
N THE CIRCUIT COURT

IRVIHG i/.

VS.

I. FIUXS

BILI FOR DIVCR CE

Mr.Clerk:-

Please file.

PLAIUT IFF

gic^wvjTO D/m6 / ^

^ ATTORNEY AT LAW

21s SAiNXjFWkUL PLACE

BAUMOARTEN & CO., INC.



IRVING W. FINKS : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. : OF

MINNIE I. FINKS : BALTIMORE CITY,

TO THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Orator complaining respectfully represents;

1. That he was married to his wife, Minnie L. Finks on the

28th day of November,1919, in Salem, New Jesery and with whom he

resided until the I8th day of August,1920, when the defendant

deserted the plaintiff.

2. That though the conduct of your Orator toward the said

Minnie L. Finks has always been kind, affectionate and above re-

proach, she' has, without any just cause or reason abandoned and

deserfced. him and has declared her intentions to live with him no

longer, and that such abandonment has continued uninterruptedly

for more than three years and is deliberate and final and the se-

paration of the parties is beyond any reasonable expectation of

reconciliation.

3. That there is one child as issue of said marriage, James

Edward Finks, age four years and eight months now in the custody

of the defendant,

4. That your Orator has not lived or co-habited with the

said defendant since said desertion*

5. That your Orator is a citizen of the State of Maryland

residing in Baltimore City for more than two years prior to the

filing of this bill, but that the defendant is a non-resident of

the State of Maryland and when last heard of was in the State of

New Jersey,



TO THE EUD,THEREFORE:

(a) That your Orator may be divorced A Vinculo Matrimonii

from the said Minnie I. Finks#

(b) That he may have such other and further relief as his

case may require.

May it please your Honor to grant unto your Orator

the Order of Publication directed against the said Minnie L.Finks,

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

requiring her to be and appear in this Court on some day certain

to be named therein to answer the premises and abide by and perform

such decree or order as may be passed therein.

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINT IFF



J.STEWARD DAVIS & GEORGE W. EVANS,SOLICITORS

215 ST. PAUL PLACE

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY

IRVING W. FINKS VS. MINNIE L. FINKS

The object of this bill is to procure a divorce A Vinculo

Metaimonii by the plaintiff from the defendant.

The bill reoites that the parties were married on the 28th

dayof November,1919 in Salem.New Jersey and lived together until

the I8th day of August,1920 when the defendant deserted the plaintiff.

That there is one child as issue of said marriage, James Edward

Finks, age four years* and eight months. That the defendant is a

non-resident of the State of Maryland and when last heard of was

in the State of Hew Jersey. That though the conduct of your Orator

toward the said defendant has always been kind, affectionate and

above reproach, she deserted her husband without- any just cause or

reason and has declared her intentions to live with him no longer;

that said abandonment has continued uninterruptedly for more than

three years and is deliberate and final and the separation of the

parties is beyond' any reasonable expectation of recondiliation.

That the plaintiff has, been a citizen of the State of Maryland for

more than three years prior to the filing of this bill of complaint;

It is thereupon this If day of/W^/'*!AI924, ordered by

the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, that the plaintiff by causing

a copy of this order to be published in Baltimore Citŷ , once in

each of four successive weeks, before the y^'day of JuMlL. 1924,

give notice to the absent defendant ,Minnie L. Finks, of the

object and substance of this bill, warning her to be and appear

in this Court in person or by Solicitor on or before the y day

of nAj^H 1924 to show cause, if any she may have, why a decree

should not be passed as prayed.
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J. Steward Davis & George W. Evans, Sols.,
215 St. Paul Place.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OP BALTI-
MORE CITS'—(B—105—1924)— Irving W.

Finks vs. Minnie L. Finks.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of this bill is to procure a
divorce a vinculo matrimonii by the plain-
tiff from the defendant.

The bill recites that the parties were
married on the 28th day of November,
1019, in Salem, New Jersey, and lived to-
gether until the 18th day of August, 1920,
when the defendant deserted the plaintiff.
That there is one child as issue of said
marriage, James Edward Finks, ajre four
years and eight months. That the defend-
ant is a non-resident of the State of
Maryland and when last heard of was in
the State of New Jersey; that though the
conduct of your orator toward the said
defendant has always been kind, affection-
ate and above reproach, she deserted her
husband without any just cause or reason
and has declared her intentions to live
with him no longer; that said abandon-
ment has continued uninterruptedly for
more than three years and is deliberate
and final and the separation of the parties
is beyond any reasonable expectation of

• reconciliation; that the plaintiff has been a
i citizen of the State of Maryland for more
than' three years prior to the filing of this
bill of complaint.

It is thereupon this 21st day of March,
1924, ordered by the Circuit Court of Balti-
more Citv, that the plaintiff by causing
a copy of this order to be published in
Baltimore City, once in each of four suc-
cessive weeks, before the 22nd day of
April, 1924. give notice to the absent de-
fendant, Minnie L. Finks, of the object
and substance of this bill, warning her
to be and appear in this Court in person
or by solicitor on or before the 9th day
of May. 1924, to show cause, if any she
may have, why a decree should not be1 passed as prayed.

