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11ARI0H HUSTER IN TK - • •• - -QTJRT

7S OF

_•: HOtfORAPT/?, V ••• •;:

Your u L-..,i- . . \ . : -

-FIRST, e pa r t i e s hereto v/ert

a! out . eVruary 3rd-.1914 ir Atl vntic City, Jersey, "by Rev. kar

t i n G, u B i i - j j u i ' - i '• • t t r cti". -"t^u t u ^ c L - . c i . i f e u n o i l

June. 1,3., 193,8.

83C01TD, the.; „ , r i ; ; i. . esident of the c i ty

of Baltimore, dtate of i.iaryland -~ni has " ' . , - , . . ...,-0

years pr ior to the f i l i ng of this, "bill of complaint. That the •."•e-

fertdart i s a non-resident of the State of liaryland and "when l a s t

heard of v:as in iiassau west Indies .

THIRD, that though the conduct of your o ra t r i : : to-

ward her husband aitrays "been Icind, affectionate JVG re -

proach, ' ' thout c.nj jus t cause or reason abandoned • " i e se r t -

. ur oratr . , .id has deciared h i s intent ions to l ive vitl.

no loncer; that sucli abandonment has continxied uninterruptedly

more than three years prior to ":he xilir.g oi tn is b i l l of coiaplaii

- t as del iberate and f ina l , end beyond any reasonable hope

jtat ior. o:c.' r econc i l i a t ion .

i*'UlJii'x'i.', :. ,t yotir o r a t r i x h a s neve: " ". '

-;;;iven t desertion,, ih s never co-habit

paid respondent ?• •'";-.(. .. . ...^crtion.

i'lj'Tii, thrxt there are no children bor^

of r f iage .

._ . ^ATR ;

liyorce A Vinculo ^atriiuonriii froi.i the respondent.

• iden • \ >e resuraed, •&e=s-&s*=r- .

c -" ... _. ..^^- .. .„+ ... rJ ,... ,



- 3 -

\ .

. . . c . ^ i l _•". 8 e Y O U , . l i u i i u i . , !.,• + ^ - J C > ; . - o i ^ - ^ - - H - , v ; - - )

j i ' d e r o f y i l l i b t u i u n , •"•'••' . ' . - . - • • - , - . ,-; e

i n P f c - ' • " " .. ' • • " " - - : " - • -• ' . ^

:1 n a m e d " •• ' ' - " : ' , '.:' • • . v e v/hy ' J -• - — -

sx.oujLd. not be passed ay

, r r ,.-.....,... , r 'POT1 ''x''' -r-. ••• •.-r •-. -



J . B L •:. , SOLICITOR

I" Trie Ci rcui t Court of Baltimore Ci ty .

;• ' '••. "'.inter versus George Hunter.

Ilae B i l l s t a t e s tha t t . --ties there to Were married in

the Sta te of At lan t ic Cit, , . ruary ..:. .

1 ^ 1 - . ..-..••_u 1 . . . ^ . - . .o >...-.. . . .1 .,_• . . . o u t t h e

l b t \ . aa, une l v l b . That the p l a i n t i f f .. . s ident o

cicw . ; al t iMore, State ryland and has been for no re than

tv.'o o p r io r to the f.V •';' . • " :11 of

f e -dfefendant ' "ion re s iden t of t h i s c i t y and s ta te

1 st ': card of r a s in ITassau Feet Ir - '-. ~i

Oi -c.'.e plaintiff toward her

-;:.t. • above reproach, ...thout

leserted ^ , tentions to live

• : ; • . - . - . • : r ;

'/•'.ere are no children borr

It is thereupo- t . ircuit Court o ore

City, ordered this MM^ V; . . . - ••• ^ ..-.•....

oerted in sor.:c

t George Hunter(noxv absent) of t

person or by solicitor, on or before tl: e 'ayA . 'P^

- . „ \eexei. Id noi
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THE DAILY RECORD

Fourth Insertion.

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

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BAT,TI-
MOKE CITY—fB—3—1922)—Marion Hun-

ter vs. George Hunter.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

I The hill states that the parties thereto
i were married in Atlantic City. State of New
I 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
(he 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 rppronch, he without any Just cause

I or reason, abandoned and deserted her and
I has declared his intentions to live with her
no lont-er. There are no children born as
a result of said marriage.

