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EUIICE VEHEY : US THE CIRCUIT COURT

VS. : OP

MATTHEW VEHEY : BALTIMORE CITY.

TO THE HOIORABLE. ,THE JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

Your Oratrix complaining respectfully represents:

(I)

That she was married to her'1 husband, Matthew Veney on the

I5th day of November,1916 and with whom she resided until about the

26th day of April,1920, when the defendant deserted the plaintiff.

(2)

That though the conduct of your Oratrix toward the said

Matthew Veney has always been kind, affectionate and aboy>e reproach,

he has, without any just cause or reason abandoned and deserted her

and has declared his intentions to live with her no longer, and

that such 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 reconciliation.

(3)

That your Oratrix has not lived or co-habited with the

said defendant since said desertion,

(4)

That there is one child, Leroy Veney, age five years bdrn

as issue of said marriage.

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

having resided in Baltimore City for more than three years prior to

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

and when last heard of was in Lancaster County,Virginia.



TO THE M D THEREFORE:

(a) That your Oratrix may he divorced a Vinculo Matrimonii

from the said Matthew Veney.

(b) That she may resume her maiden name ( PENH).

(c) That she may have such other and further relief as her

case may require,

May it please your Honor to grant unto your Oratrix the

Order of Publication directed against the a aid Matthew Veney, a

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

requiring him 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.

AEFD as in duty bound, etc*

AT1

1/ SSOLICITOR FOR COMPLAINANT.



J. STEWARD DAVIS,SOLICITOR
215 ST. PAUL PLACE

II THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTIMORE CITY

EUNICE VENEY VS. MATTHEW VENEY

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

Vinoulo Matrimonii "by the plaintiff from the defendant.

The "bill recites that the parties were married on the I5th

day of NovembertI9l6 and lived together until about" the 26th day of

April,1920, when the defendant deserted the plaintiff. That there

is one child, Leroy Veney, age five years, "born as result of said

marriage.That the defendant is a npn-resident of the State of

Maryland and when last heard of was in Lancaster County .Virginia.

That the defendant deserted his wife without any just cause or

reason and has declared his intentions to live with her 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 reconcilia-

tion. That the plaintiff has been a citizen of the State of Mary-

land for more than three years prior to the filing of this bill

of ^plaint.

IT IS THEREUPON this*&J day of 7

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 ̂ T day of

1924, give notice to the absent defendant.Matthew Veney,

of the object and substance of this bill, warning him to be and

appear in this court in person or by Solicitor on or before the

day of tyW^Q 1924 to show cause, if any he may havei* why a

decree should not be passed as prayeA.
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[Decree Pro Confesso]

vs. ^

d!M^

IN THE

Circuit Court
OP

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 ^ r * ' 7S~" day of ^^O^zc^^y in the year nineteen

hundred and twenty <&<fls^- by the Circuit Court of Baltimore Ctty, 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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THE DAILY RECORD

J. Stewart DavU, Solicitor,
215 St. Paul Place.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI
MORE CITY—(03—B—837—1923)—Eunice

Veney vs. Matthew Veney.
ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

The object of thj* bill is to procure a
divorce a vinculo BNttrfimonii by the plain-
tiff from the defeaflwvt.

The bill recites that the parties were
married on the 15th day of November.
1916, and lived together until about the
20th day of April. 1980. when the defendant
deserted the plaintiff That there is one
child, Leroy Veney,,age five years, born
as result of said maitVtge. That the de-
fendant is a non-resident of the State
of Maryland and when 'lagt heard of was
in Lancaster County. Virginia. That the
defendant deserted his wife without any
just cause or reason and has declared his .
intentions to live with her no longer;
that said abandonment lias continued unin-
terruptedly for more than three years and
is deliberate and final,.ami the separation

I of the parties is beyond anv reasonable
j expectation of raeonciliathra. That the

plaintiff has been"% citizen'of the State of
Maryland for m m than three years prior
to the filing' of-fbie bill of complaint. I

It is, thereupon, this 3Jst day of De- !
cember, 1923, ordfeHa, fiy '*6c Circuit Court
of Baltimore City, that the plaintiff, by
causing a copy of this order to be pub-
lished in Baltimore City once in each of
four successive weeks, before the 4th day
of February, 1924. give notice to the ab-
sent defendant. Matthew Veney. of the ob-
ject and substance of this hill, warning
him to be and appear in this Court in
person or by solicitor on or before the
20th day of February, 1924, to show cause.
If any he may have! why a decree should
not be passed as prayed.

