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In The Circuit Court 

of 

Baltimore City. 

To The Honorable, The Judge of Said Court: 

Your Oratrix,complaining,respectfully says.* 

FIRST, That the parties hereto were mar

ried the I2th. day of June,I9I2 by Rev.Bedford,a Metho

dist minister and lived together as man and v/ife until on 

or about June 13th.It12. Said marriage occured in Bal

timore, State of Maryland. 

SECOND, That Your Oratrix is a resident of 

the city of Baltimore, State of Maryland,and has 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 

P enn s yl van ia. 

THIRD, That though the conduct of your Ora 

-trix towards her husband has alv-ays been kind,affection 

-ate and above reproach,the respondent without any just 

cause or reason abandoned your Oratrix. And has decasred 

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 marriage,V/aymon Jr. eight years old. 

THEREFORE YOUR ORATRIX PRAYS: 

a-a A divorce a 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 Ora-

Bettie Brown 

V s . 

Waymon Brown 
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trix from the respondent, a vinculo matrimonnii. 

May 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. 



Davis & Bishop, S o l i c i t o r s , 

118 S.Lexington S t . 

In The C i r c u i t Court of Bal t imore C i t y . 

B e t t i e Brown v s . Waymon Brown. 

ORDER OP PUBLICATION. 

The ob jec t of t h i s s u i t i s to procure a decree for a 

d ivorce A VINCULO MATRIMONII, by the p l a i n t i f f from the 

defendant . 

The B i l l s t a t e s t h a t the p a r t i e s t h e r e t o were mar

r i e d in Bal t imore C i t y , S t a t e of laaryland, the 12th . day 

of June,1912 by Rev.Bedford,a Methodist m i n i s t e r and l i v 

-ed to ge the r a s man and wife u n t i l on o r about June 13th. 

1912.That Your O r a t r i x i s a r e s i d e n t of the c i t y of Bal 

t imore , S t a t e of Maryland,and has been for more than two 

years p r i o r to the f i l i n g of t h i s b i l l of compla in t . T^at 

the respondent i s a n o n - r e s i d e n t of the c i t y of Baltimore 

and when l a s t heard of was in Chester Pennsy lvan ia . That 

though the conduct of your O r a t r i x towards her husband 

has always been k i n d , a f f e c t i o n a t e and above r ep roach , the 

respondent wi thout any j u s t cause or reason abandoned 

your O r a t r i x and has dec la red h i s i n t e n t i o n to l i v e with 

her no l o n g e r . That the s a id abandonment has cont inued 

u n i n t e r r u p t e d l y fo r more than t h r e e years p r i o r to the 

f i l i n g of t h i s b i l l of complaint and t h a t the s epa ra t i on 

of the p a r t i e s i s beyond an£ reasonab le hope or expec ta

t i o n of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . T h a t t h e r e i s one ch i l d born as a 

r e s u l t of sa id m a r r i a g e . 

I t i s thereupon by the C i r c u i t Court of 

Bal t imore City ordered t h i s ' d a y of A 1920.That the pla in 

- t i f f by causing a copy of t h i s order to be i n s e r t e d in 

some d a i l y newspaper .publ i shed in the c i t y of Bal t imore , 

once a week for four success ive weeks .before the day oLwUMMAy 

1920 and give n o t i c e to the sa id defendant,V/aymon Brown 

(now absen t ) of the ob jec t and substance of t h i s b i l l 



and warning him to be and appear in t h i s c o u r t in p e r -

son or by s o l i c i t o r , on or before the day 192/), to 
A /K-

show cause i f any he may have , why a decree should not 

be passed as p rayed . / / 
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Fourth Insertion. 
Davis & Bishop, Solicitors, 

118 E. Lexington St. 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI

MORE CITY — (B—775—1920) — Bettie 
Brown vs. Waymcin Brown. 

ORDER OF PUBLICATION. 
The object of this suit is to procure a 

decree for a divorce a vinculo matrimonii, ' 
bv the plaintiff from the defendant. 

The bill states that the parties 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 13th, 1912. That your oratrix 
is a resident of the City of Baltimore, State 
of Maryland, and has 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 anv reasonable hope or expectation 
of reconciliation. That there is one child I 
born as a result of said marriage. 