It is thereupon, by the Circuit Court of
I Baltimore City, ordered this 3rd day of
| January, 1922. that the plaintiff by enus-
| ing a copy of this order to be inserted in
I some daily newspaper, published in the

City of Baltimore, once a week for four
successive weeks, before the 4th clay if
February, 1922, and give notice to the said
defendant. OJeorpe Hunter (now abs°nt), of
the object and substance of this bill and
warning him to be and appear in this court
in person or bv 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 prayed.

CHAS. W. H K U I S I J E R .
True copy—Test:

CHAS. K. WHITEFORD.
ja5,12,19.26 Clerk.

JAN 2 6 1922
Baltimore, , 192

We he*̂ B}r certify that the annexed advertise-

ment of Order /..r^^^L&^ZJLet.diu Circuit Court

.irrrr^rCn^n^^of Baltimore Ciu, Case oij......Z^r..^Z^7..

^Z^Xt/yJtU..Q^^^^tJL.i/..

vs ^J..f..<tt.&£J.....SLjW6l.*il.£k/!L/..

was published in T H E DAILY RECORD, a daily news-

paper published in the City of Baltimore, once in each of

<Si^r.r.^<h^.if^A. successive weeks before the

#/ft./>. day of 5C#LkJt?V^.trl*k , 1922:7

First insertion ^&.&t&.4!fa...i£.j6s/jt.^ir.. , 192.̂ T

"if̂ lE DAILJ^/fRECORD
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Decree Pro Confesso.



[Decree Pro Conf esso]

IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

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

the Bill of Complaint, and having failed to appear thereto, according to the exigency of the WM*J

(said Order). '

It is thereupon this •tf*-? day of S^CljlitJiUS^' in the year nineteen

hundred and twenty . /pvu*-^ by the Circuit Court of Baltimor/yfcity, 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.



lo the Circuit Court,
OF BALTIMORE CITY

DEPOSITIONS



Jn % (Etmttt ( tar t

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

and notice having been given me byythe Solicitor for the.

of a desire to take testimony in the same, I, A. de RUSSY SAPPf NGTON, one

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

virtue of an order of the above named Circuit

the

hundred and

^Gourt, passed in said cause on the

19 -<T<̂ 7 met on

in the year nineteen

•l^.at my office, in the City of Baltimore, in /th^/State

of Maryland, and assigned the, <s?T>̂ __ _~ day of,._ "

in the same

office of_̂

o'clock in the CS^Z noon and the

in the City and State

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

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

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

.to take the following depositions, that

is to say:—



Tfurrtur,

r .

Ttfunt'*r.

Testimony taken f-t the office of A. dell. SaPpington,

leq.» Baltinrre, Maryland, July 1923, at three

O'clock P.M.

Marinn Tfunter, a witness of latful age, produced

on htjr nv/n behalf, having been f i rs t duly sworn, de-

poseth and saith as fcllcws, that is to sjc:

By the ibcaMiner:

1 Q. State your nane residence and occupation?

A. Marion lunter, 223 West Biddle Street^iouee-

wcrk.

2 Q,. 7k> yvvi know the parties to this suit?

A. I ara the Plaintiff and »y husband is the

Defendant.

By wr.

1 Q,. When were you Married*

A. February 3rd., I9i4.

2 Q# Were you married by a Minister of the Gospel?

A. Yes.

3 Q. In -P altiairre City.

A. Atlantic City, fltvr Jersey.

4 Q,. By a Religious Ceremony?

A. Yes.



Marion Hunter.

5 Q. lave ycu been a res Kent of Baltimore

City, state rf Maryianr, for at least two years pricr

to the filing of this ruit?

A. Yes.

C Q. Are there any children as the result of thie

»arriaeet

A. 3b.

7 Q. What was your conduct towards your husband while

living together; kow did you t reat her?

A. Well, I tri«fl to "be a good wife tc My husband.

• Q,. State vhether cr not you were always a kin*,

affectionate and faithful husband*

A. Yes.

t Q. Are ycu and ycur husband living together now?

A. Tfo s i r .

10 Q. Which left the ether;did he leave her or did

- - Did he leave ycu or did you leave him?

