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Oliver M. Spence

VS,
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

NO. 2
BALTIMORE CITY.

Mattie Spence

__-TO,_THE_HONORABLE. __TjLE._JJJD£IJ)JL_SAID. COU.BI;.-—

Your Orator complaining respectfully says:

FIRST: That the parties hereto were married

in Baltimore City, State of Maryland, on or about the 16th

day of March 1917, and lived together as man and wife until

on or about the 1st day of September 1919.

SECOND: That both parties are residents of

Baltimore City, State of Maryland, and have been for more

then two years prior to the filing of this Bill of Complaint.

THIRD: That the defendant has on divers days

and times since the said marriage, committed the crime of

adultery in Baltimore City, with divers lewd men, whose names

will be disclosed on the day of trial, end that the said acts

were committed without his procurement, connivance, or consent,

and that he has not lived or co-habited with the defendant sin-

ce he disobvered the same.

FOURTH: That the conduct of your Orator during

and since the said marriage, has been above reproach in all re-

spects having always been a kind and sffectionate husband to

the said defendant.

FIFTH: That there are two children as issue of

said marriage, Golds Spence aged three years and Daniel Spence

aged one year - five months respectively.



WHEREFORE YOUR ORATORr-PRAYS:

-R.- A divorce, A Vinculo Matrimonii,

from the defendant,

-b- The care and custody of the minor

children,

-c- Such other and further relief as

the case may require.

May it please your Honor, to grant unto your

Orator, the writ of subpoena, directed unto the said

defendant, commanding her to be and appear in this Court,

in person or solicitor, on some day certain to be therein

named and perform such decree as may be passed in the

premises.
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

of Baltimore Git& Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the Ch'jSfim; Court No. 2̂ of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of
^ ^ , 192..O. , to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEEEOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MORRIS A. SQPER,_Chief_Jiidge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

City, the >J...-<.. day of ..J^.^t^U.. , 192 £)

Issued the /..Cfl day oi..k/S.l.^..&..^J..A/^D....y7, in Jjie,year 192 <j

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

Clerk.

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

of Baltimore Gtt& Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the CJircui| <^p«rt ̂ To. 2 of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of
, 192..O. , to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEEEOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MORRIS A. SpPER, Chief Judge of the SupremeJBench of Baltimore

,192 0City, the \...f* day of

Issued the \ I day of.

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

,/in.the yeai\192

Clerk.

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."

TROT
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

of Baltimore Git& Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the Circirm/CoAirtJffo. 2 of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of
^f : , 192..CL., to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEREOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MORRIS A. i%)PER, Chief Jtfdge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

City, the ^.Jh. • clay of../<^f?#^^ 192 O
/) I"*

Issued the 'J.J.. day ot.J^^^.>M^^...^^..^^...,}\\ the^year 192

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

I

of Baltimore Git& Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the (|jr^ui /̂€^( .̂irt N̂ o. 2 of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of
, 192.0. , to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEREOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable M.OREIS &. SQipR,, <$hief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

City, the IK. day of P^tiJUWSMyS/.. , 192 0

Issued the .(JJ&. • day of #.jU<UUMAft^ L-, in the year 192 O

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

Clerk.

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

of Baltimore (Tit£, Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the/circuit Count No. 2 of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of

d J ^ , 192..CL.., to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEREOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MOEEIS A. SOPER, Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

City, the £ day of

Issued the (LAS!.. day of dJ/.(tjU^^..^k^i^r^., in,the^aar 192

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant, is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

The State of Maryland

of Baltimore Git& Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, That all excuses set aside, you be in your person before

the Circu|^Court No.\$ of Baltimore City, at the Court House in said city, on the second Monday of

, 192...CL.., to answer the complaint of

against you in said Court exhibited,
HEREOF fail not, as you will answer to the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MORRIS A^gOPER

City, the 1) ..day of.

Issued the >. day of.

|ef Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

1920"

in the year«192 O

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SUMMONED:

Clerk.

"Personal attendance in Court on the day named in the above Writ is not required; but unless
within such number of days thereafter as the law limits, legal defense is made to the above mentioned
suit a judgment by default may be entered against you."

"The Defendant is required to file his Answer or other Defense in the Clerk's Office within
fifteen days after the return day."
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EQUITY SUBPOENA

TheVState of Maryland

V...

I /

' • I I

: %

of Baltimore City, Greeting:
WE COMMAND AND ENJOIN YOU, Tha/t all/excuses set aside, you do within the time limited

by law, beginning on the second Monday of ../sl^^^J^^f.. , next, cause an

appearance to be entered for you, and your A îsw êr to be filed to the Complaint of..

/

against you exhibited in the CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 OF BALTIMORE CITY.

HEREOF fail not, as you will answer the contrary at your peril:

WITNESS, the Honorable MORRIS A. SOPER, Chief Judge of the Supreme Bench of Baltimore

f...:.City, the ».. day of..

Issued the <££ dav of.

, 192 O

in the year 192 /

Clerk.

MEMORANDUM:

You are required to file your Answer or other defence in the Clerk's Office, Room No. 235, in the

Court House, Baltimore City, within fifteen days after the return day. (General Equity Rule 11.)



[DECREE PRO CONFESSO.]

VS.

IN THE

Circuit Court No. 2
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

Term 192 /

The Defendant ./.. U~ : having been duly

summoned (notified by Order of Publication) to appear to the Bill of Complaint and having^ailed to appear thereto, accord-

ing to the exigency of the writ (said Order).

It is thereupon this :...... day oi...^:.....J.. z^f..7^j^..\ in the year nineteen hundred

.hy the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City ADJUDGED ORDERED and DECREED,

that the complainant is entitled to relief in the premises, aiid that the Bill of Complain^be and is hereby taken pro confesso

against said defendant

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.

STATE OF MARYLAND, BALTIMORE CITY, to wit:

v3 That on jkrz^...Q!2...L^L.. day of .^^r^^^^^dk^. , WQZ.I, before the

subscriber, a . X £ ^ ~ 4 ^ ^ - « < y ^ ~ ^ - ^ thê jBtate ^KMaryland, in and 0 Baltimore City, personally

appeared xJtitttttSp. /&!....;... ̂ ^L^rpi^^f{/^?*r^yrrrr. the plaintiff in this action, and

made oath in due form of law that ./^.«^Z_=^S<«**&2*!<1^.._ defendant is not in the

military service of the United States.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
No

OF BALTIMORE CITY

vs .
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EXAMINER JL

PILED WITH THE EXAMINER
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

OF BALTIMORE CITY

vs .

