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VS.

ot

MAMIE E. CORDERY

ATTORNEY AT LAW
423 CALVERT BLDG."
BALTTHORE, MD.




LAWRENCE CORDERY :
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

VsS. BALTIMORE CITY

MAMIE Z. CORDERY
L
| o
TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: -
Your Orstor oomplaining'reSpectfﬁlly 88y8: -
1. That he is & resident of the City of Baltimore,
~ State of Marylesnd, and has resided in thg sald City and State,

for more than two years preceding the filing of this his Bill‘
of Cémplaint.

- 2. Thet on September 1, 1920, he was merried to the
Defendant,_the seid Mamie E. Cordery, in Bsltimore City, State
of Msryland, by & religious ceremony.

3. That your Orator and the said Defendant lived to-
gether as husband and wife unfii April, 1922, when the said
Defendent, without any just cause or reason, deserted and a-
bandoned your Orator, and her whereabouts are now unknown.

4, That the said abandonment upon the part of the
Defendant, Mamie E. Cordery, is deliberate and final, and N
has continued uninterruptedly for more then three years, and
fhe separation of the parties is beyond any reaéonable hope
or expectation of reconciliation.

6. That your Orator has slways conducted himself a8
a faithful, and affectionate hungband.

6. That there were no c?ildren born as thé/;;gﬁlt\v

seid wedlock,

-




TO THE EZND THEREFORE: -
(a) That your Orator may be divorced a
vincoly matrimonii from the said Mamie E. Cordery, befendant.
- (b) That your Orator mey have such other
end futther relief as the nature) of his case may require.
And your Orator prays for the fbllowing
process: - |
That an order of Publication may be'paSSed
in the usuel form, giving notice to the non-residént Defendant,
of the object and substance of this Bill of Complasint, and
warning hér to be and appear; either‘in person or by Solicitor,
in this Honorsable Court on some day certain to be named in said
Order, and show ceause, if any she may hafe, why & Decree should
not be passed as prayed. ’

AND, as in duty bound, etc.

§olic1tor for Complaina

OCDW&_, ﬂmgéﬁ

Complalinant.

STATE OF MARYLAND:
_ 10 WIT:
CITY OF BALTIMORZE:
1 HYXREBY CZRTIFY that on this ;ﬁ——— day of June,
1925, before me, thessubscriber, & Notary Public of the State of
Maryland, in and for Baltimore City'aforesaid, personally ap-
peared Lewrence Cordery, the Complainant herein named, and he
’ 4
made oath in due form of law,ut?at the matters and facts herein

set forth are true and bona fide.

WITNESS my hand and Noterial Seal.
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LAWRENCE CORDERY
Vs, . : IN THE CIRCUIT COQURT OF

MAMIE E. CORDERY - ‘BALTIMORE CITY

~ .
ORDER OF PUBLICATION

The object of thié Bill of Complaiqt, filed in
the above entitled case, is to procure & divorce & vinculo
matrimonii by the Plaintiff, Lewrence Cordery from the De-
fendant, Mamie E..Cordery. The Bill states in substence
that the parties were married in the City of Baltimore,:stapé
' df Maryland, on September 1, 1920, by & religiouchgremony{.
that the sgi@ parties resided together as’husband&wife,
until April 30, 1922, when the Defendant, without any just cause
or reason, sbandoned and deserted the Plaintiff and has de-
clared her intention to live with him no longer. That the
.abgdionment is deliberate and final, and has continued inter-
ruptedly for more than three yeafs, the separation'of the parties
is beyond aﬁy,reasonqple hope or expectation'of reconciliation.
The Plaeintiff has always conducted himself as a faithful, and
affectionate husband, and that there are no children born of
séid marriage.

