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John H.Albert ye In The Circuit Court

»
=
VS, ‘ of

Hallie R,Albert Baltimore City.
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To The Honorable, The Judge of Said Court:

Yoﬁf Orator, complaining, respectfully says:

FIRST, That the paries hereto were married in Merchantville
N.J.by a Presbyterian minister, by the name of Rev.Clarke; on or
Noveﬁber gth, I9I3, and lived tpgethef as man and wife until on or
March Ist. 1914, |

| SECOND, That Your Orator is a resident of the city of Bal-
timore, state of'Maryland, and has been for more than two years
prior to thefiling of this Bill of Complaint., That the defendant
is a non-resident of the city and state and when last heard of,
was in Washington,D.C%

THIRD, That though the conduct of Your Orator towards his
wife has always been kind, affectionate, and above reproach,she
without any Jjust cause or reason abandoned and deserted him, and
has_decléred her intentions to live with him no longer; that such
abandonment has continued upinterrupted;for more than three years,
pfior to the filing of this Bill of Complainf; énd was deliberate
and final, aﬁd‘beyond any reasonable hoperr expectation of re-
conciliation. |

FOURTH, That Your Orator has never condoned nor forgiven
the said desertion,that he has never co-habited with the said
respondeﬁt since the said desertion;

FIFTH, That there are no children as the result of said

marriage.
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WHEREFORE YOUR ORATOR FPRAYS:
-a=-A divorce a vinculo matrimonii from the defendant.
-b-Such other and further releif as the case may re

quire,

May it please Your Honor, to grant unto Your Orator,
an order of publication, setting forth the nature and substance
of this bill and warning the said defendant to be in this Court
in person or appear by soliciﬁor on or before a certain day to
be therein named &nd show cauSe; if any he may have why a decree

should not be passed as prayed.

As in duty bound etc. »
g 5 v VYN V1 ” O _Sﬁi____-_ e e
C mplainané* - Solicitor for Complainant,

Stute of Maryland )
) To Vit
Baltimore City )

I hereby certify that on thisq“‘ day ofm‘ 1920, be- ___
fore me the subscribér, a notary Public in and for Baltimore o33/
State of Maryloand, personally appeared John H.Albert, the com-
plainant in the foregoing bill and mgg% oath in due form of law:

/

that the matter contained in the same/Was true to the best of

his knowledge and beleif}

. Notary Public,.




J.Steward Davis, Solicitor
II8 ¥E.Lexington St.

In The Circuit Court of Baltimore City.

John H,Albert Vs. Hallie R.Albert.

ORDER OF PUELICATION;

The object of this suit is to procure & decrée
for a divorce A VINCULO MATRIMONNII, by the plaintiff from the
Defendant. | o | ,

W
The Bill states that the parties thereto were
married in Merchéntville 1I.J. 6n or about the 9th.day of November
1913 und lived together as man and wife until on br about March
ist.I9I4. That the plaintiff is a resident of the city of Bal-
timofg, state of Maryland and has been for more than two years
prior to the filing of this Bill of complaint. That the respon-
dent is a non-resident of the city and when last heard of wds
in Vashington D.C, Thut though the conduct of your Orator to-
ward his wife has alwayvs been kind, affectionate and above re-
proach, She without any Jjust cause or reason abundoned and de-
serted him, and has declared her inﬁentions to live with him no
longer; that such abandonment has continued uninterrupted for
more than three years, prior to the filing of this Bill of Com-
pliant;and was deliberate and final, and beyond any reasonable
hope or expectation of feconciliation.That there are no children
born as a result of said marriage.