PLAINTIFFS EXHIBIT

EXAMINER

FILED WITH THE EXAMINER
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Ct. Ct. IRo. 2

Order of Reference
and Report

Slo. JM.^ 3 3
/A

Order Filed..../...?... .day of . .^^^/ i92 7

Eeport Filed Z..7 day of.h^fe^dT92 A

i-'-SJ.-.



IN THE

(Gtmtit OJnurt
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

..Term, 192 /

beii*g submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this .'. ,

day of ^^L^^p^\ , 192 / , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

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

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon..

Report of Auditor and Master

.Matri.mon.ii fo.r...ada.lterz...P.f....defe.nda.nt....and....c

D.e.f.endan.t s.amm.Qn.ed..t

..Aud.i.t.Q.r.....and....Ma.s.t.e.r....
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DECREE OF DIVORCE.

\ IN THE

Qli.y.e.r....M« S..p.fi.nc.e. :

. 2

CD

to
•H

vs.
* " ' • - / O F

© I BALTIMORE CITY.
k= . |
to- Ma.t..t.ie.....S.p.en.Q.e f .

& ' ' / ; •

T-J I ., \ :....'JIa.?.ch : TEEM*, 1921.*...,

This.cause standing ready for hearing and being duly submitted, the proceedings were by the
o
+̂ Court read and considered.
•H

^ It is. thereupon, this ., .L.J1I.1. day of March. , Anno

Domini, one thousand nine hundred and t.w.emty-o.ne. by the CIECUIT COTJET NO. 2

or BALTIMOEE CITY, Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, that the said .0.1.i.Y.er...M. Spence _

the above named complainant be, and he is hereby DIVORCED A VINCULO MATRIMONII,

from the defendant. Mat t i e Spence; and t h a t t h e two minor c h i l d r e n , Golda and

.Panlel....Spen.q.e^ the Plaintiff.

And it is further Ordered, that the said .pla.in.ti.ff.

pay the cost of this proceeding.

I, JOHN PLEASANTS, Clerk of the Circuit

Court No. 2 of Baltimore City, do hereby

certify that the above is a true copy of the

decree taken from the record of proceed-

ings in said cause.

IN TESTIMONY WHEBEOF, I hereunto set my

hand and affix the seal of the said Court,

this day of ; 192

Clerk Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore Clt,.
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OLIVER SPAWCE IN CIRCUIT COURT 1TO. 2

VS

liAITlE SPiTCE BALTIIiOKi CITY.

TO THE H01T0RABLE, THE JUDGE OS1 SAID COURT:

The p e t i t i o n of LJattie Spence in the ?,bove e n t i t l e d c a s e ,

respectfully shows:

FIRST, That Oliver Spence filed l"p* day ofl\^20

a. "bill for Divorce A Vinculo from your petitioner, alleging adul-

tery.

S-dlCOHD, On the 14 day ofC^»' a decree pro confesso

v;as filttd and on the ^o aay of 6t>-<1*> depositions were taken.

THIRD, On the 17th. day of i«jkrch 1921, a decree de-

vorcing Oliver Spence from your petitioner r.nd granting unto Oli-

ver Spence the custody of Gold? and Daniel Spence was signed "by

this honorable C.ourt.

FOURTH, Tliat during the continuance of the afore-

mentioned proceeding, the said Oliver Spence continued to visit

your petitioner and to co-habit with your petitioner frequently;

and that upon "being summoned in the aforementioned proceeding,

your petitioner questioned the aforementioned Oliver Spence z.s

to the purport and meaning of the subpoena and the said Oliver

3ptnce answered th;<.t he was not pursuing any such action as indi-

cated by the said subpoena and that the said Oliver Spence advis-

ed your petitioner to ignore the said subpoena; that your peti-

tioner never received any notice as to the date or hour of a Blear

-ing in the aforementioned case; and not being learned in the

law and depending entirely upon the representations of the said

Oliver Spence, your petitioner did not consult counsel; Your pe-

titioner also relied upon the continuance of the m&rital rela-

tions as between herself and the said Oliver Spence during the

who It- time thut the aforementioned suit was pending.

, That desiring the custody of her children and



-2-

not knowing that the Court had granted said custody to the said

Oliver Spence, tho petitioner took the children from the home of

the sister of Oliver Spence,the said Oliver Spence then cited

your petitioner for contempt of court; it was not until your pe-

titioner attended the contempt proceedings that your petitioner

knew that she had been divorced from Oliver Spence.

SIXTH, That the testimony of the said Oliver Spence

and his witnesses before the examiner was that your petitioner

had committed adultery. Your petitioner denies this and avers

that she stands prepared to disprove any such allegations.

SEVENTH, That the testimony of the said Oliver Spence

and that of his witnesses before the examiner, was that the said

Oliver Spence, at the time of testifying and since the discovery

of the alleged adultery, had not co-habited with your petitioner.

This is untrue. Oliver Spence was at that time co-habiting with

your petitioner and did not discontinue said co-habitation until

July 1921.

EIGHTH, That the testimony of the said Oliver Spence

to the effect that he was true to your petitioner. Your petition

-cr is prepared to submit abundant testimony to the effect that

the conduct of the said Oliver Spence prior to March' 17, 1921

was extremely adulterous.

WHEREFORE YOUR PETITIONER PRAYS:

That the decree for Divorce A Vinculo Matrimonnii

and all preceedings subsequent be stricken out.

That your petitioner be allowed to file an answer

that she may have her day in court.

Such other and further relief as the case may re-

quire.

AS

FOR PETITIONER.



STATE OF MARYLAND ) TO WIT

BALTIMORE CITY )

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ON THIS \ ̂  DAY OF ̂ *^»'

192ft BEFORE IE THE SUBSCRIBER, A NOTARY PUBLIC IN AND FOR BALTI-

MORE CITY, STATE OF MARYLAND, PERSONALLY APPEARED MATTIE SPENCE,

THE COLJPLAINANT IN THE FOREGOING BILL AND LIADE OATH IN DUE FORM

OF LAW THAT THE HATTER CONTAINED IN THE SAME WAS TRUE TO THE

BEST OF HER KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF.

NOTARY PUBLIC.



Upon the foregoing petition and affidant it is this

'l922, by the Circuit Court Number 2 of Balti-

more City, adjudged, ordered and dearoed that the decree A Vincu-
r—*-

lo Latrimonnii passed the 17th. day of laarch, 1921, in this cause,

together with the decree Pro Confesso ami the seme be hereby s t r l

and declared to be of no effect uaieoG oauae to—Ulu uuli

1/1/(7
on or before the day of 1922, provided a copy of

A /\
this order be served on the said Oliver Spcnce on or before the

day ol'_



I.

