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Fourth Insertion.

J. Steward Davis, Solicitor,
14 E. Pleasant St.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
MORE CITY—(B—3—1922)—Marion Hun-
ter vs. George Hunter.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

| The bill states that the parties thereto
| were married in Atlantic City, State of New
| Jersey, on or about February 3rd, 1914,
{and lived together as man and wife until
on or about the 13th day of June, 1918.
That the plaintiff is a resident of the City
| of Baltimore, State of Maryland, and has
been for more than two years prior to
i the filing of this bill of complaint. That
! the defendant is a non-resident of this city
and State and when last heard of was in
Nassau, West Indies. That though the
conduct of the plaintiff toward her hus-
band was always kind and affectionate and
above reproach, he without any just cause
or reason, abandoned and deserted her and
| has declared his intentions to live with her
no longer. There are no children born as
a result of said marriage.

It is thereupon, by the Cirenit Court of
Ba]tlmore City, ordered this 3rd day of
! January, 1922 that the plaintiff by caus-
| ing a copy of this order to be inserted in
lsnme daily newspaper, published in the
City of Baltimore, once a week for four
successive weeks, before the 4th day if
February, 1922, and give notice to the said
defendant, George Hunter (now absent), of
the object and substance of this bill and
warning him to be and appear in this court
in person or by solicitor. on or before the
21st day of February, 1922, to show cause,
if any he may have, why a decree should
not be passed as praved.

CHAS. W. HEUISLER.

True copy—Test:

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
jab,12,19.26 Clerk.

JAN 28 1922

Baltimore, ool Ln sy 19295

was published in THE DAILY RECORD, a daily news-

in the City of Baltimore, once in each of
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

Tige

: | _ | | IN THE
- Q | o0 Circuit Court
vs. ' ,
or

BALTIMORE CITY.

- derm, 192y

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

the A Bill of Complaint, and having failed to 'appear thereto, according to the exigency of the i
(said Order). o o

It is thereupon this % in the year nineteen
hundred and twenty by the Circuit Court of Baltimorg fCity, ApJUDGED, 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.

%%M(




OF BALTIMORE CITY

DEPOSITIONS

PLAINTIFF'S COSTS ﬂﬁ
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Iu the Civrnit Court

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

of a desire to take testimony in thesame, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGTON, onc

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

assed in said cause on the

at my office, in the City of Baltimore, in Ah tate
7—-0( .

&7 _noonand the
office of_« A A A /e L in the City and State
aforesaid, as the time and place for such ecxamination of witnesses in said cause;

- ”~»

at which last mentioned time and place 1 attended, due notice of such meeting

>

having been given, and proceeded in the presence of the Solicitor..__________ of the

_________ M“_“_n_"_-“to take the following depositions, that

is to say:—




Wunter,
v.
Munter,
Tegtimony taeken &t the office c¢f A. deB. fappington,
Bsq.» Baltimere, Maryland, July e 1923, at three

0'clock P.M.

Marion Wunter, a witness of laful age, produced
on her own behalf, having been first duly sworn, de-
poseth and saith ag follews, that is to sx:

By the Examiner:

1 Q. gtate your name regidence ané occupation?

A. Marion Hunter, 223 Wegt Biddle Streethouse-
werke.
2 Q. Do you know the parties to thig suit?

Av. I am the Plaintiff ané my hugband is the
Defendant,

By wr,

1 Q. When were you married?

A, Yebruary 3rd., 1914,
2 Q. Were you married by a Minister of the Gospel?
A, Yes,
3 Q. In ngltimere City.

A. Atlantic City, New Jersey.
4 Q. By a Religioug Ceremony?

A, Yes,




varion Hunter,

$ Q. Wave yocu been & resident of Baltimore
City, state of Maryland, for at least two years pricor
te the filing of thig sguit?

A, Yeg,
é Q. Are there any children ag the regult of this
marriage?

A, No.
7 Q. What was your conduct towards your hugbané while
living together; how éid you treat her?

A, Well, I trieé tc be a good wife to my hugband.
8 Q. state whether or not you were always a kind,
affectionate and faithful husband?

A, Yes,
9 Q. Are you and your hugband living together now?

