


Bettie Brown In The Circuit Court
Vs. of
Veymon Brown Baltimore City.

To The Honorable, The Judge of Said Court:
Your Oratrix,complaining,respectfully says:

FIRST, That the parties hereto were mar-
ried the IZ2th. day of June,I9I2 by Rev.Bedford,a lMetho=-
dist minister and lived together &s man and wife until on
or about June Idth.I¢IZ. Said marriage occured in Bal-
timore,State of liaryland.

SECOND, That Your Oratrix is & resident of
the city of Baltimore, State of liaryland,and has been foT
more than two years prior to the filing of this bill of
complaint. That the respondent is a non-resident of the
city of Baltimore and when last heard of was in Chester
Pennsylvenia.

THIRD, That though the conduct of your Ora
-trix towards her husband has alwvays been kind,affection
-ate and above reproach,the respondent without any just
cause or reason abandoned your Oratrix. And has decisred
his intention to live with her no longer. That the said
abandonment has continued uninterruptedly for more than
three years prior to the filing of this bill of complaint
and that the separation of the parties is beyond any rea
~sonable hope or expectation of reconciliation.

FOURTH, That Your Oratrix has never con-
doned said offense.

FIFTH, That there is one child as a result
of said warriage,Vaymon Jr. eight years old.

VHEREFORE YOUR ORATRIX PRAYS:

a-a A divorce & vinculo matrimonnii from the re =
pondent.

b=b Such other and further releif as the case
may require.

c-c That d decree be passed,divorcing Your Ore=-



.

trix from the respondent, & vinculo matrimonnii.

liay it please Your Honor, to grant unto Your
Oratrix, an order of publication,setting forth the na-
ture and substance of this bill and warning the said de-
fendant to be in this court in person or appear by so=-
licitor on or before a certain day to be therein named
and show cause, if any she may have why a decree should

not be passed as prayed.
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Davis & Bishop, Solicitors,

118 E.Lexington St.

In The Circuit Court of Baltimore City.

Bettie Brown vs. Vaymon Brown.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this suit is to procure a decree for a
divorce A VINCULO MATRIMONNII, by the plaintiff from the
defendant.

The Bill states that the parties thereto were mar=-
ried in Baltimore City,State of lMaryland,the IZth. day
of June,I912 by Rev.Bedford,a llethodist minister and liv
-~ed to gether as man and wife until on or about June I3th.
I9I2.That Your Oratrix is a resident of the city of Bal-
timore,State of Maryland,and has been for more than two
years prior to the filing of this bill of complaint. Tpat
the respondent is a non-resident of the city of Baltimore
and when last heard of was in Chester Pennsylvania. That
though the conduct of your Oratrix towards her husband
has always been kind,affectionate and above reproach,the
respondent without any just cause or reason abandoned
your Oratrix and has declared his intention to live with
her no longer. That the said abandonment rhas continued
uninterruptedly for more than three years prior to the
filing of this bill of complaint and that the separation
of the parties is beyond any reasonable hone or expecta-
tion of reconciliation.That there is one child born as a
result of said marriage.

It is thereupon by the Circuit Court of
/ Kee
Baltimore City ordered thiﬁiday of‘A I920.That the plain
-tiff by causing a copy of this order to be inserted in
some daily newspaper,published in the city of Ealtimore,
once a week for four successive weeks,bvefore {¢?1day 02%&4”“447/
I92¢ and give notice to the said defendant,VWVaymon Brown

(now absent) of the object and substance of this bill



and warning him to be and appear in this?: urt in per-
. - ™
son or by solicitor, on or before theAdayAIQZP, to

show cause if any he may have, whx a decree should not

be passed as prayed. /7 . L s /
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Fourth Insertion.

