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LAWRENCE CORDERY
IB THE CIRCUIT COURT OP

VS. ' BALTIMORE CITY

MAMIE 2. CORDERY :

• • • • • • • • /
• • • • • • • • I

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OP SAID COURT:-

Your Orator complaining respectfully says:-

1. That he is a resident of the City of Baltimore,

State of Maryland, and has resided in the said City and State,

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

of Cdmplaint.

2. That on September 1, 1920, he was married to the

Defendant, the said Mamie E. Cprdery, in Baltimore City, State

of Maryland, by a religious ceremony.

3. That your Orator and the said Defendant lived to-

gether as husband and wife until April, 192E, when the said

Defendant, 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

has continued uninterruptedly for more than three years, and

the separation of the parties is beyond any reasonable hope

or expectation of reconciliation.

5. That your Orator has always conducted himself as

a faithful, and affectionate husband.

6. That there were no children born as the Besu!tt̂ of

said wedlock,



TO THE END THEREFORE: -

(a) That your Orator may be divorced a

vincol_ matrimonii from the said Mamie 3. Cordery, Defendant.

(b) That your Orator may have such other

if as the nature of his case may require.

And your Orator prays for the following

and further relief as the nature of his case may require.

process:-

That an order of Publication may be passed

in the usual form, giving notice to the non-resident Defendant,

of the object and substance of this Bill of Complaint, and

warning her, to be and appear, either in person or by Solicitor,

in this Honorable Court on some day certain to be named in said

Order, and show cause, if any she may have, why a Decree should

not be passed as prayed.

AND, as in duty bound, etc.

j'
Solicitor for Complaina

complainant.

STATE OF MARYLAND:
TO WIT:

CITY OF BALTIMORE:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _ / ? — day of June,

1925, before me, thessubscriber, a Notary Publio of the State of

Maryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesaid, personally ap-

peared iawrence Cordery, the Complainant herein named, and he
k

made oath in due form of law, that the matters and facts herein

set forth are true and bona fide.

WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

Notary _ublic.
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423X5ALVSRT BLDG.
iTIMORS.MBP. ••< '



LAWRENCE CORDERY

VS.

MAMIE E. CORDERY

IH THE CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALTIMORE CITY

ORDER OS 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 the De-

fendant, Mamie E. .Cordery. The Bill states in substance

that the parties were married in the City of Baltimore, State

of Maryland, on September 1, 1920, by a religious ceremony;

that the said parties resided together as husband&wife,

until April 30, 1922, when the Defendant, without any just cause

or reason, abandoned and deserted the.Plaintiff and has de-

clared her intention to live with him no longer. That the

abandonment is deliberate and final, and has continued inter-

ruptedly for more than three years, the separation of the parties

is beyond any reasonable hope or expectation of reconciliation.

The Plaintiff has always conducted himself as a faithful, and

affectionate husband, and that there are no children born of

said marriage.

It is thereupon this-^C' day of June, 1925, O B D E E B I

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

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

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



•> •

cessive weeks, before the " day of w ^ w * f , 1925, giving

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

and substance of this 'Bill, warning her to be and appear in this

Court, either in pqrson or by solicitor, on or before the •*-'C-/

day of ^^ rv^QA 1925, and show cause, if any.s<hemay have,

why the Decree should not be passed as prayed.



Certificate of Publication

THE DAILY RECORD
192.4'



THE DAILY RECORD

Charles F. Goldberg:, Solicitor,
423 Calvert Building.