A, No gir.
10 Q. Which 1eft the cther;éid he leave her or did
== Diéd he leave you or did you leave him?

A, ¥Ye left me.
11 Q. When?

A, Tune 3rd.
12 Q. What year?

A. 1918.

12 Q. Did‘he have any just cause or reason to
abandon ané éegert you at trat tiné?

Ac Bb Sirc




Marion Huntersa
13 Q. What did he gay and what did he do at that
time?

A. We did not have anything to say.

14 Q. What did he éo?

A. He did ot do anything; £ was out the day= that
day, ané vhen I ceme beck he was hone; that isg all
that I know about it, end I have not seen or heard
anything about him sgince,

15 Q. Pid he ever return tom -- Did he ever
threaten to 1eave you prier to that time?

A, Yo.

16 Q. After you fund him gone, did ycu look
for his cleothing?

A, Yes,.

17 Q. Were they there?

A, No.

18 Q. Then you tell this Court that he simply
digappeared and you have no account c¢f him at all;
that ig what you tell this Court?

A, Yeg,

19 Q. Wave ycu endeavered to lccate your hugband
since he abandonedand @ egerted you?

A, Yes; I have mad enquiry about him,

20 Q. Were you ever succeéggful in 1ocatir;¢ Him?

A. No.




44

Matpn Hunter,

21 Q. When dié he gbandon and éd egert you in the
manner you have degcribed?

A I think itwas in June.
22 Q. What year?

A. 1918.
23 Q. Was hig abandonment and d egerticn of you
contimied uninterruptedly since June 1918%

A. Yes.
23 Q. That ig, haveyocu lived cr cohabited with
him gince that time?

A, No gir.
25 Q. gtate whether cr not hig abandomment and de-
gertion of you wag deliberate and final; did he
@liberately and finall) ebamdon anddegert you?

A, Yes.
25 Q. gtate whether er not there ig any reascnable
expectation ¢f a reconciliation?

A. No sir,
27 Q. Is he a regident or a2 non-resident of the
state of Maryland?

A. Non regident; he lives out of the gtateof Maryland.
28 Q. Yow do you know that.

A. Recause hig former homew as in Virginia.



Maricn Hunter.
29 Q. Where did you last hear of him being?
A. Wegt Indias.
30 Q. T« there any deubt about hig being a non-
resident of t hegtate of Maryland.
A, I am gure that he is not living in Maryland
becauszse I weuld have been able to lccate him some

where.




GENERAL, QUESTION

Do you know; or can you state any other matter
ot thing that may be to the benefit or advantagé of the
~parties to this suit,. or either:of them, or that may be
material to the subjéct of this, ydur examination, br the
matters in question between the parties? If so, state

at large in your answer.

the same full

A.ﬂl—- -

A .




Mary Wood, a witnegs cf lawful age, pro-
duced on behalf of the Plaintiff, having been first
duly sworn, dépecseth and saith as follows, that is
to say:
By the Bxaminer:

1 Q. 8tate your name regidence and occcupation?

A. Mary Wood,ml125 Argyle Avenue: I stay at
heme.
2 Q. Do you Xxmew the partieg te thig suit?

A. Yesg.

By Mr. Davis:

1 Q. Any relationte you

A, Mrs. Hunter ig my sister.
2 Q. Are the partiesg tc thig suit hushband and wife?

A. Yes.
3 Q. Did they live together as hushand and wife and
were they always known and recognized in the community
in which they lived ag hushand and wife?

A. Yes.
4 Q ¥Was the Plaintiff been a regident of Baltlimore
City, state of Maryland, fer atleast two years
prior to the filing ¢f this sat?

A. Yes:
5 Q. Are there anycchildren as the result of this
marriage?

A. Yo.




Mary Wedd.

€Q. What was her conduct $owards her husband while
living together; how did ghe treat him®

A. ghe was very affectionate.
7 Q. gtate whether c¢r nct gshew ags always a kind,
affectionate and faithfulwife?

A, Yes.
8 Q. Are the partieg toe thig suit living to-
gether now?

A. No gir.
9 Q. Which left the cther; did he leave her or did
she leave him?

A. ¥e left her.
10 Q. When*

Al June 13th,, 1918.
11 Q. Did he have any just cause or reascn te
abanden and degert his wife at that time?