A. 7*e left me.

11 q. When?

A. June 3rd.

12 ty. What year?

A. 1918.

12 Q. Did he have any jus t cause or reason to

abandon an<J iegert you at that time?

A. Vb s i r .



Marion Hunt era

13 Q. What did he say an* what did he do at that

tine?

A. Hfe did not have anything to say.

14 q. What did he do*

A. He did net dc anything; X was out the day- tkat

day, and when I cawe "back he was hone; that i s a l l

that I krmw about i t , and I have not seen cr heard

anything about hi» since.

15 Q. WLd he ever return ton — Did he ever

threaten to leave you prior to that time?

A. ifo.

16 Q. After you fund him gone, did ycu look

for his clcthing?

A. Tes.

17 Q. Were they there?

A. No.

11 Q. Then you t e l l this Court that he siapiy

disappeared and you have no account cf hi* at a l l ;

that i s what you t e l l this Court?

A. YeB.

19 Q. Tfave ycu endeavored to locate your husband

since he abandonedand d eserted you?

A. Tes; I have »ad enquiry about hia.
e

20 q. Were you ever successful in locating him?

A. No.



44

Matpn Kunter.

21 Q. When did he abandon and d e sert you in the

• anner you ha.ve described?

A I think i t vr as in June.

22 Q. What year?

A. 1918.

23 Q. Tfas his abandonrent anc! i esertion of you

continued uninterruptedly since June i9i«?

A. Yes.

23 Q. That i s , baveycu lived r r cohabited witk

him aince that tine?

A. No air .

25 Q» gtate whether cr not his abandonment and de-

sert ion of you was deliberate and final; did he

i l ibara te iy and fina.ll} abandon and desert you?

A. Yes.

25 Q,. gtate whether r r not there is any reasonable

expectation of a reconciliation?

A* "Mb s i r .

27 Q. Is he a resident or a non-resident of the

State of Maryland?

A. Nbn resident; he lives out of the stateof Maryland.

2* Q. Hour do you know that.

A. Because his fomer home w as in Virginia.



Marien Hunter.

29 Q. Where i±4 you l a s t hear of h i* "being?

>. West Indias.

30 Q. Is thrre any icvibt a"bcut his "being a non-

resident rf theg ta te rf Maryland.

A. I am sure that He i s not l iving in Maryland

"because I wcuid have "been a"ble to lecate hi» some

wher<J.



GENERAL QUESTION

Do you knoWi or can you state any other matter

op 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 fullŷ _â €lr̂ at large in your answer.

A.-—



Mary Wood, a witness rf lawful age, pro-

duced en "bohaif cf the Plaintiff, having been f i rs t

duly sworn, dipcaetk an* saith as follrwa, that is

to »ay:

By the Ixaminer:

1 q. State ycur name residence and occupation?

A. Mary Woo*,nli2S Argyie Avenue' I stay at
•

hcaie.

2 Q. 7)o you knew the parties to this suit?

A. Te s.

By Mr. T)avis:

1 q. Any reiationto you

A. Mrs. TTunter is »y sister .

2 q. Are the parties tc this suit husband an* wife?

A. Yes.

3 q. T>i* they live together as hus"barri an* wife an*

weru they always known and recognize* in the coiainunity

in which they live* as iiushan* an* wife?

A. Yes.

4 q lias the Plaintiff "been a resident of Baltimore

City, state rf Maryland, frr atleast two years

prior to the filing cf this s*t?

A. Yes

5 q. Are there anycclail*ren as the result of this

•arriage?

A. % .



Mary We id.

6Q. What was her conduct towards her husband while

living together; how did she treat hijsr<

A. ghe -*as very aff sctionate.

7 Q. state whether vr net shew an always a kind,

affectionate and faithfulwife?

A. Yes.

t Q. Are the parties to this suit living to-

gether now*

A* No s i r .

9 Q. Which left the ether; did he leave her or did

she leave hiM*

A. 7*e left her.

10 Q. When''

A. June l3th. , 1918.

11 Q. Did he have any just cause or reason to

atoanricn an«3 desert his wife at that time?

A. Tjb s i r .

12 q. What diil he say and what did he do at that

tiae*

A. We just deliberately and finally

wMkod away.

