
i CIRCUIT COURT OF

B.-lIIMO?tS CITY.

3ALIUSL H. HEATH

VS.

HA3Y P . HEATH

ur.flierk:~

Please file.

y
jOIilir/iJ FOR piLlII -'Ii?

J STEWARD DAVIS

ATTORNEY AT LAW

215 SAINT PAUL PLACE

BALTIMCWTE. MD.

/ r

BAUMQARTCN & CO., INC.



SAMUEL H.HEATH : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. : OF

MARY P. HEATH : BALTIMORE CITY.

.; . TO THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE 03? SAID COURT:

,! Your Orator complaining respectfully says:-

(I)

That he was married to his wife, Mary P.Heath on the 28th

day of March,I910 and with whom he resided until the IEth day of

June 1924, when the defendant deserted the plaintiff.

(2)

That ever since said marriage your Orator has "behaved
i

.; himself as a faithful, chaste and affectionate husband toward the

• said Mary P.Heath.

• ' (3)

! That the said Mary P.Heath has on divers days and times
• i • • • •

: since said marriage committed the crime of adultery with divers,

lewd and abandoned men, whose names to your Orator are unknown,

and said offense has not "been condoned by your Orator.

• (4)

; That there are no children as issue of said marriage.

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

,; said defendant since he discovered said misconduct.

' (6)

That your Orator is a citizen of the State of Maryland,

having resided in Baltimore City for more than three years prior

&o 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

Asbury Park, lew Jersey.



'TO THE END,THEREFORE: . ;

(a) That your Orator may be divorced a Vinculo Matrimonii from ;

;the said Mary P.Heath. .

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

may require.

May it please your.Honor to grant unto your Os.ator the

iOrder of Publication directed against the said Mary P.Heath, a

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

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

ibe named therein to answer the premises and abide by and perform r

such decree or order as may be passed therein.

AND as in duty bound, etc,, .

SULTCTTORS iVR GOMPLAXHAHT.



DAVIS &.EVAIS,SOLICITORS

215 ST.PAUL PLACE.

I I THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY.

SAMUEL H. HEATH VS.MARY P. HEATH

I ORDER OF PUBLICATION :

' I :

The object of this Bill is to procure, a Divorce A Vinculo:

•Matrimonii /by the plaintiff from the defendant.

i! The bi l l states that the parties were married on the 28th i
; ; " • !

•\ day of March,I9IO and that they lived together un t i l the 12th day i
i- • !

:; of June,1924, when the defendant deserted the plaintiff; that I

! there are no-children as issue of said marriage. That the defendant

{• has on divers days and times since said marriage committed the ;

'i

•: crime of adultery with divers, lev/d and abandoned men and said•: offense has not been condoned 'by the p l a i n t i f f . That the p l a i n t i f f

h i s a res ident of the Sta te of Maryland and has been for more than :

• three years l a s t pas t , but tha t the defendant i s a non-resident
: and when l a s t heard of, was in Asbury Park, Hew Jersey.
1 I t i s theretipon t h i s j day of July, 1924, ordered by

the Circui t Court ofn Baltimore City tha t the p l a i n t i f f by causing;

\s a copy of t h i s order to be published in Baltimore City once in

': each of four successive weeks, before t h e / 7 ^ / day

give not ice t o . t h e absent defendant of the object and substance

' of t h i s b i l l , warning her to be and appear in t h i s Court in person!

' or by Sol ici tor , on or before t h e ^ J day oiQlJ\JL4U£4l^?A, to show

'• cause, if any she may have, why a decree should/not be passed as

' prayed, A
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Certificate of Publication
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Davis & Evans, Solicitors,
215 St. Paul Place.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OP BALTI-
MORE CITY—(44S—1924)—Samuel H.

Heath vs. Mary P. Heath.
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 states that the parties were mar-
ried on the 2Sth day of March, 1910, and
that they lived together until the 12th day
of June, 1924, when the defendant deserted
the plaintiff; that there are no children as
issue of said marriage. That the defendant
has on divers days and times since said
marriage committed the crime of adultery
with divers lewd and abandoned men and
said offense has not been condoned by the
plaintiff. That the plaintiff is a resident
of the State of Maryland and has been for
more than three years last past, but that
the defendant is a non-resident and when
last heard of, was in Asbury Park, New
Jersey.