- It'is thereupon this.gd day of June, 1925, ORDER ED

by the Cirocuit Court of Baltimore -City that the Plaintiff, by

caueing & copy of this Order to be inserted in some daily news-

paper published in Baltimore City, once each week for four suc- -




before the 17// day of&)u A, 1925, giving

notice to the absent Defendant, Mamie E. Cordery, of the object

cessive weeks,

and substance of this Bill, warning hér to be and appeer in this

Court, either i:ﬁ:_‘—a‘qn or by solicitor, on or before the
day of C ; 6 1925, and show cause, if any Bhemay have,

why the Decree should not be passed as prayed.
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: Charles F. Goldberg, Solicitor,

423 Calvert Building,

1IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
MORE - CITY~(B—513—1925)—Lawyence

Cordery vs. Mamie . Cordery, . .

ORDER O PUBLICATION.

(. The object of this bill of complaint, filed

’in the above entitled case, is to procure

a divorce a vinculo matrimonii -by the

plaintiff, Lawrence Cordery, from thé de-

fendant, Mamie E. Cordery. The bill

jStiates in substance that the parties were

married in the City of Baltimore, State

of Maryland. on September 1, 1920, by a

religious cercmony; that -the said parties
resiued together as husband ‘and wife un-
til April 30, 1922, when the defendant,
without any just cause, or reason, aban-
doned and ‘deserted the plaintiff and has

ate and final, and has continued inter-
rurtedly for more than three "years, the
scparation of the parties is beyond any
ireasonable hope or expectation of reconcil-
fintion, The plaintiff has always conduct-
ed himself as a faithful and affectionate
husband and that there are no children
born of said marriage. . .

It is thereupon this 30th day of June,
1025, ordered by the Circuit Court of Bal.
| timore City that the plaintiff, by causing
la cony of this order to be inserted in' some
dajly newspaper published in Baltimore
' City. once each week for four successive
weeks, before.the 4th day of August, 1925,
giving notice, to the absent defendant, |
Mamie R. Cordery, of the object and ‘sub-
stance of this bill, warning ner to be and}|,
appear in thig Court, either in person” or
by solicitor, on or before the 20th day
of August, 1923, and show cause,“'if any
she may have, why the decree should not
be passed as prayed. o

GEORGE A. SOLTER.
True Copy—Test: . R
» CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
i¥3,10.17,24 Clerk.

S

declared her intention to live with him no }
longer. That the abandonment is deliber- )

Baltimore,
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

~ 658

d S73
IN THE
. e
Circuit Court
OF
BALTIMORE CITY.
e o - 1erm, 1924
The Defendant having been duly Summened (notified by Order of Publication) to appear to
the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of the-wwif,
(said Order). ' , ‘ :
) : It is thereupon this ' 7’% g day of W in the year nineteen
. hundred and twenty . by the Circnit Court of Baltimfofe 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. _
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In the Civensit Conuet.. TE—

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

and notice having been gi{ren me by the Solicitor for the{/ﬂj@ba%
of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGT N, one

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

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

hundred and M' 44 at my office, in the city of Baltimore, in the State

of Maryland, and assigned the.lddAbday = L AdGN . day of..... L.

7&@1' ..... noon and the

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

HWW .......... to take the following depositions, that
is to say:— ' -




'LAWRENCE CORDEREY
vs.
MAMIE F. CORDEREY.

Testl mony taken before m , A, deRussy
Sappington, Examiner, at my offices in the Title
Building, Baltimorg Maryland on August 31, 1925 at
1.00 o'clock in the afterndon.

Th ereupon---
LAWRENCE.CORDEREY,

the plaintiff, of lawful age,‘ﬁroduced on his
own behalf, having'been first duly sworn according
to law, was examined and testified as follows:

By the Examiner:
1q ©Plase state your name, residence and occupat ion?
A TLawrence Corderey, 2415 McCulloh Street, |
carpenter,
2Q@ Do you know the parties to this suit or
either of them?
A Yes, I am the plaintiff and my wife is the

defendant.




