T0 THE HONORABLE HU B. WEBSTER,JUDGE HOLDING DOMESTIC

RELATIONS COURT AT KWNOXVILLE FOR THE COUNTY OF ENOX.

T a  am e vE S R e e - SO

WILLIAM JACKSON BRYAN,a resident of Xnox County,Tennessee,

COMPLAINANT.
VERSUS

WILMA TINDELL BRYAN,a resident of Xnozx County,Tennessee,

DEFENDANT.

The complainant would respectfully show to the Court.

That he and the defendant were married at Knoxville, Knox
County, Tennessee, on September 1, 1943, while he was on leave
from the U, S, Navy and that he and defendant are residents of
and have been reslidents of Knox County, Tennessee, for many years

and for more than two years before the filing of the bill.

11

That before and since their marriage defendant has been
employed as a domestic in a private home, where she also llves,
and shares a room with a 16 year old boy, the son, of the family
she lives with. In November 1943 complaiﬁant had a leave wlth only
24 hours to spend‘aﬁ home . Complainant notified defendant that
he had the leave and the time of his arrival in Knoxville, which
was 6:30 A.M, defendant did not meet him at the train and refused
to come and be with him, with the excuse that she had to get
Thanksgiving dinner, and did not see compiainant until she allow=-

ed him to come after her at 5:30 P. M., when half of his 24 hour



leave had expired.
111

Complainant has provided an:allottment of $50.00 per Month
for defendant and has tried to‘get her to come to New York so
that she could be with him, but defendant refuses to live or to
visit him in New York when he is in Port,

v

That complainant obtained another leave in January, 1944,. |
that gave him one day at home. When he got to Knoxville,complaina@t
found his sister I==lNeSSmSEETYR in a serious condition and obtai&-
ed an extra day in order to give her a blood transfusion and |

defendant refused to spend the éxtra day with him. | ?

v . .

That complainant obtained another leave in April 1944 and é
defendant spent two days with him, That during the leave complain-
ant went to see his Grandmother who is quite o0ld and defendant :
became: very angry with him for doing so. During this visit complain-
ant took the defendant and his sister to a movie. #g they were
leaving the movie cohplainant skipped playfully down the Street
with his sisterand defendant accused him of being ashamed of her |

and not wanting to be seen with her, and defendant refused to tal@

% or speak to complainant on their way home,



That due to defendants._living condition , which she refuses
to change , complainant cannot see her or be with her when he gets
the short leaves from the service to his Country and defendant
refuses to make any plans to be with him when he gets such leaves
and her only interest in complainant seems to be his allottment
check . That defendshts actions toward complainant has depressed
him and caused him much mental anguish and defendant is gullty of
such cruel and inhuman treatment as rendees co-habitatlon unsafe
and improper.

Vil

There has been no children born as & result of sald marriage

of complainant and defendant.

Vill
THE PREMISES CONSIDEHED, COMPLAINALT PRAYS:

lst. That proper process issue to compel the defendant
to appear and answer this bill,but her oath to her answer 1s

wailvsed.

2nd. That compdainant be grarted an absolute dlvorce upon
the grounds that defendant 1s gullty of such cruel and inhuman
treatment or conducﬁ, as rendees 1t unsafe and improper for

complainant to co-habit with her and be under her dominion and

control.

3nd. That he may have such further and other relief as
the justice of his case may reqhire.

¢o1yn41?('7"./2%;444£:bvv~—”

SOLICITCR
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?_Sworn to and subscribed before

STATE OF TENNESSEE]
i

COUNTY OF RNOX g

WILLAIM JACKSON BRYAN, being duly sworn,makes

oath that the facts stated iIn his foregoing bill are true, to the

best of hisg khowledge and belief, that his complainant is not madé

out of levity of by collusion with the defendant, but in sincerity

and truth, for the cause mentioned in this bill. |

me this /O'qday of Octobery, 1944.

NN oS

Hotary Public
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| IN THE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC RELATIONT COURT FOR KNOX COUNTY AT

| KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEE.

WILLIAM JACKSON BRYAN,

- VS~ RNumber

Tl St pars® Nl Nl Wit Vit

| WILMA TINDELL BRYAN

THE ANSWER OF

WILMA TINDELL BRYAN TO THE ORIGINAL DIVORCE BILL FILED AGAINST

'HER IN TH ABOVE CAIBE.

