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CLAHA BAKER : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. : OF

FRANK BAKER : BALTIMORE CITY.

TO 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 whom

she resided until about March 29,1919*

SECOND: That though the conduct of your Oratrix toward

the said Frank Baker has always been kind, affectionate and

above reproach, he has without just cause ornreason abandon-

ed and deserted her and has declared his intention to live

with her no longer, and that such abandonment has continued

uninterruptedly fpr more than three years and is deliberate

and final, and the separation of the parties is beyond1 any

reasonable expectation of reconciliation*

THIRD: That there are no children as result of said

marriage*

FOURTH: That your Oratrix has not lived or co-habited

with said defendant since said desertion*

FIFTH: That 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*



TO THE EUD THEREFORE:

(a) That your Oratrix be divorced a Vinculo Matrimonii

from the said Defendant Frank Baker.

(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.

May it please your Honor to grant unto your Oratrix

an Order of Publication directed against the said Frank Baker,

a non-resident of the State of Maryland, aforesaid, commanding

and requiring him to be and appear in this Court some day

certain to be named therein to answer the premises and abide

by and perform such decree or order as may be requisite.

And as in duty bound,etc.

SOLICITOR FOR COMPLAIJ3A115E.



J.STEWARD DAVIS.SOLICITOR, 215 ST.PAUL PLACE

IH THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY

CLARA BAKER VS. FRAHK BAEER

ORDER OP PUBLICATION

The object of this suit is too procure a divorce a

Yinoulo MatrimoniJ "by the plaintiff .from the defendanti

The "bill recites that the parties were parried on

June 25,1914, in Y7heeling,W.Va., and that they lived together

until the 29th day of March,1919, when the defendant deserted

the plaintiff. That there are no children as result 6f 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-

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

the separation of the parties is beyond any reasonable ex-

pectation of reconciliation. That the plaintiff has been a

citizen of the State of Maryland for more than two years,prior

to the filing of this bill, o£ complaint^; Tt£^oIZlM>i
r It is thereupon this i@ diy of QyhAA-K 1922,

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 ' day of [^ O

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 Court in person or by Solicitor on or before

the <^/v^> day of Hj\^fc> 1922 to show cause, if any he may

have, why a decree should not be passed as prayed.



Certificate of Publication

THE .KiAILY R03C0RD



THE DAIUY RECORD
-v . J.- Stciynrd Davis,- Solicitor, .

. : . 215 St.. Paul Place.
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
• MORE CITY — .(I? —177 - - 1922)— Clara :

Baker vs. Frank Baker. •' • . :
ORDER OF PUBLICATION..

The object o£ this suit is to procure a.
divorce a vihculo tnatriinohii by the1 plain-'
tiff. Clara Baker,sfrom the defendant, Frank
Baker.

The bill recites that the parties were
married on June 25,'"'1914'. in Wheeling;
W. Va., and that they lived together until
the 29th day of: .March; 1919, when the
defendant deserted the plaintiff. That there
are no children as result of "said marriage.
That the defendant is a" lion-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 uninterruptedly for more
than three years; and is deliberate arid
final, arid the separation of the parties is
beyond any reasonable expectation of re-
conciliation. That the plaintiff has been
a citizen of the State of Maryland for more
than two years prior .to the' filing ..of this
bill of complaint, and that the defendant
is a rion-resideht of the State of Maryland,
having been last heard of in Detroit, Michi-
gan.

It is thereupon, this 10th day of April,
1922, ordered by the Circuit Court of Balti-,
more 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 10th day of May, 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
Court, in person or by solicitor, on or be-
fore the 26th day of May< 1922, to show
cause, if any he may have, why a decree;
should riot be "passed as prayed.

CARROLL T. BOND.
True copy—Test: • •

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD..-,
npll.l8.25my2 Clerk:

Baltimor^AY.1-1922 f 192

We herejj^certify that the annexed advertise-
t

ment of Order ^....LC0^{^^uaj6uiu.....Civc\\\\. Court

:oi BaltimoreJ^itv, Case of."

vs.

was published in THE DAILY RECORD, a daily news-

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

g/ls&T&LAiJ. successive weeks before the

.... day of ..j%?.&&^ , 192^>

First insertion .fc^fe^^C^ //./fa. , 192-jL-

THE DAILM /RECORD

Per.



Decree Pro Confesso.



[Decree Pro Confesso.]

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

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

It is thereupon this / / d a y ^ r f y ^ f ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ? in the year nineteen

hundred and J^t4J€4W*j/~ rWZ) by *^e Circuit Q^w îSBaltimorfcAMty.V ADJUDGED, ORDERED and
DECREED, that the compliant 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 en 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.



lo the Circuit Court,
OF BALTIMORE CITY

DEPOSITIONS



OF BALTIMORE CITY.