It is thereupon this 9th day of July, 1924,
ordered by the Circuit Court of Baltimore
City that the plaintiff by causing a copy
of this order to be published/in Baltimore
City once in each of four successive weeks
before the 12th day of August, 1924, give
notice to Mary P. Heath, the absent de-
fendant, of the object and substance of this
bill, warning her to be and appear in this
Court in person or by solicitor, or on be-
fore the 2Sth day of August, M24, to show
cause, if any she may have, why a decree
should not be passed as prayed.

CHARLES F. STEIN.
True Copy—Test: •/

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
yl2,19,2Gau2 Clerk <
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

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 , 2* X - day of fL^^u*y^U*^. in the year nineteen

hundred and twenty fl7t/*y/^ 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.

'wjj
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

vs.

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

ermt

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

It is thereupon
hundred and twenty

in the year nineteen
by the Circuit Court of Balj/more 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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"Heath,

v.

Heath.

Testiirrny taken at the office of 'Jr. T>avis,

B a l t i c re, Maryland, September 22nc?., 1924, at

t wo O'clock P. W.

Samuel ¥. '-Teathi the Plaintiff in this case,

produced en his rwn "behalf, having "been f i r s t duly

sworn, deprseth and saith as fcucws, that i s tc say:

Sy the Examiner:

1 %• State ycur na;ne residence and < ccupationV

A. Samuel H. Heath, 1500 "icCunoh Street; waiter.

2 %. Dr ji,K* knr w the parties tc t;his suit'*1

A. I atn the Plaintiff and mj wife is the Defendant.

ly Mr* ^avis:

1 %., When were jtu carried?

A. March 28th., 1910.

2 Q,. Were yru carried "by a Minister of the Gr spei?

A. Py a Magistrate. -

3 t. Where?

A. I u Atlantic City, *Tew jersey.

4 %. Were yru legally married according' tr the Laws cf

"tfew Jersey^

A. Yes«

5 %. Ano was the Magistrate that married you a Re-

g ularly authrrizeal Hagifcitrate u> perfonn ijarriase cere-

JB cniec in Wew Jersey at that V



Samuel 1. "neath.

A. Yes. ¥e places his seal and everything on the

certificate.

6 $,. stave yru "been a resident rf Baltiasrre City,

State rf Maryland, f c r mr re than tw< years prior to

the filing rf this suit?

A. Yes.

'3 «fc. Are there any children as the result of this

A. ¥f •

9 f,. What w as your conduct tr wards ycur hus"b&ni while

l iv in r tcfether; hr w did / -u t reat herV

A. I treated her nicely.

10 t,. State v/hether r r nr t you were always &

kin<?, affectionate and faithfu; hus"ba.ndV

A. Y e s .

11 %' Are yru and jtar wife livinr together nr. w?

A. >TC £ i r •

12 Q,. Vtliich left the rther; did yru ] eave her t-r did

she leave yru?

A. She left me.

13 %. When?

A. June 12th., 1924.

15 %. Yt u charge ^ < ur wife with adultery; QI. ^tu

e w anything personally about that?



Samuel K. "-ieath.

A* Only her r wn converst icns herse l f ; -he

expressed t<- me and admitted i t tc me on d i f ferent

occasions that she had co.raitted adultery wi&h r t h ^ r

1G $,. State the circumstances r f h-r fc> miu^ic nt>

cf adultey ,< , r u '

A. Well, when she wr.uld get crpsb and a.11,

she v;«-uld "brin- up these th ings , and she wruid t e n - r e

than she did iv t havt zi depend m rv.e, tha t bhe had

ci ther ren that she was r~< in r with that wcuid ^ive her

rtrney.

17 %. And was this the cause rf the separation*

A. Yes.

18 <fc. Ww, have yr u lived r r c ^ M t e d v.ith h^r

since June i2 th . , 1924?

