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WILLIAM J. SIMMS : IN THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. : OF

MARIE COMPTOU SIMMS : BALTIMORE CITY.

TO THE HONORABLE,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Orator complaining respectfully represents:

1. That he was married to his wife, Marie Compton Simms, on

the I5th day of September,1914 and with whom he resided until the

1st day of February,1921 when the defendant deserted the plaintiff.

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

Marie Compton Simms has always been kind, affectionate and above

reproach, she has,without any just cause or reason, abandoned and

deserted him and has declared her intentions to live with him no

longer, and that such abandonment has continued uninterruptedly
•ti

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 are no children as issue of said marriage.

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

said defendant since said desertion.

5. That your Orators is a citizen of the«State of Maryland,

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

filing of this b i l l , but that the defendant is a non-resident of the

State of Maryland and when last heard of was in New York City.New

York. •



TO THE EUD,THEREFORE:

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

from the said Marie Compton Simms#

(b) That he may have such other and fur ther r e l i e f as h i s

case may r e q u i r e .

May i t p lease your Honor to grant unto your Orator the

Order of Publ ica t ion directed against the eaid Marie Compfcon

Simms,a non-resident of the Sta te of Maryland, aforesaid, command-

ing and requi r ing her to "be and appear in t h i s Court on some day

c e r t a i n to "be named the re in to answer the premises and abide by and

perform such decree or order as may be passed therein#



J. STEWARD SATIS & GEORGE W. EVMS.SOLICITORS

215 ST.PAUL PLACE

IH THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY.

WILLIAM J, SIMMS VS. MARIE COMPTON SIMMS

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

Mat/jyimonii by the plaintiff from the defendant.

The bill recites that the partiesw were married.ion the 15"

day of September 1914 and lived together until the 1st day of

February,I921 when the defendant deserted the plaintiff. That there

are no children as issue of said marriage. That the defendant is

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

in Hew York City, New York. That though the conduct of your Orator

toward the said defendant has always been kind, affectionate and

alsove 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 forbore 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 citizen of the State of Maryland for

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

It is thereupon this &( day of ™&MM) 1924, ordered by

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

a copy of this order to be -oublished in Baltimore City, once in/ n
each of four successive weeks, before the^^/day of&/lM%_^ 1924,

give notice to the absent defendant ,Marie Compton Simms, 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 ̂  day of

A 1924 to show cause, if any she may have, why a decree

should not be passed as prayed,
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THE DAILY RECORD

J. Steward Davis & George W. Evans, Sols.,
215 St. Paul Place.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
MORE CITY—(B—195—1924)—William J.

Simms vs. Marie Compton Stmms.
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 15th day of September,
1914, and lived together until the 1st day
of February, 1921, when the defendant de-
serted the plaintiff; that there are no
children as issue of said marriage; that
the defendant is a non-resident of the
State of Maryland and when last heard of
was in New York City, New York; that
though the conduct of your orator toward
the said defendant has always been kind,
affectionate and above reproach, she de-
serted her husband without any just cause
or reason and has declared her intentions
to live with him no longer; that said
'abandonment has continued uninterrupt-
edly for more than three years and is de-
liberate and final and the separation of
the parties is beyond any reasonable ex-
pectation of reconciliation: that the plain-
tiff 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 21st day of March,
1924, ordered by the Circuit Court of Bal-
timore City, 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, Marie Compton Simms, of the ob-
ject and substance of this bill, warning
her to be and appear in this Court in per-
son 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 be
passed as prayed.

CHARLES F. STEIN.
True Copy—Test:

CHAS. R. WHITEFORD,
mh22,29ap5,12 Clerk.
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

vs.

/

IN THE

Circuit
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 the writ,

(said Order).

It is thereupon this / 'A^i/ ^ay of * fi^ucuy j n ^ g y e a r n m e t e e n

hundred and twenty f-<fUJv by the Circuit Court of Baltimore City, ADJUDGED, ORDERED and
I

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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(Etrrmt (Bnurt /

OF BALTIMORE CITY.

.~sfs<CUL<<~*. -^j3kt

and notice having been given me by the Solicitor for the

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

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

virtue of â i order of the^above named Circuit Court, passed in said cause- on the'

day oi.-.L^/.At^i^.. 1 9 - ^ , met on

.day oi..^.././%ff&Ak in the year nineteen

hundred an
/

of Maryland, and assigned the...

:.at my office, in the Cify of Baltimore, in the State

in the same

office of...

day of.

o'clock in the £2^u£7..r.....noon and the

P ff
(JL&tf v_ in tin

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

.in the City and State

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

jfpqCLfaMZilM.. to take the following depositions, thatV U
is to say:—



WILLIAM J. SIWIS

vs.

MARIE COMPTON SIMS

Testimony taken at the office of A. de R, sappington,

Esq.,, 733-45 Title Building, Baltimore, Md., on Thursday,

May 22nd, 1924 at 1:30 P.M.