<md notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINQruJX, 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 of-6^^_-^C^ A9JZ 2; met on

the J_J_ / _ _ • _ _y day of_ y/r^k^f^A^ in the year nineteen

—!r-/—/-/ ^ / ^
hundred and^^^s^-v2^«y*r^5^;at my office, in the City of Baltimore, in tĥ e State
of Maryland, and assigned the A day of_y^«-i^rv:

in the same yeaf at STt- - /i O/clock in the_ <T2̂ .T~_ noon and the

office of &£**AJ?#^^-.. ter-0r?6-?<^ ._J^ the City and*State'"

aforesaid, as the time and place for such examination of witnesses in Said cAise;

at which last mentioned time and place \ attended, due notice of such meeting

having tieen^gi^en, and/proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor of the

__\̂ sC *̂& ŷO?Ztf-***/-*£- -_to take the following depositions, that

is to say:— / //



Baker,

av.

Baker.

Testimony taken att the office of Mr. Davis,

Courtland ptreet , Baltimore, Maryland, July 7th.,

1922, at four O'clock P. M.

CLARA FAKER, the Plaint iff in this case, produced

on h«ir tfim "behalf, having "been f i r s t duly sworn,

depo^eth and saith as follows, that is to say:

BY TTTI3 WSltfER:

1 Q. Ptate ycur narre residence and occupation?

A. Clara Baker, 93* Argyle Avenuej days work.

2 Q,. Dr ynu know the parties to this suit?

A. I an the Plaintiff and my husband is the De-

fendant,

BY ME. DAVIS:

1 Q,. When were ̂ ou married?

A. June 25th. , 1914.

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

A. Yes.

3 Q. I n Baltimore: 6tty.

A. Wo, in Wiimingtpn, West Virginia.

4 q. Were ,xu married according to a Religious Cere-

mony?

. • « •



Clara Baker.

5 Q. Have you "been a resident r,f "Baltimore City,

Stato of Maryland, for at least two years pricr to

the filing of this cult?

A. veg,

• q. Are there any children as the result cf this

marriage?

A. TTc s i r .

7 0,. What was your conduct towards your husband while

living together; how did ycu "behave yourself'"

A. Ttlbreated him nice.

8 Q. ptate whether or net you were always a kind,

affectionAte E.nri faithful v/ife?

A. yes.

9 Q. Are you and your husband living together now?

A. Nc rir.

10 Q. Which left the other;did he leave you cr

did ycu leave him?

A. ..e left me.

11 o When?

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. TTc s i r .

13 Q. Kindly state what happened at that time; what

did he say and do.



Clara Faker.

A. He did not do anythingjhe >ust packed his

trunk and said that he was going away, and he loft

term with another girl.

15 Q. Did you try to get him to stay at the time

he abandoned and deserted you?

A. ye s •

IS Q. What did he say?

A. He said that he was going to leave an

that he was tired cf married life.

17 Q. Has he provided or attempted to prcvidd a

home for jou since he abandoned and deserted you?

A. No sir.

18 Q. Fas there any thing to prevent him doing so if

he had wanted to

A. Vo s i r .

19 Q. Has this abaddomnent continued uninter-

ruptedly since March 29th., I9l9;have you ever

lived rr cohabited with him since that time.

A. rro sir.

20 Q. ptate whether cr not said abandonment was de-

liberate and final on his pat; did he deliberately

and finally abandon and desert you.

A • ^r6 S .

21 Q. State whether cr not there is any reasonable

expectation of a reconciliation;do you tvtr expect



Clara Eaker.

to make up an d l ive together again?

A. Mo s i r .

22 Q. Is he a resident or a non-rgsident of the

State of Maryland-'

A. Non-resident.

23 Q,. Of what State is he a resident.

A. Michigan.



GENERAL QUESTION

Do you know o r can you s t a t e any o t h e r n a t t e r

o r t h i n g thatiaay be to i.he "benefit o r advantvse of the

parties to this suit, or either of them, or that nay be

material to the subject of this, your examination, or the

matters in question between the partie ? If DO, state

the sane fully ctncHay large in your answer.

A.



OLA JO'INSOTT, a witn ss of lawful age, produced

on "behalf of the Plaintiff , having "been f i r s t duly

sworn, deposeth and saith as follows, thet is to

say:

BY r-rfi EJ.AMINR:

1 Q,. Btate your name residence and occupation?

A. Ola Johnson, 936 Argyle Avenue; housekeeper.

2 0,. Dc you know the partiee tc this suit?

A. Yes.

BY MR. I>AVIS:

1 Q,. Any relation tc you?

A. TTc sir.

2 Q. Are they hus"band and wif'<

A. yes.

3 Q,. Did they live together as husband and wife, and

v/ero they always known and recognized in the community

in which they lived as husband and wife?

