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Clearfield County, ss:

The Commonwealth of Peonsylvania,to ... ... _.. .. . . ___. ,EJEI.T:‘IA: L. SHITH, ESG.,

_______________________________________________ Greeting:
Know you, that in confidence of your prudence and fidelity
we have appointed you, and by -these presents do give unto
you full power and authority, in pursuance of an order made

in our County Court of Common Pleas, for the County of

Clearfield, in a certain cause there depending, wherein

Plaintiff ,

Robert Eckberg . e Defendant

R ) - - Lt y

to call before you at a eertain day and place by you for that purpose to be appointed, all and every person who
may be named to you on the part of the.. . _ parties _ __ .. _____ ... . _

..... I i e -__.88 Witnesses in the said cause, and then
and there to examine each of the said witnesses upon their oath or solemn affirmation touching the premises
and reduce their testimony to writing_. . .. and xeport the same with form of Decree .. __ ...

and when you shall have done so, you are to send the name before our Judge at Clearfield, at our said Court,

together with the interrogatories and this writ, and under your hand and seal.

In Testimony Whereof, we have caused the seal of our said Court to be hereunto affixed.

WITNESS, the Hon.. _ John J. Pemtz Pregident of our said Court, at Clearfield, the
- 15?17“ . ._.dayof_ .. . December _____,in the year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and
sixty-one

To the Honorable, the Judge, &c.:

The execution of this eommission appears in a certain schedule hereunto annexed
/)

WL sl &R

COMMISSIONER.



No. 353 September g, 19 61

Florence I. Fekberg

COMMISSION

_Edwerd T. Kelley Attorney.



I¥ THE COURT OF COITHON PLEAS OF CLEARWIELD CCUNTY, PRITISYLVALTA

FLOREXCT T. ECKBERG

o

To. 358 Septerber Term, 1961

.

! vs IM DIVORCE

! ROBERT ICXBERG

DCCKET EXTRIES

| OCTOBEE 25, 1961, CCIPLATT T DIVCDRIE filed: One copy certified to the
Sherif€,

Noverber 22, 1961, Sheriff's Return filed: ICl., !ovember 22, 1961, by

direction ol Fdward T. Kelley, Attorrey for the Plaintiff, T return this Com-

plairt Ir Jivorce "UNSEPVED". So arswers, Charles G. Ammerman, Sheriff,

Decerber 11, 1961, AWIDAVIT W SERVICE OF CCWPLA LT TN DIVORSE, filed:

EARL VCGIE, being duly sworn according *o law, deposed and says, that he

' is a Constable of the Commorwealth of Pennsylvania in Woorkrard Township, Clear-|

' field County, Pernsylvania and that on the 22nd day of November, 1961, at 11:l5
ofclock P,M. =87, he did in his capacity of Constable of the Commorwealth of E
' Penrsylvania, nersonally serve uporn ROBERT ECKB:RG, the deferdant above-ramcd,I
" in the above captioned divorce actionr, a true and correct copy of the Complainﬁ
In Ziverce by handing the said copy to said defendart Robert Eckberg in person’
' at the corner of Hanrah Street and Good Street, irn Houtzdale Borough, Clearfielb
Courty, Pa., and further maxirg known to him the conterts thereof,
Said certified copy of the within Complaint In Divorce was duly endorsed

with notice thereor for Jefendant to appear and answer same within twenty (29)

.
|
|
I
|
|
|
, j
days from the daite of service thereof or the cause of action would proceed !
L irithout him. /s/ bBarl Vogle, Constable. !

N2, December 1), 1961, by motion on the Vatch-Bonk, “'illiem U, Smith, l

_ Esagnire, is appointed llaster to take the testimony and report the same with

form of DTacree.

I Certified from the record this 15th day of Decewber, 4.C., 1961

Prothorotar



In the Court of Common Pleas of Clearfield County, Pa.