In the Circuit Court,No.2

of

Oliver Spence

vs.

Mettle Snence

ANSWER TO PETIVION.

x— i i

Mr.Clerk:

Pleeee file etc,

ROY S. BONO
ATTORNEY AT LAW

21 S ST. PAUL PLACE

BALTIMORE, MD.

/ / •

The Daily Record Co. Print, Baltimore, Md.



Oliver Spence (

) In the Circuit Cou^t, No.2
vs.

( of
Mattie Spence

)• Baltimore City. ;

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Oourt:

Your Respondent, Oliver Spence, in answer to the Petition
filed against him, respectfully shows:

FIRST. He admits the 1st, 2nd and 3rd paragraphs of said

Petition. ,

SECOND. He most emphatically denies thr 4th, 5th,6th,7th !

and 8th paragraphs in so far as any of the allegations therein i

contained, may be used against him. He admits however, that the (:

children in question, in this case were brought into Court, under !

His Honor, Judge Dobler, and awarded to him after thay had been

stolen away by his wife, and that it was called to her attention

that she was in contempt of Court, and she was told to leave the ;

the children where tha Court had placed them, and further that she

could not expect to be an adultress and retain the custody of the

children in thi3 cause.

THIRD. He emphatically denies that he has cohabited with

his wife, since the date of separation, as named in his original

bill.

FOURTH. He denies that he committed adultery and to the

contrary says, he was always a g'ood, true husband to his wife.

Having answered all the allegations contained in the Peti-

tion, filed against him, in so far as he is advised is necessary,

HE RESPECTFULLY PRAYS:

That the Petition be dismissed.

As in duty bound, he will ever pray,

Atty./for Respondent/. .



STATE OP MARYLAND (
) TO WIT

BALTIMORE CITY (

I hereby acknowledge on this// day of

1922, before me the subscriber, a Notary Public, in and for

Baltimore City, State of Maryland, personally appeared, Oliver

Spence t n e Respondent in the foregoing Answer, and made oath

in due form of law, that the matter contained in the same, was

true to the beat of his knowledge and belief.

Notary Public

Respondent,



SERVE ON CT. CT. No. 2.

vs.

\

No. B.

Filed

ORDER OF COURT NISI

For Contempt

Order:



IN THE

Qlirrmt (Unnvt N0. 2

OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

Ordered by the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City this ^ . . day of SJ^^k^y..., 19

that t h e ^ . C ^ ^ ^ p ^ ^ ^ ^ appear before this Court in person,

on the /..X day of \JJLc^....rr.. , \9 &* , at 10 o'clock A. M., and then and there;show

cause, if anyjhe may have, whyshe should not be punished for contempt of this Honorable; Court

in not obeying the O|iderof this Court passeclon the /...fTz^.A'xy of....^_^rd/^^<rfc<L^L/...,;.1.9'<2'/^

,..\ ; provided, aieting th

copy of this Order be served on the said ^I^JCLLLU>. ^LjL^£MJL2.J..on or before the.. /f\ •day

Judge.

True Copy: Test

Clerk.



SERVE ON
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CT. CT. No. 2. B_
19

vs.

ORDER OF COURT NISI

For Contempt

Order:

No B.

Filed „., ......, 19



IN THE

Qltrniit Qkttrt Nn. 2

OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

« 'Ordered by the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City this.._/&2. day oLldlMjtfc&L , 19 Z)3

that the.....<^2p^ appear before this Court in person,.

on the ./...%.. day of...{^(2^itu££/Cs. , \9&3, at 10 o'clock A. M., and then and there show

cause, if any he may have, whj^he should not be punished for contempt of this Honorable Court

in not obeying the^ Order of this Court pâ secLoni the /...y..'..r. day oi.^^Z^ZZ^u. , \9^f,

jf xMiiiiuJi>,ryuiULntc lite, by him to the ; provided, a

copy of this Order be served on the said</^22^r^ " l si^\* suns . 1 .1 / x

..., 19 2 3

*&L. on or before the /A. ,.....day

Judge.

True CGoftij Test

Clerk.
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OLIVKR ¥. SPENCE :
IN THE

vs
: CIRCUIT COUFT NO. 2 OF BALTIl'ORE CITY

MATTIE .TPRNCE :

TO TEE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

The petition of Oliver M. Spence respectfully shows unto

your Honor:

First: That on the 17th day of March, 1921, by decree of

this Court duly entered in the premiees, your petitioner was divorced from

Mattie Spence, and the custody of the two minor children born of said

marriage to wit: Gplder and Daniel Spence, was awarded to your petitioner

Second: That despite the fact that the aforesaid decree is

still in full force and effect, the said Mattie Spence has by artifioe

and subterfuge, deprived your petitioner of the custody of the said two

children, and refuses to either disclose their whereabouts or return them

to your petitioner.

Your petitioner therefore prays:

An order may be passed in the premises directing the said

&attie Spence to show cause why she should not be required to comply with

the terms of said decree, and also be punished as for a contempt for her

conduct in depriving your petitioner of said ohildren.

And as in duty bound, & c ,

Soliĉ ltctors for Petitioner.



STATE OF FARYi AND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, SCT:

I HEREBY CERTIFY, tha t on t h i s / ^ - ^ - y d a y of November,

1923, before me the subscriber a Notary Publio of the btate of Maryland,

in and for the ^i ty of Baltimore, personally appeared Oliver !!• Spence,

and made oath in due form of law tha t the matters and fao t s stated in the

foregoing pe t i t ion are jus t and true as there in s t a t ed , to the best of

his knowledge, information and be l i e f .

As w i t n e s my hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public



The foregoing petition and affidavit being read and considered

it is thereupon this [ "3* (A day of November, 1923, by the Circuit

Court No. 2 of Baltimore City, ordered that Mattie Spence be and appear in

person in this Court on the (7\ 7ir] day of November, 1923, and

show cause if any she hath why she should not forthwith relinquish the

custody of the infant children referred to in said petition, and also be

punished for contempt for violating the decree heretofore passed in this

Court, provided a copy of the within petition and thi§^order be served on

Lf/'/ day of November, 1923.