It is thereupon by the Circuit Court of 
Baltimore City ordered this 17th day of 
December, 1920, that the plaintiff by caus
ing a copy of this order to be inserted in 
some daily newspaper, published in the 
City of Baltimore, once a week for four 
successive weeks, before the 19th day of 
January, 1921, and give notice to the said j 
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 5th 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. 
d20,27ja3,10 Clerk. 

Baltimore, J A N 1 0 1 9 2 1 , 192 

We herebvcert i fy that the annexed advertise

ment of Order f JtSc^&jUL&et Circuit Court 

-J£2T«-#: 
vs... ^/- ec^T^i^^ 
was published in T H E D A I L Y R E C O R D , a daily 

newspaper published in the City of Baltimore, once in 

each of .G&/«.̂ f-..C-..<-./?•. successive weeks before the 

*9 vv day of --̂ ŷ *-"̂ ^ 192/ 
First insertion 

T H E DAI l^Y? R E C O R D . 

Per. 
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[Decree Pro Confesso.] 

tl£jLx, ^ W ^ » 
vs. 

y^A^y^uA. X^^ruT* 

I N T H E 

Circuit Court 
OF 

B A L T I M O R E C I T Y . 

Term, 191\ 

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

the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of the writ, 

(said Order). 

It is thereupon this 
7 

0 fa YlA-AS^Aj day' of J in the year nineteen 

hundred and 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. 

STATE OF MARYLAND, 

BALTIMORE CITY, SCT 

I hereby certify that on this ^Jl day of &Qr-
\ 19 2*/ 

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland, in and for the City aforesaid, 

personally appeared Qxfl-C 4«jg \ .g3^a-»-c j \ / \ a n ( j m a d e oath 

in due form of law that her (hie} husband (wife}-the defendant in the above entitled case is not in the 

Military or Naval service of the United States Government, to the best of her (hie^-knowledge, informa

tion and belief. 

As Witness my hand and Notarial Seal. A 

•sT fouttCL 
Notarv Puhlio. i 

•ec/a_ 

a ̂Aru/yv 
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In the Circuit Court, 
OF BALTIMORE CITY 

DEPOSITIONS^ 

PUINTI&sloSTS 
Examiners $ 

Copies 

Sheriff. 

Stenographer 

$ 

DEFENDANT'S COSTS 
Examiners $ 

Copies „ .•...' 

Sheriff. 

Stenographer 

J[ri I ̂ (TVku^rwM 
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3n tip ffltrmil (tart \_ 
OF BALTIMORE CITY. 

'..«&C4^- ^-^k) -

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the-y 

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGT(Jl\l, 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 

-day ol.^>*L^l**mMe&U. 19&.L, met on 

if.JtZUtiibt^.'iQ: day of--^w£^C>^z^.ewr£-^.....in the year nineteen 

hundred a n d - ^ ^ i ^ ^ i ^ ^ ^ ' - ^ ^ a t my office, in the £i ty of Baltimore, in^ the State 

of Maryland, and assigned th£ j**<^--7*<C^t« day of~v4r£-

...C^JrrriJ^]...........noon and the 

\.)^..*...4&UAn£A^ -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 depositions, that 

is to say:— 
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Brr wnf 

v. 

Brr m. 

Testimony taken at the rffice of Messrs Bishop and 

Bavin, Bast Pleasant Street, Baltiim re, Maryland, 

March 10th., 1921, at 2 O'clock P. M. 

B1TTI1 BROW, th« "Plaintiff in this case, pro

duced, rn her rwn behalf, haying been first duly sworn, 

deposeth and saith as followsj that is to gay: 

BY THS EXAMTWRt 

1 0,. State your name residence and occupation? 

A. Settle Brown, 15:24 Ashland Avenue; service. 

2 0,. Dc you lent 'v the parties tc this suit? 

A. I an the Plaintiff and my husband is the Defen

dant. 