Elorance I. Eckberg No 358 Sept Term 1961
Vs
Robert rckberg Complaint In Divorce
R I R I A I R R
(SheriffsReturn)

fow, November 22, 1961 by direction of Edward T. Kelly
attorney for the Plaintiff, I return thls Complaint In
Divorce "UNSHERVED",

Costs Sheriff Ammerman {7.35 Sggf wers,

(Faid by Atty Kelly) 7 o T
arles G. Amfmerman
Sheriff
Sworn to before me this 22nd
%f%vember 1961.A.D.
) ey b @
Prot nnot&fy. ]
/@7/@/ W‘WZ% - .":\;‘:."'
.
(]
Fpect b0
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LORTIIT L LCKB LG, PLaTITLeA

13 7C. 358, Septeumber Term, 1961

e #2 #9 89 s 5o s»

[P
-~
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LCK3L.RG, onruiDall?

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF CQGMPLAINT

IN DIVORCE
STATE OF PRTISYIN ANIA ¢ l
: SS.
COUHTY OF CLEARFIELD 3
‘ EARL VOGIE s teing duly sworm according to

law, deposes and says, that he 1s a Constahle of the Commonwsaltl
of Pennsylvania in Woodwaprd Townchip , Clearfield County, Penn~
sylvania, and that on the 22 oay of November ,1901 at

11345  otcloek PeMe TeSeTe ha did in his capacity of

| Constatle af the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,personally scrve

| upon ROR T _CKR 30 s the defendant abov e-nared in the

| ebove captioned divorce uetion, a true and correct copy of the
Complaint in Divorece by handing the said copy %o uzld delendant

| zo3 37 ~cxweas in porson at ths corner of Hammah Street

and Good Streest, in Houtzdale Borough sy Clearfilold Countly
‘ Pa, and furthor malkiny Xnown to him  the contents thereof,

Sald certificd copy of the wilithin complaini in Divorce
| wes duly endorsed wiih notice therson for Defendant i o appear and
i‘ angwer same within t wenty (20) days from the date of service

thereof or tho cauce of astinn would procoed w ithout him ,

Lkt enl

Sworn and sudbascribed to

before nme this.' day of

’

c, s 1961

J Notsyry “nhlio
|



L0, JLul RRERT, N R U .J.C,‘b:l.

AFFIDAVIT 0" 3ERVICE QOF CTHUPLAINT
17 DIVORCE

TTATE O PEHUSYIN ANIA

o

COUNTY OF GCIUARFILLD ¢

ZARL VOGILD » ®inz duly sworn according to
Ll

law, dovposez ané says, that he 1s a Conctuabhls of thz Commonwasulth
of Pennsylvanie in 'nol.mard_Townspin » Cleerfield County, Penn-

sylvanic, cond thaton the _ 22  day of _ ipyumber ;19561 at

11:15  otcicel  Palie T.30We ho Gid Ln hia capaciiy of

[EETUURSUAL -~ T Sy

Ccnatatle af the Cowuaonwoelth of Pearsylvaniag,peroonally sorve

wpen o ooy ; the defendint above-named in the
atove cuptloned divorce actl-n, a truo and co-r.ct copy of the
Cozplaint in Divores bt~ handingy the sald copy to szid dolendent

Lo in porson at ths corner of Haummah Jircetb

and Cood S7wast, in loubzdale Borgushh  ; Clenrfield County

{53

re, and farther malding onowa %o hinc the contantc thsroenf.

sal¢ certifisd copy of the within complaint in Divorce
wos Guly ondorsed with notlce ther.on for Defondant to appeuar and
cnswor same within ¢ wonty (20) days froa tho duete of servics

i t

nout him .

/A

Constale (/

3

thercol or the cause oi actlion would nrocesd it

gwor:: and subascrihed o
bsfow-o we thig’ day of

% ' ., 1961

’

Wolory “ublic
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TN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
OF CLEXZRFIELD COUNTY, PuNKA.

FLORENCE I. ECKBERG

B

ROBERT ECKBERG

COMPLAINT IN DIVORCE

7O TRE WITHIN
YOU ARE K. GUIRED TOFiLE

i Saadess -

R

£ 0CT251961
EDWARD T. KELLEY)]

Wt KD




IN THs COURT OF COi""ON PLbaS OF CL_aRFI.LD COUNTY, Pzi SYLVANIA

FLORERWCE I. CKRBLRG

PTainElfr  : .
: To. 358 Jupt=  Term, 1361
versus : I
: COMPLAINT IN DIVORCE
RO 'ERT LCKBoSRG :
Defendant H

10.