.It is”thereuB%gxzzﬁfhe Circu;t Court of Baltimore

City, ordered this 7 day of AI920. That the plaintiff by causing
a copy of this order to be inserted in some daily newspaper,
published in the city of aitéfire, once a week for four success-
ive weeks, before.the/\day /4, 1920; and give notice to the said de-
fendant, Hallie R.Albert(now absent) of the object and substance
of this Bill and Warq;ng h&y to be and a‘ggfgg iny this court in
- person or by Solicitor, on or before {ge aayblgzo to show cause

if any he may have why a decree g d not be passed as prayed,
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THE DAILY RECORD

Fourth Insertlon.

g bteward Davis, Sollcitor,
118 East Lexington Street:” .
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-

MORE CITY—(B—144—1920)—Jobn H. ¢

Albert vs. Hallle R. Albert.
ORDBR OFF PUBLICATION, !

he object of this suit.is to procure a
decree for a divorce u vinculo matrimonti {
by the plaintiff from the defendant.

The bill states that the parties thereto
were married in Merchantville, N. J.,, on
or about the Oth day'of November, 1913,
and lived together as man and Wife until
on or about March 1st, 1914, That the
plaintiff is & resident of "the City of Balti-
timore, State of Maryland, and has been
for more than two years prior to the filing
of this bill of complaint. That the re-
spondent is a non-resident of the city and |+
when -last heard of was in Washington,
D. C. That though- the conduct of your |
orator toward his wifé has always been
kind, affectionate and above reproach. She
without any just cause or reason aban-‘
doned and -deserted him, and has declared |
her intentions to live with him no longer;i
that such abandonment has continued un-
interruptedly for more’ than three years,|
prior to the filing ' of 'this’ bill of com- |
plaint and ‘was deliberate and final, ‘and,
beyond and reasonable hope or expectation
of reconciliation.» That there are no chil- |
dren born as' a''result of said marriage. |

It is thereupon by thie Clrcuit Court of,
Baltimore: City ordered, this 9th day, of(
March, 1920, that.the plaintiﬁ by causingI
a copy of this order to be' inserted im
some daily newspaper, published in ‘the
City. of’ Bultiinore," once a ‘week for four,
successive weeks, before the " 0th day of
Aprils 1920, and give notice to the said'
defendant, Hallle R. Albert (now absent), |
of the object and substance of this bill, !
and warning her to be and appear’in thisi
Court, in person or by solicitor. on or be- |
fore the 26tht day of April, 1920, to show |
cause, if. any she may have, \vhy a decree ;
<hould not be passed as pray '

]
|
I

OBLRT . STANTON
True copy—Test:

CHA% R. WHITI‘I‘OR
m10,17,24,31 e

was lished in THE DAILY RECORD, a daily
newspaper publish in the City of Baltimore, once in
-each of _ M‘-”L—‘ succegsive weeks before the

Baltimore, MAR 31 1920 » 192

We hereb rtify that the annexed advertise-

' A I'd > .
ment of Order _ M _Circuit Court

of Baltimore City, Case

) i |
............................. %_ day of , 192 @

First insertion = %M ) /0% 1920
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[Decree Pro Confesso.]

I

) IN THE

Circuit Court

OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

Term, 15)0

Al

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

the Blll of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto according to the exigency of t-be—-vmﬁ
. (said:Order). : .

/

Tt is thereupon this day of W in the year nineteen

hundre(i 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 agamst 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
STATE OF MARYLAND,

Court take testimony to support the allegatlons of the bill.
BALTIMORE CITY, Scrt:

‘ . {z.\ - .
I hereby certify that on this 21 day of W 1929

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland in and for the City aforesaid,
personally appeared QM‘Q‘)" . and made oath
iin due form of law that her (kisy Husband | (wife) the defendant in the ‘above entltled 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.

Notary Publlc i3

. - -

As -Witness rny hand and Notarial Seal.