CHARLES F. STBIN.True Copy—Test:
CHAS. R. WHITEFORP..1a3,10,17,24 Clerk

ment of Order.

Baltimore, ^.&&.M&...... 192

We hereby certify that the annexed advertise-

?ircuit Court

TdTJJaltmiore City, Case pL

vs

was published in THE DAILY RECORD, a daily news-

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

^. .-successive weeks before the

.day ofJ^^ferfcr^^w^V....., 192..̂ /
First insertion ^p^a**^-, JF.yzzt. , \92.JT

THE DAIl^RECORD

Per.
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vs.
3ltt % (Utrrutt dmtrt

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 SAPPINGf ON, one

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

virtue of an order of Jhe above named Circuij^Court, passed in said cause on the

day oi:J.-#ftt4<^UJ. 1 9 * ^ , met on

.day olrf^£<&r4i&.CUUlk. in the year nineteen

hundred and.^C^^i^-^..x^rW^:atjiiy office, in the City of Baltimore, in the State

of Maryland, and assigned the..-^6i*^x^^<.r'.y^t^^'....day of̂

in the same. year/£tA..._*<£5/Ĉ <L&<̂  #'clock in the....<£^^r£4'..r. noon a4id the

office oi...^.aAs&A4t*fol£.s&^^^ in the City and State

aforesai&f 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, anckproceeded in the presence of the Solicitor of the

/GXJ/CLCi/wUrf..- to take the following depositions, that

is to say:—



Veney,

T.

Veney.

Testimony taken at the ©ffice of Mr. Davis,

Baltimore, Maryland, February 1924, s.t three

O'cleck P. M..

Eunice Veney, th e Plaintiff in t tk is case,

produced on her ©wn "behalf, having "been f i rs t

sworn, deposeth and saith as fellows, that is t©

say.

By the Examiner '•

1 Q,. State your name residence and occup t ion?

A. Eunice Veney, 5010 Biergard Avenue, Baltimore,

Marylandj house work.

2 Q,. D» you know the parties t© this suit?

A. I am the Plaintiff and my husband is the De-

fendant.

By Mr. Davis:

1 Q,. When wvre you married?

A. 15th., N©vember 1916.

2 Q. Were ^ ou married "by a Minister §f the Gospel?

A. Yes.

3 Q,. In Baltimore City?

A. Yes.

4 Q. By a elifious eremany



Eunice Veney,

A. Yes

5 Q. Have you "been a resident of Baltimore City,

State of Maryland, for at least two years prior to

the filing of th i s suit?

A. Yes.

6 Q. Are there any children as the result of th is

marriage?

A. One.

7 Q. Same and age?

A Leroy, six years old.

8 Q,. Have you the custody of the child?

A. Yes.

9 Q. Do you want his custody?

A. Yes.

10 Q. Are you able and willing to support, educate

and rear these children?

A. Yes.

11 Q. What wa s your conduct towards your husband

while living together; how did you treat him?

A. I treated him as a wife should treat a

husband.

12 Q,. State whethe r or not you were always a

kind, affectionate and faithful wife?

A. Yes; I was.

13 Q. Are 37-ou and your husband living together now?

A. llo s ir



Eunice Veney.

14 Q. Ihich lef t the other; did you leave him or

did Ke leave you?

A. He left me.

13 Q." When?

A. April 26th., 1920.

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

abandon and desSrfbyou at that time?

A. Ho s i r .

17 Q. What did he say and what did he do at that

time?

A. Tflttiy, he was always disagreeable and did

not v/£?nt me any more.

18 Q. And what did he say at the time he lef t you?

A. He said that he did not want me any more,

and did not intend to l ive with me any more, and

said that he \ias going to leave,

19 Q. v Did he leave?

A. Yes

20 Q,. Did you try to reason with him and get

him to stay withyyou and do as a husband should

at the time he lef t you?

A. Yes.

21 Q. Notwithstanding that , you say he lef t vou?

A. Yes.



Eunice Veney.

22 Q,. After that time did you go to him and try to

get him to come and l ive with you and do as a

hustand should?

A. Yes.

23 Q. Did he refuse or oensent to do so?

A. He refused.

24 Q,. Has he provide^ or offered to provide a home

for you since he abandoned and deserted you?

A. No s i r .

25 Q. Was there anythd&n' to prevent him doinp

so if he had wanted to?

A. No s i r . '

26 Q. Has his abandonment and desertion of you

continued u ninterruptedly since 26th., April

1920?