A. Yes.

4 0u. TTas the Plaintiff "been a resident of Baltimore

City, State of Maryland, for at least two years prior to

the filing of this suit?

A. Yes.

5 Q. Are there any children a the result c.f this mar-

riage?

A. Wo sir.



01a Johnson.

6 Q. What was her conduct towards her hus"band while

living together?

A. Very good.

7 Q,. State whether or not she was always a kind,

affecticn&te and faithful wife?

A. Yes.

8 Q(. Are the parties to this suit living together now?

A. No sir.

9 q. Which left the other?

A. He left her.

10 Q. When?

A. l9i9.

11 Q. What month

A. March.

11 Q. How do you know that he abandoned and de-

sefcGd her at that time?

A. Well, I know that he l e f t .

13 Q,. were you l iving in the same house with

them at the time?

A. Yes.

14 Q. What did he say and do on that occasion.

A. Well, I heard him say that he wa.s going away.

15 Q. When did he say about married life?

A. Well, he said that he wwas tired of married life.



8

Ola Johnson.

1« Q. And that he wae ggding to leave his wife?

A. Yes.

1? Q. Did his wife tr y to get him to remain and

live with her and do as a husband should at that time.

A. Yes.

1? Q. And notwithstanding that he said that he was

tired of married life n# that he wan going to

leave her?

A. Yes.

19 Q,. And did he leave?

A. Yes.

19 ty. Has he provided or offered to provide a home

for his wife shoe he abandoned and deserted her March

1919'-

A. No si».

20 Q. TCas there anything to prevent him doing so if he

had wanted to?

A. fio s i r .

21 Q,. Has this abandonmentccontinued uninterruptedly

since March 1919; have they lived cr cohabited to-

gether sine that time?

A. TTo air.

22 Q. s ta te whether or not said abandonHueilt

was deliberate and final;did he deliberately and finally

Abandon »nd desert his j/ife.

A. Yes.

2o <i. Staoe whether cr not there is any reasonable

erm'rtaticn of a reconciliation; flr .yru ever •--^-.-•'• *->~~~



9

Ola Johnson,

tomake up and live together again.

A. "Me sir.

24 oo. iE he a resident cr a non-resident of the state

of Maryland?

A. "Ton-resdent

25 Q. Of what fitate is he a resident, as far as you

knowV

A. Michigan.

2« 0,. When did he say when he let his wife; where

did he say he was poinp.

A. I do not know waere he said he was going, "but

at the time that he left his wife he said that he was

going away and leave tbtState of Maryland.



GENERAL QUESTION

Do you know or can you state any other natter

or thing thataay t e to the "benefit or adrant ge of the

p&rtiem to tMa unit, or either of them, or that nay be

material to the subject of th i s , your examination, or the

matters in question between the partie ? If L«J, state

the aame fully/and\At large in your anevrer*



No other witnesses being pSmeJ^r^pfoduced Ĵ efore m r̂ I then, at the request

of the Solicitor of theL^

closed the depositions taken in said cause and ne<w ,/eturn them closed̂  under my

hand and seal, on this L-$[--/. Jr. -/-.dayfj

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and.

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland.

r....(SEAL).
Examiner.

There are ^^rr^^lJ. Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit.

Defendant's Exhibit \

I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGTON, the Examiner, before whom the fore-

going depositions were taken, do hereby certify jmat I was employed in assigning
ft /S

a day, and taking the said depositions u p o n _ ^ C ^ w days, oft

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on.

by the Defendant



Order of Reference.



IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

si This case being submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this I. day of

yOAAM^Y^\<&5, that the same be and is hereby referred to (Jify 7/ vfevtts£&rfX$.^.,

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

confeseo, thirty days elapsed. Proof shows marriage, residence of plain-

tiff and abandonment by defendant for at least three years, continuous,

deliberate, final and without hope of reconciliation. Plaintiff should

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

for decree.

Auditor & "Master.



CIRCUIT COURT

•Cl.ara-Bake.r-

VS.

.J?T.ank_Bake.r..

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

! ? r m nf Dttmrr?



Decree of Divorce

C l a r a Baker

Frank Bak&r

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

January Term, 192L3

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

Court read and considered. fl /]

It is thereupon, this <£?*/*& day of January. , A. D...1.923

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

C l a r a Baker

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

Defendant, .X ra£k JJaker..arH..that..the..jal.ai.ntiff..be..j)erm.i.t.t.e.l...t.Q....r.e.sujn.e

her...ffiail.en.n.ara.e...Qi'.Clara ioLla rd - .

And it is further Ordered, That the said.....Clarja..B^k.er...

pay the cost of this proceeding. MT


