
IU THE CIRCUIT COURT OF 

BALTIMORE CITY. 

IGITATIUS MARSHALL 

VS. 

MARY B.MARSHALL 

BILL I-'OR DIVORCE. 

Mr. Clerk: 

Please file. 

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 

DAVIS & EVANS 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

J?6yWa$/9# 
BAUMGARTEN a CO.. INC. 



XI THE CIRCUIT COURT 

OF 

MARY B.MARSHALL BALTIMORE CITY 

TO THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE OE SAID COURT: 

Your Orator complaining respectfully represents: 

(1) That he was married to his wife,Mary B.Marshall,on 

the 3rd day of iiiarch,I9I9 and with whom he resided until the 

Ilth day of December,1923 when the defendant deserted the 

plaintiff, 

(2) That though the conduct of your Orator toward the 

said Mary B.Marshall,has always been kind,affectionate and 

above reproach, she has,without any just cause or reason, 

abandoned and deserted him and has declared her intention 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 reconciliation, 

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

the said defendant since said desertion. 

(4) That there are no children born as result of said 

marriage. 

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

land,having resided in Baltimore City for more than three years 

prior to the filing of this Bill of Complaint,but that the de­

fendant is a non-reeddent of the State of Maryland and when 

last heard of was in Washington,D.C. 

IGNATIUS MARSHALL 

VS. 



TO THE END,THEREFORE,YOUR ORATOR PRAYS: 

(a) That he may be divorced A Vinculo Matrimonii from 

the said Mary B.Marshall. 

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

his case may require. 

May it please your Honor to grant unto your Orator 

the Order of Publication directed against the said Mary B, 

Marshall,commanding and requiring her to be and appear in this 

Court on come day certain to be named therein to answer the 

premises and abide fey and perform such decree or order as may 

be passed therein. 

AM) as in duty bound,etc. 

ATTORNEYS EOR PLAINT1ST 



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

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 01 BALTIMORE CITY 
IGNATIUS MARSHALL VS.MARY B.MARSHALL 

ORDER OF PUBLICATION 

The object of this bill is to procure a divorce A 

Vinculo Matrimonii by the plaintiff,Ignatius Marshall,from the 

defendant,Mary B.Marshall, 

The bill recites that the parties were married on the 

3rd day of March,1919 and lived together until the Ilth day of 

' December, 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 Mary-

land and when last heard of was in Washington,D.C. That your 

Orator has behaved himself as a faithful,chaste and affectionate 

husband toward the said defendant,but that the said defendant 

deserted him without any just cause and that the separation of 

the parties is beyond any hope of reconciliation and that ycmr 

Orator has not lived or co-habited with the said defendant 

since said desertion. That there are no children born as result 

of said marriage. 

It is thereupon ordered by the Circuit Court of Balti­
­

more City this «2i"day of W ^ 1928, that the plaintiff by 

causing a copy of this order to be inserted in some daily news­

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

ive weeks before the «2̂ ~day ofSf^A/l-J^ 1928, give notice to the 

absent defendant of the object and substance of this Mil, 

warning her to be and appear in this Court in person or by 

Solicitor on or before the //'day QTWIAJ^J 1928 to show cause, 

if any she may have, why a decree should not be passed as 

prayed. 



T C ^ Docket N o ^ . . ? . . ? . 

vs. 

Certificate of Publication 

THE DAILY R 
Filed..J..A day of.' 192 £ 



THE DAILY RECORD 

Davis & Evans, Solicitors, 
215 St. Paul Place. 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI­
MORE CITY — (B—189—1928) — Ignatius 

Marshall vs. Mary B. Marshall. 
ORDER OF PUBLICATION. 

The object of this bill is to procure a 
divorce a vinculo matrimonii by the plain­
tiff, Ignatius Marshall, from the defendant, 
Mary B. Marshall. 

The bill recites that the parties were 
! married on the 3rd day of March, 1919, 
and lived together until the 11th day of 
December, 1923, when the defendant de­
serted 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 and 
when last heard of was in Washington, D. 
C. That your orator has behaved himself 

> as a faithful, chaste and affectionate hus-
. band toward the said defendant, but that 
I the said defendant deserted him without 
j any just cause and that the separation of 
the parties is beyond any hope of recon­
ciliation and that your orator has not lived 
or cohabited with the said defendant since 
said desertion. That there are no children 
born as result of said marriage. 