A. Yes.

27 Q,. State whe her or not his abandonment was de-

l iberate and final?

A. Yes; i t was.

28 Q. State whether or not there is any reasonable

e xPe c tation of q, reconciliation; do ^ou ever expect

to make up and l ive together again?

A.̂  No s i r .

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

State of Maryland?



Eunice Veney.

A. Non- r e s iden t .

30 Q. Of what S t a t e i s he a r e s i d e n t ?

A. V i r g i n i a .

31 Q. In t h e event of d ivo rce , do rou d e s i r e t o

resume the use of your maiden name?

A. Yes.

32 Q,. Hi/hat i s your maiden name?

A. P i n n .



GENER/L QUESTION

Do you know or can you s ta te any other matter

or tliigg &h.at may be to the benef] t or advantage of the

p a r t i e s to t i s s u i t , or e i the r of them, or that may "be

mater ia l to the subject of t h i s , your examination, or the

matters in question "between the par t i es? If so, s t a t e

the same fu l ly ' and /a t l a r g e in your answer*

A. —-



Leroy Pinn> a witness of lawful age, produced

on behalf of the Plaintiff, having beennfirst duly

sworn, deposeth and saith as fol-lows, that is to say:

By the Examiner:

1 Q. State your name residence and occupation?

A. Leroy Pinn, 5010 Biergard Street, Baltimore,

Maryland; I am working for en auctioneer.

2 Q. Do - ou know the parties to this suit?

A. Yes.

By Mr. Davis:

1 Q. Are they related to you?

A. Yes; she is my daughter.

2 Q,. Are the parties to this suit husband and wife?

A. Ye s.

3 Q. Did they live together as husband and wife and

were they always knownaand recognized in the community

in which they lived as husband and wife?

A. Yes.

4 Q,. Ha s the Plaintiff been a resident of Balti-

more City, State of Maryland, for at least two years

prior to the fil ing of this suit?

A. Yes.

5 Q, Are there any children as the result of this

marriage?

A. One.



8

Leroy Pinn.

6 Q. Is the name and the age of the child correctly

given by the mother?

A. Yes.

7 Q,. Do vou think that she as the f i t and proper

party to have the custody of the child?

A. Yes.

8 Q. And is she able and willing to support, educate

and rear this child?

A. Yes.

9 Q. What was her conduct towards her husband while

living together; how did she treat him?

A. She was very kind to him.

10 Q. State whether or not she was always a kind,

affectionate and faithful wife?

A. Yes.

11 Q. Are ,the parties to this suit living- together

now?

A. ITo s i r .

12 Q,. Which lef t the otheri did he lea.ve her or did

she leave him?

A. He leftbher; he brought her home to me.

13 Q. When?

A. April 26th., 1920/
•

14 Q. You say thut he brought he r home to ,,ouj

what d id he say when he brought h e r home to you.



9

Leroy

A. He said that he did not want her any more,

and that he was t i red of her and would n&t l ive with

her.

15 Q. Did ou 'and your daughter try to reason

with him and ,-.et him to stay and do as a hus"band

should?

A. Yes.

16 Q. But notwithstanding that - ou say that he lef t

her?

A. Yes.

17 Q,. Did he have any just cause or reason to

abandon and desert her?

A. No s i r .

18 Q,. After that time did your daughter communicate

with him and try to ^et him to come back and

l ive with you?

A. Yes.

19 Q,. And did he refuse or consent to do so?

A. He refused.

20 Q,. Has his abandonment and desertion of his

wife continued uninterruptedly since April 26th.,

1920?

A. Yes.

21 Q,. That i s , have they lived or cohabited to-

gether since that time?

A. No s i r .



10

Leroy Pinn.

22 Q,. State whether or not his abandonment and

desertion of his wife was deliberate j id final; did

he deliberately and finally abandon and desert his

wife?

A. Yes.

23 Q. State whether or not there is any reasonable

expectation of a reconcili t ion; do you ever expect

them to make up and live together again?

A. No s i r .

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

State of Maryland?

A. He is a non re&ident.

25 Q. Of what Statelis he a non-resident.

A. Vir ginia.



GENERAL QUESTION

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

or thing- t h a t may "be to the b e n e f i t or advantage of the

p a r t i e s to t h i s s u i t , o r 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, o r the

matters in question between the parties? If so, state

the same fully<^a$d at large in your answer.