."\--., _ FY o st C N e N . s v remmEmtITh . Xy g3 L e o A s
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Vs

Hallie R, Albert
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PLAINTIFF'S'COSTS
Examiner $ 8,00
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DEFENDANT’'S COSTS
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Examiner 8
Copies -
Notices .y
T e e R L 2
Stenographer P
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ALFRED ]. CARR, Examiner
Y
| Filed........ // ___________ day of MAU{ .19,
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John ¥, Albert
vs. In the Tircuit ourt

____Hallie R,Albert OF BALTIMORE CITY

A Decree Pro Confesso having passed,

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the__Plaintiff

of a desire to take testimony in the same, |, ALFRED J. CARR, 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

. 28th day of April 1920 , met on
the 30th day of __Aprdl =~ in the year nineteen
hundred and___twenty  at my office, in the City of Bakimore, in the State
of Maryland, and assigned the 6th day of _ May

in the same year at__ @ne o'clock in the after noon and the
office of __the Examiner, 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 | attended, due notice of such meeting
having been given, and proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor______ of the

Plaintiff to take the following deposition, that

is to say:—




JOHN H. ALBERT, the plaintiff produced in his own be-
half, being duly sworn, deposeth and salth as follows:

BY THE EXAMINER: »
1Q. State your name, residence and occupation.
A- John H. Albert, 930 Argyle Avenue, Baltimore, and I
am a Photographer.
8Q. -Who are the parties to this suit?
A- I am the Plaintiff, and Halllie R. Albert is my wife,
the defendant.

BY MR, DAVIS:
3Qe When, where and by whom were you married?
A- On November Sth, 1913, at Merchantville, New Jersey,
by the Rev. Mr. Clarke, & Presbyterian Minister.
4Q. How long did you and your wife live together?
A- Until March lst, 1914.
5Q. Have you or not been a resident of the City of Balti-
more, State of Maryland, for more than two years prior to
March 9th, 19307
A- Yes, over four years.
8Qe Is your wife now or was she when this bill was filed,
a resident or a non-resident of the State of Maryland?
A- She was and is a non-resident.
7Qe Why do you say sﬁe is a non-resident of the State of

Maryland?

A- Because she never lived here to my knowledge, and doeg
not live in Maryland now.

1




John H. Albert
8Q. Wheme did you last hear of-:her?
A~ In Washington, D. C.
9Q. What was your conduct and treatment towards your wife
during the whole of your married life?
A- I was & good husband, and provided for her, and was
faithful to her.
10Q. What was her conduct and treatment towards you?
A- She would go and come whenever she pleased. She would
stay out at nights. She neglected the home. When I came
home from work, I never knew whether I would find her there
or not.
11Q. When did you separate and which one left the other?
A— She left me on March, lst, 1914.
12Q. What occured on the day she left yoﬁ?
A- I went to work in the morning, and when I came home
she was not there, and never came back. She had been away
several times before that, but she always came back. She
would give no excuse whatever for leaving on the previous
occasionse.
13Q. Did'you give her any cause to leave you?
A~ None.
14Q. Where did this separation take place?
A- In Philadelphia.
15Q. Have you seen her or had any conversation wifh her

since she left you?




John H., Albert
A- Yes, I saw her in Washington, D. C. about & year ago.
16Q. Did you have any conversation with her?
A~ I asked hér to return home and live with me, and
‘behave herself, and I promised to provide for her, but she
positively refused to do so. She said she wae working and
getting along all right, and she could so as she pleased.
17Q. Has the abandonment ofi you 5y your wife continued un-
interruptedly for at least three years piipr t o March 9,193(
A- Yes, over five years.
18Q. Was it deliberate and final on her part?
A- Yes, it was. She had no reason to leave me.
19Q. Is there any hope or expectation of a reconciliation?
A- None whatever.
80Q. Have you ever lived with or cohabited with her since
she left you?
A~ No.
21Q. Were any children born of this marriage?
A- None.




Question by the Examiner:

Do you know eor can you state any other matter or
thing that may be of benefit or advantage te the parties
te this suit or either of them or that may be material te
the subject of this your examination or the matters in
question between the parties? If seo, state the same fully
and at large in your answery,

Answer;

ZM?{M/@#




JOHN M. BROWN, & witness produced on behalf of the

Plaintiff, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith as follows:

1Q.
A-
ton,
3Q.
A-

BY THE EXAMINER:

State your name, residence and occupation,

John M. Brown, 1951 Third Street, Northwest, Washing-
D. C., and I am & Government Employee.

Do you know the partieé to tﬁié suit?

