'Gartrude E.Hickman

: No.9162 Equity.
vs. . In the Cirouit Court for Frederiok County.
Annie Kroeger et al. : In EqQuity.
N

- —

‘ To the Honorsble,The Judges of said Court:-

The Plaintiff by Smith and Smith her Attorneys,objeots a.nd. exoepts to the sdmiasib-
11ity of the following test imony.

1st.She objeots and excepts to the 8th. ,10th. ,1l4th. ,16.,17th. ,18th. ,19th. ,22nd.,
23, 2Uth.,25th. ,27th.,29th.,30. ,31st. ,32nd. ,53rd. ,34th. ,38th. ,59th. ,Uoth. ,U2nd.,

" |4kth. ,and 45th., oross interrogatorges and answers of Gertrude E.Hiokman beoause the

same are irrelevent and immediaterial ‘and inadmissible and also objects and exoepis

to exhibit “Tickner & Sons"being offered in evidence beoause the same 1s irrelevant

nd. She objeots and exoepts to the 2nd. Yth. ,Sth. ,and 6th. ,questions and answers of

‘;nd immaberils ;

Josephine Hio]ﬁmsn in her Examonation in Chief because the same are irreslevant and
{mmaterial and inadmissable .

rd. She objeots and exoeptis to the 2nd. jrd. ,llt.h. ,Sth. ,8th. ,9th. ,and 11th. ,questfo-

s and snswers of Charles Hiokman in his Examination in Chief because the same are
irrelevant and immaterial;
Lth.She objeots and excepts to the 3rd. ,and Uth., questions and answers of William
Jiokman in his Emamination in Chief beocauss the same are irrelesvant and 'immaterial
1d inadmissible. |

and inadmissible.
6th. And she objeots and excepts to all of the testimony offered by the réespondents
in so far as the same relates to the personal estate of the said Thomas Hiockman be-

cause the same is irrelevant and immaterial and inadmissible.
Smith & Smith

M

Attys.for Plaint iffs.

Filed M 15th,1015.

AMMENDED BILL OF COMPLAINT. '

_M

No.9162 Equits.
In the Cirouit Court for

Frederiok County,sitting
as a Court of Equity.

Gertrude E.Hiockman

"

"

"

vs. "
”

"

»

Annie Rroeger et al.

fo the Honorable, the Judges'of said Court!-
| The smended Bill of Complaint of Gertrude E.Hiokman leave 10 f£ile same huving

veen first had and obtained,respeotfully shows unto vour Honors;-
That on the pirst day of May,191l, your Petitioner filed a Bill of Com-
plaint in this oause, alleging that she and her husband,a oertain Thomas Hiokman,la-

te of Frederiock COunt.y,n-ryland deceased, did enter into a verbal agreement by virt-
se of which it was understcod between t.hem t.hst. they should jointly purchase the

' number of lots mentioned :I.n these prooeedings and that the said Thomas Hiokman sho-

uld furnish $100.00 of the nish $300.

l|00 of the purchase prloe, which said lots of said resl estate would be bought for

‘the total smount of $U00.00. Your Petitioner in said Bill alleged that by virtue of
|said agreement, she was entitled to have the deed exeouted to her by Joseph H. Hamil-

|

ton, the grantor of said real estate,and your petitioner prays that adeoree might be

passed by your Honorsble Court direoting the said Hamilton to make a deed to that

iorfeot.
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