IN THE CIRCUIT COUKT OF BALTI-
MORE • CITT—(B—513—1925)—Lawrence

Cordery vs. Mamie K. Cordery.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this bill of complaint, filed
'in tiie above entitled ease, is to procure
a divorce a vincuio matrimonii -by the
plaintiff, Lawrence Cordery, from the de-
fendant, Mamie E. Cordery. The bill
states in substance that the parties were

j married in the City of Baltimore, State
of Maryland, on September 1, 1920, by a
religious ceremony; that the said parties
resided 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
declared her intention to live with him no
longer. That the abandonment is deliber-
ate and final, and has continued inter-

.ruptedly for more than three years,- the
'separation of the parties is beyond any
treasonable hope or expectation of reconcil-
iation. 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,
]f)25. ordered by the Circuit Court of Bal-
timore City that the plaintiff, by causing
a cony of this order to be inserted in some
daily 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 E. Cordery,. of the object and 'sub-
stance of this bill, warning ner to be and
appear in this Court, either in person' or '
by solicitor, on or before the 20th day
of August, 1925, and show cause,'if any
she may have, why the decree should not
be passed as prayed.

GEORGE A. SOLTER.True Copy—Test
CHAS. H. WHITEFORD, I.Iy.3,10.17,24 CTericJ

QA^A '

Baltimore, ^ L ? 1 . M 5 , m

We he*ebT\ceEtif% that the annexed advertise-

ment of O r d e r . ^ ^ ^ ^ M S ^ ^ Court

.of Baltimore^City, Caŝ  of.

was published in THE DAILY RECORD, a(pfaily news-

paper publis/kecPipi the City of Baltimore, once in each of

successive weeksv before the

First insertion .....,.L.Ls/^ZA^AJ^...(/..J...r/^.., 192^7

THE DAILY



Decree Pro Conf esso.

Filed



[Decree Pro Confesso]

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

Term

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

the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of tk«—writ,

(said Order).

It is thereupon this ry-' ^ay of UCC/^pAyutA^ j n the year nineteen

hundred and twenty jW\ 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 of the Examiners of this

Court, take testimony to support the allegations of the bill.
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vs.

Jtt tip (Eimtit (Eouri .±

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the.

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

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

th&.XL*^<^L^..1...O^<^<ydi day of...^Z-<^<*&2?^ in the year nineteen

hundred and TLU&4JrJUj.~J*<J-&A.z.t my office, in the city of Baltimore, in the State

~ s J
of Maryland, and assigned \ktj&M*t4A^.-T...<e^dA&&.. day of...../̂ ULfc<2<fc
in the same y,ear at *4t&ri*rr. o'clock in the s5^X^J..:.....noon and the

office of }±JkL&&^3..l..JifaJld^^ 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

having been given, and proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor of the
I)

.tf^GLAAJAZJLP.. to take the following depositions, that

(J 7/
is to say:— v



LAWRENCE CORDEREY

VS.

MAMS P. OOKDEREY.

Testimony taken be fo r e m 9 A. deRussy

Sappington, Examiner, at my offices in the Title

Buildings Baltimore, Maryland on August 31, 1925 at

1.00 o'clock in the afternoon.

Thereupon—-

LAWRENCE CORDEREY,

t h e p l a i n t i f f , of lawful age , produced on h i s

own "behalf, having "been f i r s t duly sworn accord ing

to law, was examined and t e s t i f i e d as fo l lows :

By t h e Examiner:

1Q, P l a s e s t a t e your name, r e s idence and occupat ion?

A Lawrence Corderey, 2415 McGulloh S t r e e t ,

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 aid "by whom were you married?

A September 1, 1920 by Reverend Frederick

Douglas, in Baltimore City.

2Q Did you l ive with your wife after that?

A Yes, s i r .

3Q Are you living together now?

A Uo, si r.

4Q, Which left the other and wha ?

A She left me in April, 1922.

5Q, What did she say and do on the day she left?

A I was at work and whai I returned she had

gone and I have not heard from her since.

6Q, Did you give her any just cause or season to

abandon you in th i s manner?

A No, sir . '

7Q How did you aLways treat her?

A I always treated her right.

8Q Were you a kind,, affectionate and faithful

husband to her?

A Yes, s i r .

9Q Have you been aresident of theCity of Baltimore

State of Maryland for more than two years prior to



Lawrence Corderey

the filing of this

A Yes, s i r .

10Q, Is your wife a resident of Maryland?

A No, s i r , I understand froo Mrs. Gross that

she lives in New York. I have not heard from her.

