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the fact that their particular schools are
what are called consolidated schools and
that the bus transportation of pupils to the
school, the busses arriving and leaving at
different times, requires the principals of
these schools to have approximately 1%
hours additional attendance per day at
school over and above the time required for
Mills. It appears, however, that what is
required in this respect is additional time
from the teachers of the school to receive
and discharge pupils rather than from the
principal alone. The teachers receive no
additional compensation for their extra
time which seems to be substantially merely
an incident of their general duties.

(5) See “Special Problems of Negro Edu-
cation,” by Doxey A. Wilkerson, Staff
Study No. 12, prepared for the Advisory
Committee of Education, published by the
Government Printing Office, Washington,
1939, pages 8, 14, 22, 24.

(6) See Special Problems of Negro Edu-
cation by Doxey A. Wilkerson, Staff Study
No. 12, prepared for Advisory Committee
on HEducation, Government Printing Office,
‘Washington, 1939: also Progress and Prob-
lems for Equal Pay for Equal Work, pub-
lished by the National Education Associa-
tion, 1201 16th St., N. W., Washington, D.
C., June, 1939, p. 24; and Minimium Salary
Laws for Teachers, published by the same
Association January, 1937.
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Maryland, but exists in many Southern
States.°

'Nor has Anne Arundel County been
unmindful of or indifferent to its prob-
lem. As previously noted, it does not
lilit the pay of its teachers either
white or colored to the minima of the
State statutes. In January, 1938, the
i sard passed a resolution expressing
sympathy with the proposition that the
salaries of white and colored teachers
should be equalized by State law, and
expressing regret that no immediate
action could be taken by the Board to-
ward that result in view of the county’s
finances, but indicating an intention to
soon make some increase in the rate of
pay for the colored teachers. For the
scholastic year 1939-40 it has increased
its budget for colored teachers’ salaries
from $66,000 to $74,000, which is a
much larger proportionate increase for
colored teachers than for white teach-
ers, the increase for the latter being
from $210,000 to $218,000. In January,
1939, it voluntarily increased by ten
per cent. the salaries of colored school
teachers for the remaining months of
the scholastic year 1938-39. That per-
centage increase was not continued for
the current year; but in October of this
year the Board proposed to a represen-
tative delegation of county colored
school teachers that it would for the
succeeding scholastic year and for each
year thereafter increase their salaries
by an additional ten per cent. until they
approximated the State minimum for

LEGAL NOTICES.

Third Insertion.

THIS IS TO GIVE NOTICE, That the sub-
scriber has obtained from the Orphans’
Court of Baltimore City letters of adminis-
tration c. t. a. on the estate of

JACOB ECK,

late of said city, deceased. All persons
having claims against said deceased are
hereby warned to exhibit the same, with
the vouchers thereof legally authenticated,
to the subscriber on or before the 16th
day of May, 1940; they may otherwise, by
law. be excluded from all benefit of said

white teachers. it beine estimated that estate. All ﬂmwwoum .mum.mcﬂm&mmﬁ said mwnwnqm
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I Would secdire four of five years to|Civen under my hand this 13th. day of
; . i he| November, 1939." LILLIE ECK DIETZ
bring about such equalization, on the | /0% /%oy ™ =4 qninigtratrix, c. t. a.

condition that the present suit be with-
drawn; but this proposition was de-
clined by the plaintiff whose action in
the matter had the support of all the
colored teachers of the county. But
these financial considerations cannot
control the supreme law of the land as
expressed in the 14th Amendment, and
the implementing Acts of COCongress
which must be controlling here.

Some objections by the defendants to
the relief asked by the plaintiff were
considered in the former case. Thus
it is argued that the plaintiff is not
entitled to complain because he is a
public employe; in the former opinion
the view was taken that he has a suf-
ficient status as a qualified school
teacher by profession and occupation
to have the question determined. Again
it is argued that an injunction should
not be granted because there is an ade-
quate remedy at law by mandamus in
the State Court. This also was dis-
cussed in the former case, but in a some-
what different connection. The objec-
tions to an injunction which were there
held valid, do not exist here; and Title
8, s. 43 of the United States Code ex-
pressly authorizes an injunction as a
possibly appropriate remedy in this
class of cases.

