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" which he received from the sale of the said property was properly en asset of this recelver-

ship to be accounted for therein; and your Respondent emphatically denies that he is in con-

temptuof;your-HOQQrabloﬂCourt technically or otherwise and your Respondent says that he never

. at any time throughout these proceedings did or intended to act contrary to. the authority

of your Honorsble. Court eand your Respondent further says that after your Honorable Court de-
eclined to pass the order suthorizing the receivers to join in the lease of the sald property

thet the ssid receivers had no intsrest in the ssid property whatsoever.

~ And havin fully answered your Respondent prays to be hence dismissed with his reasonable |

cOosSts.

And your respondent will ever pray &c.

Parsons Newmsn

' _ Solicltor for Albert Segaloff
Filed March 14, 1946. - S o | , Respondent

OPINION AND DECREE

' BUTLER BROTHERS, INC., 1 " ' ~ NO. 14,296 EQUITY.
vs. ' - _ " '~ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
ALBERT SEGALOFF and - w0 FOR FREDERICK COUNTY,

CHARLES SEGALOFF AND SON. L _ . o
I s B IN EQUITY.

. OPlNION.AND BECREE _

. Leslie‘N. coblentz and Benjamin B.'Rosenstock. through their,nttorney, Sharman P. Bow~
ers, filod a oetition in this csuse on the let day of Fcbruary, l9n6 asking the Court to
vacate and set ssids a deed datsd September 27, l9h5, from.Albert chaloff et al, holders
of the equitabls title in certain real estate which they conveyed to‘Harry Kessler and Stel-

la Kessler on seid date snd described in the deed of conveyanco.xu

Testimony concerning the mattors set out in the petition'was takon in open Court on

April 26 19h6 and ths facts established by the evidence produced at that time, and other

- prooeedings in the case, are-as follows. __

- The petitidnerS'were appointed in this cause as Rsceivers on February 17, 1941 by ths
Court lJudgc DelaplaincJ - Thereafter, on the l9tn day of Februsry, l9hl they filed their

bond in the penslty of %3 000, conditioned upon the fsithful disonsrge of their duties. The |

bond'wss for the period of one year and it was not renswed nor was any subsequent bond given'i

by tne Receivers thereafter. AS s consequence the bond expired on ‘the l9th.dey of rebruary,
1942, On February 21 l9dl an sppraisal*was made oOf tne personal oroperty consiting of stock
in trade, fixtures and office equipmsnt, and said appraisal amounted to the sum.of $h 485 26
The Roceivers for = short psriod of tims continued to operate the business and thereefter dis
posed of all rema ining personsl props rty. On dpril l9th they fllsd report showing aggr egate
amount of seles in the amount of $3, 231.51, NOtice'wss then given to creditors and an au—";
dit was stated on August L, l?hl, which provided for the psymsnt of all expensss.and costs,
commissions to ths Receivsrs snd a solicitor*s fee to Sherman P. Bowers, their attorney of
rscord. The balanca in hend was distributed smong the common creditors pro rata, and said 7

audit wss finally ratified and confirnsd on.nugust 20 l?hl.' Prior to the ratification of

'said udit and distribution referred to, to-wit, on'the 2lst day of npril 19&1 the Receiv~ |

ers pursuant to an order of Court (Judgs”Willard) caused tne real estate now in question to
be anpraised, and the report of the apnraiser placed.a value of 810, 000 upon said*real es~
tate. At the time of the sporaisal the oroperty was encumbered with 8 mortga ge lien in the
amount of $9,000 dus the Esrmsr and Mechnics Nstionel Bank of Frederick, Msrylsnd. The in-

*terest of,Albert Segaloff in the real estate'wss a one*half undivided interest in possession:

and a onouhalf undivided interest in the remainder of the other half all subgsct £0 the
potential dower of his wife. In addition to the $9,000, there was also due the mortgagee
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