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BILL' FOR DIVORCE. 
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GARRETT CHAPMAN 

VS. 

LELA MAE CHAPMAN 

TO THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

Your Orator complaining respectfully represents: 

(1) That he was married to his wife,Lela Mae Chapman on the 

31st day of July,1921 and with whom he resided until the 17th 

day of July,1923 when the defendant deserted the plaintiff. 

(2) That though the conduct of your Orator has always been 

kind,affectionate and above reproach toward the said Lela Mae 

Chapman,she has without any just cause or reason abandoned and 

deserted him and has declared her intentions to live with him 

no longer and said abandonment has continued uninterruptedly 

for more than three, years and is deliberate and final and the 

separation of the parties is beyond any reasonable hope of re

conciliation. 

(3) That your Orator has not lived or co-habited with the 

said defendant since said desertion. 

(4) That there are two children born as result of said 

marriage; Robert, age six years and Joseph, age seven years. 

(5) That your Orator is a citizen of the State of Maryland, 

having resided in Baltimore City for more than three years prior 

to the filing of this Bill of Complaint,but that the defendant is 

a non-resident of the State of Maryland. 

TO THE EUD,THEREFORE,YOUR ORATOR PRAYS: 

(a) That he may be divorced a vinculo matrimonii from the 

said Lela Mae Chapman. 

(b) That he may have such other and further relief as his 

case may require* 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 



May it please your Honor to grant unto your Orator the 

Order of Publication directed against the said Lela Mae Chapman, 

commanding and requiring; her to be and appear in this Court on 

some day certain to be named therein to answer the premises and 

abide by and perform such decree or order as may be passed 

therein. 

AND as in duty bound,etc. 

ATTORKEYStfOR PLAINTIFF 



DAVIS & EVAXS,SOLICITORS, 
215 ST.PAUL PLACE, 

IN TIE CIRCUIT COURT OE B.HLTIHORE CITY 
GARRETT CHAPMAN VS.LELA MAE CHAPMAN 

ORDER OE PUBLICATION 

The object of this bill is to procure a divorce a 

Vinculo Matrimonii by the plaintiff, Garrett Chapman from the de

fendant ,Lela Mae Chapman. 

The bill recites that the parties were married on the 

31st day of July,1921 and lived together until the 17th day of 

July,1923 when the defendant deserted the plaintiff. That the 

plaintiff has been a resident of Baltimore City for more than 

three years prior to the filing of this Bill of Complaint,but 

that the defendant is a non-resident of the State of Maryland. 

That your Orator has always been kind,affectionate and above re

proach toward the said defendant,but the defendant has deserted 

him without any just cause or reason and has declared her in

tentions to live with him no longer and said a.bandonment has 

continued uninterruptedly for more than three years and is de

liberate and final and the separation of the parties is beyond 

any reasonable hope of reconciliation. That your Orator has not 

lived or co-habited with the said deiendant since said desertion; 

that there are two children born as result of said marriage, 

Robert,age six years and Joseph,age seven years. 

It is thereupon ordered by the Circuit Court of 

Baltimore City t h i s ^ day ofKM&Ookt 1928,that the plaintiff by 

causing a co"oy of this order to be inserted in some daily news

paper published in Baltimore City,once a week for four successive 

weeks before the day o*^^^'1928, give notice to the absent 

defendant of the object and substance of tfcii Bill warning her 

to be and appear in this Court in person or by Solicitor on or 

before the /£ day of JUmouut^- 1928 to show cause, if any she may 

have why a decree should not be passed as prayed. 
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Davis & Evans, Solicitors, 
215 St. Paul Place. 

IN T H E CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI
MORE CITY — (B—355—1928) — Garre t t 

Chapman vs. Lela Mae Chapman. 
ORDER OF PUBLICATION. 

The object of this bill is to procure a 
divorce a vinculo matr imonii by the plain
tiff. Garre t t Chapman, from the defendant, 
Lela Mae Chapman. 

The bill recites tha t the par t ies were mar
ried on the 31st day of July, 1921, and lived 
together unti l the 17th day of July, 1923, 
when the defendant deserted the plaintiff. 
Tha t the plaintiff has been a resident of 
Bal t imore City for more than three years 
lirior to the filing of this bill of complaint, 
bu t tha t the defendant is a non-resident 
of the State of Maryland. Tha t your orator 
has a lways been kind, affectionate and 
above reproach toward the said defendant, 

, bu t the defendant has deserted him without 
any jus t cause or reason and has declared 
her intentions to live with him no longer 
and said abandonment has continued unin-
te ruptedly for more than three years and 
is deliberate and final and the separation 
of the part ies is beyond any reasonable 
hope of reconciliation. Tha t your ora tor 
has not lived or co-habited wi th the said 
defendant since said deser t ion; that there 

I a re two children born as resul t of said 
marr iage , Robert , age six years , and J o 
seph, age seven years. 