A. W gir.
12 Q. What did he gay and what did he do at that
time?

X, We just deliberately and fdnally
whlked away,
13 Q. Wow do yoknew that.

A. On the day that he left my sister, my sister
was Vvigiting my house, which was clcose byaand also

the home of my mother, and my sicter went home as
e -




yvary Wocd.
usual that night,,and shortly after that she came back
and she teold ug that gshe had gone home and found
that her hughand héé 1¢ft the houge and taken every=-
thing with him, and she stayed at our houge until
the next day, and then I went to her hougwwith her,
and I gaw that he had taken all of his belengings, and
my sister was sick at that time,and she came back to
cur house, and she has been there ever gince.
14 Q. Did ycur gister go backto her home a number of
times tc see whether her husband haé returned?

A. Yes;she went backthere a rnumber of timeg, and the
party from hom ghe heé rented her rooms told her that he
had left word that hewas going away, and that he would
send her money: but ghe has never gseen him or heard
from him,

15 Q. Did he slweys know where to locate hig wife if
he had wanted to communicate with her?

A. Yes.

17 §. ¥as he provided or offered tc previde a
home for hig wife gince he abandoned and d egerted her?

A. No gir,

17 Q@ Was there anything to prevent him doing so if
he had wanted to.

A. Ne sir.

19 Q@ Has he ghown by his acts that he does not

intend +a 1ivae with hie wife anv mare?
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Mary Wood.

A. Y es.
20 Q. Was his abandommentof hig wife continued
uninterruptedly since June 1919L

A, Yes 3
21 Q. State whether er not said abandorment waz de-
liberate and finalgid he deliberately and finally
abandon andd eserg hig wife?

b 4 Yes,
22 Q. gtate whether or net there ig any reason
able expectationcf a reconciliation;do yocu ever
expect them to make up and live together again®

A, Wo gir.
23 Q. Jgs he a regident of the S$tateof Maryland.

A, ¥e is a non-regsident of the State of Maryland.
24 Q. Of what State ig he a resident?

A, Virginia.
25 Q. That was his former homeyhere was he when
you last heard of him?

A, WVept Indias.
26 Q. Are you gure that he is a non-residentcof the
state of Maryland?

F Yes.
27 Q. Ig there any doubt about hig being a non-
regiident of the gtateof Maryland?

A, No gir.




GENERAL QUESTIOW

Do you knéw or can you wtate any other matter
or thing that may be to the benefit or advantaze of the
parties to this suit, or either of them, or that may be
material te the subject of this, your examiation, or the
matters in question belween the parties? If so, state
the same fully and |at ls;ge in your answere

A.---

Q) /%7&/27/7 ]2//‘7’7/,




closed the depositions taken in said cause a

hand and seal, on this____________ &_Z_z?:'f___

Examiner.

I, A. de RUSSY SAPPINGTON, the Examiner before whom ‘the fore-
going depositions were taken, do hereby c_ertijg/yt{l;at I was employed in assigning
a day, and taking the said depositions upon_ “ZW?_______ days, on__. W e/ >

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff
by the Defendant__.____.._ R
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Order of Reference
, and Report
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Order Filed day: of é b’ 192 /(o

Report Filed. . day of




IN THE

- Circuit Court

OF

BALTIMORE CITY

2 R SN, SR Term, 192)(.

h
\
This case being submitted, without argument, it is ordered by the Court, this % J

e &F, that the same be and it is hereby referred to

, Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

Report of Auditor and Master
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Circuit Court

19 Docket___

“ SUBMISSION FOR DECREE.

Mr. Clerk,
Please file,

Fied/ / [l /92~

Solicitor & for Plaintiff. .

| el
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- In the Circuit Court
QQwM - . of Baltimore City
‘ - | /S%J’ TERM 1925~

.To the Honorable N . L " M S

udge of Said Court:

4 A The above cause is respectfully submitted for
decree and the 43rd General Equity Rule is hereby waived. -

Solicitor _S for Plaintiff,

A e

cH

Solicitor  for Defendant.




‘Order of Reference
| and Report

1 Report Filed.... 2 ...... day of



IN THE

Circuit Court

OF

VS.