The plaintiff is Florence I. kckberg,
and the defendant is Robert kckber -.

The plaintiff's residence is 512 Eliza Street, Houtzdale,
Pennsylvania.

The defendant is a citlzen of Pennsylvania
whose last knovn residence was Houtzdale, Pannsylvanla

and whose present address is 512 Eliza Street, Houtzdale,
Pennsylvania.

The plaintiff has residef in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
thirty-two years imc-ediately previous to the filin of this
Complaint.

The plaintifl and defe dant were married on ay 1, 1949 at
Cumberland, iaryland.

The dsfendant has:

{(a) Offered such indignities to the person of the »laintiff
who 1s the injured and innocent spouse, as to render her
condition intolerable and her life buraensome.

{(b) Comnitted adultry.

Plaintiff avers that this action 1s not collusive.

No action of divorce has been started by either party in this
jurisdiction, or in any other jurisdictlon.

Four children were born of this marria e; Donald Robert, born
June 6, 1950; Diane Jean, born June 24, 1951; Barcara Ann,
born July 17, 1954; and Joan Kay, born December 22, 1957.
Plaintiff aks for divorce from Robert Eckberg; a vinculo
matrimonii.

i

Attorney for Plaintiff S



COLI [ONWALTH OF PENISYLVANIA

coury or [ PU.LG/ LA

SS:

Before me, the undersijned authority appeared

&

1 s V,) &fe_hm ~ ,who being duly sworn deposes and 3ays

that he knows ol own personal knowled:e that
—r

tne facts contained the the Complaint in Divorce are true.

=

>y

PIintift ' "

Sworn and subscribed before me, the 2§ % day of
@)\J\;M , 1961, a \"g\x(ﬂyf;’mﬂm in and for

the County of E"Qggﬁ‘:,;gg and State otOPennsylvania.

J

I T Hapnd,
0
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Now 14

Caeped

- -[IN THE'COURT
|oF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, - PENNA,

' No. 358 Sept. Term, 1961
) In Divorce -

ELORENCE I. ECKBERG
Vs
 ROBERT ECKBERG

MASTER'S REPORT

Master's Fee $85.00
Costs: (constable) 6.00

SMITH, SMITH & WORK
ATTORNEYS-AT.LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.
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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVAUA

FLORENCE I. ECKBERG :

Vs ; No. 3568 September Term, 1961
ROBERT ECKBERG : In Divorce

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE OF MASTER'S
NOTICE
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA:
COUNTY OF CLEARFIELD : 58
EARL VOGLE, being duly sworn according to law, deposes

and says that he is a Constable of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
in Woodward Township, Clearfield County, and that on the £/ &=
day of December, 1961, at 2’20 o'clock ‘7w M., he did in his
capacity of Constable of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, personal-
ly serve upon Robert Eckberg, the Defendant above named in the
above captioned divorce action, a true and correct copy of the

Master's Notice by handing the said copy to said Defendant in

A - o " P /
person at il ..,,f'fw ,”¢51143§L in )93 ;r ‘[ {;w
o,
(> 0ierns , Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and
} 5

further making known to him the contentsthereof.

R SN/
' Al :_;‘#."//7_
arl Vogle (r

Sworn and subscribed to

N
before me this 2/ day




IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

FLORENCE 1. ECKBERG :
vs ; No. 358 September Term, 1961
ROBERT ECKBERG : IN DIVORCE
MASTER'S NOTICE

TO: Robert Eckberg
R.D.
Houtzdale, Penna.