WILLIAM J. SIMMS, the Plaintiff in this case, produced

on 'behalf of the Plaintiff, having been first duly sworn,

deposeth and saith as follows, that is to say;

' BY THE EXAMIHE'R:

1 Q. State your name, residence and occupation?

A. William J. Simms, 1307 N. Carey St. Chauffeur*

2 Q. Do you know the parties to this suit?

A. I am the Plaintiff and the Defendant is my wife.

BY MR. EVANS:

1 Q. When, where and "by whom were you married?

A. September 15th, 1914 in Washington, D. C , "by

the Revenend D. I). Jarvis, a Baptist Minister. I was

married by the BaptiBt ceremony.

2 Q. After your marriage where did you and your wife

live?

A. In Washington, for a while and then we came to

Baltimore over three years ago*
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Willam J. Simms.

3 Q. Are you living together now?

A. No,

4 Q. Which left the other?

A. She left me in February, 1921.

5 q. What was your conduct towards your wife?

A. Very good1. I was kin*, affectionate and true

to her and provided for her.

6 Q. Did you give her any just cause or reason to

desert you?

A. No.

7 Q. What was her conduct towards you?

A. Until about the time she left it was all right,

but she left.

8 Q. Tell us the circumstances of her leaving?

A. She said she was going to New York on a visit,

but she never came back and then my mother and I want to

New York to bring her home, and she absolutely refused

to come home. She had taken all her clothing when she

went. She went away in February, 1921, and it was in

March that I saw her in New York and she refused to

come home.

9 Q. Were any children born of this marriage?

A. No.

10 Q,. How long have you resided in Baltimore City,

Maryland?
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William J. Simms.

A. About three years,

11 Q. Is your wife a resident of the state of Maryland?

A. No.

12 Q. VJhere is she now?

A, The last I heard from her she was in New York*

There is where she was when I last saw her and I have

heard nothing since.

13 Q. Has this abandonment and desertion continued

uninterruptedly for more than three years prior to the

filing of the "bill in this case?

A. Yes,

14 Q, In your opinion is the separation deliberate and

final and beyond any hope of a reconciliation?

A. Yes,

15 Q. Since your wife left you in February, 1921,

have you lived or cohabited with her?

A. No,



GENERAL QUESTION

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

or thing t h a t may "be to the "benefit 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 t h a t may "be

mate r i a l to the subject of t h i s , your examination, or the

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

the same f u l l y and a t l a rge in your answer.
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RACHEL SIMMS, a witness of awful age, produced on

behalf of the Plaintiff,having been first duly sworn,

deposeth and saith as follows, that is to say:

BY THE EXAMINER:

1 Q. State your name, residence and occupation?

A. Rachel simms, 1307 N. Carey Street. Laundress.

2 Q. Do you know the parties to this suit?

A. The Plaintiff is my son and the defendant is aayx

his wife, I knew her before their marriage.

BY MR. EVANS:

1 Q. Were you presentjat their wedding?

A» Yes. They were married in Washington, D. c. by

a Baptist Minister on September 15th, 1914.

2 Q. After their marriage where did they live?

A. At First in Washington and a little over three

years ago they came to Baltimore.

3 Q. Are they living together now?

A. No.

4 Q. Which left the other?

A. She left him in February, 1921.

5 Q. What were the circumstances of her leaving?

A. She said she was going to v i s i t in New York.

She didn't come back and my son and I went over there to

get her and she would not come back. She did not give

any reason, she simply would not come back. This was

in March, 1921.
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Rachel gimms.

6 q. Is she a resident of the state of Maryland?

A. No,

7 q. Where was she when you last heard of her?

A, She was in New York when I saw her and I have
4

not heard from her since*

8 q. What was your son's conduct towards his wife?

A, All right. He supported her, took care of her

and provided for her.

9 q. Did he give her any just cause orreason to

desert him?

A. No.

10 q. Were any children born of this marriage?

A. No.

11 q. What was her conduct towards him?

A. Sometimes good and sometimes not so good, but

she left him.

12 q. Has the abandonment and desertion continued un-

interruptedly for more than three years prior to the

filing of the Bill in this case?

A. Yes.

13 q. In your opinion is the separation deliberate and

final and beyond any hope of a reconciliation?

A. Yes,

14 q. Since they separated in February, 1921 have they lived
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Hachel Simnis.

or cohabited together?

A. no.
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No other witnesses being named or produced before me,JLthen,^ul the I'&quoijl

ui the Uuliulur rnrTOerrr. / 1 i v w * %

closed the depositions taken irysaid cause and^now return/theiiyclosed/under

hand and seal, on this .-^p?^{^2<3^?-- -fl • xh\L of.

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred and ^E//J>6&(M4.?..ffr83&^.-..~..l....2X the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland.

... (SEAL).
Examiner.

There are...&.KlQ.'. Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit ....Y.

Defendant's Exhibit

I, A. de RUSSY SAPPTNGTON, 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

* ' Examiner.


