


CLARA BAKKR : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT
vS. : OF
: BALTIMORE CITY.

FRANX BAKER

T0 THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Oratrix complaining respectfully represents:-
FIRST: That she was married to her husband, Frank Baker
June 25,1914 in Wheeling,W.Va. by Rev. Chaplan and with wﬁbm
she resided until about March 29,1919,

SECOND That though the conduet of your Oratrix toward
the ssid Frank Baker has always been kind, affectionate and
gbove reproach, he has without just cause oriareason abandon-
ed and deserted her and has declared his intention to live
with her no longer, and that such sbandonment has continued
uninterruptedly fpr more than three years and is deliberaté
and final, and the separation of the parties is beyond any

reasonable expectation of reconciliation,

THIRD: That there are no children &8s result of said
marrisge.
FOURTH: That your Oratrix has not lived or co-habited

with said defendant since said desertion.

FIFTH: Thet your Oratrix is a resident of the State of
Maryland having resided in Baltimore City for more than two
years prior to the filing of this bill] but that the defend-

ant is a non resident of the State of Maryland.




J

TO THE END THEREFORE:
(a) That your Oratrix be divorced & Vinculo Matrimonii

from the said Defendant Frank Beker.

(b) That your Oratrix may resume her maiden name ,

Clara Pollard,

(c) That she may have such other and further relief as

her case may require,

Meay it please your Honor to grant unto your Oratrix
an Order of Publication directed against the said Frank Baker,
& non~resident of the State of Maryleand, aforesaid, commanding
and requiring him to be and eappear in this Court some day
certain to be named therein to answer the premises and abide

by and perform such deceree or order as may be requisite,

And as in duty bound,etce.




J+STEWARD DAVIS,SOLICITOR, 215 ST.PAUL PLACE
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY
CLARA BAKER VS. FRANK BAXER
ORDER OF PUBLICATION

The object of this gyit is po procure a divorce a
Vinculo Matrimoni§ by the piﬁ%g%t}%fg%f;/the defendant Ag%%&,

The bill recites that the parties were parried on
June 25,1914, in Wheeling,W.Va., and that they lived together
until the 29th day of March,I9I9, when the defendant deserted
the plaintiff, That there are no children as result éf said
marriage.That the defendant is a non-resident of the State of
Maryland, and that he deserted his wife without any just cause
or reason and has declared his intention to live with her no
longer; that the said abandonment has continued uninterrupted-
1y for more than three years, and is deliberate and final,and
the separation of the parties is beyond any reasonable ex-
pectation of reconeiliation. That the plaintiff has been a
citizen of the State of Maryland for more than tzzﬂye&rs,prior

MM&(&: filing of this l)il&2 of compla(int. M

It is thereupon this /(0 day of

»NLLLa”ﬁ§x- ordered by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, that the
plaintiff by causing a copy of this order to be inserted in
some daily newspaper published in Baltimore City, once in
each of four successive weeks, before the //éjday of lc;t4¢¢AZF
1922, giving notice to the absent defendant,Frank Baker, of
the object and substance of this bill, warning him to be and
appear in this Co in person or by Solicitor on or before
the day of ?1IA 1922 to show cause, if any he may

have, why & decree should not be passed as prayed.
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. a: Stem\rd ‘Davis, . Solicitor,
R 215 St. Paul Plice.

Baker vs. I'fank ‘Bakér
ORDER OF PUBLICATION

tiff, Clara Baker,'from the defendant, Frank
Baker.