Comes the defendant end for answer to so much of and such
?parts of said original bill as she 1s advised is material for
her to answer, and without waiving any of her objections or ex-
ceptions as te,s?id bill as to substanée or form, but expressly

reserving the seme, says:

Lo
Defendant admits the allegatidns‘contained in Sestion 1

1of sald bill.

I,
Defendant admits that prior to and since their marriage
?she has been employed in a~private home, and she avers that she

-l‘
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now has the same job at the home of Mr, end Mrs, C. M, Beasley
on Hyatt Road in Knox County, Tennessee, which is a respectable
home, s well as a good and a2 Christien home, and when your
defendant married the complainant, realizing that the complain-
ant was then in the érmed service of his countfy; she requested
him to cxpress his desire as to whether she should continue her
sald work and remain in said home, or what she should do, and it
being agreeable with complainant for defendant to continue this
domestic work.vshe has done so ever since, without ijection on
his part until some two months after thelr marriage, when he
suggested that your defendant might go to New York City, New
York and remain while the complainant wes on vonvoy duty; and he
also advised defendant that'he had plenty of'girl friends théfe
that defendant could associate with, but since the complainant
would be on duty and away from port for from a month to five
months, this arrasngement did not appesl to your defendant. At
this time the defendant had no allotment, &nd these mattefs she
will fully show at the hearing of the ceause.

Defendant neither adiiits nor denies thet she has shared
e room in said home, but demands strict proof thereof, and she
certainly resents any inference that she has been guilty of

misconduect, as your defendant has been true to her marriage vows

- and she loves the complainant, 1s willing to live with him, end

she avers thet his suit is frivolous and without merit. She

Do



avers that apparently the chief interest of the complainant‘is

~the allotment that your dofendent receives, &s he has requeéted
part of the same, and has mentioned the same from time to time

in one lot of letters which she has in her possession, instead

of expressing affection and consideration toward your defendant
in his correspondence,

That on one occasion he demanded one hundred dollars
from your defendant, and also fifty dollars; he received said
one hundred dollers, end then insisted on having the bank book
to get the other fifty, but he did not reeeive this amount.

Defendant admits that in November 1943 the complainant
had a leave with twenty-four hours to spend at hame. Defendant
denies that the complainant notified her that he had a leave to
come home and advised her the time of his arrivel in Knoxville.

She avers that on sald occasion she recclveda letter from the

canplainent in which he stated that he did not expeet to get in

at that time; however, later his stepmother notified your defendd

eant that she had received a wire and that the complainant wes
coming and that 1t was & secret, as complainant's father had

advised the stepmother not to tell your defendant sbout the

same; so, under these circumstances and conditions, your defend-

ant was not invited to go to the train with them, bdut is advised

thaet he was met by some other parties. Defendant denies that
she refused to come and be with the complainant, as charged in

said bill, dbut what actually happened was, the complainant
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stated that he was going to help his father kill hogs, amd
after the compleineant expiained that he wﬁs going to be busy,
your defendent told him that she was also trying to help to
get a Thanksgiving dinner for some special guests who were to
be in the home where she worked, but she fully exnlained to the
complainant that he was disappbinted that he had not notified
her that he was coming in ; however, defendant was anxious to
see him, and about five-thirty p.m. they got togsther and went
to his Aunt's home for Thanksgiving dinner, and then visited
with fhe varents of the defendant, snd then spent the night at
the home of the parents of the complainant, and he left the

next morning to return to his post.

III.

Defendent admits that the compiainant provided an al-
lotment for her under the Dependenc Benefit Act, however it
seemed to be more or less for his benéfit.vas he attempted to try
to recelve, or demanded saﬁe from time to time; and as to wheth-
er or not compleinant tried to get defendant to come to New
York an d that she rofused to visit or live with him in New
York, she‘ﬂeithor admits nor denies, but demands strict proof
thereof}Aéﬁé she will show at the hearing of this ceuse that

the complainant is not entitled to any relief.

YI.
Defendant edmits that the complainant obtained a leave

in Jenuary, 1944; however, it was not for one day, but two days,

-4



- eomplainant went to see his. grandmother, all of which was sgree-

peceuse he made said trip, but, &8s a matter of fact, your de-

and the defendant met him at the train, and she spent the first
two days with him at his home; however the second day, the com-
pleinant did not spend muchtime around your dergndsnt, nor did
he cive her much attention, as he was agsin busy killing hogs.