A. tfr s i r .

IS $,. ¥a.ve yf u iJ,veclrrr cchaM ted v/ith her since

she admitted her adultt ry t< ., f. u''

A. Vf a r (

1^ y,. Have r̂ u fc rriven r r erndened her" ( ff ense

in any way?

A. lie s i r .



SENETAL QUESTIO

Do you knoir ovr can you s t a t e any other mat ter

or thing tha t may be to the benf i t or advantage of the

p a r t i e s to t h i s s u i t , or e i t h e r of them, or tha t may be

material to the subject of t h i s , your examination, a r the

mat t e r s in question between the pa r t i e s ? I f so, s t a t e

the same f u l l ^ a ^ d a t l a rge in your answer*

A.

/
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Form 20

IN THE

CIRCUIT COURT
vs. OF

BALTIMORE CITY

TERM, 192

MR. WHITEFORD, CLERK:

Enter my appearance for Defendant.

Solicitor.
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SAMUEL H. HEATH, *

VS #IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OP BALTIMORE CITY

MARY P. HEATH,

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Court:

The petition of Mary P. Heath, defendant in the
above entitled case respectfully, says:

1* The plaintiff in this case filed a Bill of Complaint
in the abov-e entitled cause, praying an absolute divorce againfet
her alleging adultery, which when said cause comes on for hear-
ing it will be seen same is destitue of foundation.

2. An order of publication was published under the rule of
this Honorable Court, upon which a certificate was filed in these
proceedings on the 25fch day of August 1924 arid a decree pro con-
fesso was obtained on the 22nd day of September '1924, when, she
the defendant was a resident of Baltimore City, Maryland at the
time and duriing the period1 of said publication.

3. The defendant, Mary P. Heath, has a good defence to said
charges of adultery which would have made but for the said order
of publication. .

4. This Court is without proper jurisdiction of the de-
fendant whereof at the time of the periofi of said publication
whereof she is a resident of said city and state*

.Your petitioner therefore prays an order vacating the
order passed in this cause on the 22nd day of September 1924,
so that she may be permitted to make her defence to said Bill
of Complaint.

And such other and further relief as her case and
equity shall require* " "

And as in duty— bound, eins ^ - V ^

Solicitor for Patitiiner*

STATE OF MARYLAND .•• BALTIMORE CITY: Set.
I hereby certify that on this_^

before me the subscriber a Notary.Pub
personally appeared

ay of [/1929,
c of the State of Maryland,

defendant and petitioner
in the above entit&ed case /and made oath in due form of Jaw that
the mattwrs-and things set out in the aforegoibg are true to the
best of her imowledge" arid belief • ' • ~ ~ ' • . -

Witness my habd aibd" Notarial Seal

Notary Public.



X



j A copy of the foregoing order having been served upon the defendant as is
i

shown by the Sheriff's return hereon, and no cause to the contrary having been shown,

it is this (Jr.Zl day of. 6LtiLn^(.. 19..&3, ordered by the Circuit

Court of Baltimore City that the same be, and it is hereby made absolute and final.
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IN TH.:
CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI"O?.F

CITY

GA:IUEL HL HEATH

LIABY P . HEATH

A'iSYfER TO THF. BILL 0
COUPLAIHT.

i.'r. Clerks
oto

olicitor for ^oraplair.ant.

G. l_. PENDLETON

ATTORN E Y- AT-LA W

4 E. PLEASANT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD-



MARY P. HEATH, «
•"- IN THE

VS * CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE
SAMUEL H. HEATH,« CIYY

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Courti
The answer to the Bill of Complaint in this canse

respectfully ssyd:
1. That she admits, the marriage and all other allegations
therein contain except that she denies the allegation of ?ny
adultery charge in said Bill against her exhibitted ag.di.Bays

her moral conduct respecting her marraige vows is above any
reproach in any respect. ' . • .

2. That he conduct as a wife towards the defendant has al-
ways been that of a wife with unremitted devotions except when
his conduct became such that she could not longer stand it.

Having answered the Bill of Complaint all.that is metErial
to be answered prays to be dismissed wiĵ i her rjgasonab/3̂  costs.