It is thereupon ordered by the Circuit 
Court of Baltimore City this 25th day of 
May, 1928, that the plaintiff, by causing a 
copy of this order to be inserted in some 
daily newspaper published In Baltimore 
City once a week for four successive weeks 
before the 25th day of June, 1928, give 
notice to the absent defendant of the ob­
ject and substance of this bill, warning 
her to be and appear in this Court, in per­
son or by solicitor, on or before the 11th 
day of July, 1928, to show cause, if any 
she may have, why a decree should not 
be passed as prayed. 

ELI FRANK. 
True Copy—Test: 

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD, 
| my26,je2,9,16 Clerk. 

Baltimore,. ..IkLK&y^JLs.... 

We hereby certify that the annexed advertise­

ment of Order... Circuit Court 

of Baltimore City, Case of. 

JiLMaasiAaJUL. 
was published in T H E DAILY RECORD, a daily news­

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

.successive weeks before the 

, 192&.. 

First insertion.. 

T H E D A I L Y R E C 0 R D 

P e r . ( ^ 



192 <̂  Docket 

cJ^ceuA^o 1%fc*«L4< ~£ft 

vs. 

z^^/*^^^^ 

Decree Pro Confesso 

^ y 

No. <^W 

Filed.../ ../....JS^^I. 192 «£ 

i 



[Decree Pro Confesso] 

J 
vs. 

IN THE 

CIRCUIT COURT 
OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

^ &L Term, 192 f 

The Defendant having been duly w M j — I (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). 

M 
It is thereupon this ' f T " ~%/ day of x ^ V " 2 " ^ " in the year nineteen 

hundred and twenty (£y-^*i4~ by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and 

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

is hereby taken pro confesso against the defendant. But because it doth not certainly appear to what relief 

the Plaintiff is entitled, it is further Adjudged, and Ordered, that one qiL^he Examiners of this Court, take 

testimony to support the allegations of the bill. 

f/V&c*; 



In the Circuit Court, 
OF BALTIMORE CITY 

DEPOSITIONS 

vs. 

No. 

PLAINTIFF'S COSTS 

Examiners $. 

Copies 

Sheriff 

Stenographer 

DEFENDANT'S COSTS 

Examiners $... 

Copies 

Sheriff 

Stenographer 

$_ 

*fc/f"(M"/^p 
\ 



I g n a t i u s M a r s h a l l 

vs. 

Mary 13. M a r s h a l l 

A . D e p r e e . I ^ P . C o n f ^ 

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the...J*L^..t?*1».4** 

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 

^ < r t # « r t h d a y o f Septemb er 19...?.?., met on 

the n i n e t e e n t h day of Septembi«;._ m the year nineteen 

hundred and ...^•*^.£?*..%M**...at my office, in the city of Baltimore, in the State 

of Maryland, and assigned the n i n e t e e n t h day of September 

in the same year at .35F.9 o'clock in the **£•?.?."C"f.noon and the 

office of . . tM.S^ana ine r i n t h e a t y a n d g t a t e 

aforesaid, as the time and place for such* ex'amination 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 

R^.tSsAiS:?. to take the following depositions, that 

is to say:— 

Jn iije Qlirrmt (Enttrt 

OF BALTIMORE CITY. 



IGNATIUS MARSHALL 

VS. 

MARS" B. MARSHALL 

In the C i r c u i t cour t of 

Balt imore C i t y . 

Testimony t a k e n before me, A. deRussy Saopington, 

"Examiner, i n my o f f i c e s i n t h e T i t l e Bui ld ing , Ba l t imore , 

on September 19 th , 19 28, a t 2 ;00 P . M. 

Mr. George W. "Evans appeared for p l a i n t i f f . 

Thereupon 

IGNATIUS MARSKA.IL, 

the p l a i n t i f f , of lawful a g e , produced on h i s own beha l f , 

be ing duly sworn, t e s t i f i e d a s f o l l ows : 

By the Examiner: 

Q S t a t e your name, r e s i d e n c e and occupat ion? 

A I g n a t i u s Marsha l l , 2222 Madison Avenue, Bal t imore 

e l e v a t o r o p e r a t o r . 

0 Do you know t h e p a r t i e s t o t h i s s u i t ? 

A Yes, s i r , I am t h e p l a i n t i f f and my husband i s 

the defendan t . 
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3y Mr, Evans-. 

Q When, where and by whom were you married? 

A On March 3rd, 1919, in Baltimore, Maryland, by 

the Reverend Stewart. 

Q When did you and your wife separate? 