She denies thet the complainant's sister was in the hospital;

however.'she was sick and the complainant guve‘her a transrnsioné

at which time the complainant claimed an extra:day by calling
the Brooklyn Navy Yerd, and your defendant had to return to her
work, and after completing the day's work she talked to the

complainant on the telephone and offered to spend the night

with him, and he said it would be a trip for mothing, end aft-

er he took this attitude your defendent did not see him agein

before he left.,

YiI.
Defendant denies that the complainant obtained a leave
in April of 1944 and that they spent two days together at that
time; but apparently the complainant hés‘in mind the leavev

that he obteined in May of 1944, Defendant admits that the

sble with the defendant, and she denies that she becams mgry

~ fendant requested his companionship, ande asked thst she be %

permitted to go along, but he refused. Defendent admits that
when the complainant was in on this visit he took your defendant

and his sister to e movie, and slso, his father, his stepmother,



his sister, Defendant denies thzt the complainant skipped

down the street, btut he walked in an angry manner with his
sister, and left your defendant behind, while it wes raining,
and showed her very little consideration and respect, particu-
larly when he had come in on a furlough to see her; so this
somewhat agitated sn4a aggravated your defendant, and when they
8ot home she asked him if he was ashamed of her, end didn't want
to be with her, as your defendant was very much hurt over the
attitude and conduct of the complainant on sai occasion., De-
fendant denies thet she refuseé to talk or speak to him on

' eir way home, but she was hurt, embarassed, and diq not feel
like giving voice to her actual feelings. Defendant denie;
that she hus refused to change her living conditions, as she
wants the companionshi» of tre complainant, ané is willing to
live with him, if hLe wants to provide her with a home, but in
View of the fact thaf he is in the scrvico and in and out of
port, she has felt like she ought to be near his people, and
your defendant's veople, here in Knoxville, where she is not
assoclated with sirange people in the absence of the complainant,
She she verily believes that it {s to her interest, as wéll as
the complainant?’s, thatkshe remain in the present environment
here in Knoxville untilhhe is discharged from the service; end
she avers that he should not want to leave your defendant amodng
strangers in & large city for periods of one month to five

-



months at a time, Defendant emphaticail denies that the com-
plainent cannot see her or be with her, and she denieé that she
refuses to make any plans to be with him, becange if the com-
§1alnant would onlj notify yoﬁr~defendant as to when he was go-
ing to have a leave, she would ecertsinly éo-operate and seék
his companionship in every way possible. She denies that she
is just interested in his allotment check. She daniesrthat she
has depressed the complainant, or caused him mental anguish, or
hes been guilty of c¢ruel treatment., She denies that she has
been guilty of such cruel and inhumen tréatment or conduet to-
ward complainant as renders it improper and ansafé for cqhn
plainant to cohabit with her; and she denies that he has ever
been under her dominion anﬁ control.

It is true no children have been born to this marriage
union,

Defendant denies that the complainant is entitled to a
divoree, or to any of the relief sought in said 6r£h1nnlvhill.

And now, heving enswered said bill specifically, she
generally denies each and every allegation of said original bill
not heretofore ;dmitted, explained or denied eas fhlly as if
specifically denied, aﬁd demends striet proof thereof, and asks
that shid original bill be hence dismissed with reasonable casts"._.

She avers further that your defendant has a very small

income, and of course the allotment iz not a large amount, and

-Te




because of her destitute circumstances that the complainant

should be onerated with the expenses of this sult, including

& reasonable attorney fee for your defendant's soliecitor of
record in this cesuse, 8o that she may be amply able and in a

position to properly defend said suit filed against her,

State of Tﬁnnessee,
counﬁy of Knox,

Wilma Tindell Bryan being duly swbrn‘aceerding to lew
made oath that the facts set forth in her foregoing answer are

true to thebest of her knowledge and belief,

Subscribed anc sworn to hefore me this the 19th day

of October, 1944,

—_—

. < 2
Notary Public, /

My Commission expires April 11, 1946.
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Wi LLIAM JACKSON BRYAN |

1‘:-‘ NO o
3V Se¢ 1
IN THE DOMESTIC RELATIONS COURT
3
FOR KNOX COUNTY AT KNOXVILLE,
Wl LMA TENDELL BRYAN 1

TENN.