Lawrence Corderey 3

BY MR. GOLDBERG:
1Q When, where aad by whom were you married?
A September 1, 1920 by Reverend Frederick
Douglaé, in Bal timore City. _
2qQ Did you live with your wife after that?
A Yes, sir.
3Q Are you living together now?
A No, sir. '
4Q Which left the other and wha ?
A She left me in April, 1922,
5@ What did she say and do on the day she left?
A I was at wrk and when I returned she had
gone and I have not heard from her since.
6Q '~ Did you give her any just cause or meason to
abandon you in this manner?
A i\To, sir,
7Q@ How did jou dways treat her? |
A I always treated her right,
8Q VWere you a kind, affectionate and faithful
husbamd to her? |
A Yes, sir.

9Q Have you been aresident of theCity of Baltimore

State of Maryland for more. than two years prior to




Lawrence Corderey L 4

the filing of this bill?
A Yes, sir.

10Q 1Is your wife a resident of Mazryland?
A No, sir, I understand from Mrs, Gross that
she lives in New York., I have not heard from her,
11Q Is this separation deliberate and final

and beyond vy reasonable hope or empectation or
reconciliation?

A Yes, sir.

12q Any children?

A No, sir.

13Q Where were you living at the time of the
separation? _
A 2415 pMcCulloh Street, I have never moved.
14Q Then your wife always knew where she could
have located you had she waa ted to retum?

A Yes, sir,

15qQ And you sz she has never returned to you?
A No, sir

16Q Has the separation continued uninterruptedly
é‘ffl;nore than three years prior t-o the filing of this

A Yes, sir.




GENERAL Q,U'EST I0oN

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 sﬁbj ect of tlﬁs, your
examination, or the matters in question between

the partiea? o If so, atate the same fully. and at

) large in your answer?

5‘(\ o




Thereupon=---
» DOROTHY GROSS,
a with ess of lawful age, produced on behalf of
the plaintiff , having been first duly sworn
according to law, was examined and testified as
follows;

’By &zeExanﬁneré
1Q Please stéte your name, resildence and'
occupation? |
A Dorothy Gross, 1420 McCulloh Street, RBaltimore,
maid.
8Q Do you know tl®r parties to this suit or
‘either of the m?
A Yes. _

| BY MR, GOLDBERG:
1Q Do you remember when they were married ahd
lived together as husband and wife?
A  Yes,
2Q VWere they know and recognized in the
community as husbad aad wife?
A Yes, sir,

3Q Did you visit them frequently while they

lived together?
A Yes, sir,




Dorothy Gro ss . i

4Q Are they living together now?

A Yo, sir.

5Q@ Which left the other and wher ?

A She run: w3y from him because I seen her
the night before she left and she told me she was
going.

6Q When did she leaw e?

A I seen le r about April 29, 1922 and the next

dy she left.

7@ You say you visited them frequently?

A Yese.

8Q How d d Mr, Corderey always treat his wife?

A Nice and kind, andhe always povided for her. _
9q Was he-a kind, affectionate and fal thful hushand
to' her? |

A Yes, sir.

10§ Did he give her any just cause or reason to
abandon him? |

A No, sir,

1 11qQ Is the plaintiff aresident of the City of
Baltimore, Stateof Maryland, and has he been for

more than two years prior to the filing of this bill?




Dorothy Gm ss 8

A Yes, sir.
12Q@ 1Is his wife a resident of Maryland?
A Yo, sir; the last I heardof her she was in
New York.
13Q Has th e separation continued uninterruptedly
for more thaa three years pricr fo the filing of
this ©ill of complaint? ’ ¢
A Yes.

<
14Q Any children as result of their marrisge?
A No, sir. |
| 15qQ Is the separation deliberate and final and
beyond any reasonable hope or expecté.tion of
reconciliatl on? |
A Yes,’ sir.
' 16Q VWhere were they living when the sepration
took place? |
A 2415 McCulloh Street, Mr. Corderey has
never moved,
17q His wife always knew where to locate him then,
had she wanted to cor back with him?
A AYes,‘ sir.
18Q But you say she has not lived nor oha ited
with him since April, 19227

A No, sir, she has not.



