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The defendant's are required to file their answer's or other defense in the Nlerk’'s
office within fifteen davs after the rejurn dayv mentioned above but the personal atten-
dance of the Jefendant's at Court on the return day {s not required,

Summen:d Clares l.eatherman un? s copy of the procesg left with the defendent, non est

t¢ Fo~ter l.eathermsn.

Thomus F.McNulty
(Filed May 1,1777) Sheriff.

IN THE CTYRCUTT COUPT™ POR WRLTDERICK OOUNTYVY,
Flcra E.l.eatherman et ual. "
Vg, " Mo. 10%27  Ekquity.

John D.Horine,et al.

_______ Mmoo =
TO TE:L HONOFABLLE,THr JUDCGLS OF SATID COUPT,

The answer of Flioyd l.eathermun and Annie K.l.eatherman his wife,6 and Fcster lLesather-
man and Clara leastherman,his wife 6 individuglly, and Fozter und Flocyd Leathermun, t®c of
the bxecutors of the last will and testament ¢f John W.leuthermun,K deceuased, respectfully
repraesnt;

1. These respomdents admit the allegatiovns 2onvcine2 In the first,second,third and
fourth paragraphs of the bill of complaint filed against them and others,in this cuause.
2. That they admit the uliegations in the fifth puragraph of said bill in ¢ far as
they pertain to the executicn of the agreement of sales etc.,but deny thut said agree-
ment is null and veid,and on the contrary aver that %he asald contract and agreement 13
in writing uand signed by all tne varties and is valid and dinding on all Lhe parties
thereto,and that the -“elay or ommission to consumate 3alid sale of the firet day of Apr-
1. was csaused by the inability o¢f Foster Leatherman,a resident ¢f Raltimore City,to be
present on vhat day, and thut some titme after the firsy of April «ll the parties met
ancd agreed trnat tohe proceedinge should be filed in the Jrphans Ccurt for the upproval,
by the Court,of the ssle.

3. That these respondents deny all the materisl allegautions contained in the =ixth
arnd seventh puragraphs of said bill of _-omplaint.

L. And further answering saeid billl of complaint these respomdents say that the compl-
winant is without interesty in the cubiject matter ¢f this suit.

i Tha%t this Court is without Jurisdicticn in the premises, und the complalnant havirng
a7r2e7d tc sald sule and entered into the contract for the sale, upon the faith of which
your reppondent,Floyd lLeatherman made vylusble improvements on said farm and that 1t
woeuld be grossly inequitable to ullow the complainant tc withdruw her consent to such

sale. Wherefore your respondents pray to bhe hence dismissed with their reasonable

costse.
H.K.DelLuuter.
(Filed Myy 15, 1922) Soliciter for Pespondents.
Florys E.Leatherman, Widow und "
Life-tenant under the Will of ; No. 10527 Equity.
John W.Leatherman, deceased. "

" In the Cirouit Court for

V8. 1
’ Fredericlk County

John DN.Horine et ul and Floyd y
Leasathermun and Foster l,eather- &
man and kthel L.leatherman,now

IN EQUITY.

Ethel E.Horine Exkcutore and "
Executrix of the laest Will and ;
Testament of John W.lLeuatherman, "
dece used. "