And as in duty bound etc

Solicitor for Peffefidant.



T

IK THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF B.'-LTI".0"

CIIT

IfY I ' . HiiATK

SAMUEL H . HEATH

CHOO: ' J -BIT ,L OF COMPLAINT

Llr. Clerk, •
Plc;i-0 file find ' r;

for the defer: ant i" service
of a copy of same in not
ad"-;i t y^\ by /W^o D e/^p ' -n 11 8
Golic

Solicitor for Conpr-'.ri-tit

Jervicec of the copy c ' th'
'illo of Co-roi^int Jr .•Irit:,'

G. 1_. PENDLETON

ATTORN EY-AT-LAW

14 E. PLEASANT STREET

BALTIMORE, MD.



Mary P. Heath. «
« IN THE

vs * CIRCUIT COURT OF BiL TIMORE
» CITY

Samuel H« Heath •"-

To the Honorable, the Judge of said Court:

The Cross-Bill of Complaint respectfully «jays:

1« H^ing answered the Bill of Complaint in this cause, she
rlow prays • leave to file her Croos-Bill of Complaint against her
husband, Samuel H. Heath, defendant. - •

2. That the plaintiff and defendant were lawfully married 28th
of March 1910 and lived toggther as husband and wife until on or
about the 31st of December 1925 when the defendant abandoned and
deserted the plaintiff as will be herinnshown.

3. That the plaintiff has lived in Baltimore City, Maryland
for more than three years next before- this suit was filed.
4» That the conduct of the plaintiff since the said separation
or abndonment and desertion has been that of a wife towards her .
husband and thet her conduct respecting her marriage vows is above
anyvreproach.

&. Ho child was born to the parties by reason of said marriage.
5. That the defendant in the month of December 1925 without any
.just cause or reason against her abandoned and deserted her, that
such abandonment and desertion which has continued uninterrupted
for more than three years next before this f-.uit was filed, the:,
defendnat has beclared his intention to live with her no longer;
that such abandonment is now deliberate,' final and beypnd any hope
of any reconciliation betwen"the parties.

To the end therefore, the plaintiff will ever pray:
1. That she be divirced a vincu}.o matrimomii from the

defendant Samuel HL Heath.
2. That the defendant be made to pay the costs of these
proceedings*
3. And such other and further relief as her case and
equity shall require.

May it-please •your'-HdnBr̂ tcf'gt'ant unto her the writ of_
subpoena directed to Samuel' H. '.Heath,, commanding him" to
be and appe ar in this Court""on some certain day" to be
named therein and to appear and answer the Bill of Com-
plaint in person ofc by Solicitor and to show good and '
sufficient cause, if any, he may have why the prayess of
said bill should not be granted as therein prsyed.

And as in duty bound/e?tc

Soliciofcbr for omplainant



Decree Pro Confesso

Filed



[Decree Pro Confesso]

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 . ^£ *~~) ^ T . day of p*^-^*^Lsl in the year nineteen

hundred and twenty -^i^l^l^i^i 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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IN THE

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

-Term, 192

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

day: of . .__Y^.&A^CZ^. ;„. . w , 19 ̂  , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

, Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

%,J pleadings and the; facts, and his opinidn thereon.

Bill for divorce a vinculo matriroonii filed by the husband

against his wife on the ground of adultery; and cross bill by wife

against husband for same relief on the ground of abandonment. Code

Art. 16, sees. 37-42. ' . ,

Defendant to original bill answers by solicitor. Copy of cross

bill served on defendant's solicitor and in default of answer, a de-

cree pro confesso was passed against defendant to cross bill. Testi

mony thereupon taken on behalf of plaintiff in the cross bill.

Residence of plaintiff in cross bill in Baltimore City for more

than two years proven. .

The marriage proven,

The abandonment by defendant to cross bill for three; ysara, its

finality and the irreconcilability of the parties proven.

. More than thirty daya have elapsed since default decree against

defendant to cross bill and the case has also been submitted by coun-

sel for the respective parties and is now ready for decree.

