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S

Edward P. Waldschmidt, Solicitor,
922 Light Street. 1

HE CIRCUIT COURT OF BALTI-
EMSOHNE CITY — (B—509 — 1939) — Evelyn
Moss, complainant, vs. Martin Moss, de-
fendant,

ORDER OF PUBLICATION.

object of this suit iy to procure a
&Mouawa wu vinculo matrimonii by the com-
plainant, Evelyn Moss, from the defendant,
Martin Moss. s . b

ill recites that e parties w
BMMM&U ouu or about March 23rd, 1935, in
the City of Baltimore and the m:._nm of
Maryland by a religious ceremony; that
the complainant is now, and has continu-
ously been a resident of the City of Balti-
more and the State of Maryland, for more
than two years prior to the filing of her
bill of complaint; that there were no chil-
dren born unto the parties to this suit as
issue of said marriage; that the complain-
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deliberate act of the defendant,
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beyond all reasonable hope or expectation
of reconciliation; that the defendant is m
non resident of the State of Maryland E_up
was last heard of whilst residing in the
Bronx, New York City, N. W " -
is thereupon this 6th day o vem-
Umm.n Hme_ oa%umm by the Circuit Oo:num of
Baltimore City, that the complainant, Mm.
lyn Moss, by causing a copy of this or mmwu
to be inserted in some daily newspaper,
published in the City of Baltimore, nmunm
a week for four successive weeks be %nm
the 7th day of December 1939, give no E».
to the absent defendant, Martin Eoﬂm« om
the object and substance of the U_au o
complaint, and warning him to be an wem.
pear in this honorable Court, in bmnwoJ om
by solicitor, on or before the 22nd day m
December, 1939, to show cause if mww»m
may have, why »MEQ relief praye (]
s 1d not be granted.
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Government Printing Office, Washington, The bill recites the marriage hdars 1
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