You are hereby notified that I have been appointed
Master in the divorce action of Florence 1. Eckberg vs. Robert
Eckberg, in the Court of Common Pleas of Clearfield County, Penn-
sylvania, to No. 358 September Term, 1961, and that I will hold a
meeting for the purpose of taking testimony at the office of Smith,
Smith & Work, Esgs., 101 North Second Street, Clearfield, Penna.,
on Tuesday, January 9, 1961, at 10 o'clock A.M., when and where

you may attend with witnesses, if you so desire.

i

. .
,/’1)4;’,‘/,‘,« -‘_/-{.{'/_) //{". ’ /y B
Master




In the Court of Common Pleas of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania

EFRERERELERERER
L Of 358 September Term, 19_61.
___FLORENCE I, ECKBERG No._358

VERSUS

_____ROBERT ECKBERG DIVORCE

And Now, the / & day of _January = 1962 the
report of the Mauster is acknowledged. We approve his findings and recommendations; except

us to

We, therefore, DECREE that F¥orence 1. Eckberg be

divorced and forever separated from the nuptial ties and bonds of matrimony heretofore con-

tracted between nsetf and __ Robert Eckberg
herself

Thereupon all the rights, duties or claims accruing to either of said parties in pursuance of
said marrige, shall cease and determine, and each of them shall be at libertv to marry again as

though they had never been heretofore married, except that

The Prothonotary is directed to pay the Court costs, including Master’s fees, as not-
ed herein, out of the deposits received and then remit the balunce to the libellant. No Decree

to issue until the costs be fully paid. We do further award to the said

his . . .
her COSES expended in this action.

ATTEST BY THE COURT

Lo 7

Prothonotary {/ President J/ﬁge




In The Court Of Common Pleas
Of Clearfield County, Penna.

No. ] . _.Term 19 _

"Libellant

VERSUS

‘ Wamﬁcamm:n‘

DECREE




I THE COURT OF CO.LION PLEAS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA

FLORENCE I. ECKBERG
VS : No. 358 September Term, 1661
ROBERT ECKXBERG : IN DIVORCE
ESTINONY TAXEN AT HEARIXG BEFORE THE LIASTER,
WILLIAILI U, SHITH, ESQ., ON TUESDAY, JANUARY
9, 1952, AT 10 A.iL,, AT THE OFFICE OF SLITH,
SIITH AWD VORX, 101 NORTH SECOID STREET, ‘
CLEARFIELD, PENNSYLVANIA
APPEARANCES: Florence I. Eckberg, Plaintiff, and Ada Elizabeth
Hawkins and Ilax Zugene Hawkins, wiinesses for the
Plaintiff, and Edward T. Kelley, Attorney for the
Plaintiff,
FLOREHRCE I. ECKBERG, being duly sworn, testified as follows:
BY .R. KELLEY:
Q. ¥Yhat is your full name?

A, Florence Irence Eckberg.

Q. And your husband's name?

A. Robert Eckberg.

Q. Vhere did you live at the time you brought this
divorcer

A, At 512 &Kliza Street, Houtzdale, Pennsylvania.

Q. ‘'here were you born?

A. Houtzdale R.D.

Q. Vhen?

A. November 18, 1929,

Q. Have you been a resident of Pennsylvania all your
life

A. Yes.

Q. Vhere was your husband bornv

A. Houtzdale.
¢ imes Q. Has he lived in the Houtzdale area his entire life-
ime?

Yes,

How many children were born of this marriage?

A. TFour.



~2-
Q. What are their names and ages?

A. Donald Robert - age 12, Diane Jean - age 10,
Barbara Ann - age 7, Joan Kay - age 5

Q. Is your hushband in the Services of the United
States?

=

No.

Qo

How old is your husband:

32,

Howold are your

32.

Where were you married?

Cumberland, lNaryland.

By whom?

Rev. Sharp.

DO e O o O = O B

After you were married, where did you liver

ilostly in Houtzdale, around that area.

Now, tell us about when your trouble started?

:>¢O =

Approximately in 1954 before my third child, Barbara,
was born, He started going with a girl in Tyrone. He went with
her for two or three years.

Q. How did that affect you?

A. I felt bad about it and was nervous, but there wasn'f
much I could do about it.

Q. Did you complain about it?
A. Yes and I even begged him to stay home.
Q. How much time did your husband spend at home?