Auditor and Master
April 12, 1930
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Circuit Court

SUBMISSION FOR DECREE.

Mr.Glerk,
Btease fiie

Solicitor for Plaintiff.

No-

Filed.



In the Circuit Court

of Baltimore City

.TERM, 19_

To the Honorable

• • ' . = Judge of Said Court:

The above cause is respectfully submitted for

decree and the 43rd General Equity Rule is hereby waived. .

Solicitor -S for Plaintiff, - ^

Solicitor, for Defendant.



CIRCUnVCOURT
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1924* No. Docket

SAMUEL H. HEATH
vs .

MARY P . HEATH
2&SXXX

MARY P . HEATH

v s .

.. .§ AIvIUEL.. H . ...HE AT.H.

rxi

B No.. \

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

Auditor and Master



DECREE OF DIVORCE.

IN THE

SAMUEL H.
vs.

MARY P.

MARY P.

vs.
SAMUEL H.

HEATH

HEATH

HEATH

HEATH

(CROSS
BILL)

OP

BALTIMORE CITY,

March .Term, 19X.3Q

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

read and considered. ft\

It is thereupon, this Z.k>..^l day of. AEri.l . .- . .- . .- . .- . .r . .- . , A. D. 19£.?P

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

: i n t h e Cross B i l l , : '
the above named Complainant/be and she is hereby DIVORCED A VINCULO MATRIMONII from the

Defendant, .itt-.taieL.JCx^^

....al_."bi.ll__of .S.^uel.H....Heath..vs...Mary.l.P...-Heath;-be

And it is Further Ordered,'That the said.-SaC]Ue.L.JFit..Hfiaiil.

pay the cost of this proceeding. • . 7

d
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DOCKET B. . . 446 /1924

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

Samuel H. Heath

vs.

Mary P. Heath
& Cross Bill.

D E P O S I T I O N S

PLAINTIFF'S COSTS

Examiner $

Copies

Notices

Sheriff

Stenographer
_

DEFENDANT'S COSTS

Examiner $

Copies

Notices

Sheriff

Stenographer

GEORGE ARNOLD FRICK, Examiner

Filed /O day of



VS.

Mary P. Heath

& Cross Bill,

OF BALTIMORE CITY

A Decree Pro Confesso having been passed,

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the..PJLaiJl.t.ifi'.-ijn...CrOjas B i l l

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, GEORGE ARNOLD FRICK, 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

27th d a y o f J^ne 1929 ( ffl f m e t o n

the 2?_th day of June. in the year nineteen

hundred and/J^/|y..tWfiJ3.tynine , at my office, in the City of Baltimore, in the

State of Maryland, and assigned the S.7J& day of .•JUR© **
-at

in the same year at .•...?.•. 3.Q o'clock in the a£tgr. noon and the

office of .the...Ex^rain.ex., in the City and State

aforesaid, as the time and place for such examination of witnesses in said cause;

at which .rlast ^mentioned time and place I attended, due notice of such meeting

having been given, and proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor ...of the
.?.l?.i.?.'ti.?f ...in.. Cross .Bi l l , , . to take the following depositions, that

is to say:



TESTIMONY taken a t the of £ ice of George Arnold jj'rick,

the Examiner, on. i!hursday» June 27th, 1929, a t xwo-thirty

in the afternoon.

Present: G. L. Pendleton, Counsel for the Plaint i ff in

'che Cross B i l l of Complaint•

Thereupon:

MARY P. HEATH, the Plaint i f f In the cross B i l l

of Complaint, produced as a witness on her own behalf,

being f i r s t duly sworn according to lav/, deposeth and

sai th as follows - that is to say -

BY THE BXAMIHER:

1 Q- State your name, residence and occupation?

A- Mary P. Heath, 1838 Westwood Avenue, Domestic.

2 Q- You are the Plaint iff in the Cross B i l l of Com-

plaint?

A- Yes.

3 Q- How long have you known the Defendant in the Cross

B i l l , Samuel H. Heath?

A- Twenty years.

BY MR.

- 1 -



Mary P. Heath

4 Q- Are you married or single?

A- I am married.