BY MR. BOM): 

1 Q,. S t a t e v/hen you were "narried'-' 

A. Juno 1 2 t h . 

2 q. i 9 i ? / ' 

A. Yen. 

3 %. By whom* 

A. The Reverend Mr. Bedford. 

4 i A Methodist Minister'-' 

A. Y5B. 

5 Q,. And you lived together as husband and wife 

until when - June 13th.. 1912. 
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Bettie Brown 

A. Yes. 

6 Q,. You were Married for a day "before „c.u separated? 

A. Yes. 

7 Q,. And yru were carried in Baltimore City, 

State rf Marylandv 

A. YeK. 

3 Q,. Hare you "been a resident rf Baltimore City, 

State of Maryland, frr at least two years prior to 

the filing rf this suitv 

A. Yes. 

9 Q,. And yrur hushand in a non - r e s iden t of the 

State; r f Maryland, i s he'' 

A. Yes. 

10 <i. He wan last heard rf where'' 

A. In Pennsylvania; that is the last that I 

heard r f hin. 

11 !£. in what City in Pennsylvania? 

A. Chester, Pennsylvania. 

1°, (i. Was yrur conduct above repn>ach? 

A. Yes. 

13 Q,. You did not glre him any cause or reason tc 

leave you 

A. So sir. 
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Bettie Brown. 

14 Q. Since he has abandoned and deserted ycu, has 

he declared hi:; intention of nr t living wit* you any 

longer? 

A. Yes. 

15 Q,. Hag his paid ahandonment of you been continuous 

and uninterrupted for morn than three years pricr to 

the filing of thin Bill of Complaint'' 

A. Yes. 

16 Q. And this separation: He left yam, did heV 

A. Yes; he left me. 

17 q. What did he saj when he left ycu. 

A. When he cane there the day after I was 

Married, I asked him rhjther.he was go inn- to live with 

me, and he said "We Were made to get married, hut. ̂ ru 

can rut make me live with ycu", and he supported 

the child until it was; six months eld, and he has not 

supported us since. 

18. 9*. low old is the child ncu'' 

A. -Sî ht years old. 

19 Q,. Is there any chance of your making up? 

A. No sir. 

20 Q. Ycu have not lived rr cohabitdd with him 

since the deserticn'' 

A. No sir. 



B e t t i e Brown. 

21 0,. Do you want the care and custody of t k t chi ld* 

A. Ye a . 



L IU35STIOTI 

T>e you kn®w o r oan you s t a t e any etfeer m a t t e r 

e r t h i n g t h a t may be to the b e n e f i t o r rihrimtftjf* i f t he 

p a r t i e s to t h i s au.l t , or e i t h e r o f them, or that Mf be 

m a t e r i a l bo -..he aah.j*>ot of t h i s , your examinat ion, or the 

m a t t e r s in ques t ion be tveea the p a r t i e s ? I f so , sts»te 

the 3.aaie fulLy «|t4 a£ l*r«« in your answer. 

$x#^ /J z on^n^r 

au.lt


G 

SARAH MOHTON, a witness of lawful age, produced 

on "behalf of the Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn, 

deposeth and saith as follows, that is to say". 

BY THE SXAWVifiR: 

1 Q,. State your name residence and rccupationv 

A. Sarah Mrrton, 1524 Ashland Avenue; service. 

2 Q. Dc you kn< w the parties to this suitV 

A. Yes. 

BY MR. BOND: 

1 Q,. Were you present at tke weddingV 

A. Ye s. 

2 Q,. You know that they were marriedV 

A. Yes. 

3 Q. June 12th. 

A. Ye s• 

4 Q. 1912* 

A. Yes. 

o Q,. Bo you knrw the Minister's name? 

A. Yes. 

6 Q,. What is his nare? 

A. Bedford. 

7 Q,. Methodist T'inî t̂ r. 

A. Ye s. 

9 Q,. Ikat caused the .-.eparaticn, and which left 

the other* 
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Sarah lit rton. 

A. He left her. 

9 Q,. When did he leave her? 

A. He left her the next day,- June 13th., 1912. ' 

10 Q. Have you ever seen him. since he left her? 

A. T have Been hia once. 

11 Q,. You saw him once? 

A« Ye s • 

12 ti. Did he mention or say anything about the 

desertion,- shout living with her or ahout leaving her. 

A. He told me that he did not have any wife. 

13 Q,. They were married ijfr Baltimore City, 

State of Maryland? 

A. Yes. 

14 Q,. Han the Plaintiff been a resident ff Baltimore 

City, State nf Maryland, f< r at least two years 

prior to the +>iling of this suit? 

A. Yes. 

15 Q,. The "Defendant," He is a non-resident of the 

State of Maryland. 

A. Yes. 

16 <i. Where was he th« l a s t you heard of him? 

