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State of Oklahoma) '(:OMPAREI)

. County 0¥ Tulsa % IN THE DISTRICT COURE.

é Mhrgareﬁt B, Garr, : Flavatioe)

: i ST No. 26684 .

i

e

George W. Corr
Defendent 5

| JUDGEMENT MD JOURNAL ENTRY,
‘Thichause‘coming for hearing}before me, the ﬁnderaigned W. B. Willioms, one
of the Distrist Judges, in snd fof‘Tulss County, Staté of Uklahoma, on this the
£9th day of mne, 1925 a regulat court day of the June 1923 term of said court, on

. the petitlon of phintmff herein snd the déBndent having gécepted service of sgmmons,

in writing and having alsa filed his w:}tten verified waiver, entering his appssarsance,
waiving the service of.isummons and waived'his,right to apypeer, plesd or aunswer herein
and consenting that said cause might Ye heard immediately, snd it further'appearing
that the rules qf this court heretofore promulgated, requiring divorce cages to be
on‘file thirty déQs before assignment for trial has been, by order duly signed by a
majority of the judgem of said court suspended, this cause coming on in the regular

menner for heésring upon ths day, June 29th; 1983, before the undersigned end there

s appesring in open court the plaintiff in person, and by her attdrney of record, andalso

‘defendent a loyal and faithful wife and is without fault in thepremises and is entitled j

i

appearing in open court, in person, the defendent, both psrities being ready o proceed

to trisl and the court having before him plainfiff’s verified petition and having

. . . e
examined and considered same, a5 well as the acceptance of service of sumons and the

defendent's waiver, in writing, thereupon proceeds to hear the oral testimony nffered
on behalf of plaintiff, and in support of her petition, and plsintiff having completed
her testimony, and defendmnt being present in person and declining to offer any testi—
mony in ojposttion,to the alleagtions of plaintiff's petition, snd the court being
fuliy'and sufficiently advisged in the premises, on cousideration thercof, finds:

That all of the maferial facts alleged in plaintiff's petitioniare‘true;
that the plaintiff st the time of filing her petitim,was, and hed behn sn‘actual
resident in good faith of the State of Okklahoma, for more thaqﬁne yesar next précee@ng
the filing of her pebition, and was at the time of filing herpetitidn o resident of
fnlss County, Uklahoma, and that the partiest ths action hed ben married, and were
husband and wife, ss set Torth in said petition, '

2he court further flﬁds from the testimony of the plalntlff and others heard
in open court that the defendent has been guilty of extreme cruelty snd gross negledt
of duty toward this defendent in the way and manner as allegei and set forth in
plaintiff's pgﬁiticn for & peridd ofMore than one year; the court further finds
from the eviaehce heard that the defendent has been for more hhen six ménths orpmﬁér o
the filing of nlaintiff 8 petition as nabitual drubkard and hes used intoxicatidg
“liguors to excess and that during: sucu/v1mes hag used sbusgive =nd lnsulting langusage,
ags well as vile andyjopporbious epithets towards the plaintiff, both in priveate and in
public; thet he has'threatenea plaiutif£<w1th violence; the cdurt furtherfinds that
ddring all of ‘said time tho ﬁlainbiif hé; borne sgid extremé‘cruelty and gross neglect

of duty towards her on the part of the defenent with patience; that she has made to

to a decree of divorce as prayed Tor im her petitioen,
Y ' ’ ) ) .
uhe ourt further finds from the peintiff's verified rcetition and oral testimony
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