5 Q- When and by whom were you carried?

A- By a Justice of the Peace, Williams, in Atlantic

City, March 2Bth, 1910.

6 Q- You had a c i v i l marriage?

A- I d id .

7 Q- Have you always come out in the community aijd

society in which you lived with your hushand as husband

and wife?

A- We did .

8 Q- And you were so regarded and respected by the

people in the community as such?

A- Yes.

9 Q- Are you living with your husband a t this time, i f

no, when did the separation take place?

A- I am not. We separated December 31st, 1925.

10 Q- Which left the other?

A- He l e f t .

11 Q- Was there any cause which led up to the separation

and abandonment between you two?

A- He abandoned me.

12 Q- What was the cause?

A- He was cruel, tie struck me, come home and take

the covers off of me a t night and drank.

-2-



Mary P* Heath

13 Q- How often would that occur in the course of a week?

A- As often as several nights.

14 Q- For how long did that continue?

A- -fe'or more than two years*

15 Q- Mow then, how did you treat him after your marriage

and before the separation and abandonment took place?

A- i was kind and considerate.

16 Q- Did you wash his clothes or did he have any com-

plaint to nake about anything that you did?

A- Mo, he did not.

17 Q- V/ere you faithful to him?

A- Yes.

18 Q- You had the beds ready and his meals ready?

A- Yes.

19 Q- Did he have any cause to complain about that?

A- Absolutely nothing.

20 Q- How did he treat you after the marriage and before

the separation?

A- Well, he was cruel and bothersome, got drunk and

neglected his b i l l s . I never knew when my rent was going

to be paid and never know when £ going to get anything to

eat .

21 Q- Were you always devoted to him?

A- Yes, I certainly was.

22 Q- And outside of the fact that you were devoted and

- 3 -



Mary P. Heath

faithful to him he was cruel and bothersome to you,

i8 that right?

A- Yes, he certainly was.

23 Q- Have you been back to live with tiae Defendant or

has he been back to live with yuu since the separation

took place?

A- I have not nor has he.

24 Q- Were there any children bom as the result of this

marriage to you two?

A- Ho .

25 Q- How long have you lived in Baltimore before April

30th, 1929?

A - Twe lve ye ar s.

26 Q- Do you think, in your opinion, that the separation

and abandonment between you and your husband was his

deliberate and f inal act and without any hope or expecta-

tion of &. reconciliation between you two?

A- I do.

27 Q- What is the reason that you give?

A- Well, his conduct and his actions and his period

of time that he was away from me and I have lost my love

and affection for him.

28 Q- Has that abandonment and desertion continued

uninterruptedly for more than three years prior to the fil-

ing of this Gross .Bill af Complaint on April 30th, 1929?

A- Yes.
-4-



QUESTION VI THE

Do you Icnow or can you state any other matter or thing

that may be of benefit or adyantage to the parties to this

suit or either of them or that may be material to the sub-

ject of this your examination or the matters In question

between the parties? If so, state the sane fully and at

large in your

Answer!

- 5 -



ANNIE HEATH, produced a s a witness on behalf of

the P la in t i f f tn the Cross B i l l of Complaint, being f i r s t

duly sworn according t o law, depose tb. and sa i th as follows-

that i s t o say -»

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q- State your name, residence and occupation?

A- Annie Heath, 1838 Westwood Avenue, Domestic.

2 Q- Do you know ttie pa r t i e s to th is s u i t ?

A- Yes, the P la in t i f f in the Cross B i l l of Complaint

i s my s i s t e r - in - l aw.

BY MR. PEiNDIETON :

3 Q- Are they married or s ing le , the P l a i n t i f f in the

Cross B i l l and the Defendant in the Cross B i l l ?

A- Married.

4 Q- When and by whom were they ca r r i ed , if you icnowY

A- By a .Justice of the Peace.

5 ty~ You. weren ' t there?

A- Ho, I was not present a t the marriage.

6 Q- Shortly a f t e r you heard that they were married.

How long a f t e r that was it that you saw them?

A- I'wo years .