A.—



12

Maston T. Bast, a witness of lawful age, pro-

duced o#. "behalf of the Plaintiff, having "been f i r s t

duly sworn, deposeth and saith as follows, that is to

say:

By the Examiner:

1 Q,. Starte your name residence and occupation?

A. Hateton T. last , 5000 Biergard Avenue, "Bal-

timore, Maryland; "barber "business.

2 Q. D© you know the parties to this suit?

A. Yes.

By Mr? Davis:

1 Q. Are they living together now?

A. No sir.

2 Q,. Which left the other; did he leave her

or did she leave him?

A. He left her.

3 Q. When?

A. About April 1920.

4 Q,. Did he have ai y just cause or reason to

abandon ano desert his wife at that time?

A Ho s i r .

5 Q. Ha s his abandonment and deseertion of

his wife continued uninterruptedly since April

1920?

vet3; there ha s been no communication to-



13

Maston T. Bast,

gether.

6 Q. State whether or not said abandonment was

deliberate and final?

A. Yes; it was.

7 Q. State whether or not there is any reasonable

expectation of a reconciliation?

A. Ho sir«



(JM2SIX0W

So you teno® or can you ©tote any other matter

or thing that may to© fco the benefit or advantage of She

parties to the oult, or either of there* or that may be

materal to the subjoot of this, your examination, or the

matters in question between €he parties? If so, state

the same fully^nd at large ih your answer*



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

of the Solicitor of the

closed the depositions taken in said causyand now refttrn them closed under n

hand and seal, on this .J^ZT.. day/-pf..^c^^.5?rr^r—

in the year of Our Lord nineteen hundred &\\<\.;j^£cs&&C£J^-.^.-M<&^^ at the

City of Baltimore, in the State of Marylanpk-"^ i^^Jr ^

(/ Examiner.

There are.—^D^-- Exhibits with these depositions, to wit:

Plaintiff's Exhibit l

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 L<Uu>. days, on.

of which I was employed by the Plaintiff , and on

by the Defendant



Circuit Court

192 >2 *~z Docket No.

vs.

Order of Reference
and Report

No.

Order Filed ...' day of

Report Filed day of

1
i

192

192

>: • \
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I

Circuit Court

BALTIMORE CITY

/
Term, 192

This case being submitted, without argument, it is orderej* by the Court, this

dayxrf 'A...Z^.f^.f^yrizl^^r^ ..n. /...., 192 yrhat the same be and it is hereby referred to

S^zUi^......jL^TZl. ( / ^ d O ^ f e ^ ^ , Esq., Auditor and Master, to report the

pleadings and the facts, and his opinion thereon.

% Report of Auditor and Master

Bill ...filed.bywif«i « ^ Ins t husband for ground

Of abandonment for three years, 3ode Article 16, Section, 36. Order of publication

against Defendant as a nan resident* No answer. Decree pro confesso, thirty days

elapsed*Proof shows residence of Plaintiff and non residence of Defendant, marriage

j»d ftbandonmeRt of the Plaintiff for atleast three yea.ra continuous, deliberate, final

.Md..wlthput....hpp.e..pf...reoonollla.tlQ«l». Gase ready for decree.

and Master.,

T 1



(Etrcutt Court
B

The within is a proper decree to be

passed In this case.

19

DECREE OF DIVORCE

Auditor and Master.



DECREE OF DIVORCE.

EUNICE VENEY,

vs.

IN THE

(Etrcuit (jJourt

l&TTHEW VENEY.
BALTIMORE CITY

MBStEL , Term,

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

and considered.

4It is thereupon, this +frrr....4r.. .''. day of MB.C.H ..Anno

Domini, one thousand nine hundred and tWQ.n.ty.r.f OVIX by the CIRCUIT COURT OF

BALTIMORE 'CITY, Adjudged, Ordered and Decreed, that the said „ _ _

the above named complainant be, and she is hereby DIVORCED, A V1NCULO MATRIMONII, from the

defendant, l&TTHEW VEfflSY.

Ai|d the P l a i n t i f f l̂

The. care...and...:P.Mtody of the minor Qhlld, Lerpy.. Veney, ape...avrartM...t.h.e..Plal.atlffs...

And it is further Ordered, that the said Plaintiff

pay the cost of this proceeding.

I, CHARLES R. WHITEFORD, Clerk of ihe Circuit

Court of Baltimore City, do hereby certify

that the above is a true copy of the decree

taken from the record of proceedings in

said cause.

IN TESTIMONY WIIICKKOK, I hereunto set my

hand and affix the seal of the said Court,

this day of 19

Clerk Circuit Court of Baltimore City.