OLTWF V. FPT'MCE

•*•» V
III THE

..- ' CTiCUIT COFrT NO. 2 OF B'LTI"ORP CITY

TO TFT' nONOP'BLF., TFT JUICfe Cr T Tr COlltT:

The peti t ion of Oliver J'» Sjsence resi^ctfully shows unto

yo»r Honor:

First : That on the 17th day of March, 1921, by decree of

this Covrt duly e t̂er*»d in the premiees, your petitioner waa divoroed from

Wattle Spence, and the custody of the fwo minor children born of said

nmrriage to n i t : GplcW and Daniel Spenoe, was auarded to your petitioner

Seoond: that despite the fact that the aforesaid decree i t

s t i l l in fvill force and effect, the said Mattie Spenoe h&a by artifioe

and subterfuge, deprived your petitioner of the custody of the fiaid two

ohildren, and refuses to either disclose their -whereabouts or return them

to your petiti

t Your petitioner therefore prays: •

An ord'-r may be passed in the premises direeting the

Tattle Spenoe to show cause why she should not be required to comply with
. - : . - . - • • • • : •- - . • • ' • . - . ••• • - j r S . • • • • • . " - I . - . . - % . - * > • .

the terms of said d«oree, snd also "be punished as for a contenipt for her

aonduct in depriving your pet i t ioner of eaid ohildren.

as 5n c'uty bound, & c .
^•:+-. *.•%?*£

'Z Sol ici tors for Pet i t ioner .
- : . : ; ^ ' ' • ; . • V ' < ' ' - -;.''• * " ; - j - i • ? ^ , i ; T ; ' \ ' _ ' '•''-•:- ~

• ' .• " •$*•« "'-^'-. '•'.-'-'.. ' , " ' ' s " " ' • ' - ' ^ ' ' " V " : ' ' • ' i - 1 ^ " •". 1 . - > ^ " ' ' - " ^

. • - . i . - . , • . - • .
, " • ' • ' • • > • ! ' • • •



BTATB 0? VARY'AND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, SCTl

I HEREBY CERTIFY, tha,t on th i s / O " day of Norenber,

1925, before ne the subscriber a Notary Public of the State of Maryland,

in and for the City o f Baltimore, personally appeared Oliver 12* Spenoe,

and made oath In due form of lav that the matters and facts stated in the

foregoing petit ion are ju.°t and true as therein stated, to the best of

his knowledge, information and be l i e f .

As vitne'8 my hand and Notarial Se^l*

Votary



The foregoing ne»titi?n and affidavit being read and oonsidered

it is thereupon this » M — day of Noveiriber, 1923, by the Cirouit

Court No. 2 of Baltimore City, orderedjthat llattie Speno* be and appear in

*# ?* day of Noventoer, 1928, and
r-

•how aauie if any ahe hath why the should not forthwith relinquish the

custody of the infant children referred to in said petition, and also be

punished for cont tnpt for violating the decree heretofore passed in this

Court, provided e oopy of the within petition and this order be served on

the said Wattie Sp»nc« on or before the f C7 day of November, 1923.
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OLIVER M. iSPENCE
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OLIVER M. SPENCE

vs.

MATTIE i SPENCE

IN THE

Qlirrmt Qlnurt Na* 2

OF

B A L T I M O R E CITY.

Ordered by the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City this /£ day olAJj..fLUA/.J^±/.. , 19*- 3

that the def... Mat t ies Spence, appear before this Court in person,

on the <V..........day of A/t<^^^...-sA^i/.. , 19J-* , at 10 o'clock A. M., and then and there show<V...

cause, if any he may have, why he should not be punished for contempt of this Honorable Court

in not obeying the Order of this Court passed on the 1-8-th-day of March } |9 2J. ,

iiody of t h e minor children^-rel.ataye to the
S - p a y t n e » »

j ; provided, a

copy of this Order be served on the said Ilattie Spenae on or; before the U... day

Judge.

True Copy: Test

Clerk.



IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT OP BALTIMORE

CITY.

OLIVER M. SPENCE,

VS.

MATT IE SPENCE.

PETITION.

CLERK:

PLE

G yy

ETC

ARTHUR R. PADGETT
ATTORNEY AT LAW

1̂ 0 E. LEXINGTON ST.

/> BALTIMORE

BROS., INC.. BAL^MORE /



OLIVER M. SPENCE, : IN THE

: CIRCUIT COURTOF BALTIMORE '
VS. A

: CITY.

MATTIE SPENCE. :

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OP SAID COURT:

The p e t i t i o n of Mattie Spence, the above named

defendant, by Arthur R, Padgett , her s o l i c i t o r , respec t fu l ly

represents*,

1. That on March 17, 1921, this Honorable Court signed

a decree of divorce a vinculo matrimonii in the above matter

and awarded the custody of the two minor children of the parties

to the said Oliver M. Spence.

2. That your petitioner was never served with a eabpoena

in this matter, although the sheriff's return shows that she

was served; that your petitioner was therefore not represented

at any stage of the above proceeding prior to the signing of

said decree and had no notice nor knowledge of the same and

your petitioner further avers that the testimony taken before

the examiner was untrue.

3. That as soon as your petitioner learned the above

facts, she employed J. Stewart Davis, Esq., a member of the

Baltimore Bar, to file a petition to strike out said decree;

said petition was filed and an answer was filed thereto by the

solicitor for the said Oliver M. Spence, but this matter was

never set Sown for a hearing by either solicitor for the said

parties.

4. That your petitioner has always had said children in

her custody,as a flatter of fact, since the time of their birth

and this with the consent of the said Oliver M. Spence; that the

said Oliver M. Spence told your petitioner on numerous occasions

that they were not divorced and as a result of his representations,

they lived together as man and wife on numerous occasions since



the signing of said decree, the last occasion being on October 3,

1923.

5, That since the filing by yoar petitioner of the afore-

said petition to strike oat said decree, the said Oliver M.

Spence has remarried and yoar petitioner avers that the said

Oliver M. Spence does not really desire the custody of these

children, and if he gets them, he will tarn them over to his

sister and yoar petitioner farther avers that he is not fit to

have the oustody of said children as he is a hard drinker, and

has been convicted of the crime of larceny and parol$ed in 1917;

that yoar petitioner is well able to take care of said children.

Wherefore yoar petitioner prays:

(1) That the decree of March 17, 1921, be amended so as to

award to her the custody of said children.

(2) And for such other and further relief as may be proper

in the premises.

And as in duty bound, etc.

OLICITOR FOR PET

PETITIONER.

