroh 4th,61916,1n above entitled cause,

5¢ and the same are heredby sustained;and it is ordered by the authority aforesaid that a

re-advertisement of the premises be made or that a sale be effected at private sale if
oractioable,after a survey in the manner sbove indieated,and that the p'ruiul be sold

in parcels or as a whole to the best advantage and in the manner to realize the most

oney that may reasonably be obtained therefor.The ocosts of these exeeptions t0 be paid

ut of the proeeeds of sale. Hemmend Urner
*1led May 1st,19016. . Glenn H.Worthington

L |

FINAL RATIFICATION OF SECOND REPORT OF SALE.

Lewis S.Clingan Surviving Exeoutor No. 9432 EQUITY.
3f the last will and testément of In the Circuit Court for

1 C.Kunkel, K late of Frederiok Frederick County,sitting
ounty,deceased Mortgagee eof

John W.Weller and wife.
0 N.
PETITION.

as & Court of
EQUITY.

vl vk i Wt it wE{ Wt gt

ﬂﬂ!lﬂ...l..l...l'.'.'l

I'e the Honorable,the Judges of said c'ourtl -

The Petition and Report of Sale of Lewis 8.Clingan Surviving Exeoutor %&0.1in the above
ntitled matter respeoctfully shows unteo ye:ur Honors!-

1. That since the passage ef the Court's order herein on the 1ist.day of April, 1916,

ustaining the exceptions to the sale heretofore reported by him and authorizing a sale

T;]H

t private sale of the mortgaged premises in these prooeedings mentioned,your Petitioner
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