Dorothy G ss 9

19Q Did Mrs, Corderey tell yéu of any reasmn
why she was going t o leave? -

A Yes, she said she did not love him and she
was not happy and was going away and rever coming
back agal n I begged her not to go. n

20Q VWhat other evidencs have you that she is
away?

A I have gotten two or three postal carmds from
her from New York. ‘ _

21q Wren did you last hear from her?

A About th ree years ago, shortly after she left,
she sent me a postal card fran New York, '

e

22q A"ny & ildre as result of the mrriage?

A None.\’




CENERAL QUESTION

Do you know 6rlcan you state any other matter
or thing that may'ﬁe to the benefit or adVantage of
the parties to this suit or either of them cr that
may'ﬁe ﬁaferial‘to thé:squebt‘of_ﬁmbs, your
examinat}oh, or the méttere 1h qnesﬁipn between
the partiesé 1f so, state the same fully and at

large 4n your answer?




ks L) » _ _ " v

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland,
.......................... ey, (SEAL).

Examiner.

There arew .......................... Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:
Plaintiff’s.....occocoee D OO
Defendant’s................ Exhibit ............ I i

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.......[4a2. ... .days, on..... A’ZDCZ ............. 5
of which I was employed by the Plaintiff._.__.____... ,and on_......... m ..........

by the Defendant....................
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IN THE

Circuit Court

VS, :
. ‘ or
' BALTIMORE CITY
| ; %a“'ﬁ Term, 194"

This case beipg submitted, without gfgument, it is ordered by the Court, this 40 '
day of . Zf/f@rw/—‘v .................... ,. 193~ that the same be and it is hereby referred to
M’/w /‘} : e@(/ ey B8Q., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

his wife on the ground of abahdonment. ”Code Art. 16 sécs. AN=42.

Defendant proceeded against as & non-resident and her non-

residence proven,

Plaintiff's residence in Baltimore City.for more.than two_years..

proven,

The marriage proven,

than thirty days have since elépsed. ‘ ' -
Case ready for decree,
o ..-___-_,.?_V.M.Kﬁ¢"%ﬂwww
e e cARRitor and Mastersii.

' September 24, 1925.
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J
CIRCUIT COURT

T

1925 | No. Docket

____________________ LAWRENCE CORDERY |

VS.

A B Y 5/
“ ¥ i .'v{
B Nog=. ) | . ;\ ............
]

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

Auditor and Master.




Decree of Divorce

IN THE
LAWRENCECORDERY ......................... CerUIt Court
OF
VS. .
BALTIMORE CITY
______________________ MAMIE E. CORDERY | e Term, 19

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

C(7t read and considered.

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

Defendant, .the. said Memie E.. Cord,ery. _______________ e :
And it is further Ordered That the sald....QQI.IJP;L&;L.Q.@I}_‘E_..:...:._.:._.._-____:._.:_.__:_._:....-..._:.'_...:...:.__:_.__

pay the cost of this proceeding.

R R B T T T e e R e - e -

FORM 4—-5M—1-1-19.
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| ' : PETITION TO VACATE DECREE

v TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

| : : I.

J Your Petitioner, lamie E. Cordery, represents that she 1s

I the defendant in the above entltled cause and that 2 deéree of

i dlvorce was entered agalnst her on the 24th day of September‘1925;

i as will more fully appear from papers filed &t the suit of

| Lawrence Cordery vs lMamie E. Cordery, at page 513, Docket 65B,

§1925, of Circuit Court of Baltimore City.

- 7.

.Your petitidner further represents that the first notice

: she recelved of the decree or the pendency of any divorce pro-

{Céeding, was on or about the 2lst day of March, 1932, when, on

being advised that her husband was about to gét married, she had -

thé records searched to find if he had started divorce proceedings.