STATE OP MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, to wit:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this/'^'cLay of Deoomber, 1923, be-
fore me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland in
and for the City aforesaid, personally appeared Mattie Spence, and
made oath in due form of law that the matters and facts above stated
are true to the best of her knowledge and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

:Y PUBLIC.



'

Upon consideration of the aforegoing petition and

affidavit, it is by the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore

City, this ^~day of^e^enrbW, 19£5T-Ordered that the

decree dated March 17, 1921, in the above entitled case

be and the same is hereby amended and the custody of

the ohildren mentioned in said decree is hereby awarded

to Mattie Spence, the above named defendant, subjeot to

the order of this Court, unless cause to the contrary

be shown on or before the /7\ day of ^f^^^^^y

1 9 2 ^ provided a copy of said order be served upon said

Oliver M. Spence, or Roy S. Bond, his solicitor, on or

before the
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OLIVER N. 3PENGE

1 . In the
VS

Circuit Court, No. 2,

MATTIE SPENCE * Baltimore City.

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

The Answer of the Amended Petition of Mattie Spenoe
hereafter filed respectfully shows:

(1) That he admits paragraph ONE.

(2) That he denies the allegation as to his former
wife never having been served with a subpoena
in these proceedings and to the contrary aeys
she was served but at that time, she was very
much infatuated with another man and did not
care as to what might be the outcome of his di-
vorce. He denies the remainder of paragraph
TWO.

(3) He denies paragraph THREE and to the contrary
says that the decree was signed a very long time
before she started any proceedings to regain
the custody of the children^in this case and fup-
ther that she abandoned her°petition to strike
out"as hereafter filed.

(4) He denies paragraph FOUR, and to the contrary
says that his former wife has never had the
custody of the children in this case since she
abandoned and deserted them and also her husband
prior to the time this, divorce was filed except
when she stole them contrary to the Order of
this'Honorable Court. That the said Mattie
-Spence has always treated the Order of this
Honorable Court with utter contempt and that this
case has already been reopened and gone into
thoroughly by his Honor, Judge Dobler and his
Honor, Chief Judge Gorter and that these chil-
dren again and again have been taken away from
her for the betterment of their welfare. Your
respondent denies all further allegations: con-
tained in paragraph FOUR.

(5) Your respondent admits that he has remarried
since the granting of his divorce. He denies
most emphatically all further allegations con-
tained in paragraph FIVE with the exception
that he was parolled in 191?,. but ever since
that time, he has lived up to his parolle and
he has been'a &ood, faithiftul father to his
children.

He denies any other allegation in this pe-
tition that may be used against him.



WHEREFORE YOUR RESEONDENT PRAYS:

That the Amended Petition
to which he has fully snawered
be dismissed and the Order
thereon vacated.

As in duty bound, etc.,

Respondent,

STATE OP MARYLAND, BALTIMORE OITY, to wit-

1 hereby certify that on this/^1 day

of ±-^BL*&3^&3&£*&£* 1924, before me the subscri-

ber, ̂  Notary Public^ of the State of MarjJ.end, ,in and

for Baltimore^ City, personally appeared-^&^ha^^J^ZI. «...

i-, Respondent, in the foregoing

proceeding's, and made oath in due form of law, that the

matters and facts set forth in this, his answer, is true

to the best of his knowledge and belief.

As witness my hand and Notarial Seal.

^SA -NOTARY PUSLTi



•

a

>. Ct. Sio. £

vs.

MOTION FOR HEARING

/

n (j

Filed,.....^. .̂ ...cw. 192



vs.

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT, No. 2
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

Upon application made by the Solicitor for

the above entitled cause has been placed upon the Trial Calendar in accordance with the provisions

(7 , ,
of the First Equity Rule, and the same will stand for hearing on }^L/JLX^^C^I...^^JL^,.CI--.-

J

£

'.. A^. ^.cC*~/x^c^m/^-cf*}- - v3- - AJ-4- t^xjijU-.

when reached in due course on the said calendar.

JOHN PLEASANTS,

Clerk Circuit Court No. 2.



Serve o:

ff
JJL 192 O

Cir. Ct. No. 2

Docket No..?.?

NOTICE AS TO HEARING

Filed.
U

••»»



vs.

IN THE

Circuit Court No. 2
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

The.

Solicitor, applies to have the above entitled cause placed in the

Trial Calender for hearing on.

In conformity with the First Equity Rule.



THE c: . :n
• 3 f

CLI7K

/Jf

.'r. Oler :

lease file, etc

olioitor fo» ̂ etltlpfier.

ARTHUR R. PADGETT

ATTORNEY AT LAW

1IO E. LEXINSTON ST.

BALTIMORE

THE OAIL.Y RECORD CO.. BAUTIMORE. MD.



CLIVER u. SEEirCE : Ii: SHE CE1CUIT CCU32 1T0. 2

V3. • : °F

11^2113 3PEIICE : B/\LC?irO23 CEY.

?C rJEE H0IT0KA3L3, THE•JU ME OP DA ID CCIT3?:-

2he pe t i t ion of Iiattie Spance, by Arthur R.

Padgett, her Sol ic i tor , respectfully represents : -

(1) That "by a decree of th is Honorable Court

dated I.Iarch 17th, 1926, the said Oliver LI. Spence wae divorced a

vinculo matrimonii from the defendant, and the custody of the two

minor children of the par t ies hereto, to wit: Goldie and Danisl

SxDence ius awarded to the said p la in t i f f .

(2) That "by an order dated Llay , 1924,

th i s Honorable Court continued the custody of the said minor children

with She said p la in t i f f and further ordered that the defendant, should

have the children \.<ith her at cer ta in timss.

(S) Tuat during the month of I.Iay, 1926, tho

SL1 id p la in t i f f broughii the children to the said defendant and le f t

then ui th her and told lier thr. t she could, keep them as they were

not petting tho proper a t ten t ion .

(4) 2hat on or about the 1st of September,

19U6, the said p la in t i f f toolisway from the said defendant one of at id

children, to wit: Goldie Spence and lef t the other child, Daniel Spere e,

with her.

(5) 'Jhat Goldie Spence is now nino ;7eerc of age

&na "Daniel Sxjence seven years of age and that said children are not

y cared for while in the custody of thei r said father; that

pe t i t ioner is desirous of having the children with ":or in oiilcr

to give them a motherfs care.

"JIuHrrrFOHS your pe t i t ioner prays that en ordor may

peas c\/arding the custody of scid children to her and charging the

t i f f with the i r support.

ilnd as in duty bound, e t c .

