ANSWER OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM. | ;

Williem L.B.Care and " ' Ne.10135 EQUITY.
Irene W.Care,his wife. -
. In the Circuit Ceurt for :
ve. " Frederiock County ]
@da L.Care widow %oet al. : sitting in Equity. .J
------o- -----

‘ THE ANSWER OF Vernon L.Care infant under the age of twenty-ons years,by John H.Martz Guardian ad

Litem,to the Bill of Complaint of William L.B.Care et Al against Ida L.Care widow et al.in the

Cirouit Court for frederiok County,sitting as a Court of Equity exhibited.

The Defendant ocannof admit any of the matters and things alleged in the b1ill, and being infant of
|

tender years,submit his rights to the protection of this Court.

'

John H.Marts
' (Piled April 28,1920) Guardian as Liten.
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ANSWER OF VIOLA E.CARE.
|

¥o.10135 EQUITY.

llilliam L.B.Care and "
Irene W.Care his wife - In the Cirocuit Cours for :
vs. " Frederiok County :
iIda L.Care (widow ) : N EQULTY
lct al.
........ Qr-eecec= g
To the Honorable ; the JUDGES of said Court --- i
The answer of Viola E.Care,wife of Vernon L.Care,respeotfully shown unto your Honors;-- !
18t -- That this respondent admits all and singular the allegations of the Bill of Complaint as aet
' forth in the 1st -- 2nd and 3rd paragraphs of the Bill to be true as therein set forth. i
2nd -- That this respondent neither admits or denies the allegations as set forth in the lUth and :

Sth paragraphs of the Bill and leaves the Plaintéffr to his proof.
And this respondent answering all and fully the several allegations of the Bill of Complaint prays

- to be henoe dismissed with her proper costs.

And as in duty eto.

F)
. i, Qe 35

'Witness Bernard L.Hill
(Filed May 3,1920)

Viola E.Care

| |
i OPINION AND DECREE. NO.1013S EQUITY.

'William L.B.Care and ITene - " In.the Cirouit Gourt
'l.c.re,his wife, " for Frederick County,

»
| Vs. " sitting as a Court .
'Jda L.Care (_widow) ,Vernon : of Equity.
L.Care, infant ,and Viola E. .
Care,his wife.

---.._--0. ------

The evidence in this case proves very oclearly and utiafootoﬁ that title to the lots in question

'was taken in the name of George B.Care because his sén,William L.B.Care,who desired to own the prop-|’

erty,was at the time, September 6,1916,a minor under twenty-one years of age,and therefore incapable
of exeouting a mortgage thereon to the Real Estate and Improvement Company of Baltimore City,from

whom he desired to cbtain a loan of about $350.00. The evidence of the widow,the brother,and of the

i

Cashier of the Peoples National Bank of Brunswiok,as well as the correspondence between the plaint- F
' iff William L.B.Care,and Dr.S.R.Barr,representing the Real Estate and Improvement Company,establish-

es the faot that the title to the property was taken in the father's name merely and solely beocause
the son was a minor,and also the faot that all moneys paid on the purohase prioce of the properiy
were Fp.id by the son,William L.B.Care,and that George B.Care,the father,died without having deeded
the property to his sdn,after the hidtter became of full age,through an omnission due entirely to
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