T THE HONORABLE HU B. WEBSTER, JUDGE:

THE CROSS=-BILL OF WILMA TINDELL BRYAN:

Comes the detendant, Wilma Tindell Bryan, the detendant
in the above cause, and with the permission ot the Court tiles
her cross=bill in the above cause, and respectfully shows to the

Court as tollows:

Tha t the complainant, William Jackson Brysan, on the |
day of , 1944, tiled the original divorce bill in this
cause against your detfendant, Wilma Tindell Bryan, seeking @

divorce from her, to which reference is here made. Thereaf ter

your defendant tiled her dworn answer to said original bill,
denying the allegations in same, and denying that fthe complainanf‘
was entitled to reliet, to which answer she here makes reterence,
and adopts any part or allegation or averment in her answer, as

a part of this cross=bill, that may be material to the reliet she
seeks in this cause, and assuming the attitude ot cross-complainahpt

she avers that the cross-defendant, Williem Jackson Bryan, has

been guilty of cruel and inhuman treatment, as hereinatter speci-

tically alleged and set torths

She avers that atter their marriage, on about Sept. |,
1943, at Knoxville, Tennessee, that the cross-defendant began fto
abuse and misireat your cross-complainant in that about fwo months

after their marriage, he began asking her for money out ot her




2.

~her that he had borrowed $100,00 from his father, and for her to

repay same out of her allotmente.

~her from Brooklyn, N« Ye, telling her that she could come to New

iNew York that she could associate with, all of which plainly shows

your cross-complainant that he did not know whether or not he

allotment, when, as a matter of fact, your cross-complainant did
not receive said allotment until about March ot 1944, and all durirs
their married lite, cross-detendant has constantly harrassed your
cross-complainant by asking her tor money out of said aliotment,

and in November of 1943, he asked for $75.00, and in February 1944
he called her on the telephone and wanted to know it fhe Allotment

had come. Then he wrote her a letter in February 1944, advising

She avers that in Jan. of 1944, cross-detendant wrote
York and get a job, and that he had plenty of girl friends in

the attitude of cross-defendant in that he wanted your cross-com=

plainant to go to work and contribute to his support.

That about November 25, 1943, the cross~defendant was

here in Knoxville or Knox County, Tenn., ftor a day, and he told

loved her, and he said he was all mixed up, and she asked him if
there was soneone else, and he stated that he did not know, that
there could bes That turther in jan. ot 1944, he wrote her from
Brooklyn, N« Y., and told her that he was still mixed up, and that

he did love her but maybe not as much as he shoulde Thereupon in

Janvary of 1944, he was in Knoxville for about four days, and he
was very indifferent toward her, spent most of his time doing
things away ftrom her, and at which time he had a two dollar bill
which your complainant (cross) asked him for but he refused to
give it to her, and your cross-complainant later lecarned that he
gave same to his father, and he also had another two dollar bill
which he also gave his ftather, That further he gave christmas
presents to his parents, but did not give your cross~complainant

anything tor Christmase

Cross~complainant further avers that in May of 1944, he

requested her to give him some money, and she gave him $100.00 ot

g



3.

com=-
her allotment money, and he retused to take your coossfplainant

with him, but took or was with his aunt, leaving your cross=complai
ant at his mother's home. And he bought his tather & hat later,
when he took her and his famify to town, and he pald 10,00 down on

a svit tor his father, and requested your cross-complainant to pay

the balance of $§14450 out of her next allotment check. He also
bought gitts for his sister, nieces and nephews, and presented them
to said children from himself, and did not include or mention

your cross~complainant in the matter, thereby displaying his in-
considerate attitude toward your cross=-complajnant, He did not
even ofter to buy your cross~-complainant anything on said occasion
until she asked him to get her an overnight bag, tnen he grumbled
about it costing too much, and when he tinally bought it and brough
it to her, he set It down in the floor and did not even present it

to her as a thoughtful husband should, and when your cross-complain

ant attempted to bestow her attections upon him by putting her

arms around him, he was resenttul and turned his tace from her and |

showed that he did not care to accept her attecticn.

She avers that during their married life, he has been
very abusive, mentally, in that he would order her around, and woul
leave her witih his family while he went to have a goo d time, and
‘he wdlked off on one occasion leaving her in a theatre, not even
‘helping her with her coat, but walked out ot the theatre with his
sister, leaving vour’cross-complainanf to get along the best she
could and atter they got into the car, cross-defendant dropped a
cigaref?e and ordered your cross=complainant in a doud and vicious
voice to pick it up, embarassing and humiliating her in the

ipresence ot his family in said automobile in Knox County, Tenn.