A. He very seldom stayed at home, maybe one or two
nights a week.

Q. You mean he would be away for couple nights at a
time?

A. Yes,
About this Tyrone girl, what happened?
A. He was out with her and didn't come home until about
4 o'clock in the morning to take me to the hospital with Barbara.

I was all ready and had to wait for him to come home.

Q. This going around with this other voman, vas this a
secret or did other people know about it

A. Other people knew about it. He would go to the



-3-
Legion in Houtzdale with this Tyrone girl and take her out in
public. I even talked to her and went to her house and talked to
her mother. I went to her house one time and talked to her mother,
She said she didn't know she was still going with Bob and it would
stop, but it didn't.

Q. Vhat affect did this have on youv

A. I was nervous and couldn't sleep.

Q. Did you finally try to make a go of it?

A Yes.

Q. %hen did you leave him?

A. In December of 1954 and I moved to Houtzdale. I
sued him for nonsupport and we had a hearing before iir. Anderson
above Penney's, and then we went back together, and e stayed
home that night, New Year's eve, but the next day he went out
again.

Q. Then you lived together?

A. I lived with him and had another baby. I also worked
at Sylvania for six years and supported the family.

Q. In other words, the affair was over with the Tyrone
girl?

Yes, she bhad a baby and went to Baltimore.
What happened thenv

. He started going with a girl from Philipsburg.

A

Q

A

Q. Vhen?
A In March of 1957, I think.

Q What was her name?

A, Velma Ennis, She was a licDonald before her marriage.

Q. Did he make any bones about telling you the fact he
was going with her?

A. VNo. She would even call at the house for him and
came to the house a couple of times that I know of.

Q. Did you have any trouble about him gdng with herv

A. Yes, we had arguments about it. One night he ripped
the phone off the wall because I raised a scene when she called.

Q. What did he say about you interfering with his affaiz
with this Philipsburg girle

A. He said it was none of my business.



-4
Up until how long did he go with this girl?
He is still going with her and lives with her now,.
here does she liver

421 Pine Street, Philipsburg.

@:P@b.ﬁ

At the timehe started going with her, was that right
after the affalrs with the Tyrone girl?

A. Joan was born in December and for about six weeks he
stayed home, and then I had to go back to te hospital and then he
started going with the Philipsburg girl.

Q. Yas she married:

A. Yes and her husband was in the Service. Vhen he camé¢
home from the Service he divorced her and got remamied again,

Q. Did you know these things and did you try to keep
the marriage going?

A. Yes and I did everything I could, but the less I
said the better things would go at home.

Q. During this time he was going with Velma, how much
time did he spend at home?

A. If he worked he might come home for supper and then
he would leave for three or four days and then he would come home
and maybe stay for one night and leave again.

Q. Did he admit to you where he was?

A, I have seen him with her and the kids and I have secen
them together.

Q. Do other people know about this affair:
A, Yes,
Q. Vhat was that affect on you?

A, I felt bad over it, but there wasn't much I could
do. I worried about it, and he admitted it was his fault.

Q. But, what affect did this have on you in regard your
neighbors?

A. They ignored me and thought I was foolish (o live
with him, but with four children I had to.

o1 Q. Vhen did you finally break up and leave him the last
ime.

A. In October vhen Sylvania shut dowvn. Then I got my
pension money and that was the first time I could afford to get
a divorce. I went to stay with my Tamily.
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Q. Tell me, was there any trouble in connection with

-

these talks about this woman:

A. Ve would fight about it. She had two children to him
and gave them both away. Ie husband took the one baby she had,
and the same family adopted both children. Bob went to the hospitdl
to see her when she had the children.

Q. Did he ever do anythinz violent?

A, He gave me a black eye one time over ithe first baby
she had to him, He had gotten her a highchair, etc., for this
baby. He had zotten this at Volf's on credit and he said T said
I would have to end up paying for this, but I didn't say that, and
then we argued over it. He never had money for food or anything
like that, but he had money to go out with her.

Q. Did he ever do it in front of the children

A. Yes.

BY THE MASTER:

Q. 'ho has custody of the children, irs. Eckberg?

A. I do.

Q. They live with you?

A. Yes.

Q. Yhat is your husband's occupation?

A. Drives truck, when he works.

Q. Do you and your husband have any agreement as to
this divorcer

A, VNo.