BALTIMORE CITY

____________ " ot AT e 7RSSO ) - 27 1928

4
ordered by the Court, this . . 4 7

, 192> , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

.......................................................................... , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

3&/}7 A 8 =i

Report of Auditor and Master

_..Bill for divorce a vinculo matrimonii and for the resumption of .
her maiden name filed by the wife against her husband on.the. ground of. .
_abandonment. Code Art. 16 secs. 37-4%,

_Defendant answers by solicitor -- authority in writinge. ... ..

Cese submitted and ready for decree. . sk
AAAAAAA g Tl Tl A
e duditor and Master. .

_September 18, 1925,




IN THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALTIMORE CITY, -

VS. )

GEORGE HUNTER

PETITION AND OEDER

. Mr. Clerk:

Please file

LAW OFFICES.
C. C. FITZGERALD

BALTIMORE, MD.
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MARION HUNTER IN

Vs, THE CIRCUIT COURT

* R H K * %

OoF
GEORGE HUNTER

BALTIMORE CITY.

T0 THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Orator, George Hunter says:

That a.bill of complaint was filed in this Honorable
Court by his wife Marion Hunter, praying a divorce A Vinculo
matrimonii setting forth the fact that he was a non-resident etc.

Your Orator says that he admits that at the time of
the filing of the Bill of Complaint he was a non-resident, but
that he has since resumed his residence and desires to file an

answer in the above entitled case.

WHEREFORE YOUR PETITIONER PRAYS:
(1) That the decree pro confesso be stricken out.
(2) That he be permitted to file an answer to the bill
exhibited in this case, :
(3) That me may have such other and further relief as

the case may require.

xe oner

v

STATE OF MARYLAND, City of Baltimore, to wit:
I hereby certify that on this IQ% day of
in the year 1925, before me a subscriber, a notary public of

the State of Maryland, in and for Baltimore City aforesaid,

‘personally appeared George Hunter and made oath in due form of




law that the matters and facts stated and set forth in the
aforegoing petition are true to the best of his knowledge
and belief,

Witness my hand and Notarial seal.

\\) otary

Ordered b e Circuit Court of Baltimore City this /ﬂj{a
day of 1925 that the decree pro confesso signed 1 %7
duyé?af& 192 & ﬁe and is hereby stricken out and it is further

ordered that the defendant be and is hereby granted permission
N Ontboin Pleisp >
! 2 o

<

to file his answer.




;P THE CIRCUIT COURT OF :
BALTIMORE CITY. !
g :
//% 4
MARION HUNTER :
vs.
GEORGE HUNTER
( DEFENDANT'S ANSWER '
é
. {
> *
— Mr., Clerk: v
— 1
LN
§
|
;}
g
; LAW OFFICES i
. . C. FITZGERALD
’ BALTIMORE M
J" 15 ST. PAUL PLk
7 | /N/ / <2 /Mﬁ ' /yl\ﬁs ,
! \/
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. MARION HUNTER IN
THE CIRCUIT Couxiy
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

*
*
*
Vs, -5
*
x*
*

GEORGE HUNTER

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:
The answer of your respondent to the Bill of Com-

plaint filed in the above cause, respectfully says:

~9§!h?
1. That he admits the allegations stated in paragraph:

e

one of said bill of complaint as to the marriage of the parties, -

2. That he denies all the other allegations stated in
plaintiff's bill of complaint and demands strict proof thereof.

Your defendant havinf fully answered prays to be hence
dismissed with his proper costs,

And as in duty bound, etc.

Y 7¢ E b it




N

S GEORGE. HUNTER ..
9 Jn,ecorded

n'hqs !! ! ]ag

Decree of Bivoree 5

BNO.:L@;lS’”)

R

The within is a proper decree to be passed

Auditor and Master.




DECREE OF DIVORCE

IN THE

L MARION HUNTER . .
ceececemeeeeee MARIQN. HUNTER oo Circuit Court
OF
Vs,
BALTIMORE CITY
GEORGE HUNTER e . Term, 192.....

read and considered. [

\/It is thereupon, this-_.__._..._.__ 7. memmmemeoday of EMY ............... ,A. D195

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

And it is further Ordered, That the said .defendent - = = = = = = = = = = = =

-pay the cost of this proceeding. = . § .