7 Q- Didn' t you see them a f t e r they got married?

A- ho, I d i d n ' t see them tintil two years aftervjards.

8 Q- Did they always l ive together a s man and wife, both

- 6 -



Anna Heath

of th em?

it- Yes,

9 Q- -ttave Hiiey always been regarded as husband and wife

in the circle and society in which they lived?

A- res. .

10 Q- .Never been regarded as otherwise?

A - JNO*

11 Q- How often did you see them after the marriage and

before the separation and abandonment took place?

A- I seen them every week.

12 Q- How did the Plaintiff t reat her husband for the

period of them that they lived together during their

married7 l i fe?

A- She was kind and loving.

13 Q- Did she vash his cloihes'^nd-fix-hie'meals^ and

have the beds ready a t a l l times?

A- She did.

14 Q~ How did he t rea t her during the same period, if

you know?

A- He got drunk and paid his b i l l s .

15 Q- What did he do to her?

A- He \sas abusive to her.

16 Q- How was he abusive?

A- He fought her.

17 Q- Did he strike her?

A- Xes, he struck her. -7-



Anna Heath

18 Q- What was his conduct in reference to sobriety—

was he drunk ar sober?

A- Drunk.

19 Q- How often TSBS he drunk?

A- Often come home drunk.

20 Q- Uow, then when did the separation and abandonment

take place?

A- December 31st, 1925.

21 Q- Were you around the hou se a t the time?

A- Yes, I was*

22 Q- Were you there about the time that the separation

took place?

A- I was*

23 Q- What, i f anything, did he do or say, or she said

in reference to the time he left—what did he do, say

anything or indicate that he wasn't going to return any-

more?

A- He said he was not going to return anymore*

24 Q- How often did you see the Plaintiff , your s i s t e r -

in-law, since the abandonment and desertion took place?

A- Every day. She l ives in the same house*

25 Q,- Since the abandonment and desertion took place?

A- Yes.

26 Q- Has he been back to her, to l ive with her as hus-

bsnd and wife during the period you were with her every-

day,? ~8~



Anna Heath

A- li'o*

27 Q- How long has she lived in Baltimore before April

30th, 19 29?

A- Twelve years.

28 Q- What has been her conduat with respect to her

marriage vvowss during the time from the date of her

marriage down to the present t ins?

A- She has always been that of a lady*

29 Q- She hasn't been running around with other men, has

she?

A- ho, s i r .

30 Q- And you see her everyday, is that right?1

A- Yes.

31 Q- I understand you saw her everyday since when?

A- Since the abandonment took place'.

32 Q- Do you think the abandonment and desertion i s

beyond any hope or «xp tec tat ion of a reconciliation between

the two at th i s time. If you say no, give your reasons

for it? :
t

A- Xes, because for the long period of time he ha.s

been away and he was cruel to her and she has lost her

love for him.

33 Q- Was that his deliberate and final act when he lef t?

A- Yes.

34 Q,- Has that abandonment and desertion continued unin-

terruptedly for more than t^ree years prior to the f i l ing



Anna Heath

of t h i s Gross B i l l of Complaint?

A- Yes.
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QUESTION BY THE EXAMINER:

Do you know or can you state any other matter or thing

that may "be of benefit or advantage to the parties to this,

suit or either of them or that may be material to the sub-

ject of this your examination or the matters in question

between the partial? If so, state the same fully and at

large in your

Answer:

f

-11=.



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

request of the Solicitor of the ,E.l&in.U*X.in...C.rp.a8..Bi.Xl»-

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

hand and seal on this .tienth .day of

) $ ! h z i n the year of our Lord nineteen hundred

and thirty , at the CityjjJ Baltimore/Jn the S f̂te oOflarylaflf^.

Examiner.

There are HD. Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit

Defendant's Exhibit.

Examiner.

I, GEORGE ARNOLD FRICK, the Examiner before whom the forego-

ing depositions were taken, do hereby certify that I was employed in assigning a

day and taking the said depositions upon ..:..tffiO days, on .bO-th.

of which I was employed by the plaintiff...../., and on none

by the defendant

Examiner.