ITII. |

"Your petitioner further représents that she has been in-

formed that the Bill of Complaiﬁt alleged that she ébandoned

" Lawrence Cordery, the Complainant, April, 1922, and that her

;whereabouts were unknown. Your petitioner says that these allega-

2ftions ere untrue and unfounded in fact, and were made for the

"

{pdrpose of deceiving-the Court and denying unto vour petitioner







health, nerson, and s=curity of your petitioner to such a degree
that made it, with due regard for her person a2nd general welfare,
virtually unsafe for your petitioner to further cohabit with the
sald Lawrence Cordery, that he drove her from their home in
November, 1930; wherefore your petitimer says th=t Lawrence
Cordery abandoned and deserted her and that he should not be

entitled to a divorce.

WHEREFORE, your petltioner prays:

(L) That said decree of divorce entered on the
24th day of September,1925, be ®macated
and leave be glven your petitioner to enter
her appearance in sald cause &nd answer
the charges made in the Bill of Complaint.
(2) And such other and further relief as the
case may require,.

And as she will ever pray, etc.

Aa7ﬂkbc;; CZL__

Petitioner

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALT
I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on t'i.lis_ (Q //;73,/' of larch, 1932,

255 .. :
y—2uflic”ol the State of Merylandg

before me, the subscriber, @
in and for Baltimore City aforesalid, personally appeared, lembe E.
Cordery, the petitioner herein, and made oath in due form of law
that the matters and facts stated in the aforegoing petition are
true to the best of her knowledge, information and belief.

WS WITNESS my hand




! '~ Uoon the aforegoing Petiton and Affidevit, it is (RDHRED
'by the Court this & 0 2  day of Mafch, 1932, that the dseree
.

af this Gourt, dated Sepiember—24,—1086,ot the suis of Lawrence

!Cordery vs—Hei
!I oLl #2. ot L A
rand sn-l-_,.a_s_‘x_é.e' NN o a e A
I‘I( = L. ke ,
it

 ithe /v day of April, 1932, provided a copy of this Order

f!be served on the said Lawrence Cordéry on or before the § 2L

t
I
'

G N o7 S

2

wtrery ve—Siown on or before
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LAWRENCE CORDERY %* IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

OF
VS

BAITIMORE CITY

MAMIE CORDERY &

* % 4

‘TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID CWd RT:

The petition of Lawrence Cordery, respectfully shows:

I.
That on or about the Mday of/w 1925, he

was divorced from the defendant, liamle Cordery as will more
fully appear from the proceeding at the sult of Lawrence
Cordery vs lamie Cordery, Docket B 1925 page 513 of the Circult
Court of Baltimore City.

1x.

That a petition to vacate that decree was filed by the

defendant on or about the 30th day of March, 1932,

II1I.

That permission of Court having beén first obtained the
petition was ordered dlsmissed, the parties consenting.

V.

That in the petltion to dlsmlss the defendant prayed that
she be permitted to resume her maiden name Barnes, to which
your petitioner assented.

WHEREFORE your petitloner prays:

A, That the detree of @dlvorce granted at the
suit of lawrence Cordery vs liamie E.

Cordery, dated the 25th day of September,
1925 and recorded in B Docket 65, 1925-at

: page
513, be amended to read as follows:




STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF .BALTIMORE,

That the sald lLawrence Cordery, the alove
named Complainant, be, and he is hereby
divorced a vinchlo matrimonii from the
defendant, the sabd Mamle E.Cordery; and
it is further Ordered and decreed that the
defendant be and she 1s hereby authorized
t0 resume her maiden name Barnes,

Such other and further relief as the cause
may require,

(b)

s . Firs o0Cn_—

orney 1lor Lawrénce
Cordery

to widts

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day of June,1932, be-

‘before me, the subscriber, a Notery Public of the Statsiof.
Meryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesaid, personally apn-

peared Lawrence Cordery and made oath in due form of law that’
‘the matters and facts contained in the foregolng petition are:

"true to the best of his knowledgé and belief,

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Sesl,




IN THE CIRQIT
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LAWRENCE CORDERY

VS

MAMIE E, CORDERY

k Petitlon, Aff'dt. Consent
Wand order of Court thereon

MR. CLERK:

Please file,etc

Aééowney for Petitl oner
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LAWRENCE CORDERY ) IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS

sk

oF

MAMIE EJ CORDERY

s
o~

BALTIMORE CITY

g 3k 3
~ TO THE HON® ABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

The petition of Mamie E.Cordery, Defendant, respectfully
 says:
I.