Kenney & Kaiser, Attorneys,

16 St. Paul Street.
THIS IS TO GIVE NOTICE, That the sub-
seriber has obtained from the Orphans’
Court of Baltimore City letters of adminis-
tration on the estate of
LUDWIG W. KAISER,
late of said city, deceased. All persons
having claims against said deceased are
hereby warned to exhibit the same, with
the vouchers thereof legally authenticated,
to the subscriber on or before the 16th
day of May, 1940; they may otherwise, by
law. be excluded from all benefit of said
estate. All persons indebted to said estate
are requested to make immediate payment.
Given under my hand this 13th day of

November, 1939.
JOSEPH O. KAISER,
n14,21,28,d5 Administrator.

Fourth Insertion.

Niles, Barton, Morrow & Yost, Attorneys,
Baltimore Life Building.
THIS IS TO GIVE NOTICE, That the sub-
seriber has obtained from the Orphans’
Court of Baltimore City letters of adminis-
tration on the estate of
CHARLES C. WACTKER,
late of said city, deceased. All pensons
having claims against said deceased are
hereby warned to exhibit the same, with
the vouchers thereof legally authenticated,
to the subscriber on or before the 9th day
of May, 1940; they may otherwise, by
law, be excluded from all benefit of said
estate. All persons indebted to said estate
are requested to make immediate payment.
Given under my hand this 6th day of

Education also| November, 1939. ANNA L. WACKER,

December, 1939, to show cause 1I any e
may have, why the relief prayed for
should not be granted.

W. CONWELL SMITH.

True Copy—Test:
CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,

n7,14,21,28 Clerk.

William §. Wilson, Jr., Solicitor,
1001-2 Court Square Building.
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
MORE CITY — (B—511—1939) — Marion
Winifred A. Kendall vs. William Kendall.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this bill is to procure a
decree of divorce a vinculo matrimonii by
the plaintiff, Marion Winifred A. Kendall,
from the defendant, William Kendall.
The bill recites the marriage of the par-
ties in Elkton, Maryland, on January 1,
1935, by a religious ceremony, the residence
of the plaintiff in Maryland for more than
two years prior to the filing of the bill;
that no children were born to the parties
as a result of the marriage; that without
just cause the defendant abandoned and
deserted the plaintiff five days after the
marriage, namely, on January 6, 1935, and
has never returned to live with the plaintiff
since that date; that there is no reasonable
hope of reconciliation; that the defendant
is a non-resident of Maryland whose last
known address was Washington, D. C.
It is hereby ordered by the Circuit Court
of Baltimore City, this 6th day of Novem-
ber, 1939, that the plaintiff, Marion Wini-
fred A. Kendall, by causing a copy of this
order to be inserted in some daily news-
paper published in Baltimore (City once a
week for four successive weeks before the
7th day of December, 1939, give notice to
the absent defendant, William Kendall, of
the object and substance of this suit and
warning him to be and appear in this Court
in person or by solicitor on or before the
22nd day of December, 1939, to answer the
premises and abide by and perform such
decree as may be passed herein.
W, CONWELL SMITH.

True Copy—Test:
CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,

Clerk.

n7,14,21,28

PROPERTY SALES.

TRUSTEE’'S SALE OF
1504 NORTH GAY STREET

By decree of the Circuit Court No. 2 of
F.w:::cg City, the undersigned, Trustee,
will sell at public auction, on the prem-
ises, on

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 7, 1939
AT 4:00 O'CLOCK P. M,

ALL THAT LOT in Baltimore, Maryland,
on the northwest side of Gay Street at the
center of the partition wall between the
house on this lot and the house adjoining
on the southwest side, being at the dis-
tance of 38 feet 3 inches northeasterly from
the corner formed by the intersection of
the northwest side of Gay St. with the
north side of Oliver St.; and running
thence northwesterly along the center of
said partition wall 28 feet 9 inches, more
or less, to the end thereof; thence still
northwesterly continuing the same direc-
tion 36 feet 7 inches, more or less, to the
southeast side of an alley 10 feet wide;
Emcnm northeasterly along the southeast
side of said alley 11 feet 9 inches, more or
less, to the division between the closet on
this lot and the one adjoining on the
northeast; thence southeasterly along said
division 3 feet 7 inches, more or less;
thence southwesterly along the southeast
side of said closet 1 foot to a division
fence; thence southeasterly along said
fence 4 feet 1% inches to the westernmost
corner of the brick dwelling adjoining on
the northeast; thence northeasterly 434
inches to the center of the partition wall
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