I t is thereupon, ordered by the Circuit 
Court of Bal t imore City this 20th day of 
September, 1928, that the plaintiff by caus
ing a copy of th i s order to be inserted in 
some daily newspaper published in Balti
more Citv once a week for four successive 
weeks before the 20th day of October, 1928, 
give notice to the absent defendant of the 
object and substance of this bill warning 
her to 'be and appear in this Court in per
son or by solicitor on or before the 12th 
day of November, 1928, to show cause, if 
any she may have, why a decree should not 
be passed as prayed. 

EUGENE O'DUNNB. 
True Copy—Test.: 

CHAS. R. WHITE'FOBD, 
s27,ol,11.1S Clerk. 

Bal t imore , . . . .L / .CZz- . . . . / . ^ .ZA; 192<£. 

We hereby ce/tifv- that the annexed advertise

ment of Order il..JjLJun!U1/C^2d^ Court 

.of Baltimore City, Case of. 

was published in T H E J W ^ I J ^ I . K H ^ U K U , a daily news

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

su^cessivjf weeks before the 

..., i92<a. 

First insertion 

J 
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[Decree P r o Confesso] 

/^^£MMJ^...Z.. L^^2^^<^e<^X 

vs. 

£ ^ c cbUUL 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

T ^ ^ L - d ^ ^ C ^ ^ - Term, 192 ^ 

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). 

/? 7 
It is thereupon this / / day of in the year nineteen 

hundred and twenty ^jt^ti^~ ^y t h e Circuit Court of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and 

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

is hereby taken pro confesso against the defendant. 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. 

UV&^T^ 
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vs. 

SELA MAE CH&.PIOH 

Jn % (Hirrmt (tart 

OF BALTIMORE CITY. 

.4.J.^5££?...£™..!< 

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the p l a i n t i f f 

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

JJjk?.teenth day of D.aQ.emb.ar 19.2.8.., met on 

the .Ni.^Q.t.eenth day of December. in the year nineteen 

hundred and ..1iWentx-:e.igh.'t....at my office, in the city of Baltimore, in the State 

of Maryland, and assigned the JKiDUt&Mlltfc. day of D-ecejabar. 

in the same year at l.?.;.«?.Q o'clock in the aJt.ex-..noon and the 

office of T M . . . ^ a m i n e 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 

P . l a i n t i f f to take the following depositions, that 

is to say:— 



GARRETT CHAPMAN 

VS. 

DELA MAE CHAPLIAH 

In the Circuit Court of 

Baltimore City. 

Testimony taken before me, A. deRussy Sappington, 

Examiner, in my offices in the Title Building, Baltimore, 

on December 19th, 4928, at 12;30 P. M. 

Mr. George W. Evans appeared for plaintiff. 

Thereupon 

GARRETT CHAPMAK, 

the plaintiff, of lawful age, produoed on his own behalf, 

being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

By the Examiner; 

Q State your name, residence and occupation? 

A Garrett Chapman, 3210 Barclay Street, Baltimore, 

mechanic. 

Q Do you know the parties to this suit? 

A yes, sir, I am the plaintiff and my wife is the 

defendant. 



\ 
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By Mr, Evans: 

ft When, where and by whom were you married? 

A On July 31st, 19E1, at Alexandria, Virginia, 

by a Minister of the Gospel. 

Q. Did you live together as husband and wife after 

that? 

A Yes, sir. 

0, How long d id you l i v e t o g e t h e r ? 

A U n t i l Ju ly 17th , 1923. 

ft Which one of you l e f t t he o the r a t t h a t t ime? 

A She l e f t me. 

Q Why? 

A Because her mother said she had to be relieved 

of all responsibility and to take my troubles with me. 

ft What was your troubles? 

A My two children and myself. 

Q Did you give her any reason to leave you? 

A Ho, sir. 

Q. How did you always t r e a t her? 

A As good as any husband could . 

ft Did you t a k e care of he r and provide for her and 

g ive her a horns? 

A Yes, s i r . 
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Q Did you have any dispute with her before she left? 

A io, sir. 

Q Have you seen her since the separation? 

A Once, about a week after. 

0, What was the oooasion of seeing her? 

A About some of the furniture out of the house. 

I gave her some of the things she wanted. 

$ When she left you on July 17th, 1923, were you 

at home? 

A No, sir, I was at work - I came home and founi 

her gone and I saw her a week after that. 

Q Have you ever lived or cohabited with her since 

she left you on July 17th, 1983? 

A So, sir. 

Q Has her abandonment of you continued uninteruptedly 

from July 17th, 1923, down to the present time? 

A Yes, s i r . 

r4 Is i t de l ibe ra te and f ina l and beyond any hope 

of r econc i l i a t ion? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q Have you been a resident of Baltimore, Maryland, 

for more than two years prior to the filing of this Bill? 

A Yes, sir. 

<4 Is your wife a resident of Maryland? 

A Mo, sir, she was in Chicago when I last heard of 

her. 
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Q. Were any children born as a result of the marriage? 

A Two. 

Q What are their names and ages? 

A Joseph, 7, and Robert, 6. 

0. Who has the oare and custody of the children? 

A 1 have. They are with my mother. 

Q. Who provides for them? 

A I always have. 

Q Are you able to continue to do so? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q, D0 they have a comfortable home and proper 

surroundings? 