A. I do not know fthere- he i s ; I have not seen or 

heard from him s ince I saw him l a s t . 



• 

Sarah Mr rton. 

17 Q,. Have youheard soma one else say that he was 

in Chester, Pennsylvania? 

A. Te s. 

13 Q. You heard others say that? 

A. Ye s• 

19 i\. And the conduct of the Plaintiff towards her 

husband,- was she always kind, affectionate and was 

~her conduct always above reproach'?* 

21 <}. Bid she give hill any cause to leave her? 

A. Ho sir. 

21 Q. Has he declared his intention never to live 

with her any more''' 

A. Yes. 

22 <l. Has he said that he would not live with her 

any :x re'' 

A. Ye s. 

23 Q,. Has this desertion of his wife "by the De-

fedant "been continuous and uninterrupted for more than 

three years prior to the filing of this Bill of Complaint 

A. Yes. 

24 <•*,. Is there any chance of their maiding upV 

A. Ho sir. 

25 Q,. The Plaintiff has never cohabited with her 

husband since the desertion, nc-w has she forgiven it,-
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S a r a h Mor ton . 

h a s s h e . 

A. Ho s i r . 

26 Q,. Was there any children horn as the result < f 

this Marriage* 

A• x es• 

27 Q,, Bo yru knrv; klc naat* 

A . 16£3 • 

28 Q. What l a h i s na^e? 

A. Wayman. 

29 'I. He i s e i g h t y c s r y o l d ? 

A. Y e s . 

30 Q. The P l a i n t i f f h a s t h a t c h i l d now? 

A. Yea. 



GE"NGBBAL QUESTION 

Bo you know or can you s t a t s any other n a t t e r 

or thing that jaaay "be to the "benefit or advantage of tho 

p a r t i e s to t h i s s u i t , or e i the r of them, or tha t nay "be 

mater ial to the subject of t h i s , your escamination, or tho 

matters in ifMstlMI between the pa r t i e s? If so, s t a t e 

the same ful ly and %t l a rge in your answer. 

A. -**-
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ISTSLLA RMDD, a witness of lawful age, produced 

en behalf of the Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn, 

deposeth and saith as follows, that is to nay: 

BY THS IXAMHTER: 

1 Q. State your name residence and cccupaticn? 

A. Istella Hedd, 1524 Ashland Avenue; service. 

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

A. Yes. 

BY MR. DAVIS: 

1 Q,. Were you present at the wedding? 

A. Yes. 

2 Q,. Ynu know that they v/ere married? 

A. Yes. 

3 Q. When were they Married? 

A. June 12th. 

4 q. 1912? • 

A. Yes. 

5 Q. By whom'' 

A. A Methodist Minister. 

6 Q. And they separated when? 

A. June 13th., 1912. 

7 Q,. And which left the other; did he leave her or 

di<~! she leave him. 

A. He left her. 

8 Q,. What did he say (Then he l e f t he r . 

A. He did not say anything; I did not. hear hira 
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Igtella Redd. 

say anything; he just went away and never came "back. 

9 Q,. He juut went away and nver cane "back? 

A. Yes sir. 

10 Q,. Has the Plaintiff been a resident of Baltimore 

City, State of Maryland, for more than two years prior to 

the filing of this suit* 

A. Yesi 

11 Q,. And i s the Defendant a n o n - r e s i d e n t of She S t a t e 

of Maryland* 

A. Yes. 

1'" Q,. Where warn he the l a s t you heard «f hiraV 

A. Ches t e r , Pennsy lvan ia . 

13 Q,. And was the conduct of the P l a i n t i f f towards 

he r husband always k ind , and af fec t ionate ; and always 

above reproach'-' 

A. Yes« 

14 <-l. Did she give her hushand any j u s t cause or r ea 

son to leave h e r 9 

A. He s i r . 

15 Q. Has he dclared his intention never to live y/ith 

her any mere.'' 

A. Yes. 

16 Q,. Has this abandonment continued uninterruptedly 

for atlleast three y;;ars prior to the filing of tkis suit? 
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latella Redd. 

A. Yes. 

17 0. And is there t.ny cha.nce rf a recrnciliaticn; ii 

there any chance nf their making up. 

A. No sir. 

18 <}. Has the Plaintiff lived, cr cohabited with 

her husband since he abandoned her. 