I know them both. The Plaintiff is my brother-in-law.

I married hie sister. The Defeddant is Mr. Albertt's wife.

I have known her since the marriage.

BY MR. DAVIS:

3Qe Do you know if they are man and wife?

A- Yes, they are.

4Qe And they lived together as man and wife in Philadel-.
phia?

A- Yese.

5Qe Did you visit them there?

A-  Yes.

6Q. Was théir reputation in the cowmunity in which they
lived that of being & married couple?

A-  Yes,

?Qe When did they marry?

A- On November 9th, 1913.

8Qe And they lived together how long?

A- Until March lst, 1914,




John M. Brown
9Q. From your observations by vieiting them, what was the
conduct and treatment of Mr. Albert towards his wife?
A- Good. He provided for her, aﬁd as I saw 1t, he was
a good true loving husband.
10Q. What wes her conduct and treatment towards him?
A- She would slight him, and did not seem to care much
for him, and neglected their home. She would go and come
as she pleased.
11Q. ®hen did they separate, and whicn one left the other?
A% She left him on March 1lst, 1914.
12Q. How do vyou know that?
A- I visited his house shortly after she left him, and
he told me that his wife had left him without any cause
whatever.
13Q. Have you ever seen her since?
A- Yes.
14Q. Did you héve any talk with her sbout going back to
her husband?
A- Yes.
15Q. What did she say?
A- She said she would not go back to him, and she pre-
ferred to live by herself, so she could do as she pleased.
16Q. Is the Plaintiff a resident or a non-resident of the
City of Baltimore, State of Maryland?

A- He is & resident and has been such over two years.




John M. Brown .

17Q. Is she & resident or a non-resident of the City of
Baltimore, State of Maryland?
A- She is a non-resident of the State of Maryland.
18Qs Why do you say that?
A- Because I know she lives in Washington, D. C., and
does not live in Maryland, and has not been in Maryland.

' by the defendant
19Q. Has the abandonment of the Plaintiff/continued un-
interruptedly for at least three years prior to March 2ith,
19207
A= Yeg, it has continued over five'yearé.
20Q. Was the abandonment of the Plaintiff by the Defendant
her own deliberatejand ¢inal act?
A~ Yes, 1t was. |
281Q. In your opinion, is there any reasonable hope or ex—
rectation of a reconciliation?
A- No. |
33Q. Where any children born of this marriage?
A- No.
83Qs Do you know whether or not the plaintiff has lived
with or cohabited with his wife since she abandoned him?
A- No, he has not.




Question by the Examiner:

Do you knowv or can you state any other natter or
thing that may be of benefit or advantage te the parties
to this suilt eor either of them or that may be material te

the subject of this your examination or the mattevrs in

question bvetween the parties? I s0, state the same fully

and at large in your anawer.

Anmver: IO
. T h i)




CHARLES E. JAMES, & witnese produced on bekalf of the
Plaintiff, being duly sworn, deposeth and saith as follows:
BY THE EXAMINER:
1Q. State your name, resldence and occupation.
A- Charles E. James, 816 S §treet, Northwest, Washington,
D. C., and I am & GoveinmentAemployee.
8Qs Do vou know the parties to this suit?
A- - Yes, I know.them both. .I have known him all my life,
but I have known her only since the marriage?
BY MR. DAVIS:
3Qs Are thev or not man and wife, and if you say they are,
=11 me how you know it.
A- I know . they were married in New Jersey on November
Sth, 1913 by & Minister of the Gospel. And they lived to-
gether as man and wife until March 1lst, 1914.
4Q. Has the Plaintiff been a resident of the City of Balti-
more, State of Maryland, for more than two years prior to
March 9th, 19207 |
A= Yes.
SQ;' Is or not Mrs. Halle Albert a resident or a noh-residen
of the State of Maryland? |
A- She 18 & non-resident.
6Qs Why do vou say that?

A- Because I know she lives in Washington, D. C., and has
lived there for several years.