11Q, Is this separation deliberate and final

and beyond ai y reasonable hope or expectation or

reconciliation?

A Yes, sir."

12Q, Any children?

A No, s i r .

13Q, "Where were you living at the time of the

separation?

A 2415 ifcCulloh Street. I have never moved.

14Q, Then your wife always knew where she could

have located you had she wai ted to return?

A Yes, s i r .

15Q, And you s$r she has never returned to you?

A No, sir .

16Q Has the separation continued uninterruptedly

for more than three years prior to the filing of th is
bill?

A Yes, s i r .



GENERAL QUESTION

Do you know or can you s t a t e any other mat ter

or tiling t h a t maybe to t he "benefit o r advantage of

the parties to this suit or either of them or that

may "be material to the stibj eot of t&fes, your

examination, or the matters in question between

the parties? If so, state the same fully, and at

. large in your answer? ;

- - < T V A • ' • -

A ' \ Q

^1D°(Qi



Thereupon

DOROTHY GROSS,

a wi tness of lawful age, produced on behalf of

the p l a i n t i f f , having been f i r s t duly sworn

according to law, was examined and t e s t i f i e d as

follows:

By Ha eExamine r :

1Q Please s t a t e your name, residence and

occupation?

A Dorothy Gross, 1420 McCulloh Street , Balt imore,

maid.

§Q Do you know tlB p a r t i e s to t h i s sui t or

' e i t h e r of the m?

A Yes.

BY MR. GOLDBERG:

1Q, Do you remember when they were married and

l i v e d toge ther as husband and wife?

A Yes.

2Q, Were they know* and recognized in t h e

community as husband aid wife?

A Yes, s i r .

3Q, Did you v i s i t th era f requent ly while they

l ived together?

A Yes, s i r .



Dorothy Gro ss . 7

4Q, Are they living together now?

A No, s i r .

5Q Which left the other and whai ?

A She run away from him "because I seen he r

the night "before she left aid she told me she was

going.

6Q When did she leare?

A I seen te r a"bout April 29, 1922 and the next

da/ she lef t .

7Q You say you visited them frequently?

A Yes.

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

A Nice and kind, andhe always provided for her.

9Q Was he a kind, affectionate and faithful husband

to her?

A Yes, sir .

10Q, Did he give her any just cause or reason to

abandon him?

A No, s i r .

11Q, 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 GK> ss 8

A Yes, s i r .

12Q Is his wife a resident of Maryland?

A Mo, sir; the last I heardof her she was in

New York.

13Q, Has ih e separation continued uninterruptedly

for more thai titree years prior to the filing of

this "bill of ooiaplaint? "

A Yes.

14Q, Any children as result of their marriage?

A No, s i r .

15Q Is the separation deliberate and f ina.l and

beyond any reasonable hope or expectation of

reconciliatl on?

A Yes, s i r .

16Q Where were they living when the sepxation

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 co is back with him?

A Yes, s i r .

18Q But you say she has not lived nor oh£>ited

with him since April, 1922?

A NOj sir, she has not.



Dorothy Gro ss 9

19Q, Did Mrs. Oorderey t e l l you of any reasron

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 never coming

"back again. I "begged her not to go.

2oQ "What other evidence har-e you that she is

away?

A I have gotten two or three postal canis from

her from New York.

21Q When did you las t hear from her?

A About three years ago, shortly after she l e f t ,

she sent me a postal card f ran Hew York.

22Q, Any di ild.r©" as result of the marriage? '

A None.'



GENERAL QUESTION

Do you Icnow or can you s t a t e any other matter

or thing t h a t maybe to the benefi t o r advantage of

the parties to this suit or either of them or that

may "be material to the siibj ect of t&fcs, your

examination, or the matters in question between

the parties? If so, state the same fully and at

large In your answer?

A °fV0 .



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

of the Solicitor of the .jpdQjsU&fJ..

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

hand and seal, on this < .jOa*-- day- of^«<^^5<**<<£fe~7

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred &n&....>~J£^Q&&U&..~jL4s<!£&. .....at the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. /

... (SEAL).
Examiner.

