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Ardis S t e e l e Gordon

In tfje Oltrrmt Court
vs

OF BALTIMORE CITY

A Decree Pro Oonfesso having bean passed,

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, GEORGE ARNOLD FRICK, one

of the Standing Examiners of the Circuit Courts of Baltimore City, under and by

virtue of an order of the above named Circuit Court, passed in said cause on the

•&J&th day of IftlrBAXZ , 193.5...., met on

the -&2nd day of J&12SS9 in the year nineteen

hundred and thirty...fi.v.e , at my office, in the City of Baltimore, in the

State of Maryland, and assigned the £3.rd day of *ft*£?*!3E

in the same year at ten. o'clock in the .#.•*• noon and the

office of... Che...^?camine.rA in the City and State

aforesaid, as the time and place for such examination of witnesses in said cause;

at which last mentioned time and place I attended, due notice of such meeting

having been given, and proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor of the

.*.„*„?.:.„ to take the following deposition, that

is to say:
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TESTIMONY taken at the office of George Arnold

Pr ick , Examiner, on Saturday, February 23 , 19 35, a t t en

o 'c lock in the morning.

Present : Thurgood Marshal l , Counsel for the P l a i n t i f f .

Thereupon:

ARDI3 STEEL3 GOHDO1T, the P l a i n t i f f , produced

as a witness on her own behalf , being f i r s t duly snorn

according to law, deposeth and s a i t h as follows - t ha t i s

to say -

BY THE SXAMIEER :

1 Q,- S ta t e your name, residence and occupation?

A- Ardis Steele Gordon, 2553 Madison Avenue, Baltimore

Maryland.

2 Q,- Hhftt is your occupation?

A- Teacher.

3 Q,- You are the P l a i n t i f f in t h i s proceeding?

A- Yes, s i r .

4 Q,- How long have you known the Defendant, Prank J .

Gordon?

A- Pour yea r s .

- 1 -



Ardis S t e e l e Gordon

BY MR. MAR SHALL:

5 Q- Mrs, Gordon, hare you been a r e s iden t of the Ci ty

of Bal t imore and the S t a t e of Maryland for more than two

years prior to the fi l ing of your suit?

A- Yes, s i r , I have.

6 Q- Shen, where and by whom were you married to the

Defendant?

A- In Gallipolis, Ohio, June 14, 1931.

NOTE: The marriage cert if icate is now offered in evidence

and filed with the Examiner marked "Plaint iff 's Exhibit

Examiner Ho. 1."

7 Q- Any children born as the result of your marriage?

A- Io«

8 Q,- Mrs. Gordon, have you always been a kind, chaste

and affectionate wife towards your husband?

A- Yes, I have.

9 Q,- Are you and your husband now living together?

A- Ho.

10 Q- Vftien were you separated?

A- About the 15th of October, 1931.

11 ^ - i$hich one lef t the other?

A- He left me .

12 Q- 2id he say anything when he left as to whether he

would come back - did he say anything as to whether he

12-
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Ardis Steele Gordon

live with you or not again?

A- He said he isasn't coming back.

13 Q- £>id you give him any just cause or provocation for

leaving you?

A- Eo.

14 q- Was this desertion and abandonment his own delib-

erate and final act?

A- Yes.

15 Q- Is there any hope of a reconciliation on the part

of you t wo ?

A - So •

16 Q- Is the Defendant a resident or a non-resid ent of

the State of Maryland?

A- Hon-resident.

17 Q,- Where waB he living when you las t heard of him or

heard from him?

A- In Alabama.

18 Q,- And what part of Alabama?

A- Tuslcegee.

19 Q- In the State of Alabama?

A- Yes.

20 Q- Do you d esire to resume your maiden name?

A- Yes.

21 Q- What is your maiden name?

A- Steele.

MR. MARSHALL: That's a l l .

13-



QU3STIQR BY THE SXABHTBH:

Do you know cr oan y< u s ta te any other matter or thing

tha t may be of benefit cr advantage to the pa r t i e s to th i s

sui t or e i ther of them or that may be material to the sub-

ject of th i s your examination or the m&tters? in ruestion

between the p a r s e s ? If sc, e ta te the same fully and at

large in ycuy'

Answer:

d

1 4 -



RUTH S. J0H1TS0E, produced as a witness on

behalf of the P l a i n t i f f , being f i r s t duly sworn according

to lav;, deposeth and sa i th a s follows - tha t i s to say -

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q,- S ta te your name, res idence and occuP-ation?