A On December 11th, 192 3 . 

Q Which one of you l e f t the other? 

A I l e f t her, her people 's house. 

Q Under what circumstances? 

A I couldn ' t get along with her mother and she 

interfered and my wife and I rade an agreement to make 

a home for ourselves and a f te r I moved and got an 

apartment and paid rent for i t and was ready to move in , 

she was influenced by her mother and aunt and she refused 

t o leave her mo tr ier ' s home. 

Q Did you furnish the apartment? 

A Yes, s i r , before I paid the rent she agreed to 

go there with me. 

Q Was the place sa t i s f ac to ry to her then? 

A Yes, s i r , i t was with a friend of hers and she 

was s a t i s f i ed with the place and then a f te r I got every­

thing fixed up she refused to go. I t r i e d to pursuade her 

to go with me u n t i l the f i r s t of the following year and 



4 

t r i e d t o get her to come there and l i v e with me and 

my mother and friends of ours went t o her and t r i ed to 

get her to come t o me and she wouldn' t . 

Q Did you maintain tha t home there u n t i l a f t e r 

the f i r s t of 19 24? 

A Yes, s i r , I ]$Bpt i t u n t i l June, 19 24, and she wouldn't 

come. 

Q Have you seen her since June, 192 4? 

A Yes, s i r , half a dozen t imes. 

Q Did you ever wpeak to her about l i v ing in the home 

you made for her? 

A Yes, up u n t i l the f i r s t of 19 24 her mother t o ld 

me not t o come there anymore, that she wouldn't l e t her 

daughter leave the house and then I saw her on two occasions 

and a friend of ours arranged a meeting for us and she said 

she would he there and she d idn ' t show up and I saw her a t 

dances several times and I danced with her and ta lked to 

her about i t and she said she would s tay with her mother. 

Q Have you l ived or cohabited with her since she 

abandoned you on December 11th, 1923? 

A No, s i r . 
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Q Do you th ink t h e r e i s any hope of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n 

b etween you? 

A Ho, s i r . I did a l l I could and my people and 

f r i e n d s of ours t r i e d t o ge t he r to come back t o me and 

she w o u l d n ' t . 

Q Were any c h i l d r e n born as a r e s u l t of t h e marr iage? 

A No, s i r . 

Q Have you been a r e s i d e n t of Ba l t imore , Maryland , 

for more t h a n two yea r s p r i o r to the f i l i n g of t h i s B i l l ? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q I s your wife a r e s i d e n t of Maryland? 

A No, s i r , Washington, D. C. 

Q How long has i t been s ince you have seen he r? 

A Over a year now. 

Q Where was she l i v i n g when you l a s t saw her? 

A In Washington. 



GENERAL QUESTION 

Do you know or can you state 

any other matter or thing that may be 

to the benefit or advantage of the part­

ies 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. 

^ ^ ^ ^ v v o ^ ^ X -
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Thereupon 

THOMAS A. MARSHALL, 

a w i t n e s s , of lawful age, produced on beha l f of the 

p l a i n t i f f , be ing duly sworn, t e s t i f i e d a s follows-. 

By the Examiner: 

Q S t a t e your name, r e s idence and occupat ion? 

A Thomas A. Marsha l l , 1761 W i l l i s S t r e e t , Washington, 

D: C , cook. 

Q Do you know the p a r t i e s t o t h i s s u i t ? 

A Yes. 

By Mr. Tftrans; 

0 Are you any r e l a t i o n to them? 

A No, s i r , j u s t f r i e n d s . 

Q Do you know they were marr ied and l i v e d toge the r 

a s husband and wife and were known and recognized i n the 

community where they l i v e d as husband and wife? 

A Yes , s i r . 

Q When were they married? 

A In the Spring of 1919. 

Q Where? 

A In B a l t i m o r e . 

Q Do you know when t h e y sepa ra t ed? 

A Around the l a t t e r p a r t o f 192 3 . 
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0 Do you remember seeing the Marsha Us shortly 

after the separation? 

A Yes, sir, on several occasions and I saw him right 

after the separation; he came to my house. 

0 Did you go to the house he prepared for his wife 

to live in? 

A Yes, sir, just a little before Christmas, just 

before the separation. 

Q Was there a home there that he prepared for his wife? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Were you close friends of the Marshalls? 

A Yes, I v i s i t e d them and they v i s i t e d me. 

Q How did Mr. Marshall t r e a t h i s wife? 