There arc.^iW?..' Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit j .

Defendant's Exhibit

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" j $

a day, and taking the said depositions upon LAJ/B.. ...... days, on uZk^u.
of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on

by the Defendant y^~)j y

ammer.
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Circuit Court

Docket No.

Order of Reference
and Report

Order Filed../..£ day

• Report Filedi>r-.̂ p.....day of



vs.

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

J ;;:T :T
This case beipg submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this /..Q.

day of /^df^H^oc^b/.. , 19>^~, that the same be and it is hereby referred to

_lL.(klJ ll-JJHJ... _ ., , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the.facts, and his opinion thereon.

Report of Auditor and Master

B.ill....i'.Q.r d.i.Y..o.r.Q.e......a....Y.ixic.ul.Q.....ina.t.rlmQJiii file.d....l).y.....t.h.e husihan A ....agalns t

...fo.is....wi.fe....o.n....the gro]md...o.f...ataM.Qnment... lCo.de.... Art. , 1.6.....§..e..e.s..*....3.5!.-i.2...

D e f e n d a n t j i r o c and;....he.j*....non.-

intif.̂ ^^

The marr

The aban

cilability of th

A decree

than thirty days

Case rea

iage proven*

Mnment for... three....;

pro confesso was •

have since elapsei

dy for decree.

gears., its .fi.nal.11

pas.s.e.a....ag.a.ins.t. ths

i.

' Septemtei

;y and the. irr.e.c.jQn-

) de.ffindant....and...mo.ra—

md:-Masters -

: 24, 1925.



CIRCUIT COURT
B 5.12.

1925 No. Docket

LAWRENCE CORDSRY

vs.

r

nf ittmrr?

B No.

'D

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

Auditor and Master.



Decree of Divorce

IN THE

LAWRENCE CORDERY'

VS.

MAMIE E . CORDERY

Circuit Co
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

Term, 19.

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

Coutft read and considered. t,

V It is thereupon, this . ^ X day of ^^/.^f.^^.ySi , A. D..L925.

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

......r....r....r:.:..--r... -...-...- ..r...~_.-.._-...r.J&wi^.^^^

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

Defendant, .tM...?.ai.4..Mam.ie...a....c.o.r.de.rx« '. -

And it is further Ordered, That the said.-.C.bmpjyainant.

pay the cost of this proceeding.

FORM 4—5M—1-1-19.
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IlLAWRENCE CORDERY • * IN THE

s • ' • - • • '

l! • VS . CIRCUIT COURT

MAMIE E . CORDERY , • OF

BALTIMORE CITY

PETITION TO VACATE DECREE

• TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

I • • X '
n
] Your Petitioner, Mamie E. Cordery, represents that she is
|i the defendant in the above entitled cause and" that a decree of
[I . •

'j divorce was entered against her on the 24th day of September 1925,

i. as will more fully appear from papers filed at the suit of

'; Lawrence Cordery vs Mamie E. Cordery, at page 513, Docket 65B,

;] 192 5, of Circuit Court of Bal.timore City. :

!, -.-• II.

;l Your petitioner further represents that the first notice

; she received of the decree or the pendency of any divorce pro-
ii • . •

ceeding, was on or'about the 21st day of March. 1932, when, on

being advised that her husband was about to get married, she had ••

the records searched to find if he had started divorce proceedings.
it
} . I I I .
1 'Your petitioner further represents that she has been in-
! • • •

i! formed that the Bill of Complaint alleged that she abandoned

I'Lawrence Cordery, the Complainant, April, 1922, and that-her.

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

'{ tions are untrue and unfounded in fact, and were made for the

1: purpose of deceiving the Court and denying unto your petitioner

1 .



the right to be summoned and interpose her defense. Your peti-

tioner saya that she wns married to the Comolainant on the 1st

day of September, 1920 and lived with him in Baltimore City, as

man and wife until about .November 1930, when he constructively

deserted her at 2415 LcCulloh Street.

IV.