SOLICITOR



3?A:E OP I.1A3YLAUD,

City of Baltimore, ?o v/it:

I Hereby Cert ify, that on th i s day of September,

1926, before me the subscriber a notary Public in and for the City

and State aforesaid personally appeared Uatt ie Spence, and made

oath in due form of law that the n a t t e r s and fac ts above set forth

are true to the best of her Icnov/ledge and be l i e f .

As witness my hand and Notar ial Seal .



Upon consideration of the aforegoing petition

ani affidavit i t is this / ~ day of ^ W ^ , 1926, by tho

Circuit Court; ITo. 2 of Baltimore City ordered that the decree in

tho roov3 entitled case and the order dated I Jay ' v , 1924, bo and

the uume. are hereby maended and the custody of the chilflren mentioned

in said decree is hereby awarded to Llattie Sconce, tho above nerved

defendant, c ubjoct to the further order of this Court, unl: as cau'iS

to tho contrary be shown on or before the /^^day of (ycPTtn^T 1926,

and provided v copy of this order be served upon Oliver I.I. Sponco,

^ Hill Street, Baltimore, Ilarylcnd, on or before the O day of

L 1926. .

J
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BATTIHORE CITY.
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OLIVER M SPENCE

VS.

MATTIE SPEKCE.

A1ISV/EEJ TO
PETITION.

ifo/f B
Mr: ^ l e r k :

Please file &c.

ROY 6. BOND
ATTORNEY AT LAW

2 2O ST. PAUL PLACE

BALTIMORE. MO.

TUB DAILY KECOBD COMPANY
Baltimore, M l



OLIVER M SPENCE IN THE

vs.

MATTIE SPENCE

—CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 —

BALTIMORE CITY.

TO THE HONORABLE- THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Respondent- OLIVER M SPENCE- to the
petition heretofore filed respectfully says: -

(1) That he admits the allegations con-
tained in paragraph -ONE- and further avers that
the divorce was obtained on the ground of adultery.

(2) That he admits the allegations con-
tained In paragraph -TWO.

(3) That he denies the allegations con-
tained in paragraph -THREE.

(4) That he neither admits nor denies the
allegations contained in paragraph POUR.

(5) That he emphatically denies the allega-
tions contained in paragraph- FIVE.

HAVING ANSWERED in so far as he Is advised

is necessary, he respectfully prays that the petition

of Mattie Spence be dismissed and the order thereon vacated.

AS IN DUTY BOUND, etc.,



. (&t No. Z

19 hs O No....'.../.. Docket.

Summons for Witness

':....d...<3... I(J

Filed ./.'. .:>..day of. 19



SUMMONS FOR WITNESS. DOOKET.....f!3w-...yr. i.M... FOLIO

^ / / .

In the Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City
Term, 191

Sheriff will please summon the following witnesses,

returnable on ^Z^S...^.?^/. '. the .9..'.. day of

i/[«|f. 19.tV.at 10 o'clock A. M

% .Martha Bishop, 202 Hamburg street,

/L izz ie Webb", yfe H«Rrburg~street,

? Patella Turner^ 2i2 Etoory s t reet ,

V Samuel JohnsosC 17£ Haraburg s t reet .

Lizfcie WheelefV^SS Hillen street,

? Marion Jenning^912 Sharp street,

V Jira ffallaoe^"912 Sharp street,

Hannah ffallacd^ "

0 Carrie W /

J. Hosehbaum'/522 S. Sharp street,

Beatrice Gu^W^108 W. Henrietta street.

BJJMella Spehoe^914 Sharp s t reet ,

)» OliverSpence, ftv'914 Sharp s t ree t .

Clerk of Circuit Court No. 2 of Baltimore City



O ' / I O

IN The
C i r c u i t Court, No. 2 -

Balt imore C i ty .

OLIVER M. 3PENCE

VS.

MATTIE 3PENCE

_ FINAL OBDER OP COURT.-

Mr. Clerk:/-.-

Pleaae file &c,

ROY S. BOND
ATTORNEY AT LAW

215 ST. PAUL. PLACE

BALTIMORE, MD.

• i



if

IN THE
OLIVER M. SPENOE

- CIRCUIT COURT NO. 2 -
VS.

I

BALTIMORE CITY.
MATTIE SPENOE

UPON consideration of the petition filed on or about

Febmiary, 4th, 1922, by the defendant, Mattie Spence, to have

the decree in this case stricken out and the petition filed on

or about January, 2nd, 1924, to have the decree passed in this

case amended and for the cuatddy of the minor children and answers

thereto, it is by the Circuit Court, No. 2 of Baltimore City, this

tH * day of May, 1924, ordered that the abovementioned proceed-

ings are hereby dismissed and the custody of the children mentioned

in the decree of divorce in this case, shall remain with their fa-

ther, Oliver M. Spence.

It is further ordered that the children mentioned in this

cause shall be brought to the mother, Mattie Spence and shall re-

main with her every Thursday from 3:00 p.m., to 8:00 p.m., and

every Sunday from 9:00 a.m., to 9:00 p.m., subject to the further

order of this Honorable Court.



ID the Circuit Court,
OF BALTIMORE CITY

DEPOSITIONS

p

vs.

No. i ,"->

PLAINTIFF'S C0STS f oj
Examiners $ /

Copies

Sheriff..

Sten ographer..
': C"

DEFENDANTS COSTS
Examiners •$

Copies—

Sheriff....

Stenographer

I*- '.!*'•>»••

1



/

vs.

1/

In % C&trrml (tori

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

1—vO
l

.^U<0 ' *-" *

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the—.
& 0

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGTON, one

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

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

day ol.J.^>4t&&^4H. 19$?./., met on

the \C\J^MxLoUU&<. day oi..^>^S/U^.Q^!^. in the year nineteen

hundred a

day of-

my office, in the City of Baltimore, in the State
• y // 1 /

of Maryland, and assigned the ±-JLsi*sGdjs£J&. dav of—J.-̂ !

^ >/' / V
in the same year at,^^M—-*£^w^kw.—-o'clock in the C&£e?£jL4..r: noon and the

office oi...l.S4£U../Q U..M^Uai....Ch^ r. 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

^pbrL&L^LA^CsCAifL^-- to take the following depositions, that

00
is to say:—



SPENGB

VS

SPENCJB

Testimony taken at the office of Roy S. Bond, Esq. ,

215 S t . Paul Place, Baltimore, Maryland, on Tuesday, Feb-

ruary 8th, 1921, at two- th i r ty o 'c lock, p . m.