The bill recites that the parties were
married on June 251914, in. Wheeling;
W. Va.,, and that they lived together until

defendant deserted’the plaintiff. That there
are no children as. result of said marriage.
That the defendant is # tioh-residént of the
State _of Maryland, and that he deserted

and has déclared his intention to live with
her no longer: that:the said, abandonment
hds coritinued umnterruptedlv for mote
than three years; and is deliberate and
final, and the sepamtlon of the partiés is
beyond any reasonable expectation of re-
conciliation. = That the plaintiff bhas been
a citizen of the State of Maryland for mofe
than tivo ¥ears prior to the filing .of this
bill of complaint, and that the defendant
is a non-:residént of the Staté of Maryland,
having been last heurd of in Detroit, Michi-
gan, |

Tt is thereupon. this 10th day of April,
1922. ordered by the Circuit Court of Balti-

Court in person or by solicitor, on or be-
fore the 26th day of May, 1922, to show

should riot be p'tsseél as_praved.

ARROLYL, T. BOND.
True copy—Test:

IN THIE . CIRCUIT COURT OI‘ BALTI-.
"MORE CITY — (B — 177 —1922) — Clara”

The object of .thia suit is to procure a.
divorce a vmculo matfimonii by the plain--

the 29th day of. Mavréh; 1919, when the’

his_wifé without any Jjust cansé or reason’

more City, that the plaintiff, by causing n ',
copy of this order to'bé insertéd in sotne’
daily newspaper - piiblished in, Baltlmore,
City, once in each of four successive weeks. B
before the 10th day of May, 1922, giviig.
notice to the absent déféndant, Frank -
Baker, of the objeéct and substance of this:
bill; wnrnmg him to be and_ appear in this.

cause, if any he may have, why -a decree ;|

R CHAS. R. \VHITDFORD. L -
apl11.18.25my2 . Clerk;.

was -publishe'd in THE DAILY RECORD, a daily news-

paper published in the City of Baltimore, once in- each of
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[Decree Pro Confesso.]

IN THE

Circuit Court

OF

vs.

BALTIMORE CITY.

The Defendant having been duly swssssemed (notified by Order of Publication) to appear to
the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of the writy
(said Order).

in the year nineteen

It is thereupon this day
hundred and . . by the Cirecuit C of*Baltimor&/City,\ ADJUDGED, ORDERED and
DECREED, that the complaghant 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.

W ke,

STATE OF MARYLAND,
BALTIMORE CITY, Scr:

I hereby certify that cn this day of 19
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public, of the State of Maryland, in and for the City aforesaid,
personally appeared and made oath

in due form of law that her (his) 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 (his) knowledge, informa-
tion and belief.

As Witness my hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary Public.
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Copies
Sheriff.-
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DEFENDANT'S C(ISTS

Examiners
Copies
Sheriff.

Stenographer
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and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the C//a/-me?"“—/f'

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPI’IN(}/'Y{)N,/One

of the Standing Examiners of the Circuit Courts of Baltimore City, under and by

virtue of an order of the above named Circuit (y, passed in said cause on the
Ko 192 2 met on

Ao __in the year nineteen

s -
- '
;= P .

aforesaid, as the time and place for such examiination of witnesses in $aid cause;
at which last mentioned time and place | attended, due notice of such meeting

iven, and ?roceeded in the presence of the Solicitor________ .. .of the

77 B

fymmm i m s to take the following depositions, that

is to say:—




'g,j,@. ' F

Baker,
av,
Baker,

Tegtimony taken attthe office of Mr. Davis,
Courtland street, Baltimore, Maryland, July 7th.,
1922, at four O'clock P, M,

CTLARA RAKER, the Plaintiff in this case, produced
on her ewn behalf, having been firgt duly sworn,
depogeth and gaith as follewg, that is to say:

BY THE EXAMINER:
1 Q. etate your name residence and coccupaticn?
A, Clara Baker, 936 Argyle Avenue; days work.
2 Q. Do you know the parties to this suit?
A, I am the Plaintiff and my husband ig the De-
fendant,
BY MK, DAVIS:
1Qa WVhen were you married?
A, June 25th., 1914.

Q. Were you married by a Minister of the Gospel?

N

A’ YeSo
3 Q. IM maltimore Bity,

4 Q.. Were you married according to a Religioug Cere-




Clara Baker,

5 Q. Have you been a resident of Baltimore City,
state of Maryland, for at least two yearg pricer to
the filing of thisg suit?