You n netiti oner says that at the time of the filing of the

Bill ana the g:><anting of a decree, she and her husband were living

together as man and wife at 2415 Iv.cCulloh Street, but that she

was temporarily away in Ne York working, havino- =?one there by

agreement and arrangement with her husband for the purpose of

working, and help pay for the hou.e; that while away she was in

constant communication wit'", her husband -^^ 'hci: on at least six

different, occasions he visited her at 173 Wesc 140th Street, Kev;

York City; th-st on said visits they lived and cohabited together

as man and wife, jnd thsr she came home once during her employ-

ment in Mew York City, and that as soon as her work was finished

she ceturned to Baltimore and lived with her husband as man and

wife until the month of i.ov ember 1930 when h~ constructively de-

serted her.

V.

Your petitioner says that she always behaved herself as a

faithful, chaste, and affectionate wife tov/aprd her husband.

VI.

.:.i•.-•;. iOi> a _ong time prior to the separation of the par-

t ies , and up to November, 1930, Lawrence Gordery, oursued a

course of conduct towards the petitioner by means of threatening,

constant bickering, .-.-rugument, faultfindinr, •_, profanity, to

such an extent as to , a.'.d in matter of fact did, endanger the

2 .



health, -erson, and security of your petitioner to such a degree

thit made i t , with due regard for her person and general welfare,

virtually unsafe for your petitioner t j further cohabit with the

s«id Lawrence Cordery, th-t he drove her from their home in

November, 1930; wherefore your petitioner says th-t Lawrence

uordery abandoned and deserted her *md th-̂ t, h& should not be

entitled to a divorce.

VKjruitt̂ 'ORE, your petitioner prays:

(1) That said decree of divorce entered on the
24th day of September,1925, be vacated
and leave be given your petitioner to enter
her apoearance in said cause find answer
the charges ra^de in the Bill of Complaint.

(2) And such other -nnd further relief as the
case may require.

And as she will ever pray, etc.

Co. C_
Petitioner

STATE OF liAKYLAWD, CITY OF B&LT'LLORE, • i t :

I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on t h i s £ ¥/'-*JY o f 1-arch, 1932,

bpf'oT15 me, the subscriber , a jjzoisa-y- -4̂ U£LLICT or the State of Lr- ryl

;in &nd for Baltimore City aforesaid, personally appeared, Laaate E.

Cordery, the pe t i t ioner herein, and made oath in due form of law

that fh-3 r "*t t°" : and f s c t s s tated in the aforegoing pe t i t i on y?e

true to the best of her knowledge, information and be l i e f .

±TIM ESS my hand -aja

3 .



O R D E R

; ' Upon the aforegoing. Petiton and Affidavit, i t is ORDERED

!'by the Court th i s & O ^ . day of Mafch, 1932, tha t tb^—4&

34, 1025> ?t f^r* guii? of Lawrence

I' Cordery ' v-s "amic B-r- •• Cor dory* bo^ and tho sano i s he

, ^ on or before
i!

jthe / u^A day of April, 1932, provided a copy of this Order

jibe served on the said Lawrence Cordecy on or before the f* ̂

193S. /G
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IW TlLi CIRCUIT COURT

CITY

LAWRENCE CORuERY

VS

CORDERY

Pe t i t i on and Affidavit

•R. CLE.-K:

Please file,etc

Attorney for

S- '•

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

BAUMGAflTEN & CO.. INC.



LAWRENCE COKDERY * IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

OP

vs *
BAIITIMORE CITY

SuAMIE CORDERY #

•TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COJRT:

The petition of Lawrence Cordery, respectfully shows:

That on or about the J£ t day o£/<£LfaJr. 1925, he

was divorced from the defendant, Mamie Cordery as will more

fully appear from the proceeding at the suit of Lawrence

Cordery vs wamie Cordery, Docket B 1925 page 513 of the Circuit

Court of Baltimore City.

I I .

That a petition to vacate that decree was filed by the

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

III.

That permission of Court having been first obtained the

petition was ordered dismissed, the parties consenting.

IV.

