STATE OF WISCONSIN: MILWAUKEE COULTY: CIRCUIT COURT

AT a regular verm of said Cours, begun asnd held at
the Couwrt House in the city or Milwau kes, Milwazukee County,
Wisconein, on the first Monday of Januzry, 1923, and on the
24th day mf January, 1923, in said term.

Present Hon. Lawrence W. Halsey, Judgepresiding.
Helen Gardien,

Plainviff,
VSe
Rene Gardien,

Deiendante.

The above entitled actuion having been duly placed
upon the January, 1923, term calemdar of said Court, and tne
same having come on in its regular brder to be heard before
the Cours;

And it appsaring that this is an acd on for divorce,
and the summons and complaint in this action having been auly -
and personally served upon the dererdant, &s appears by th e
arfidavit of service endorsed on said summons on tfile herein;

And it further appearing that on the 1l2th day of
Janwe ry, 1922, and within ten days arter service on the de-
tendant, & copy of said summons and of said complaint were
duly served on the Hon. Winfred C. 4abel, the District Attorney

and Diwrce Counsel for said Milwaukee County, as appears



by the admission of suech service endorsed upon the original

summons and complaint on file herein;

And it furter appearing that tweniy days have elapsed
since the date of the service of the summons and complaint upon
said defendant, and that said defendant has failed To answer or
demur %o said complaint; 1tThst said derendant has not in any
manner appeqréd in said action, except that Thomas E. Leahy, Esq.,
attorney, appeared for said defendant on an order to show cause
in said acui on;

And the plaintitz appearing in person and by Hugoe J.
Trost, Bsq. her attorney, and the deteniant, Rene Gardien,
appearing in person and by Thomas E. Leshy, his attorneys;
and the State of Wisconsin appearing by VWalter G. Wallschlaeger,
assistant District Attorney for said MiiLwaukee County, who is
the divorce counsel,in and for said Miiwaukee County; and artser
hearing the testimony and proofs submitved by the plainui ff,
and the said Walter @. Wallschlaeger, Divorce Counsel having
appeared in open court, and on behalf of the publie mede & fair
and impertial presentaticn to the Court and rully advised the
Court as to the merits of the case, and the rights and interesis
ot the parties, and of the public, and being fully advised in
the premises, and the Juige in open Court having imormed the
parties hereto appsering in Court that the judgment so far as
it affects the status of the parties will not become effective until
one year from the diate of the entry or judgment, I, lLawrence We

Halsey, the Judzebefore whom this acd on was tried, do make these

tindirngs of taet and conclusions of law, as follows, to-wit;




FIIDINGS OF FACT.

1.
Thatv on or about the 8th day of July,1920,
at the city of Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin,
plaintitf and defendant duly intermarried and ever since have
been and now are wife and husband.
2.
That the plaintiff and defendant have been
pons fide residents of the State of Wisconsin for more than tw
years immedintely preceding the time ot the commencement of

this actions
Se

That the plainvift is 26 years of age, and The
defendant 39 years of age.
b
That there is no issue or said marriage.
De
Tha v a previous action for divorce has been
commenc ed but that the same was dismissed and that there is
no other action now pending in any other Court or before any
Judge thereoxr in this State or elsewhere.
6.

That ever since the marriage of the parties
hereto, the treatment of the plaintitrf by the defen dant has been
cruel and inhuman, practiced by personal violence and other
meanse

7e

That on or about the latter part of October,

1921, the detendant, withous cause or provocation violently

grabbed the plaintiff, severely hur ting her.



8.

That defendant was drunk on an average of tw

or three vimes a week tor long psriods of time.
9.

That on or about the latter parts of Septembs r,
or the first part of October, 1921, the detrendant threatened
%0 do the plaintiff bodily harm by taking a fork which she was
using while frying some meat, and threatened her with iv.

10.

That on or about the month of December, 1920,
the defendant, without cause or provocati on, put his hands around
plginviff’' s neck and threatened %o choke here

il.

That the defendant has not been true %o the

plainvi ff but has been associating with other women.
12

The % sdid defendant has repeatedly called the
plainti fr vile and indecent names, too vile and indecent %o
be spread upon the records of this Court.

13.

That the treament of the plaintitf by the
defendant has so affected the plaintiff's health thet it is
entirely unsare and improper ror plaintiff longer to cohabit
with said defendant. v

l4.
That several of the acts of cruel and inhuman
treatment herein mentioned were committed when no witness other

then the plaintiff competent to testify to the same was present.



And I find as

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW.

1« That the plaintiff is entitled To judgment
wholly dissolving the bonds of matrimony heretofore subsist ng
between the plaintirf amd defendant, and rorever freeing the
plaintitf and defendant from The obligations therecf; providing,
however, that said judgment so far as i%v determines the status
oI the parties shall no% be effective except for the purpose
of an appeal to review the same, until the expiration of one
year trom the date of the entry of same.