A- Ruth S. Johnson, 1907 15th S t r e e t , Washington,

D.C.

2 Q- Waa.t i s your occupation?

A- House wife.

3 Q,- Do you know the pa r t i e s to t h i s su i t?

A- Yes, I do •

4 Q,- How long have you known them?

A- Vail, I have known the P l a i n t i f f a l l ray l i f e .

5 Q- Is she re la ted to you?

A- She is my s i s t e r .

6 Q- How long h ve you known him?

A- I have known him about six y e a r s .

BY Mft. MARSHALL!

7 Q- Mrs. Johnson, were you present a t the wedding?

A- ITo, I wasn ' t .

8 Q- Did you know them whe» they l ived toge ther , Mr. and

Mrs. Gordon?

15-



Ruth S. Johnson

A- Yes, I did.

9 Qr Did they live together as man and wife and hold

themselves out in the community as such and were they so

treated by their friends and acquaintances?

A- Yes.

10 q- Has the Plaintiff been a resident of the City of

Baltimore and the State of Maryland for raore than two

years prior to the filing of this suit?

A- Yes, she has.

11 Q- Any children born as the result of said marriage?

A- IO«

12 Q- Has the Plaintiff always been a kind, chaste and

affectionate wife towards her husband?

A- Yea, she has.

13 Q,- Are they living together now?

A- LTo.

14 Q,- Which one left the other?

A- He left her.

15 Q- About when did the separation occur?

A- In October, 19 31.

16 Q- Did she give him any cause or provocation for him

to leave her?

A- Ho.

17 Q- Did he say anything tihen he left as to whether or

16-
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Ruth S. Johnson

not he would return or live with her again?

A- He said he wasn't coming back any more.

18 Q- In your mind, is this desertion of her his deliberat

and final act?

A- Yes.

19 Q,- Has the separation continued uninterruptedly for

more than three years prior to the fil ing of th is suit?

A- They have not lived together since.

20 Q- Since 1931?

A- Yes.

21 Q- Do you think therq^s any hope of a reconciliation

between them?

A- So.

22 Q- Is the Defendant a resident or a non-resident of

the State of Maryland?

A- Non-resident.

23 Q- iShere was he when you las t heard of him or from

him?

A- In Alabama.

24 Q- In the State of Alabama?

A- Yes,

MR. MARSHALL: That's a l l .

1 7 -
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QUESTIOK BY THE EZJLMINBB:

Do you knew cr can ycu state any other matter or thing

that may be of benefit or advantage tc the parties tc this

suit or either of them cr that may be material to the sub-

ject of thi: yotir examination or the matters in question

betveen the partis? If K , Btatt the same full; and at

large in

Answer:

18-



No other witnesses being named or produced before me, I then at the

request of the Solicitor of the....?.lain t i f f

closed the depositions taken in said cause, and now return them closed under my

hand and seal on this i.8.t.h day of

,.i....***?.~ -yrfn the year of our Lord ninej^en hundred

and thirty..fi.?e , at the Ci Baltimore, in/me Stat

Examiner.

There xH3L..is...one Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit. J&&miner .1JQ.....1.

Defendant's Exhibit.

Examiner.

I, GEORGE ARNOLD FRICK, the Examiner before whom the forego-

ing depositions were taken, do hereby certify that I was employed in assigning a

day and taking the said depositions upon two. days, on

of which I was employed by the plaintiff -y{^d on n.Qi

by the defendant.

Examiner.
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DECREE OF DIVORCE.

vs.

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT
—OF—

BALTIMORE CITY

.TERM, m.J.

/

T

This cause standing ready for hearing and being duly submitted, the proceedings were by the Court

read and considered. ,.,,• ̂ s /Q*-~^~ \ I

It is Thereupon, This ^Jf... day of. //pO/t/t/t^C^ , A. D. 193..5 ,
77 (!

by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, tnat the said - -

the above named Complainant, be and She is hereby DIVORCED A VINCULO MATRIMONII from the

Defendant,...the ..said.FRANK...J. GORDON,

jMiro y * Efl fP^mf^R OPPfffilD ^hm% mid iffcHwplai^Biitt bff fttirt ahft 1 B

hereby: authorized to resume her maiden narne: ARDIS. ST.EELE..

And it is Further Ordered, That the said Complainant-..

pay the cost of this proceeding.