A Yes, sir. 



GENERAL QUESTION 

Do you know 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 

subject of this, your examination, or the matters 

in question between the parties I If so, state, the 

same fully and at large in your answer, 

} U> 
A. -~ USinnAAs(y[Ayci//4^A^^/ 
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Thereupon 

EMMA CHAPMAN BREWER, 

a witness, of lawful age, produced on behalf of the 

plaintiff, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 

By the Examiner: 

Q, State your name, residence and occupation? 

A Emma Chapman Brewer, 832 Eighth Street, Washington, 

D. C , housewife. 

Q, D0 you know the parties to this suit? 

A Yes, sir, he is my son. 

By Mr. Bvans: 

Q How long have you known her? 

A Since 1917. 

Q Do you know when she and your son were married? 

A Yes, in Alexandria, in 1921. 

Q Which one of them loft the other? 

A She left him. 

0, When did she leave him? 

A In July, 1923. 

Q Do you know anyth ing of the cause of t h e s e p a r a t i o n ? 

A She said she was tired of all responsibility and 

the children and that she was going back to her mother 

and she packed up and left. She told me that repeatedly 

before she left. 
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Q, Has he been a res iden t of Baltimore, Maryland, 

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

A Yes, s i r . 

Q Is his wife a resident of Maryland? 

A No, sir, she now lives in Chicago. 

Q Did he give his wife any cause or reason to 

leave him? 
» 

A lone at all. 

Q Was he a kind, f a i th fu l and af fec t ionate husband? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q. Did he always provide for her? 

A Yes, he did. 

0, Have they ever lived or cohabited together since 

she left him in July, 1983? 

A Uo, sir. 

Q Has her abandonment of her husband continued 

uninterruptedly from July,1923, down to the present time? 

A Yes,sir. 

Q Do you believe the separat ion to be de l ibera te 

and f i na l and beyond any hope of reconc i l i a t ion? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q Where are the children? 

A I have been taking care of them. Their father 

supports them. 



GIN1RAL QUESTION 

Do you know 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 

subject of this, your examination, or the matters 

in question between the parties? If so, state the 

same fully and at large in your answer. 

A. -

^AyiyL^iyW^-ti/ 
r~ 

i 



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

of the Solicitor of the p l a i n t i i f 

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

hand and seal, on this . ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ ^ K l day oi...!^^P<^l.. 

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and .twejQty.̂ .nine ... at the 

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 

~~ (SEAL) 
Examiner. 

n o There are Exhibits with these depositions, to wit: 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 

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—..two days, on b.Qtli 

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on none 

by the Defendant. 

Examiner. 
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GARRETT CHAPMAN 
IN THE 

Circuit Court 
vs. 

LELA MAE CHAPMAN 
BALTIMORE CITY 

Crm,"l92 9 March * _ l i *^ 

This case being submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this. I&^i 
?.?...„ , 19 , that the same be and it is hereby referred to 

.....Jjd&kX sJ-.-.-iX^ZL^^klr^r?../ , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the 

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon. 

%^f<x /i^ 

Report of Auditor and Master 

Bill for divorce a vinculo matrimonii filed by the husband against 

_his wife on the ground of abandonment. Code Art. 16; Sec.57-4£. 

Defendant proceeded _ agalnst_._..a„s__a__Qp.n_-.r_esident and her non-resi den c e 

proved. ; , 

Plaintiff's residence in Baltimore City for more than two years 

prior to the filing of the bill proved. 

The marriage proved. 

Anflndnnwont nnlnt.aryi^ptadly for _three -yaarfl^_ItS- finality and the 

irreconcilability of the parties proved, 

Decree pro coniesso was passed against the defendant and more than 

thirty days have since elapsed. 

Case made for awarding the guardianship and custody of the minor 

children of the parties to the plaintiff. 

Case...ready: fox decree. 

'^Z&&<^ C% J. &*&& 
Auditor afro Master. 

A p r i l Z7, lagM. 
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CIRCUIT/COURT 
B -555 

1928 No. Docket 

GARRETT CHAPMAN 

VS. 

LELA MAh.CHAPMM 

Recorded 

B No. 33%>2> 

7 

The within is a proper decree to be passed 

in this case. 

-^£fc?*~.£2 



DECREE OF DIVORCE 

IN THE 

» GARRETT CHAPMAN 

VS. 

LiiLA HAECHAPMM 

Circuit Court 
OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

-Term, 192-

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

read and considered. 

It is thereupon, this ^7~ -day of llL^^ , A. D. 192.52. 

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

.fi£RRgJ_T_CJittP!!Al^^ -

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

Defendant^-- . i^A.MAS„CI^MABf 

M P _ _ i t _ X s _ f u r t h e r _ „ o x c L e r e p l _ t h a 

,CBARIUyB_j3©d__RQB^^ 

.are._hexej?y„_awardeQ___tp_the__C 

further order of this Court. 

-

And it is further Ordered, That the said -..Gm$±Ztemt_,__GAM&.SM&MM±..-..r.. 

pay the cost of this proceeding. 

fa^lstf 