A, Qes. |
6 0. Are there any children as the result ¢f this
marriage?

A. Ne sir,
7 Q. What was your conduct towards your husband while
living together; how did ycu behave yourgelf?

A, Tbreated him nice,
8 Q. s8tate whether or net you were slways a kind,
affectionéate and faithful wife?

A, Yes.
9 Q

‘e

Are you and your husband living together now?
A, No: sir.
10 Q. Which ieft the other;did he leave you or
did you leave him?
A, :e left me.
I3 g wvhen?
A. March 29th,, 1919.
12 Q. Did he have any just cause or reason to aban-
don and desert his wife at that time?
A. We sir.
13 q. ¥indly state what happened at that time;what

did he say and do,




Clara Raker,

A, He did not de anything;he Just packed his
trunk and gaid that he was going away, and he left
town with another girl,

15 q. Did you try to get him to stay at the time
he abandoned and degserted you?

A. ves.

16 Q. What did he say?

A He sald that he was going tc leave an
that he wag tired cf married life,

17 Q. Has he previdéd or attempted to providé a
home for you since he abandoned and deserted you?

A. No gir.

18 Q. Was there any tshing to prevent him doing so if
he had wanted tc

Ae Yo gir,

29 Q. Hags this abaddonment continued uninter-
ruptedly since March 29th., 1919;have you ever
lived or cohabited with him since that time.

A. Wo sir.

20 Q. state whether or not said abandonment was de=
liberate and final on his pat; did he deliberately
and finally abandon and degert you,

A ;es.

2l Q. ftate whether or not there is any reascnable

expectation of & reconciliation;de ycu ever expect




Clara Raker.

to make up an @ live tegether again?

A.
22 Q.
State
A.
23 Q.

A.

No gir,

Is he a resgident or & non-rgsident c¢f the

of Maryland?

Non-resident,

O0f what

Michigan.,

state &g he a resident,




GENERAL QUESTION

Do you know or can you state any other maiter
or thing thatmay be to the benefit or advantsge of the
partiex to this suit, or either of them, or that may be
material to the subject of this, your examination, or the
matiers in question between the partie:? If so, state
the same fully afd ®F large in your answere

A.---

L ki,




OLA JOHNEOW, a witn ss of lawful age, produced
on hehalf of the Plaintiff, having been first duly
sworn, deposeth and saith as fellews, that is to
say.

BY THE EXAMINR:

+ A ¢ R 8tate your name regidence and occupation?

A, 0la Johnson, 936 Argyle Avenue; housekeeper,
2 Q. Do you know the parties tc this suit?

A.  ves.

BY MR, DAVIS:

1 Q. Any relation te you?

A, Ne sir.
B Are they husband and wig?

A, Yes.
3 Q. Did they live together as husband and wife, and
were they always known and recognized in the community
in which they lived ag husband and wife?

A, Yes,
4 Q. Has the Plaintiff been a resident of Baltimore
City, State of Maryland, for at least twe years prior to
the filing of this suit?

A, Yeg,
5 o, Are there any children g the result of this mar-
riage?

2, Wo gir.




fla Johnsoﬁ.
6 Q, What was her conduct towards her husband while
living togethér?
A. Very good.
7 Q. State whether or not she was always a kind,
affecticnéte and faithful wife?
A, Yes{
8 Q. Are the parties to this suit living together no w?
A, No sir, '
9 Q. Which left the other?
| A. He left her.
10 Q. When?
A..' 1919,
11 Q. What month
A, March.
11 Q. How do you know that he abandoned and de-
setéd her at that time?
A. Well, I know that he left,
13 Q. were you living in the same house with
them at the time?
Af Yes;
14 Q. What did hé say and do on that cccasion.
Af Well, I heard him say that he wgs going away.
15 Q. When did he gay about married life?