' She wers that therceatter he acted inditferent toward your Cross=

complainant, and he ignored her, and thercatter he asked her for
j$50.OO, and when he did not get this money he was cold and inditter
‘ani toward her and two days later he took her to work which was in
May ot 1944, and lk 1t for Morristown to visit with his people and
;he has not lived with your cross-complainant sincey nor has your

cross=complainant seen him sinc e. But on the o ther hand, he tilzd

n—



a bill tor divorce against your cross-complainant making talse and
‘malicious statements about her without cause, all of which she

chardes herein as cruel and inhuman trecatment.

She avers that about Jan. 1944, he called your cross-
complainant on the telephone from Brooklyn, N. Y., and asked her

to get her freedom.

That in October of 1944, he called your cooss-c0mplainan*
; on the telephone and told her he was making arrangements to bring
their marriage to an end, and he wanted her to promise to give him
hatt ot the money she had saved trom her allotment and placed in
the banke And he also advised your cross«complainant that he wanted

her to go with him to see his lawyer.

Cross-complainan t+ avers that the cross-detendant has

not corres/ponded with cross-domplainant since May of 1944, and he§
has so copducted himselt, showing that he has no consideration, ?
respect or love for her, and by reason ot which your cross-complaii-
ant is convinced that she can no longer five with him in any degree
ot happlness. She charges said conduct atoresaid both jointly
' and severally as constituting cruel and inhuman treatment. She
- avers that the cross-detendant has been guilty of such cruel and
Inhuman treatment or conduct toward cross~-complainant as renders

cohabitation unsate and improper for cross-complainant to cohabit

with cross detendant and be under his dominion &nd control.

Cross-complainant avers that she has been true to her
marrige vows, gave cross=detendant no reason or cauvse for his said

misconduw t, nor has she condoned the same.

She avers that the citizenship and residence of the
parties are in Knox County, Tenn., and the deoss-detendant is

temporarily In the Armdd Forces of the United States.
No children have been born to this marriage Union.

Cross~complainant avers that by reason of the fact that

the cross-defendant has wilfully abandoned your <crossecomplainant
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and because of the destitute circumstances of your cross-complainant
in that she only has a emall income and wages, that he should be
required to pay the necessary expenses ot this suit, including a
reasonable afforney's.fee tor her solicitor ofr ecord in this

Eause, and in view of the tact that he is trying to get rid of her

without cause, he should certainly pay the expenses of this litigati
herein.
THE PREMISES CONSIDERED, CROSS COMPLAINANT PRAYS:
le That your cross~complainant be permitted to file the
kross-bill in this cause, and that proper peogess issue by subpoena

hnd be served upon the cross~detendant, William Jackson Bryvan, re-
huiring him to appear and answer this bill, but his ocath to his

answer is wajivede

2 That et the hearing, cross-complainant be granted an
absolute divorce from cross-detendant,be granted the reliet herein,|

and that her maiden name be restored to here

3e That cross~detendant be required to pay into the Registry
of this Court alimony pendente lite to take care of the necessary

expenses and attorney's fees in this suite

44 And that cross-complainant have such other, further and

general reliet as she may be entitled to on or before the hearing

pt this causes

Koo Torotlf rugme

or
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STATE OF TENN.
KNOX COUNTY

WILMA TINDELL BRYAN, atter being duly swom according to

law, makes oath that the statements made in her toregoing cross~-

bill are true to the best of her knowledge and beliet, and those

made vpon Information, she verily bel ieves to be true, and that
is not made out ot levity or by collusion

her complaint made in this cross-bill,/but in sincerity and t ruth

tor the causes mentioned in this bill,

She turther makes oath that owing to her poverty she
Is unable to bear the e xpense of the above styled cause of action
tor divorce by cross=bill, which she is abaw t to commence in the
Domestlic Relations Court tor KnexCounty, Tenn., and that she is

justly entitled to the redress sought to the best of her beliet,

Subscribed and sworn to before me,

thi st daz/zgijzgruary, IP45.
(.2 % 2. Y

ary :}/ﬁ ﬁﬁ;/ Public

My comm. ¢ xpires July 14, 1947,
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_ WILLIAM JACKSON BRYAN )
No. 494
-y s I
#  IN THE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC
. WILMA TINDELL BRYAN I RELATIONS COURT FOR KNOX COUNTY

