
Complainant in said Original: Bill to said Answer and the testimony of wttnessea sworn and 

examined in open Court and the Court having heard the arguments of counsel and being fully 

advised in the premises on consideration thereof, finds that all the material facts alleg-

ed in said Original Bill are true; that the-said uomplainant it said Original Bill, is 

an actual resident of the said County of .lazewell and State aforesaid and has been a reSi-

debt of the 8tate of Minnie, Tor more than two .(2) years last past; and that on the 

2nd day of rebrnary 1853 the said Complainant in said Original Bill was lawfully married 

to the said uatherine A. Moehl, the Defendant it said Bill and that he continued to live 

with her as her husband from the time of said marriage Until June 1st, 1918, at which time 

said parties were actual residents of the State of :Lenses and had been for some seven (7) ! 

or eight (8) years prior thereto;41that at the time mentioned herein as aforesaid on, towX-:t 

June 1st, 1918, and while the said parties were residents of the City Of Wichita, in the 

State of Kansas, the Defendant, Catherine A.Meehl, without cause, abandoned and deserted 

the home of the-uomplainatt,hereir and continued it such desertion from said time to the  

filing of the bin hereto. ’ 

Court further finds that during the time the said pomplainant, Adam J. Moehl 

co-hahited with the Defendant, Catherine A. Moehl, as her husband, he faithfully performed! 

and discharged his marriage duties and obligations and demeaned himself towards the De-

fendant and provided for her as best his condition in life afforded. 

The uourt further finds that as the issue of said marriage there was one 

child, Arthur S. Moehl, born to them, which said child is now deceased. 

The Court further finds that the name of the partieahereto is variously spell-

ed : "Moehl," "Mehl," "Bahia," and that the correct spelling of the name is as the 

Same is spelled by the uomplainant in ills bill herein, namely: "Moehl." 

The Court further finds that it has jurisdiction, both of the parties and 

subject matter hereof and that said parties were legally married on or about the 2nd 

day of rebruary, A. D.1893’; in Tataell uounty, Illinois, and further finds the equities 
, 

of said cause are with the uomplainant herein and that the facts alleged in the original 

bill herein, are true. 

The court further finds that the said Catherine A. meal, the Defendant in 

said Original bill, wholly regardless of her marriage duties, covenants and Obligations, 

afterwards on june 1st, 1918, lawfully deserted and absented herself from the said Adam 

J. moehl, complainant in said uriginal Bill, without any reasonable ’cause or excuse and 

continued in sUch desertion for the space of two k2) years and upwards, that she has per-

sisted in such desertion and. yet persists therein and continues to absent herself from 

the said Adam j. Moehl, the vomplainant in said original mi11. 

who uourt further finds that the complainant is the owner and possessed in fee 

simple of certain real estate located in the County of Tulsa and the State of Oklahoma 

and more particularly described as: 

The South 20 acres Of Lot 1:North Half of the South East Quarter 

of the North Eget Quarter and the South West Quarter Of the 

South East Quartet of the North East Quarter of Section I.T. 22 

North, Range 12, East, containing 50 acres more or less. 

The 0ourt further finds that a stipulation was made and entered into by and 

between the said ’Complainant and Defendant herein, in settlement of all property rights, 

alimony, solicitors fees and suit money, wherein it is agreed by and between the parties 

that said ’COmplainant, 4Aam J. Moehl, is to convey by Quit Claim Deed, all right and 

interest that he may have to the South Twenty (20) acres of lot One (1) situated. in 

Section 060, (1), Township Twenty-two (n2) N:rth, pangs Twelve (12) � Tulsa County 

el 