A, Well, he gaid that he wwas tired of married life,




Ola Johnson.
16 Q, And that he wag ggding to leave his wife?
A, Yes.
17 € Did his wife tr y to get him to remaih and
live with her and do asg a husband should at that time,
A Yes.
17 Q. And notwithstanding that he said that he was
tired of married life mj that he was going to
leave her?
A. zen,
19 Q. And did he leave?
A. Yes.
19 Q. Has he provided or cffered to provide a home
for hig wife ghce he abandoned and deserted her March
1919%
A, No sim,
20 Q. Was there anything to prevent him doing go if he
had wanted to?
A, ¥Wo sir.
21 Q. Hag this abandommentccontinued uninterruptedly
since March 1919; have they lived or cohabited to=
gether sine that time?
A, Nc gir.
22 Q. state whether or not gaid abandonment
was deliberate and final;did he deliberately and finally
abandon and desert his wife,
A, Yes.
23 Q. State whether or not there ig any reasgonabde

expectation of a reccnciliaticn: de you ever cxpect them




Ola Johnson,

tomake up and live together again,

b5 Vo gir.

24 Q, Is he a regident or a non=regident of the gtate

of Maryland?

A. Won=resdent
25 Q. 0f what ftate is he a resident, as far as you
kno w?

A, Michigan,
28 Q. When did he say when he lef his wifej; where
did he say he was going.

A, I do not know where he gaid he was going, but
at the time that he left his wife he gsaid that he was

geling away and leave tkiState of Maryland.




OENERAL QUESTION

Do you know or c¢an you staite any other rmattier
or thing thatmay te to the benefit or advant: ge 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@'t large in your answvers

=% On.




No other witnesses being @/%oduced fore mgp, I then, at the request
of the Solicitor_ ... of the\ =7 Suts et e ti,
closed the depositions taken in said cause and n
hand and seal, on this_________________ K ________

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and_.

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland.

There are___ . _ ;/fzdd/_ ____________________ Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's________ e o o L L e e .

Defendant’s

going depositions were taken, do hereby certify tHat I was empwgning
a day, and taking the said depositions upon. Zeet ____ days, onet 2L, / _____ ‘
of which I was employed by the Plaintiff_________ , and on__,;{m:yc/:/ ______ -

by the Defendant____________.




%_Pl'der of Reference
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/7/
IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

Term, 19 Z 3
This case being submitted, without argument, it is ordered by e Court thi day of
(/277 7- IM that the same be and is hereby referred to
Auditor and Master, to report the pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

Report of Auditor and Master

Bill filed by wife against husband for divorce a vinculo matrimonii on
ground of abandonment for three years, Code Art, 16, Sect, 36, Order of
publication against defendant as non-resident, no answer, decree pro
confesso, thirty days elapsed., Proof shows marriage, resgidence of plaine-
tiff and abandonment by defendant for at least three years, continuous,

Aeliberate, final and without hope of reconciliation, Plaintiff should

be permitted to resume her maiden name of Clara Pollard, Case ready

/ Aud ftor & laster,

for 4decree,




The within is a proper decree to be passed

3

B.177..

L = S
Auditor and Master.
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Decree of Divorce

i IN THE
--------------------------- @ars BakeT. . | Clircuit Court
‘ OF
VS.
BALTIMORE CITY
.......................... FLAOK BAKEY............o...coeoooneciiansns | snncsinrensonssianss- NSRRI, ..o Towm, MR

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

Court read and considered. 2 1
It is thereupon, this day of .. Januar , A. D..1923

e T [ i - ..

by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, Adjudged, Orii;red and Decreed, that the said

Clara Baker

Defendant, Frank Baker and that the plaintiff be permitted to resume. . ..

DAL Balden nome B CLarh PO AT, o i it st b R L

And it is further Ordered, That the said._._C M.a._Bs.}:e.r ..........................................................................

pay the cost of this proceeding. @ 1 E :

FORM 4—5M—1-1-19.