CHARLES F. STEIN'.True Copy—Test:
CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

JJ
vs.

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

Term. 192

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 the writ,
(said Order).

/£>
It is thereupon this day of ^^~j j n ^ y e a r n m e t e e n

hundred and twenty &G~UsJ 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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Circuit Court

vs.

Order of Reference
and Report

Order Filed /....Iday oWr.'Z.j 1

Report Filed day o



vs.

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

This case being submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this..

day of Js.!i^L^. , 19 2- r , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

U.M^jh&£&^ Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

Report of Auditor and Master

f^

/ ^
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The within is a proper decree to be passed

in this case.

Auditor and Master.



DECREE OF DIVORCE

IN THE

J

VS.

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

.Term, 1 9 2 . ^

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

read and considered.

It is thereupon, this

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

day of ..£jAJ*S£—; *._— , A. D.

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

Defendant, —t

And it is further Ordered, That the said
pay the cost of this proceeding.
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Jlu % (Etmrit <&nurt

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 SAPPINGT0N, 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

fr / - rrn •/
^AJfJ^Jz. .yj. day oi..LS '..Ik**. \9.<^.!tr, met on

the %^/~4^!~p£& day ol-.yJfc%?fcfrikt*rTr?-. in the year nineteen

hundred andlfaihC<A^~-.jrtt4<<...a.t my office, in the City of Baltimore, in the State' / . A /of Maryland, and assigned the ^JZ>6oct<*A*CC*6<<££t- day of.

in the same year at.̂ fcttC£s.r.~*4&C66iCi/....o'clock in the...^..CZ^i^..-....noon and the

office of.^<..^<&£<^rfZ^ in the City and State

aforesaiu, 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, â id proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor of the

to take the following depositions, that

is to say:—
1 / ' /



IRVING :/. PINKS

VS.

IT INN 12 L. PINES.

Testimony taken at the offices of Ilr. J.

Stewart Pavis, 215 Saint Paul Place, Baltimore, lid. on

Friday, June 13th, 1924, at 1:30 o'clock in the afternoon.

Thereupon

IRVING '.7. FINKS,

the plaintiff, of lawful age, produced in his own behalf,

having been first duly sworn according to law, was examined

and. testified as follows:

14 (3y the Examiner): .That is your name, residence

and occupation?

A. . Irvin? .7. Pinks, 1731 TeCulloh Street, Post Office

Clerk.

24 Do you know the parties to this suit, or either

of them?

A. Yes I am the plaintiff and my wife is the defen-

dant.

30, (By Ilr. Davis): '.7hen, where and by v/hon were

you married?

A. Thanksgiving, November 28, 1919, at Salem, K.J.

by a ITinister of the Gospel.

44 To whom?



£
<

IRVING ». PIRKS

VS.

MIKNIB L. FINKS.

Testimony taken at the offices of llr. J.

Stewart Davis, 215 Saint Paul Place, Baltimore, Md. on

Friday, Jane 13th, 19E4, at 1:30 o'clock in the afternoon.

Thereupon

IRVING W. PINKS.

the plaintiff, of lawful age, produced in his own behalf,

having T3 88n first duly sworn according to law, was examined *

and testified as follows:

1A (By the Examiner): What Is your name, residence

and occupation?

A. Irving ». Finks, 1731 ifcSulloh Street, Poet Office

Clerk.

S3 Do you know the parties to this suit, or either

of them?

A. Y©s I am the plaintiff and my wife is the Sefen-

dant.

3Q (By Mr. Davis): ffhen, where and by whom were <

you. married?

A. Thanksgiving, November 88, 1919, at Salsm, H.J.

by a Minister of the Gospel.

4<i To whom?



A. Minnie L. Lee.

5ii You charge your wife with abandonment and

deser t ion, s t a t e what you know about i t ?

A. She refused to l ive here with me and said she

•,:as going home to TTew Jersey to be with her mother.

60, When was th i s?

A. In July 1920.

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

A. She just said she was going home because she

did not want to live here, and she wanted to be home with

her mother'. That was in July 1920.

8<i Have you seen her since thst time?

A. Yes, I visited the child when he was sick. That

was in August 19E0.

93, At that time did you speak to her relative to

the separation?

A. Yes and she refused to come back to Baltimore

with me when I requested her to return. She said she

would not return.

10s, Did she give you any reason?

A. None other than that she didn't want to live

here.

113 Have you seen her since August 18, 1920?

A. No.

12^ Have you talked with or corresponded with her



s ince August 1920?

A. Ho.

13- Have you lived with or cohabited \;ith her

since the date of the alleged desertion?

A. No.

14^ How did you treat your wife?

A. Like a husband should.

15^, /Fere you always loving, 1:1 nd a- d affoctionate?

A. Yes.

16M, Any children as a result of the arriage'.

A. Ore; James T^dwara, age four years.

17.; Who has the custody of this child?