Davis & Bishop, Solicitors,
118 E. Lexington St.
IN THE CIRCTIT COURT OF BALTI-
MORE CITY — (B—775—1920) — Bettie |
Brown vs. Waymon Frown. |

ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this suit is to procure a |
decree for a divorce a vinculo matrimonii,
by the plaintiff from the defendant. |

The bill states thut the partles thereto |
were married in Baltimore City, State of
Maryland, the 12th day of June, 1912, by |
Rev. Bedford, a Methodist minister, and
lived together as man and wife until on or
about June 18th, 1912, That your oratrix
is a resident of the City of Baltimore, State

| of Maryland, and bas been for more than |

two years prior to the filing of this bill of |
complaint,  That the respondent is a non-
resident of the City of Baltimore and when
last heard of was in Chester, Pennsylvania.
That though the conduct of your oratrix
towards her husband has always been kind,
affectionate and above reproach, the re-
spondent without any just cause or reason
abandoned your oratrix and has declared
his intention to live with her no longer,
That the said abandonment has continued
uninterruptedly for more than three years
prior to the filing of this bill of complaint
and that the separation of the parties is
beyond any reasonable hope or expectation
of reconciliation, That there is one child
born as a result of said marriage.

It iz thereupon by the Cirenit Court of
Baltimore City ordered this 17th day of
Diecember, 1920, that the plaintift by caus- |
ing a copy of this order to be inserted in
some daily newspaper, published in the
City of DBaltimore, once a week for four
stuccessive weeks, before the 10th day of
January, 1921, and give notice to the said
defendant, Waymon Brown (now absent),
of the object and substance of this bill
and warning him to be and appear in this
Court, in person or by solicitor, on or be-
fore the Oth day of February, 1921, to show
cause, if any he may have, why a decree
should not be passed as prayed.

ROBERT F. STANTON.
True copy—Test:

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
Clerk.

Baltimore, JAN 10 197

, 192

We hereby certify that the annexed advertise-
Lo atiog
5 of Ba.ltimorc 18 Casel&

ment of Order Circuit Court

Vs, Vo~ ....-'/i_/.’.'?.fi'.{(/?(-/

was published inn THE DAILY RECORD, a daily
newspaper published in the City of Baltimore, once in
each of successive weeks before the

First insertion
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[Decree Pro Confesso.]

IN THE

Circuit Court

OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

_Term, 19)\

The Defendant having been duly semmoned (notified by Order of Publication) to appear to

the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of the it
(said Order).

i 17
7 “

F TA AL A » . %
It is thereupon this day’ of i it J/ in the year nineteen
'8 pe 3
hundred and v I/v Ui, ( i - 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 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.

LA,

STATE OF MARYLAND,
BALTIMORE CITY, Scrt:
I hereby certify that on this 2 il day of @Q“"_\ 1921
before me, the subseriber, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland, in and for the City aforesaid,
personally appeared Q-m_,f_ \L_Q (&Iﬂ"-"—'\f\ and made oath ;
in due form of law that her (kis3 husband (wifeythe defendant in the above entitled case is not in the {

Military or Naval service of the United States Government, to the best of her (his~knowledge, informa-
tion and belief.

As Witness my hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public.
© Ut 8 vowrv.
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| In the Circuit Court, . |
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o | g the @ireenit Gourt N\

VS. \

) .
N OF BALTIMORE CITY.

P

and notice having béen given me by the Solicitor for the.../

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPII\GT’/ .N one
of the Standing Examiners of the Circuit Courts of Baltimore City, under and by
virtue of an order of t )1e above named Circuit Loyrt passed in said cause on the
................. % W;dav of.. tf MK/ 9;"/ , met on
o-the. @WJ{_ ...day ofE//M'”M @<24....in the year nineteen

hundred amlf.,%._.m.at my office, in the Gity of XBaltimore, in the State

of Maryland, and assigned the......... it

in the Sal‘,l-‘l\e yvear at...... L ALALA -...noon and the

D e &7 .oreeeifl the City and State

aforesa.ld' 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.......c...........of the

(2" - APRRS— to take the following depositions, that

1s to say:—



Testimeny taken &t the office of Messrs Bishop and
Davig, Bast Pleasant Street, Baltimere, Maryland,

March 10th., 1921, &t & O'cleck P. M,

BETTIE BROWN, the Plaintiff in this case, pro=-
duced rn her rvm hehalf, having heen first duly swern,
deprieth and gaith as follews, that is te say:

BY T EXAMINER:
1 Q. State your name regidence and cccupaticn?