A/



The within is a proper decree to be passed in
this case

Auditor and Master



Circuit Court

Docket No. t f «
73 0

1.

Order of Reference
and Report

7

Order Filed/lZ day

Report Filed-C/-/-.-d
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vs.

IN THE

J... .

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

Term, 193sT

This casaJseing submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this LI

day of yJL (. ..r?.. ZJL.. ....Jr.... ., 193 5"* a t the same be and it is hereby referred to

...... Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

•

Report of Auditor and Master

..Bill...for.... :.e...a..vin.c.ulo....ma.tr.im.o.nii....and....f.o.r.....t.lie....r.es.urap.-.

tion of; her. maiden, name., filed.by.. ..the....wife...ag.ains-t...hsr--.-husbJand...ori.-.-.the

ground, of .abandonment, Cade ...Art., .1.6, sees..... S7.-.4S.,

p M against as a naa-rftflidiwnt find hln

non-residence proven.

pTyta^-ifftff r*ff1^«p^» *n ^ftTtt^^r* O f̂cy fnr I*>T* than

two.years., proven..

Ihe..marr.iag.e...pr.Qyen..

Th.Q....a.ban.d.Qnment. for ...thr.e.e.y ears., i t s . . .finality ,......and.....th.e.

irreconcilability, of ...the...parties, proven*

A...deer.ee... pro..conf.es.s.o.....wa

and.more than thirty.-days have..since, elapsed*

.Case...ready., for ...decree..

Auditor and Master
..May...17,..



Circuit Court

193 J"^ Docket No

ARDIS STESLE GORDON
vs.

PRAM: J . GORDOB

Decree Pro Conf esso

No. c2?#£

Filed LZ- day of , 19 3 J



[DECREE PRO CONFESSO]

ARDIS STEELE GORDON

vs.

IN THE

FRAEK J , GORDON

CIRCUIT COURT
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

Term, 193 A

The Defendant .M?.I.? GORDON having been duly

sumaae»ed (notified by Order of Publication) to appear to the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear

thereto, according to the exigency of thejwrit (said Order)

It is thereupon this Q r...day of FEBRUARY i n the year nineteen

hundred and thirty- •?.£.¥.•$. by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and

DECREED, that the complainant is entitled to relief in the premises, and that the Bill of Complaint be and

is hereby taken pro confesso against the defendant **»S....£..«.....?.y*s**»*!

But because it doth not certainly appear to what relief the plaintiff is entitled, it is further ADJUDGED and

ORDERED, that one of the Examiners of this Court, take testimony to support the allegations of the Bill.



IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT

FOR
BALTIMORE CITY

)

IRDIS STEELS GO3DO1T

PRAM J . GORDOI

OBEER OF BJBLICATIOH

Mr. Clerk: V^S/

Please file

'Attorney for Plaintiff

etc.

•of
•

THURGOOD MARSHALL
ATTORNEY AT LAW

6O4 PHOENIX BUILDING

BALTIMORE, MD.

P.LHO 2/ ^UdU^, f6]
THE DAILY RECORD CO.. BALTIMORE. MD.



ARDIS STEELE GORDON

vs

FKA.NK J . GORDON

IN THR

CIRCUIT COURT FOR

BALTIMORE CITY

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

ORDEB OF PUBLIC\T ION

The object of this suit is to procure a divorce a
vinculo matrirrionii by the plaintiff, \rdis S« Gordon, from the
defendant, Frank J. Gordon.

The Bill recites the marriage on June 4, 1931 in
Gallpolis, Ohio by a Justice of the ""eace; although the conduct
of the plaintiff towards the defendant has always been affectionate
and above reproach, the defendant without just cause or provocation
abandoned and deserted the plaintiff about October 15, 1931; said
abandonment and desertion has been continuous and uninterrupted
for more than three years, was deliberate act of the defendant:
there is no hope of reconciliation; there are no children; plaintiff
if a resident of Baltimore City and has been a resident of Maryland
more than two years last part; defendant is a non-resicl ent and when
last heard of was in Alabama.

It is thereupon ordered this JLf* day of December, 1934,
by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City that the plaintiff, by caus-
ing a copy of this order to be inserted in some daily newspaper
published in this City once a woek for^-four successive weeks on
or before the Hl^ day of (Jac^^^^^c^— ..._ 1935,

and" sub st ance
in

give notice to said absent defendant o ^ the ~oFjec4T
of this bill and naming him to be and apnear in this Court
pe^s^n or by solicitor on or before the ,<C «J*ay

1935 to show cause if any "he may have why a decree
of

True Copy Test
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BALTIMORE

ARDIS STEELE G02D01T

vs

F?, \

BILI 0? 2QMPIA.IHT

Ivlr. Clerk:

Please file etc.