A. Vo sir. 

19 Q,. There la one child as the result of this 

marriage''' 

A. Yes; Wayman eight years eld; she has the 

child. 



GENERAL QUESTION 

Bo you know or can you s t a t e any other matter 

©r thing that may b e to the benef i t or advantage of the 

p a r t i e s to t h i s s u i t , or e i the r of them, or tha t may "be 

mater ial to the subject of t h i s , your examination, or the 

matters in question between the pa r t i e s? If so, s t a t e 

the 3ame ful ly and at l a rge in your answer. 

* • " " " ^ &rte€C^ 



No other witnesses being named or^produce 

of the Solicitor of the 

closed the depositions taken in said cause and 
/ f hand and seal, on this (.....(j.... 

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and-

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 

ore me, I then, at the request 

return them eloped under my 

.....day o^^2^£^fr~. 

(SEAL). 
Examiner. 

There are- jSkL Exhibits with these depositions, to wit: 

Plaintiff's -Exhibit 

Defendant's Exhibit-
"V 

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— y^^M^- days, on-..(urrLM.. 

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on.---'^?^0^—TT-. 

by the Defendant-

Examiner. 



, Circuit Court 

19 ^o Docket No 

Awn. 
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/WWi/v, 

Order of Reference 
and Report 
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No. 

7© 
Order Filed day o V J ^ . * ^ . 1 9 ' 

Report Filed day of 19 



'AJVU^ 
IN THE 

773 -^ 

Circuit Court 

«/L /CyUWlA^ 
OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

Term, 19 "Z-

This case^ being submitted^ without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this 

, 1 9 ^ ( that the same be and it is hereby referred to 

, Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the 

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon. 

/ 

day of 

Report of Auditor and Master 

p i l l i i l e f r by w i f e ags i r t s t husband f o r d i v o r c e A V i n c u l o 

__U_il_L_a_ulii f n r ahwnrl onrtmnt f o r . . three ye^r* and c p a t o d y of m i n o r nh^ld t 

Code Ar-SXoXe -1&-, Se-e-ti-on 36-, 

_ ftnawe 

* fir** • 

_____e_ 

_:.,. ...rI.e.j2.r..ae.-

re.sid.enae. 

- n f 

...? ... 

nf -

_DiLbli.aa.ti 

C o n f e a s n , 

l**1-P-f. 

rm fig-nl ns t , fli 

t h i r t y 

• 

..d.a.i*a.. 

_f_ . . _ • _ _ . . . 

elflnaerl.. 

_e_ n^ 

_a_3 n o n -

__r__fif 

.___if___d____t_ 

__cs 

p h 

nvA 

i d e i i 

o__s__ 

-aba. 

t . 
r?R 

__L 

...na 

;"__i-_ 

___=- . 

mept f o r , a t l e a s t , t h r e e y e n r a oofrfcintiqaa, d e l i b e r a t e , f i n a l and 

w i t h o u t hope .o.f.....r.e.Q..Q.n.ai.li.a.ti.Dii.. The minor c h i l d - t o be awarded .the.. 

p l a i n t i f f . 0a3e r e a d y f o r d e c r e e . 

4s4#£^ r^?__^_2___2_S^; 
And1tor and Mastf; 

re.sid.enae
_DiLbli.aa.ti


CIRCUIT COURT 
1 9 2 0 No. .Docket 

:B 3 '.Dim. 

VS. 

Hecf 

lerr?? of ituom 

B No, 
%/f^*/ 

I OL/MAJL /f<U 



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

C 
Auditor and Master. 

1 



Decree of Divorce 
IN THE 

.-Eerttie—Brxxwii- Circuit Court 

vs. 
OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

..Waymnn-JBLrGwn. J tecah. . . . Term, 19 .21 . 

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

Court read and considered. , » 

It is thereupon, this... JD..iL&&.Y\.A day of ..L\b.\.VA. 

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

.Steel}, , A. D..1921.. 

B.e.£.£i.Q...BxjD!.w2L. 

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

Defendant, „..Wajrnicj3.-JBLrixra.;..-aii&~ 

.'bfi....aw.ar.d.e.d-.t.h.e...plalntif.f 

k. 

And it is further Ordered, That the said p l a i x i t i f J 

pay the cost of this proceeding. 

mm z 

FORM 4—6M—1-1-19. 