A, Bettie Brown, 1524 Ashland Avenue; service.

2 Q. De yeu knew the sarties te this suit?
A, I am the Plaintiff and my husband is the Defen-
dant.

1 Q. o
A, June 12th.
2 Q. 1912*%
A, Yes.
5 Q. By whom?
A, The Reverend Mr. Bedford.
4 Q. A Methedist Minigter?
. Yas,
5 Q. And you lived tcgether as hu&band_anﬁ wife

until when - June 13th., 1912.



o
Bettie Brown

A, Yes,
6 Q. You were married for a day before jou geparated?

A, Yeg.
7 Q. And you were married in Baltimcre City,
State ¢f Maryland?

A, Yeg.
8 Q. Have you been & regident o¢f Baltimere City,
State ¢f Maryland, fer at least twe years pricr to
the “iling ¢f this suit?

A, Yes.
9 Q. And yeur hugshand isg a non-regident of the
State cf Maryland, is he?

A, Yegs.,
10 Q. He was last heard ¢f where?

A, In Pennsylvania; that is the last that 1
heard ¢f him.,
11 Q. In what City in Pennsylvania?

A, Chester, Pennsylvaniae
12 Q. Was your cenduct abeve reproach?

A, Yes.
15 Q. You did net give him any cause or reason to

leave yeu

A, We sir.



w

Bettie Brown.

14 Q, Since he has shandoned and deserted ycu, has
he declared his intention of net living with yeu any
longer?

A, Yes.
19 Q. Has his said abandonment ¢f ycu becn continuousg
and uninterrupted for meore than three years prier to
the ®iling of this Bill eof Complaint?

A, Yes.
16 Q. And this separation: He left you, did he?

A, Yes; he left ne.
17 Q. What did he sgy when he left you.

A, When he came there the day after I wag
married, 1 asked him whe:ther he was geing to live with
me, and he gaid "We wers made to get married, but you
can not mgke me live with yeu", and he supported
the child until it was 3ix months cld, and he has not
sunported us since.

18 Q. How old ig the child now?

A, Wo gir.
20 q. Yeu have not lived cor cohabitédd with him
since the desertion?®

Ao ':\Tr 8ir.



B(T'ﬂt;it;’

Brecwn.

and

cugtedy of

child?



MNe you know or ocan you state any other matter
or thing that may be to the benefit or advantage af the
parties to this sult, or either of them, or that mey be
material o (he subjeot of this, your ;xamlnation, or the
matiers in qguestion hetween the parties? If =0, state
the same fully A/ at larze in ysur answer,

Aemme-

)

Pt (34 s
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SARAH MOKTON, & witness c¢f lawful age, produced

on behalf ¢f the Plaintiff, having been ftirst dulj
depnseth and saith as follews, that is to say:

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q. State your name residence and cccupation?
A. Sarah Merten, 1524 Ashland Avenue; service.
2 Qq Do you knew the oarties teo this suit?
A, Yes.

BY MR, BOND:
1 Q. Were you present at the wedding?
A, Yes.
2 Q. Yeu knew that trh=y were married?
A, Yes.
3 Q. June 12th.
A, Yes.
Q. 19127
A. Yes.
5 Qu De you knew the dinister's name?
A, Yegs.
6 Q. What ig his nare?
A, Bedford.
Q. Methedist Minigtar.
A, Yes.
Q. What caused the separaticn, and vwhich left

the cther?



Sarah Mcrton,

A, He left her.
9 Q. When did he legve her?

A, He left her the next day,=- June 13th., 1912.
10 Q. Have you ever s2en him since he left her?

A. T have geen him once.
11 Q. You gaw him once?

A, Yeg.