ADA ELIZABETH HAVKINS, being duly sworn, testified as follows:
BY IR, KELLZY:
Q. Vhat is your name?
A. Ada Elizabeth Hawkins.
Q. Are you any relation to the Plaintiff in this case?
A, Sisters.,
Q. VWhere do you liver
A .iadera.
Q. Are you marriedr
A

Yes to Paul Hawkins.
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Q. Do you know anything about this situati on?

A. Yes. Vhenever he was going with the girl from
Tyrone, he brought her up to our place.

Q. That is the Tyrone girl?

A. Yes and he never came after her until 2 or 3 o'clock
in the morning. That was before Barbara was born, and everybody
talked about it. Then when he started going with the Philipsburg
girl, 21l my neighbors knew about it and on October 10th I saw her
driving his car. Then on October 25th Florence and I went down
to her place and we waited 2ll night for him to come out. IHe came
out of this girl's apartment that morning he came out with a bag
and got in his car, and we followed him back to Houtzdale.

o

Had he been in the apartment all nightv

. Since 8 o'clock in the evening.

to b

Vhat time did he leave?
. Ten after 5.
What kind of a bag was he carryingv

. A brown paper bag.

D = D

Do you mean he then went to workr
He came back to Houtzdale to his house.
Was lIrs. Eckberg staying at the house at that time-

. No.

o o O

Do you know anything about any trouble they had

physically"

o

A, Herlittle girl said to me one day that her daddy
almost killed her mother.

Q. How old is the girl?
A, b,
Q. Vhen was that?

A, That was after she left him and told him she was
going to get a divorce.

Q. Is this pretty well known in the area?

A. Everybody knows it and even talks about it.

BY THE IASTER:

Q. lirs. Hawkins, did you visit your sister's home”

A. Yes,
Q. Vas it presentable?
A. Yes, very clean.
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Q. Did sheprovide for her hushand, meals, etec.?
A. Yes.
Q. As far as you know, did shegive him any reason to
act the way he didr
A, VNo.
Q. Yas she a good wife?

A. Yes.

X EUGENE HAVKINS, being duly sworn, testified as Iollows:
BY IR, XELLEY:
Q. ‘that is your name?
liax Eugene Hawkins.

A
Q. What relation are you to the Plaintiff?

A. Nephevw.

Q. What relation are you to the lady that just testified/
A. Iy mother,

Q. Do you know anything about this situation in regard

the husband?

A. The Saturday night of the Fair in 1960 I saw this
Velma and Bob over at the Ffair Grounds together and she was
pregnant at that time.

Q. Do you know anything else about this situation:

A. No, but I saw Florence with a black eye and bruises
on her arm.

FLORENCE I, BECKBERG, further testificd as follows:
BY IR. KELLEY:

Q. Vhat affect this this have on you, I mean this entirg
thing?

A. Iy nerves were very bad and I got to the point I
didn't know what {o de and was just a nervous wreck over it, and
I couldn't stand any more.

Q. Did you really try to make a go of itv

A, Yes, I did more than my share. I got his meals,
worked at Sylvania and supported my children myselr.



-8
Q. Was he working during this timev

A. He worked some time, and he had a2 construction job
at State College, but nothing too steady.

Q. You were the main support then for the family:

A. Yes. He always had money to run around,but nothing
for bills.

N. Vhile he was going with Velma, was he quite often
avay at nights and with the Tyrone girl.

A, Yeos.
Q. Did he even come up to the house with these women.

Yes.

A
3. Did the neighbors around your area know about this
situatbn?

A. Yes,they all thought I was foolish tolive with him,
but they didn't understand I had to.



IN THE COURT OF CCiLIOH PLEAS OX CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVAXNIA

SLORENCE I, ECKBERG
VS : No. 353 September Term, 1£51

A0BFRT ZCKBERG : In Divorce

LASTER'S REPORT

TO TESEINQOIABLI JOUW J. PENTZ, PRILSIDIITT JUDBGE:

The undersizned aster, appointed by the Court to take
the testimony and report the same with form of Decree, respectiully
reports as follows:

SCHEDULZE

1. The Complaint in Divorce: Presented and filed on

October 26, 1¢51.