2. That neither of the parties to this action shall
marry agein until one year arter the entry of said judgment,
and the marriage of either of the parties %o this actiom
solemnized before the expiration of one year from the date
of the entry of judgment herein shall be null and void.

3 That the detendant pay to the Clerk of this
Court, the sum ot Ten Dollars ($10) per week for the support
of the plaintiff, the first payment %o be made as and of
the 24th day of January, 1923.

4. That the derendant pay to the Clerk of This
Court forshwith, Tor vhe use of Hugo J. Tross, plaintirf's
attorneys, the sum of Twenty Dollars ($20) bvalance due on
attorney fees heretofore ordered by this Court.

5. That the defendant pay to the plainvift torthwi w,
the sum of Fitty Dollars ($50) alimony in arrears, and in the
event or the non-payment therect, defendant be adjuiged in

contempc of this Course



6. That twhe defendent pay to Hugo J. Irost,
attorney for the plaintiff, forihwith, the sum of Iwenty-five
Dollars (§25) addivional attorney fees, and the sum of Six
and 20/100 Dollars ( 6.20), being clerk's fees for entering
Judgment in this action.

Let jul gment be entered accordinglye.
Dated Milwankee, Viis. Jeussry éé:l%ﬁ.

s ?@iu oy
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Circuits Juk ge.
Findings approved day of 1923.

T e s e — — o—— — — — — —

Attorney for defendans

Findings apmr oved Z day of ?%71«4,,1925.

Agsistant Districs Attorn:y
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STATE OF WISCONSIHN
MI_WAUKEE COUNTY
CIRCUIT COURT
Helen Gardien,
Plainsi £t,
VS,
Rene Gardien,

Defendans.

FINDINIGS CF FACT AID
.COLCLUSICHNS«QF 1AW.
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LAWYER,
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MILWAUKEE, -



STATE OF WISCONSIN: MILWAUKEE COUNTY: CIRCUIT CORT

- D S D i G S - W em e Sme =

Helen Gardien,
Plainti £,
VS
Rene Gardien,

Defendan %e
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This aetion having been brough® on for trial
en thwe 24th day of January, 1923, at the regular January 1923
Term of this Court, before the Hon. Lawrence W. Halsey, Judge
of said Court, and the Gourt having filed its findings of
fact and conclusions of law from which it satisfacto rily
appears and wherein the Court finds that the plaintitf herein
is entitled %o a judgment of divorce;

Now ON MOTICN OF Hugo J. Trost, plaintiff's
attorney;

IT IS ADJUDGE U AND DECREED, Tt the bonds of
metrimony heretoIore subsisting between the plaintiff, Helen
Gardien, and the defendan®, Rene Garden, be and the same Bre
herepy wholly dissolved, and they are frorever freed from the
obligat ions thereor, provided that this judgment SO far as it
determines the status or the parties shall not be effective
except for the purpose of an appeal to review the same until
whe expiration of one year rrom the date of the entry of the

Samee



- s

IT B FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED, Thgt neither
oI the parties to this action shall marry agein until the expir-
ation of one year after this judgment is entered, and The marriege
of either of the parties to this action solemnized berore the
expiration of one year from the date of the eniry of the same
shall be null and void.

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED, That the defendnt
be and he is hereby required to pay to the Clerk of the Circuit
dourt of Miiwaukee County, the sum o Ten Dollars ($10) per
week Ior the support of the plaintiff, the first payment Lo be
mede a8 and of the 24th degg of January, 1923.

IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED, That the defendanv
pe and he is hereby required to pay to the Clerk of this Cours
for the use of Hugo J. ¥reet, plaintiff's attorney, the sum of
Twensy Dollars ($20), balence due on attorney fees heretofore
ordered by this Court.

IT? IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED, Thet the defendant
be and he is hereby required To pay %o the plaintiff forthwith,
the sum of Firsy Doblars (§$50) alimony in errears, and in the
event of the non-payment thereof, defeniant be adjudged in
contemps of this Court.

17 IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND DECREED, That the derendant
pe and he is hereby required %o pay TO Hugo J. Trost, atiorney
for the plainvirf, forthwith, the sum of Twenty-five Dollars
(§25) addivional attorney fees, and the sum of Six and 20/100

Poliars ($6.20) cost or entering This judgnente
Dated Milwenkee,Wiise Xebruayr 27 1923,

—Judgment approved C. Co. MAAS, Clerk
19237
Bl Sl Lone 0 AN CCT Deputy
T Derendont ' & AULOrney-

Jud nt approved %bﬁ'r’??l%‘iz&

7 Aot 20 £ %<

‘Assistant Dis triet A¢porney aﬁ(Divome Counsel







