
Re: OT for the Most Part . . . but a question

Source: http://newsgroups.derkeiler.com/Archive/Rec/rec.equestrian/2007−12/msg01466.html

From: "jsaranac" <jsalacious@xxxxxxxxx>• 
Date: Wed, 12 Dec 2007 17:21:55 −0500• 

"Dr Corinne B Leek" <cleek@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxx> wrote in message
news:io70m3p1urs4kvomgr9ccj8e87s4ukajcd@xxxxxxxxxx

On Wed, 12 Dec 2007 09:29:09 −0500, "jsaranac" <jsalacious@xxxxxxxxx>
wrote:

"Eileen Morgan" <egm12@xxxxxxx> wrote:

So. Cleaning out the attic this summer, found a big
rubbermaid type tub
full of collectible cards−−baseball, hockey, basketball, and
football.
AND
then there is a bunch of fantasy stuff as well, from Dungeons
and
Dragons
and other such role playing games. I informed the X that I
found some of
his stuff and tell him to come get it.

No clue about the value of such things. But just a heads up from a
divorce
lawyer. ......Your lawyer might
advise you to do a CYA letter giving him X days to get it or it's yours to
do with as you see fit. That might be entirely unnecessary in your case
but
without knowing the facts and PA law I can't tell.

Actually, this was my first reaction.
Check first before you get an irate X suing you.
He may have been using you as storage (knowing your good nature), even
though he knows they're worth a few $.

Yep. Entirely possible he's been spoiled for years relying on her good

Re: OT for the Most Part . . . but a question

Re: OT for the Most Part . . . but a question 1

http://newsgroups.derkeiler.com/Archive/Rec/rec.equestrian/2007-12/msg01466.html
mailto:jsalacious@DOMAIN.HIDDEN


graces : ).

Having reread the facts, given that it _was_ his stuff before marriage,
caution and CYA is needed.

Lawsuits or motions in court aren't cheap, even ones that get dismissed.
Even if he would just shrug if he found out she sold it, I sometimes find
"the new spouses" to be the catalyst for litigation... "what???? we could
have gone to Hawaii with that money!!! You are NOT letting HER get away
with that!!!"

.
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