12 Q. Did he menticen or say anything about the

desertien,= about livinz with her e¢r sbout leaving here.

A, He told me thst he did net have any wife.
13 Q, They were marrisd ig Baltimcre City,

State ¢f Maryland”

A. Yes.
14 Q, Has the Plainti®f been a resident ¢f Baltimore
Citr, State of Maryland, fer at least two years
prinr te the filing of this suit?

A Yes.
15 Q. The Defendant,™ He is a non-resident of the

gtase ¢f Maryland.

A, Yeg,
-
16 Q, Where wgs he thz lant you heard of him?
A I de net knew where he ig: I have not seen or
H

heard frem him gince I saw him last.



T

8
Sarah Mcrton,
17 Q. Have yocuheard some one else say that he was

in Chester, Pennsylvania?

A, Yes.
18 Q. You heard cthers say that?

A, Yes.
19 Q. And the conduct ef the Plaintif towards her
hushand,- was she always kind, affecticnate and was
her cenduct zlways abeve reprcach?

Ao Yeg.
21 Q. Did she give him any cause to leave her?

A, No sir.
21 Q. Has he declared¢ his intenticn never tc live
with her any more?

Ay Yes.
22 Q. Has he sgid thet he would not live with her
any rere?

A, Yes.
23 Q. Has this degertion of his wife by the De-
fedant been centinuoug and uninterrupted for mere than

three yearg prier to th: filing ¢f thig Bill of Complaint

24 4, Ig there any chenee of their makfng up?
A. "‘Tf gir.
25 Q. The Plaintiff kas never cohabited with her

hushand since the desertien, now has ghe fcrgiven it,-
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30 Q.

Sarah Merte

Mo $1r.

Was there any children born as the

marriagre®
Yes.
Do yeu knew hi

Yegs.

What is his nam

Waymane.
He is eight yec
-Ye{io

The Plaintiff

Yeg.

N,

£ name.

e?
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that child new?

result
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GENERAL QUESTION

Do you knew or can you state any other matter
or thing that may be te the benefit or advantage of the
parties to this suit, or either of them, or that may be
material to the subjeet of this, your examinatien, or the
matters ian guestion between the parties? If so, state

the sane fully and ai{ large in your answer,
A.--- ~
AN
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ESTELLA REDD, a witnegs ¢f lawful age, preduced
cn behalf of the Plaintiff, having hecn firgt duly sworn,
deprseth and saith as follews, that iz te say:
RY THK SXAMINER:
i State yeur name residence and cccupation®

Estella Redd, 1524 Ashland Avenue; sgervice.

L > O

3 Do yru knew the nartieg to this suit?

=

Yes.
BY MK. DAVIS:
1 Q. Were you present at the wedding?
A, Yes.
B Qs You knew that trsy were married?
n Yes.
i When were they warried?

A

Q

A. June 12th,
Q. 19127 -

A

()]
O
=
o
5
-
aﬂ

A, A Methodist Minigter.
6 Q. And they separated when?

. June 13th., 191Z.

-2
c..O =

And which left the cther; did he leave her or

did ghe leave him.

b=

. He left her.
8 Q. What did he gay +hen he left her.

A, He did net zay anything; I did net hear him



Y

Estella Redd.

Isay anything; he just went away and never came backe.
9 Q. He just went awsy and mver came back?

A, Yeg sir.
10 Q. Hasg the Plaintiff becsn g resident ¢f Baltimore
City, State ef Marylanc, for meore than twe years pricr to
the 7iling ¢f this suit?

A Yeuz
1% Q. And is the Defeandant a non-resident of Bhe State

of Muryland®

A Ye S

17 Q. Where was he tae last yocu heard o¢f him?
A Chester, Penngylvania.

13 Q. And was the conduct cf the Plaintiff towards
her hugband always kind, and affectionate and always
abcve reproach"

A, YTes.
14 Q. Did ghe give her hushband any just cause ¢r rea-
sen 50 legve her®

A. N¥ec sir.
15 '@ Hag he detgred vis intenticen never te live with
her any more

A Yes.
16 Q. ags this abandenment centinued uninterruptedly

feor atlleagt three years prier te the filing of this suit?