9




Charles E. James
7Qe You visited MTr. and Mrs. Albert when they lived
together, did you not?
A= Yes, I did.
8Q. From your observations, what was his conduct and
treatment towards his wife, as you witmessed 1t?
a- good. He was a kind, affectionate and faithful
husband t 0 his wife,‘and provided for her, and made her
a good living.
9Q. How did she treat him?:
A- It seemed to me as if she did not care for him or
for the home. She neglected the home. She likeé& to run
around.
10Q. When did they separate and which one left the other?
A- She left him on March lst, 1914.
11Q. How do you know that?
A~ Because I visited him shortly after she left, and he
t0ld me his wife had left him. I 4id not see her around
the house, and he was living alone.
1aq.' Has the abandonment of the Plaintiff by the defend-
ant continued uninterruptedly f or at least three years priox
to March ©th, 198207
A- Yes, over five years,

13Q. Was 1t her own deliberate and final act?

A- Yes, 1t was.

10




Charles E. James
14Q. In your opinion, is there any reasonable hope or ex-
pectation of a reconciliation?
A- No.
15Q. Were any children born as & result of this marriage?
A- No.
16Q. Has he lived with or cohabited with his wife since
she left him? '
A- No.

11




Question by the Examiner;

Do you know or can you ‘state any other matter or
thing that may be of.benefit or advantage to the parties
to this suit or either of them or that may be material te
the subject of this your examination or the matters in
question between the parties? If se, state the same fully

and at large in your answer,

Anewer: Ou

13
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No other witnesses being named or produced before me, | then, at the request
of the_Elaintiff |
closed the depositions taken in said cause, and now return them closed under my
hand and seal, on this ' Mth . day of
Hay - | in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred
Maryland.

of the solicitor

and twenty ~___at the City of Baltimore in the

&2

Examiner.

There are__no . Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:
Plaintiff's______ Exhibit ‘
Defendant’s Exhibit

P

Examiner.

1, ALFRED J. CARR, the Examiner before whom the foregoing depositions
were taken, do hereby certify that | was employed in assigning a day, and taking

the said depositions upon two days, on_____both

of which | was employed by the plaintiff ______, and on none

by the defendant___ . j
/%/
. Exammer
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IN THE

Circuit Court

CllZQLeAﬂL_ . %

BALTIMORE CITY

-
C
B piars

...Term, 19 ’La

- . @ r
This case being%;:jd, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this 2
, 197 | that the same Lo and it is hereby referred to

}%f LA / : T
ey 128, Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

day of

Report of Auditor and Master

Bill for divorce & vinculo matrimonii filed by the hus<

. band against his wife on the ground of sbandonment. .. Code 1911, Art. 16,
N e e L e T

_Defendant nroceeded against as & non-resident and her non-

BN RN hRoYeR. -

Plaintiff's residence in Baltimore City for more than two

L R e R S

The marriage proven.

..The sabandonment faor three years, its finality and the irre=-

concilability of the parties provene .. .. ...

more than thirty days have since elapsed.

_Cagse ready for decree.

Audltor and llaster.

Fee $9 paid. | May 29th, 1920.
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........... JOHN H. ALBERT |

HALLIE R. ALBERT.

-mets

e
e’

s

i

Berree of Divnrre

'

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

................. %W/ﬁgﬁid

Auditor and Master.




Decree of Divorce -

A IN THE BN
----------------- JORN. B ALBERD..covo Circuit Court
: OF
“VS. K :
BALTIMORE CITY -
___________________ BALLIE Re ALBERT . Term 1920

Thls cause standlng ready for hearmg and bemg duly submitted, the proceedmgs were by the

Court read and considered.

the above named Complamant be and he is hereby DIVORCED A VINCULO MATRIMONII from the
Defendant, .the. said Hallie. R.. A‘llb erdan . - ....... e e e

o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eemeeemmeeesste-asa-eessssceesmamemmac-eseiertesase-eec@Eetsmammmmmemasses-sescamemmemnee

pay the cost of this pnroceedlng

FORM 4—5M—1-1-19.