OLIVER M.SPENCE, the p l a i n t i f f in t h i s case, produced

on his own behalf, having been f i r s t duly sworn, deposeth

and s a i t h as follows, that i s to say:

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q. S ta te your name, residence and occupation?

A. Oliver M. Spence, 137 West Hi l l S t r ee t ; po r t e r .

2 Q. Do you know the par t ies to t h i s su i t?

A. I am the p la in t i f f , and my wife i s the defendant.

BY MR. BOMD:

1 Q,. How, Mr. Spence, when were you married?

A. March, 1917.

2 Q,. on what date?

A. March 16th.

3 Q,. in what City and State?

A.. In the City of Baltimore, State of Maryland.



Oliver M. Spence

4 Q,. "Who married you?

A. The Reverend Mr.Stewart.

5 Q,. Was the Reverend Mr. Stewart a regula r ly ordained

minis ter of the Gospel?

A. Yes.

6 Q. Of what faith?

A. The Ebenezer A# .M«: E. Church.

? Q, Are you living with your wife now?

A. No sir.

8 Q,. Did you leave her, or did she leave you? •

A. She left me.

9 Q. When?

A. 1919.

10 Q,, Qn v/hat dateo

A. On the 1st of September.

11 Q,. "Why?

A. On account of paying attention to other men.

12 Q,. H a v Q "both you and your wife been residents of

Baltimore City, State of Maryland, for more than two years

prior to the filing of this Butt? and the suit was filed

about the 17th of August, I think.

UTITITESS: August, 1920?

COU1TSEL: Yes.

A. Yes.



Oliver M. spence

13 Q. Have you been a resident of Baltimore City,

State of Maryland, for at least two years prior to the

filing of this suit?

A. Yes.

14 Q. How long have you "both been in Baltimore?

A. I have been living in Baltimore a l l my l i f e .

15 Q,, How long has she been living in Baltimore?

A. Four or five years that I know of.

16 Q,. JTOW did you treat your wife?

A. To the best of my knowledge I treated her nicely

in a manly behavior, and she did not have to work and

I did a husband's part by her.

17 Q. Was your conduct above reproach in a l l re-

spects as a husbaa d?

A. Yes.

IS Q,. Were you always a faithful and true husband to

her?

A. Yes.

19 Q,. Are there any children living as the result of

this marriage?

A. Yes, two.

20 Q,. What are their names and ages?

A. Daniel is about a year and seven months old, and



4

Oliver M.

Golda is about three years old,

21 Q,. Where are theae children at the present time?

A. They are with me.

22 Q. How long have you had them?

A. I have had them ever since she deserted me.

23 Q. Did she take them away from you at any time?

A. Yes.

24 Q. How long did she keep them?

A. lor ten or fifteen days and then she "brought them

back and gave them to me.

25 Q. Did you visit the children during that time?

A. Yes»

26 Q,. When was it?

A. It was November.

27 Q. What year?

A. 1919.

28 Q,. What did you find?

A. I went there to see the children, and I saw

the children, - I carried the children some clothes and

she was upstairs at the time I went in and the lady

asked me to come in and I took one of the children on my

lap and about that time she came down stairs; she thought

that I was going to take the children from her and she



Oliver M. Spence

screamed and hollered and a man came running down the

stairs behind her at the time, and she "was only dressed

in a kimono and the man came in "between me and my wife.

29 Q. Were she and the man coming down stairs together?

A. yes, she and the man were coming down together}

I could hear them coming down "before I saw them, and

she came in and screamed and hollered like I was going

to take the children out, and away from her, and this man

took her part and jumped in between us.

3D Q. N O W , do you know the reputation of that house;

is it a good or bad, - the house that she was living in?

A. Bad.

31 Q. Where was she living?

A. 556 West Barre Street.

32 Q. rrave you heard other people discuss that house?

A. Yes.

33 Q. What do they say about it?

A. it is a disorderly house; you could ta.ke a

woman off the street and take her in there for immoral

purposes.

34 Q,. When was it that she was coming down the stairs

with nothing but a kimono on, —

WITNESS: Do you mean what date?



Oliver M Spence

COUNSEL: Yes» when was it?

A, November.

36 Q. "What year?

A. 1919.

36 Q. What number was the house?

A. 556 West Barre Street.

37 Q. What wearing apparel did she have on?

A. A kimono.

38 Q. lhat was she doing?

A. She was buttoning it up as she came into the

room; I was facing her and this man was right behind

her; he jumped in between me and my wife.

39 Q,. Was suitably attired to be in the company of

this man?

A. jjo sir, not for any respectable woman.

40 Q. Was he with her?

A. Yes, they were right close together when I

saw them.

41 Q,. Were they upstairs?

A. Yes.

42 Q,. Do you 3mow what they were doing upstairs?

A. i cannot say.

43 Q,. Had you received a letter prior thereto?

A. Yes.



Oliver M.Spenoe

44 Q,. That is concerning she and a man?

A. Yes> concerning she and this man; that they were

going somewhere.

45 Q. Was she living in the same house then on Barre

Straot?

A, Yes, she was living in the same house at the time

I received the letter.

46 Q,. is this the letter that you received from your

wife?

A. Yes,

47 Q. js that your wife's handwriting?

A, Yesf she signed her name "Mattie Wallace's,

48 Q,. In this letter she makes reference to a man

that is doing everything for her, and she says that he

is able to do for her?

A. Yes.

49 Q,. is that the same man that was coming down the

stairs with her that you make reference to?

A. Yes.

NOTE: Letter referred to produced and filed with the

Examiner marked Plaintiff's Exhibit Examiner No. 1.

50 Q. Wow, what other escapades have you known your

wife to indulge in?
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A. She sent me word to come and see her once con-

cerning the children; she was living at that time, -

I judge it was about February, 1919, at 902 Sharp Street,

COUNSEL INTERRUPTING: You were not separated until the

first of September?

WITNESS: Well, this was the next year; the following

year, 1920,

51 Q. Well, go on?

A. At that time I went to the house and she was not

home, and I was asked by the party to come in, and I

went in and I sat down and was waiting for her, and after

a while she and another man came in and she and the man

went right upstairs.

52 Q. Where waB this?

A. 9Q2 Sharp Street.

53 Q,. What rooms were furnished down stairs?

A. A sitting room or a parlor or a waiting room;

whatever you chose to call it.