* AT KNOXVILLE, TENN,

THE ANSWE R OF Wi LLIAM JACKSON BRYAN TO THE CROSS BILL FILED AGAINST

I

i ! ~ HIM_IN THE ABOVE STYLED CAUSE

Comes the cross-defendant, william Jackson Bryan, and

 4or answer to sald cross-bill, says:

Hé admits his ﬁarrlage and the reslidence ot the parfiesij
but he denies that he has been guilty of such cruel and inhuman
treatment or conduct toward cross-complainant as renders cohabita%
tton unsate and improper for c¢ross-complainant tc cohabit with

cross-defendant, and be uader Bhs dominion and control.

That as to all other matters ins aid cross=bill, he

neither admits nor denies, but demands strict proot therecof.

He waives his rights under the Soldlers! and Sailors!
Civil Reliet Act, and agrees that said case may be disposed ot

on its meritse ‘ ' i

WiLLIAM JACKSON BRYAN

ov: S ermi I M

77T"His Aftorney~at-Law
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IN THE JUVENILE AND DOMESTIC

&

s

i

: RELATIONS COURT, KNOX COUNTY
CWILMA TINDELL BRYAN

X

AT KNOXVILLE, TENN.

DECREE

This couse came on to be heard this IS5th of March, l945,%

;:bcivre the Hon. Hu Be Webster, Judge, Juvenile and pomestic Rela~ ;
fiiions Court for Kpox County at Knoxville, Tennessee, upon the
“original divorceAblll of the complainant, Willtam Jackson Bryas,
the answer and cross=-bill ot the defendant and cress-complalnan%,?
‘Wilma Tindcll'sryan, and the cross=defendant's answer thereto,
~ the entire record at large, and the oral testimony of witnesses
:cxamined in open Court; from all ot which it satistactorily appearg
“ed to the Court from the proof that the facts as charged in the |
‘:orlginat bill were not true, and that the s ame-should be dismiss=
: ede Howe&cr, the proot duly sustained the facts and allegations

as chérgcd in the cross=bill, and the cross-complainant, Wlima
© Tindell Bryan¥, was entitled to reliet. And it appeared to the
. Court that the cross-defendant, William Jackson Bryan, has been
{ guilty ot such cruel and inhuman treatment o} conduct toward the |
& cross~complainant, Wilma Tindel!l Bryan, as renders cohabitation

vnsate and improper tor cross-cbmplainant to cohabit with the

cross~defendant, and be under his dominion and control,

The citizenship and resiknce of the parties are in Knox
' County, Tennessee, and although the cross-defendant is in the
' Military Service of the United States, he did not resist the grant-

ing of the reliet sought by the cross-complainanf;
e



It further appearéd that the cross=complainant had been

"true to her marriage vews, gave the cross—=detendant no reason or

{ceusc for his misconduct, nor did she condone the same.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED BY THE |
¥COURT, that the original bil{ ot complainant, William Jackson Brvaé,
;be, and the same is, hereby dismissed; it Is fturther ordered, é
%ad]udged and decreed by the Court that on the Cross=bill, the
;bonds of matrimony subsisting between the cross-complainant, Wllmag
jTtndell Bryan, and cross-defendant, William Jackson Bryan, be
;absolufelv an& torever dissolved, that the cross-complainant is
Qgraafed an absolute divorce from cross~detendant and is restored
"to all the rights and privileges of an unmarried person, and her

maiden name, Wilma Tindell, is restored to hers

It is further ordered, adjudged and decreed by the Cburf}
’i*hat the cross-defendant pay to cress-complainant's soliclitor of
jérecord in this cause, the sum of $50.00, Atforneyfs tee, which
{Qamouaf has this date been paic, and no turtheéd order is necessary
" thereto.

It is ordered, adjudged and decreed by the Court that
:ifhis decree is final in all respects, and the st ot the cause
‘:is taxed against the cross~defendant, tor which execcution may
~issve, and in the event alt of said cost Is collected from the
j’cross;defendanf, then the cross-complainant wi || be retunded her
l@dcposl* in this cause.
E
i Nr

bs I B b)-e 285

37//72/7“44 JObeE

7Afforney Yor cross-defendant
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