13

Bgte1la Redd.
A, Yes.
17 Q. And is there any chance c¢f g recenciliation; is

there any chance ¢f their making up.

A, No gir.
18 Q. Hag the Plginti”f lived or cohabited with

her Tmsband gince he gbandenegd her.

J\l 1']’( ;;l'!”.
19 Q. There is one child as the regult ¢f this
marriage”
A -Y--;a.-' "'J'- T £ Nt ;oo o 3. aene oo T
a, BB, wayman €lgit years clcd; she has the

child.



-

GENERAL QUESTION

Do you kXnow or can you state any other matter
or thing that may be to the benefit or advantage of the
parties to this suit, or either of them, or that may be
material to the subjeet of this, your examination, or the
matters in question between the parties? If so, state

the same fully aﬁd at large in your answer,

T Gy, Hect o6



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

of the Solicitor...................of the....... XA AL

closed the depositions taken in said cause and return them cl ed under my

hand and seal, on this / Ve day o /@ v .4

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and.. . 4Ll "0 Zcker ... at the
City of Baltimore, in the State of Ma}\dﬂpd e f,"'}/' /
. N A g  —
ﬂ.f.’/k/”ru&’{’,‘gﬂ” Gty (SEAL).
Examiner.

There areMExhlblts with these depositions, to wit:
Plall‘ltlff'SExhlblt\ﬂ

Defendant’s.ccooooooo . Exhlblt\ S

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

going depositions were taken, do hereby certify that I was employ}ad in assigning

a day, and taking the said depositions upon... " 2 . days, on..

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff...

by the Defendant ...,
é/é// (A7 Rafostef. //

/ E}Mmmer
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IN THE

C1rcu1t Court

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this

iy 1T (, that the same be and it is hereby referred to

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

mmm

Report of Auditor and Master

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

Bill filed by wife ageinst hnsbsnd for divorce A Vineulo

Matrimonii.for.abendonment Cor three years and cnstody..f minor child.
Code-Article-1l6,.-3ection Z6.,
Order_ of pnhlicshion sgesinat 2fendant ss non-resident . .no
f .

answer,. . dearea Pro Confesso, thirty days elsvsed. . Proof shows msrri-
g6 idence of nleihtiff non-residerce of defcnds t and shendops

5 0r,.abt least, &l e vesps cohti alil o 1. and
the 1 of.re Lligtien.. .The.mi zhild to .} e

-~ - e _res

_"'"--..-.,
—

M-ﬂé W@ ..0—7"/~7~¢)<.

v d . A Ma o -
;.\'\.Ll"-"‘ ands a :
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The within is a proper decree to
in this case.
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Decree of Divorce

IN THE

~Bottie BroWh. ......omiemrsmsasiomme Circuit Court

OF

V8.
BALTIMORE CITY

BN /5, ;.10 U .« NS CONHPORRRNORS | [ VSR GUts ' % ) - . WORUNOOR, . ., A . - -1 T8

I

g‘————— — - —TPhiscausestanding ready for hearing and being duly submitted, the proceedings were by the t
§ Court read and considered. N
It is thereupon, this..-_.é.g..@.@.\\f}\ day of_A.C&. t\\.‘&aaqh ................... , A.D. 1921,
by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, that the said

Bettie Brown. ... evesssasesansanense s narensesnss

the above named Complainant be and & he is hereby DIVORCED A VINCULO MATRIMONII from the

Defendant, ... aymon. Browng;. . end that the minor. child . Jaymon. Bromm. . .Jr

¥

b awardad. the Wlgiaf i S rmrt e, L NS e

And it is further Ordered, That the said ... plainkiff ..

LT

pay the cost of this proceeding.

e

FORM 4—5M—1-1-19.