That in the petition to dismiss the defendant prayed that

she be permitted to resume her maiden name Barnes, to which

your petitioner assented.

WHEREFORE your petitioner prays:

A. That the deoree of divorce granted at the
suit of lawrence Cordery vs Iviamle 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:



That the said Lawrence Cordery, the
named Complainant, be, and he is hereby-
divorced a vincalo matrimonii from the
defendant, the saJtd Mamie E.Cordery; and
i t is further Ordered and decreed that the
defendant be and she is hereby authorized
to resume her maiden name Barnes.

(b) Such other and further relief as the cause
may require.

.. IM J6n //l><-4

Attorney i or Lawr-ence
Cordery

STATE OP MARYLAND, CITY OP.BALTIMORE, to

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this >^fT^day of June, 1932, be-
before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the StaiBlof
Maryland, 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 foregoing petition are
true to the best of his knowledge^ and belief.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

• > :

I Assent to the amendment as prayed.
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LAWRENCE CORDERY # IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS * QP

MAMIE E3 CORDERY * BALTIMORE CITY

# * *

TO THE HON OR 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 of divorce was granted the plaintiff against the defendant

'. service having been by order of publication.

II.

That on the 30th day of March, 1932, your petitioner

filed a petition in the proceeding praying among other things

that the decree be vacated.

; III. ,

That a Nisi OUder 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 expired*' and no answer has been filed on the part of the

plaintiff.

B.

That certain property rights WBre involved in the cause

are being amicably adjusted between the parties.

1.



vi.

That your Peti t ioner desires to dismiss the pet i t ion on the

f i l ing of a consent decree, subject to the order of th is

Honorable Court. And for the purpose of the amendment and d i s -

missal your pet i t ioner , Mamie E.Cordery, submits to the j u r i s -

diction of this Court as of the time when th i s action was pending.

TO THE END THEREFORE; your pet i t ioner prays:

1. That the pet i t ion f i l ed March 30, 1932, to vacate
decree of divorce in th i s cause be dismissed.

C
2. That the decree of divorce be atsaâ SWd so that

your petitioner be permitted to resume her
maiden name Barnes.

Such other and further relief as the case
may r equire.

Attorney'for pet i t ioner

STATE OF MARYLAND, CITY OF BALTIMORE, towjlt: /j

N

I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on th i s Q£/ ££-—day of June,1932,

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State <f

Maryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesaid, personally ap-

peared Mamie E.Cordery, and made oath in due form oflaw that the

matters and facts contained in the aforegoing pet i t ion are true

to the best of ha? knowledge and be l ie f .

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Seal.

All

• v . '



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 presents assent

to the dismissal of the petition therein mentioned and the

amendment of the decrBe as prayed.

STATE OP MAKTIAND, CITY OP BALTIMORE, to .wit:

I HEREBY CERTIFY that onthis ^ ^ ^ day of June , 1932,

before me, the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of

Maryland, 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.

AS WITNESS my hand and Notarial Sgal.



0 R DE R

Upon the forggoing petition, affidavit and consent, i t

is ORDERED by the Court this W™- 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 dismissed,

and the parties hereunto are authorized to submit an amended

decree acceptable to the .parties for the change of tftae name

of the respondent to Barnes.
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LAWRENCE CORDERY * IN THE

• . CIRCUIT COURT
VS . *

OP

MAMIE E.CORDERY * BALTIMORE CITY

i This aause standing ready for hearing and being duly

submitted, the proceedings were by tbee Court read and considered,

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

mitted to the jurisdiction of this Court and consented to this

amended decree. t

It Is thereupon this b ™ day of June A.D.,1932,

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

DECREED, that the said Lawrence Cordery, the above named

Complainant, be, and he is hereby divorced a Vinculo Mstrimonii

from the Defendant, the said Mamie E.Cordery; and it is further

I ORDERED and DECREED that the defendant be and she is hereby

|i authorized to resume her maiden name Barnes; and it is further
It

ij ORDERED and DECREED that the pla int i f f pay the costs of th i s

iproceeding.