13 Q. "fow do yebne-w that.

A. On the day that he left my s i s ter , my sis ter

was visiting ay house, which was close "byaand also

the hone of jay mother, and my sicter went hone as



Mary Hod.

usual that night, ,ani shortly after that she came tack

and nhe told us that she had gone home and found

that.her husband h*c? left the house and taken every-

thing with hi«, and she stayed at our house unti l

the next day, and then I went tc her houswwith her,

and I saw that he hari taken al l of his "belongings, and

•y sister v/as sick at that ti«e,and she ca»e "back to

our house, and she has been there ever since.

14 Q. Tiid yrur sister go backto her home a number of

tlM«jj tr gee whether her husband had returned?

A. Yesjshe went backthere a number of times, and the

party from horn shv hed rented her rcoits told her that he

had left wori that hewas going away, and that he wculd

send her money* but she has never seen him or heard

f rot* him.

15 Q. Did he fclweys know where to locate his wife if

he had wanted to communicate with her?

A. yes.

17 ^ . ¥as he provided or offered tr prrvide a

hosie for hiu wife since he abandoned and d egerted her?

A. TJb s i r .

17 Q )|fe.s there anything to prevent hi» dcing so if

he had wanted to.

A. No s i r .

19 q "Has he shown by his acts that he does not



10

Mary Wood.

A. y e s .

20 Q. "Has hiB abandcnmentof his wife continue*

y uninterruptedly since June 1919L

A. Yes

21 Q. State whether rr not said abandonment wa::- de-

liberate and finaldid he deliberately and finally

abandon and* eser^ hi t vif e?

A. Yes.

22 Q. state whether or not there is any reason-

able expectationrf a reconciliation;do you ever

expect then to nake up and live together again?

A. No s i r .

23 q . I« he a resident of the Stateof Maryland.

A. TCe is a non-resident of the State of Maryland.

24 Q. of what State i s he a resident?

A. VirKinia.

25 q. That wan his former homefhere w as he when

you last heard of hi»V

A. We|t Lndias.

26 Q. Are you cure that he is a non-residentcof the

State of Maryland?

A. Yes.

27 Q. I s there any doubt about his being a non-

resxulent of the Stateof Maryland?

A. * s i r .



GENERAL QUEST IOTJ

Do you kndw or can you » t a t « any o t h e r ma t t e r

o r t i l ing thr.t nay "be to the b e n e f i t o r advantage of the

p a r t i e s to t h i s s u i t , or j i lh.sr of tkaip, o r t ha t may "be

mate r i a l u» the sub jec t of t h i s , your exaroiation, or the

matters in i^e^Lion "between the parties? If so, state

the aaiae Tally and at large in your answer.



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

of the Solicitor of the j/p/lQ/U^uJdL-

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

hand and seal, on this &f>s..1Tl /J.KJ^J^T__^day^ovua.%gMrrrgi

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and-^^/^d^CU/. fy&^r^aC-- y. at the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Marylan

yk*&*<^6^---- . (SEAL).
r Examiner.

There are_ OYl/l- Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit-..^

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 day, and taking the said depositions upon.J^"? days, on U^CSUJL...

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on f3?L<FU£/.-

by the Defendant.



Circuit Court

Order of Reference
and Report



IN THE

Circuit Court
O F

B A L T I M O R E CITY

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

day of y~ jUAwSi. .f....l.^aii<^ , 192 ̂ , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

CjQjL9y^^J^ f ^ f t ^ ^ Q ^ ^ ^ ^ , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings ana the facts, and his opinion thereon. rf ^ ^ „ j

Report of Auditor and Master



Circuit Court

SUBMISSION FOR DECREE.



In the Circuit Court

of Baltimore City

To the Honorable

The above cause is respectfully submitted for

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



Circuit Court

Order of Reference
and Report



IN THE

Circuit Court
OF

BALTIMORE CITY

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

day of y. MJy\AJ^^\ , 192v , that the same be and it is hereby referred to

C^]^.CCTJ% JS L/H? , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

Report of Auditor and Master

BilI....lo.r.....cLiY..Q.r5?.e....&....y.inQ.ulQ...ma.t.r.imo.iiii. and for the resumption of

.her maiden, name filed, "by. the wi£e against Jier husband, on. the .ground of

abandonment. Code A r t , 1 6 sees.37-4&,

Defendant answers "by...solicitor...--, authority.in.writing*

Plaintiff's...residence in. Baltimo^

proven.