54 Q,. And with whom did she come in?

A. With a man.

55 Q, Who was this man?

A. Samuel Johnson.

56 Q. Whore did she go with him?
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A. Right upstairs.

57 Q, Was there a "bedroom upatairs?

A. As far as I know; I was not upstairs; there

wasn't any beds downstairs.

5& Q. How long did you stay there?

A. i did not care to have anything to do with her,

and I did not care to talk with her after I saw this,

q.nd I. did not wait until she came down; I did not

want to have anything to do with her, and I did not wait

until she came down to have a talk with her.

59 Q. She went upstairs with this man in your presence?

A. Yes.

60 Q,. With Samuel Johnson?

A, Yes, with Samuel Johnson.

61 Q. Was she living with this man; was she living with,

a man by that name?

A. I cannot say that she was living with him, but

I saw her in the bedroom with him every night when

I was home. I know that is not right; I meqn, - I did

not see them in the bedroom together, but a friend of mine

that lived right acbss the street saw them in the bed-

room.

62 Q. Were these acts procured with your consent or

connlTance?
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A. NO sir.

63 Q. Or your forgiveness?

A. No sir.

64 Q. Have you ever forgiven her?

A, N ° sir,

65 Q. Have you ever lived with your wife since you

discovered her aiulteries?

A. IJO sir, I don't care to live with her any more.

66 Q,. Now, did you have a fuss about a matter when your

wife left you, or about that time?

A. I walked in the house one time and I saw her

writing a letter, and had "been staying out all night

and I demanded to see the letter, and she would not

let me have it and I took it away from her and that

is the letter that you have there.

67 Q. This is the letter?

A. Yes.

, stating that she wished that she could

go out with him when she wanted to.

68 Q. Is that the letter that you took from her?

A. Yes.

69 Q. That is the letter?

A. Yes, she could not finish it; she did not finish
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it because I took it away from her.

NOTE: Letter referred to produced and filed with the

Examiner marked Plaintiff «s .Exhibit Examiner Ho. 2.

70 Q,« Y ° U a s^ f°r the care and custody of the children?

A. yes.

71-Q,, i f you are awarded their and custody, will you da

a father 's part by them?

A. Yes.
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the snsae fnlly/^id. at larg© in jour answer.,
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HARRY GRAY, a witness of lawful age, produced on

behalf of the plaintiff, having been first duly sworn, de-

poseth and saith as follows, that is to say:

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q,. State your name, residence and occupation?1

A. Harry Gray, 756-1/2 West Saratoga Street; chauffeur,

2 Q. Do you know the parties to this suit?

A. Yes.

BY MR. BOND:

1 Q. When, where and by whom were they married?

A. They were married by the Reverend Mr. Stewart.

2 Q. When?

A. ?/rarch 15th, 1917.

3 Q. The plaintiff, Mr. Spence, alleges that i t was

March 16th; is that correct?

A. Yes, i t was the 16th.

4 Q. How do you know that they were married?

A. i saw the marriage certificate.

5 Q,« Do you know the minister that married them?

A. Yes.

6 Q,. js he a regularly ordained minister of the Gospel?

A. Yes.

7 Q. Are these folks living together now?

A. No sir.
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8 Q. Did he leave her , or did she leave him?

A. She l e f t him,

9 Q. .TR/hen?

A. September 1 s t , 1919.

10 Q,. Did you ever see Mrs. Spence write?

A. NO s i r .

11 Q,. Have both of the -pa r t i e s to t h i s su i t been!

res idents of Baltimore City, S ta te of Maryland, for

more than two years p r io r to the f i l i n g of t h i s su i t ?

A. Yes.

12 Q. Mr. Spence a l leges that h is wife has com-

mitted adultery; can you t e l l us anything about tha t?

A. Yes.

13 Q,. that can you tell us?

A. I was with him on the occasion that he was at

the house 556 West Barre Street.

14 Q. DO you biow when it was?

A. Yes, it was in November, 1919.

15 Q. What did you see?

A. He went there one day and I went with hjmj he

carried the children some clothes and we were there

about ten minutes, and I picBred up one of the children

and I had it in my arm and I saw her and the man coming
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down the stairs and he started a row, and started to

take the children away from us; she thought that we

had come to take the children away from her, and this nan .

jumped in between she and her husband thinking probably

that they were going to fight.

16 Q. What clothes did she have on while coining down

the stairs in the house?

A. She had on a loose kimono.

17 Q,. Did she have on any shoes?

A. Carpet slippers I believe#

18 Q. Any stockings?

A. I did not notice.

19 Q,. go you know who this man was?

A. No, but I can identify him if I saw him any

mo r e •

20 Q. What clothes did he have on?

A. He was in his shirt sleeves and his suspenders

were hanging down.

21 Q,. jn other words them came down stairs to see

what was going on down there?

A. Yes, they came down stairs to see what was go:ng

on.

22 Q. -r̂ as Mr. spence ever lived or cohabited with his

wife since that time?



16

Harry Gray

A. T̂-O sir, not that I know of,

23 Q,. Tras he ever procured or connived or consented

to her adulteries and conduct?

A. N O sir.

24 Q. How did he treat his wife?

A. He treated her faithfully and was loving as any

husband should be as far as I know.

25 Q. Was his conduct above reproach in all respects?

A. Yes.

26 Q. Are there any children as the result of this

marriage?

A. Two.

27 Q. Where are these children now?

A. At the father 's home.

28 Q. T.Tave you had occasion to v i s i t that home?

A. Yes.

29 Q. Are they being properly cared for now?

A. Yes.

30 Q,. Xfho do you think is the proper party to have the

custody and care of these children?

A. Mr. Spence.

31 Q,. The father?

A. Yes.
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32 Q. Tjas Mr. Spence ever forgiven his wife, or con-

sented to her conduct in any way, or has he connived or

procured this adulterous conduct on the part of his wife

in any way, shape or form?

A. No sir,

33 Q,o Has'.he ever lived or cohabited with his wife

since He discovered M B adulteries?

A. jjo sir, he has not as far as I know of.
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or,No other witnesses being named

of the Solicitor of the

closed the depositions taken in said cause

re me, I then, at the request

w return them closed wider my

hand and seal, on this - fSf..^.. day of

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and-^^^«2^<e^^...Tr(^C^, at the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Mar

(SEAL).
Examiner.

JL
There

Plaintiff's

Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Defendant's Exhibit.

Examiner.

I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGTON, the Examiner before whom the fore-

going depositions were taken, do hereby certify that I was employed.in assigning

a day, and taking the said depositions upon—<?c££^2 days, on-

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on.

by the Defendant

xaminer.