That on or about the 25th day of September, 1925, a
. decree éf divorce was granted the plaintiff against the defendant
f service having been by order of publication.
| II.

That on the 30th day of liarch, 1932; ybur petitioner
- filed a petition In the proceeding praying among other things

that the decree be vacated.
- III.

That a Nisi Opder was passed requiring the plaintiff
" in the original Bill to show cause on or before the 15th day of
- April, 1932, why the decree should not be vacated.

iv.
That the time for the filing of an answer has long
since explred; and no answer has been filed on the part of the
 ptaintiff. _
'B. : ._,_ |
That éertain property righfs were Involved in the cause

are belng amicably adjusted between the parties.

1,




I

VI.
That your Petitiéner desires to dismiss the petition on the
.filing.of a consent decree, éubject to the order of this
'HOnorablé Court. And for the purpose of the smendment and-dié-

‘missal your petitioner, Mamle E.Cordery, submits to the juris-

‘diction of this Court as of the time when this action was pending.

- TO THE END THEREFORE; your petitioner prays:

1., That the petition filed March 30, 1932, to vacate

decree of divorce 1ln thlis cause be dijﬁissed.

2. That thé decree of divorce be anwziswd so that
your peditioner be pemmitted to resume her
maiden name Barnes.,

Such other and further relief as the case
may r equire, C

N .
ST dW
' Attorney’ for petitioner '
! STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, towi% : o
' I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this CQZ',/——day of June,1932,

" before me, the subscriber, a Notary Pubdic of the State & i

!

: Méryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesald, personally ap-

‘peared Mamie E.Cordery, and made oath in due form of law that the
matters and facts contained in the aforegoing petition are trué

to the best of her knowledge and bel iof.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarigd Seal.




I, Lawrence Cordery, plaintiff in the above proceeding,
have read and fully understand the matters and facts set forth
In the foregoing petition, and do by these preéents asseht

to the dismissal of the petition therein mentioned and the

amendment of the decree as prayed.

Do ilode,

STATE OF MAKYIAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, to wit:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that onthis Cj?2§éiaay of June , 1932,
| before me, the subecriber, a Notary Public of the State of
. Meryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesaid, personally

- appeared Lawrence Cordery, and made oath in due form of law that

‘the above consent is his act and deed.

R AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Sgal,




- — o o

Upon the forggoing thiﬁion, affidavit and consent, it
1s ORDERED by the Court this é;%f day of June, 1932, that
the petition to vacate decree of divorce entered on the 25th
day of September, 1925, be and the same is hereby dismiséed,
ahd the parties hereunto are authorized to submit an amended

decree aéceptable to-the.partiés for the change of the name

of the respondent to Barnes, . _
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-LAWRENCE CORDERY

VS

MAMIE E.CORDERY
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' IN THE
- CIRCUIT COURT
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

; This eause standing ready for hearing and being duly

\sdbmitted, the proceedings were by the Court read and considered,

'and the defendant having duly appeared in this action and sub-

mitted to the jurlsdlction of this Court and consented to this

amended decree.

It is thereupon this

é % day of June A.D.,1932,

by the Circult Court of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED, and

;DECREED, that the said Lawrence Cordery, the sbove named

. Complainant, be, and he is hereby divorced a Vinculo st rimonii

ffrom the Defendént, the said lamie E.Cordery; and it is further

' ORDERED and DECREED that the defendant be and she isg

hereby

ﬂ authorized to resume her maiden name Barnes; and it is fupther

| ORDERED end DECREED that the plaintiff pay the costs

éproceedingQ

of this