•Ittoa&ey for Plaintiff,

THURGOOD MARSHALL
ATTORNEY AT LAW

6O4 PHOENIX BUILDING

BALTIMORE, MD.

THE DAILY RECORD CO., BALTIMORE, MD.



MID 13 STEELE GORDON III THE

vs

J . 0031)01?

CIRCUIT COURT FOR

BALTIMORE

***********

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Court:

The "bill of complaint of your oratrix respectfully
represents unto your Honor as follows:

1. That your oratrix, Ardis Steele Gordon, was
married to the defendant, Frank J. Gordon on the fourth day of
June, 1931, in Galipolis Ohio by a Justice of the ̂ eace.

2. That your oratrix resides in Baltimore City and
has been a resident of the State of Maryland for more than two
years last past,

3. That the conduct of your oratrix towards her hus-
band has always been kind, affectionate and above reproach,

4. That on or about the fifteenth day of October, 1931,
the defendant without just cause or provocation deserted and
abandoned your oratrix; that said abandonment has continued un-
interruptedly since that date, was the defendant's own deliberate
and final act, and is beyond any reasonable hope or expectation of
a reconciliation.

marriage,
5. That there are no children as a result of this

6. That the defendant is not a resident of the State
of Maryland and his whereabouts are unknown. '.Then last heard of
he was in the State of Alabama.

WHEREFORE , your oratrix prays:

1. That your oratrix, Ardis Steele Gordon, may be
divorced a vlnculo matrimonii from the defendant. Prank J. Gordon.

E. That your oratrix may be permitted to resume her
maiden name, Ardis Steele.

5, That your oratrix may have such other and farther
relief as the nature of her cause may require.

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR HONOR, to grant unto your oratrix the order of
publication, giving notice to the absent defendant, Frank J. Gordon,
of the object and substance of this Bill of Complaint naming him
to be and appear in this court at some certain day to be named
herein, to answer the premises and abide by and perform such decree



as may be paseed herein.

And as in duty, etc.

torney for Plaintiff.



19 Docket No.

vs.

Certificate of Publication

THE DAILY R
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THE DAILY RECORD

Thurgood Marshall, Solicitor,
604 Phoenix Building.

IN THE CIRCUIT COUKT OF BALTI-
MOKU CITY — (B — 730 — 1934) — Ardis

Stecle Gordon vs. Frank J. Gordon.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this suit is to procure a
divorce a vinculo matrimonii by the plain-
tiff, Ardis S. Gordon, from the defendant,
Frank J. Gordon.

The bill recites the marriage on June 4,
1931, in Galipolis, Ohio, by a Justice of
the Peace; although the conduct of the
plaintiff towards the defendant has always
been affectionate and above reproach, the
defendant, without just cause or provoca-
tion abandoned and deserted the plaintiff
about October 115, 1931; said abandonment
and desertion has been continuous and
uninterrupted for more than three years,
was deliberate act of the defendant;
there is no hope of reconciliation; there
are no children; plaintiff is a resident of
Baltimore City and has been a resident
of Maryland | more than two years last
past; defendant is a non-resident and
when last heard of was in Alabama.

It is thereupon, ordered this 21st day of
December, 1934, by the Circuit Court of
Baltimore City, that the plaintiff, by caus-
ing a copy'of this order to be inserted in
some daily newspaper published in this
City, once a week for four successive weeks,
on or before the 21st day of January, 1935,
give notice to said absent defendant of the

j object and substance of this bill and nam-
ing him to be and appear in this Court, in
person or by solicitor, on or before the
5th day of February, 1935, to show cause,
if any he may have, why a decree should
not be passed as prayed.

ROWLAND K. ADAMS.
True Copy—Test:

CHAS. E. WHITEFORD,
d22,29Jao,12 Clerk.

Baltimore,

We hereby c
/

ment of Order /.,
.of Baltimore City, Case of

\93S~
e annexed advertise-

ircuit Court

was published in THE/DAILY RECORD, a daily news

paper published in the City of Baltimore, once in each of

.successive weeks before the

THE DAILY J=2E

Per.W
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