The., marriage ....proven...

The... abandonment... for three. .y.ears+..i1;.s finality, and ...the ir.r.e.c.o.n.r

..cila"b.ility...Q.l.the. parties proven. , '

More... than. .thirty f i l i n g ...of ....t.he....M.l!...

Case submitted and ready for decree*

: , :, v..: jE&yRA.Mzt^
Auditor and Master, „

September 18, 19.25,



IE THE
CIRCUIT COURT OP

BALTIMORE CITY.

MARIOJJ H U M

VS.

GEORGE HUXJTER

PETITION AUD ORDER

LAW OFFICES.

C. C. FITZGERALD
y/j BALTIMORE, MD.



MARION HUNTER

VS.

GEORGE HUNTER

15

THE CIRCUIT COURT

OF

BALTIMORE CITY.

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUDGE OP SAID COURT:

Your O r a t o r , George Hun te r s a y s :

That a b i l l of complaint was f i l ed in t h i s Honorable

Court by his wife Marion Hunter, praying a divorce A Vinculo

aatr imonii s e t t i n g for th the fact that he was a non-resident e t c .

Your Orator says that he admits that at the time of

the f i l i n g of the Bi l l of Complaint he was a non-resident , but

tha t he has since resumed his residence and des i res to f i l e an

answer in the above en t i t l ed case .

WHEREFORE YOUR PETITIONER PRAYS;

(1) That the decree pro confesso be s t r icken out .

(2) That he be permitted to f i l e an answer to the b i l l

exhibited in thio case .

(3) That me may have such other and further r e l i e f as

the case may requi re .

petitioner

Attorney for Petitioner.

STATE OF MARYLAND, City of Baltimore, to wit:

I hereby certify that on this / ^f day of u x x ^ ^ y -

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.

liotary Public.

Ordered by the Cirouit Court of Baltimore City this / o

day of ŷ O \1925 that the decree pro conf esso signed i» ,$."

day .y**̂ L 192 if be and is hereby stricken out and i t is further

ordered that the defendant be and is hereby granted permission

to file his answer.



IN
THE CIRCUIT COURT OP

BALTIMORE CITY.

MARION HUNTER

VS.

GEORGE HUNTER

DEFENDANT'S ANSWER

W LAW OFFICES

[C. C. FITZGERALD
BALTIMORE. Ml i



„ MARION HUNTER

US.

GEORGE HUNTER

*
**

*
*
*

IH

THE CIRCUIT Counx

OP

BALTIMORE CITY

TO THE HONORABLE, THE JUIiGE OP SAID COURT:

The answer of your respondent to the B i l l of Com-

p l a i n t f i led in the above cause, respec t fu l ly says ;

1. That he admits the a l l ega t ions s ta ted in paragraph-

one of said b i l l of complaint as to the marriage of the p a r t i e s .

2. That he denies a l l the other a l l ega t ions s ta ted in

. p l a i n t i f f ' s b i l l of complaint and demands s t r i c t proof thereof.

Your defendant havinf ful ly answered prays to be hence

dismissed with his proper oos t s .

And as in duty bound, e t c .

Attorney for/BAxendant.



CIRCUIT COURT
B 3

1922

..MARIO?....EUHTER

VS.

G S J R G S HU1ITSR

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

!?nw nf ittmrr?



DECREE OF DIVORCE

IN THE

.MARIOI..HUJLTER_

VS.

GEORGE HUNTER

Circuit Court
OP

BALTIMORE CITY

.Term, 192.....

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

read and considered. , ' "\~

Jit is thereupon, this..... ty. day of- Q.M**»™±. , A. D. 1923....

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

~--"--"--~--r---T---T--~--~--~--r---7--"-.~--^^

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

Defendant,..tlie..said_. George , _Hunte_r. ^ ^

M32_jIT__LS__JPURTHEi^

..faereJb^..aujt.b5riafLd..±Q..r.esume.jiex.m^

And it is further Ordered, That the said A e f e n d a n t
pay the cost of this proceeding.