A. lly wife has.

lGv. Have you contributed anything toward its support

since she left?

A. Ko.

19^ Has she r e q u e s t e d you t o flo so?

A. Ko.

20M. Have you o f f e r e d t o do so?

A. Yes .

21M, Arfl she refused it?

A. She did.

22M, Have you been a recident of the City of Baltimore,

State of Heryland for more than two years prior to the

filing of this bill?



A. Yes.

23^ '/fere you willing to provide for your wife at

the time of the separation?

A. Yes, I have always "been willing to so do.

24Q Are you willing to take her baok?

A. Yes.

25^, Have you offered to do it?

A. Yes, and she refused.

26M, D O you think that the separation is deliberate

and final, and "beyond any expectation of reconciliation?

A. Yes.

27H, Are you willing to provide for the support of

the ninor child?

A. Yes.

28̂ 1 '.Till she accept it?

A. No.

*******



QEWERAL QUESTION

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 subject of this, your examination, or the

matters in question between the parties? If so, state

the same fully and at large in your answer*

A*



Thereupon

EMILY S. FINKS,

a witness of lawful age, produced in behalf of the plaintiff,

having "been first duly sworn according to lav/, was examined

testified as follows:

I'-l (By the Examiner): What in yo'T name, residence

occupation?

A. Emily <3. Finks, 1731 I'cCulloh Street, clerk.

S % Do you know the parties to this suit or either

of them?

A. Yes, I know them, I am his sister.

3v, (By Ilr. Davis) : Were you present at their

wedding?

A. No.

4'4 Do you know thct they were married?

A. Yes.

53 Neve they always known arvl recognised in the

community in which they lived as husband and wife?

A. Yes, they were.

6^ They resided at your hone up until the time of

the separation?

A. !i!he> did.

7.; He charges his wife with desertion, do you

know anythinp about it?



A. '.The day rlie left him wrs the day I had

returned Iron being out of the city, an' I askod her

jhove she war ̂oinn- snd phe said sho ,vas pojrjr home. I

askod her would rhe return and r he snid no, I do not

cere to livo in Brltiiaore. She said he will either

live In I o.v Jcrcoy, or I won't live in 3EltiLiore.

8̂ u .Vhon wae this'.'

A. July 1920.

9,, Have you seen or tclked with her eince the

scparction'

A. One time, in September 1S20, at my house,

1731 IlcOulloh Street.

10s, Vhat did she cay or ̂ o on th- t occasion?

A. I apked her to return, and lire ,/ith my brother,

airl sho refnsed.

11. Vhft was her occacion ibf the vioit to your house'.

A. Sho came to see mother. She o; id she would

not return, and if he wonted her he would have to live in

Hew Jersey.

IB-', Have they sny children?

A. One, Jarnes "dwarfl, four yoerp old.

13.w T̂ ow dirl he treat M s wi-fe, was he always kind

and af "octionate to her'.

A. Ye s.

14.̂  Dici he curor t her?



A. Yes.

15.. Did he always treat her as a husband should

treat a wife?

A. Yes.

16-. Did he provide for the support and maintenarce

of the child?

A. Yes.

17,1 And she refused to live with him because he

would not go to Tev; Jersey, and told him so?

A. Yes sir.

18>. Has he lived or cohabited with her rince the

separation August 1920?

A. Ho.

19'. In your opinion is the separation of the parties

beyond all hope of a reconcili&tion?

A. Yes, it is.

204 ,Vhat has been his conduct both before and since

the separation?

A. His conduct has been all thet it should be.

21.,, Do you know of your own personal knowledge whether

he has offered to support her or the child since the separ-

ation':

A. Yes, He has.

22.} Has he always expressed a willingness to support



her arc1 thn child' '

A. Yos. TTe has always wantea the custody of the

chile1. She has refused to - ren t i t , sn^ che s t i l l refuses .

23^ ,Vhen she was l a s t hear-i of where was she*.

A. In Hew Jersey.

24V Is the plaintiff a resident of 3fltimore City,

State of T'.r rylsnci, end has he "been for t,vo years prior to

the filing of this suit':

A. TTe has been for the last four years.

25.. Ie the defendant a resident of 3alti-\ore, State

of I'aryland':

A. Ko.

26^ You feel that there is ^o reasonable orpectation

of reconciliL-tion between thom7

A. lie, there is rone.



GENERAL QUJESTIOH

Do you know or can you s t a t e any o the r scatter

o r t h ing t h a t m y be t o the benef i t or advafcago of t he

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

material to the eubj eot of this, your examination, or the

xsattere in question between the parties? If so, state

the same fully and at large in your answer̂

A .



No other witnesses being named or produced before me, I then, at the request
/ • f" f 1/of the Solicitor of the .^CLUAM^C..

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

hand and seal, on this

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and...-~^x^£6fcC£^- — J^JQ£<WI</. at the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Marylam

(SEAL).
Examiner.

There are...£?%&. Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit .j

Defendant's Exhibit .J..

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 Ud®. days, on.,

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

by the Defendant