A He always t rea ted her f ine . 

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

A Yes. 

Q Did he always provide for her? 

A Yes, he did a l l he could for her . 

Q Did he give her any cause or reason for not 

joining him in the apartment? 

A No, s i r . 

Q Do you know the neighborhood where the apartment 

was located? 

A Yes, sir, its a nice neighborhood and the people 

there were nice. 
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Q .Was the apartment seemingly comfortable? 

A Yes, s i r . 

Q Was there any reason why she shouldn't l i v e there? 

A No, s i r . 

Q Have you seen her since the separation? 

A ' Yes, s i r , about two years ago and I a lso saw 

her r igh t a f t e r the separat ion and I ta lked with her about 

i t and she d idn ' t give me much s a t i s f ac t i on and I asked her 

about going back to him and she said she wouldn't go back 

and I asked her v\hy and she said she was going to s t ay with 

her people. 

Q here did they l i v e together before the separation? 

A With her mother. 

Q Do you know how long he maintained the apartment 

he prepared for her a f t e r she refused t o come there? 

A Pre t ty close to a year . 

Q Did he go there and take care of the place? 

A Yes, s i r , he stayed r igh t the re . 

Q Were any children born as a r e s i l t of the marriage? 

A No. 

Q Have they ever l ived or cohabited together sinc& 

the separat ion in 19 23? 

A No, s i r . 



_- ______ 
< 

\ 
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Q Do you think there i s any hope of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n ' 

A Wo, s i r , I don ' t . 

Q Has Ignat ius Marshall l ived in Baltimore, Maryland, 

for more than two years l a s t past? 

A Yes, s i r , 

Q Is h i s wife a res ident of Maryland? 

No, s i r , Washington. Washington's her home. 



GENERAL QUESTION 

Do you know or can you state 

any other matter or thing that may be 

to the benefit or advantage of the part­

ies 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. 



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

of the Solicitor of the E l a i r r t i f ? _ 

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

hand and seal, on this •.*§&** day of .°.C1?M?.... 

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and .tw.e.nt.yn.e.igJb.1 at the 

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland 

(SEAL). 
Examiner. 

There are £9 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 *F..?. days, on.....?.'.9.™ 

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on .„?™T. 

by the Defendant 

I 



_ , . , . , „— - . --Ajl 

Circuit Court 

in Docket No. 

Order of Reference 
and Report 

^MS£f 

Report Filed. 

Order Filed— ..V. -day o: 

.day of.. k Z l 9 ^ 



C^QWAZZ* tffa^aJV^ 
IN THE 

Circuit Court 
vs. 

OF 

BALTIMORE CITY 

Term, 192 p ^ 
(/ 

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

day Qt^LLZt^TV^^y^.^/L , 19^*^, that the same be and it is hereby referred to 

/ { / ^ W . ; . . . . L / . ^z3fj8ritd^dL..x. , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the 

pleadings and the facts, aM his opinion thereon. 

W/3?t 

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. 57-42. 

Defendant proceeded against as a non-resident and her non-residence 

prjavecL. _ , 

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

prior to the filing of the bill proved. 

The marriage proved. 

Abandonment..uninterruptedly for three years, its finality and the 

irreconcilability of the parties proved. 

Decree pro confesso was passed against the defendant and more than 

thirty days have since elapsed. 

Case ready for decree. < . ( '. . ~ 

S_CZLJS£LM*&+-

Auditor and Has^g-f. 

October 20. 1928. 



CIRCUIT COURT 
B -183 

1928 

• 

No. Docket 

IGNATIUS MARSHALL 

vs. 

MARY B . MARSHALL 

= = = = = 

tfj. rr 

* , 

The within is a proper decree to be passed 

in this case. 

•jfeBBLJ 



DECREE OF DIVORCE 

IN THE 

IGNATIUS MARSHALL Circuit Court 
OF 

VS. 
BALTIMORE CITY 

-MARY--JLi-MAflfiHAIJi.. ../ J.LLdd^Cdu:...^vm, 192.2 

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

read and considered. 

It is thereupon, this L.lS-T^*—day of _ < ^ * ^ U ^ _ , A. D. 192^_. 

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

.JGNATIOS MARSHAL t~ ~ ~ 

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

Defendant,.---MMY-J_.--Ji4J&SHALLA 

And it is further Ordered, That the said „„Q^JiiSS^^ki^^M^SSLJ^^W^M*x^LJZ 

pay the cost of this proceeding. 

i 