2. Service oi the Complaint: Service ol the Complaint

was made by Zarl Vogle, a Constable, on the Defendant on Xovcmber
22, 1851 at 11:45 B,ll. in Houtzdale Borough.

3. Appointment of laster: Villiam U. Smith was appointad

aster on Deccmber 15, 1851,

4. Date and Place Fixed for learing: The heasinz on

this case was scheduled and took nlace at 10 A.II. on the Sth day
of January, 1862, at the office ol the laster, 101 lorth Sccond
Street, Clearfield, Pennsylvania.

5. Yotice oi iaster's Hearing: Joticeol laster's ear-

ing was served upon the Deifendant by Earl Vogle, Constable, by
handing to him a2 true and correct copy therecol on December 21,

1851, at 10:20 A.lI. in the Borough ol Houtzdale. INotice o: :aster's
Hearing was served upnn the Plaintiii's attorney December 20,

1561,

6. laster's Hearing: Held at the tine and place alore-

said. Edvard T. Helley, Zsq., appeared for the Plaintiff. The
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Plainti’f appeared in person, together with the following witnesscg: -

Ada Elizabeth Hawkins and jlax Zugene Hawkins.

CAUSE 0OF DIVORCE

Adultery.

JIFDINGS OF 7ACT

1. lerriage: The Plaintiff znd Defendant were married
on iay 14, 1948 at Cumberland, aryland.

2. Residence and Citizenship: The Plaintiff and

Defandant are citizens of the United States, and at the time of
the hearing the Plaintiff was residing at 512 Iliza Street, Houtz-
dale, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and the Defendant was
residing at Houtzdale, Cleariield County, Pennsylvania.

After the parties were married, they lived continuously
in Clearfield County.

3. Ages and Occupations: The Plaintiff is 32 years old

and is a housewife. The Deiendant is 32 years old and drives a
truck when working.

4. Children: four children vere born of this marriage: -
Donald Robert - age 12, Diane Jean - age 10, Barbara Ann - age 7,
and Joan Xay - age 5,

5. Armed Yorces: The Defendant is not a member o7 any
branch of the Armed Forces of the United States of America.

6. Findings on the ilerits: The grounds for divorce

alleged in the Complaint was indignities to the person. The waster
finds as follows:
(a). Commencing in July of 1¢54 and continuing
until the separation of the parties, the P aintiff has
been subjected to a course of treatment by the Defendant
which was humiliating and manifested settled hatred and

estrangement.
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(b). The Defendant has since July of 1954 kept
company with a member oi the onposite sex, and has
spent many nights with women other than the Blaintiff
under circumstances indicating promiscuous behavior.

(c). The general course of Defendant's conduct
toward the Plaintilf, we well as toward the children
oif the parties, bhas been degrading and humiliating to
the Plaintiff, and has affect her physical and mental
wellbeing.

(d). The conduct of the Defendant, in addition
to being sufficient to lead to suspicions of promiscuous
behavior, is indicative of settled hatred and estrange-
ment on the part of the Defendant toward the Plaintiff.

(e). The Plaintiff has at all times been a dutiful
and faithful wile, and has done everything within her
power and reason to preserve the marriage.

(£). VWhile it is true the Plaintiff has from time
to time condoned this conduct, condonation is not a
defense to an action for indignities; and, further,

indignities continued even after the last condonation.

DISCUSSION
Commencing in July of 1954 the Defendant embarked upon a

course of conduct which rendered the life of the Plaintiff intoler+
able and burdensome. The Plaintiff, an innocent and injured spoussg,
put up with the Defendant's actions with members of the opposite
sex with the patience of a Job. TFrom the evidence there is ample
to support a finding that during this seven year period the husband
consorted with members of the opposite sex frequently, continually,

and under circumstances which raise grave suspicion of departure
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from his marital vows. This conduct was knowan to the Plaintiff,

to her friends and to her relatives. As such, it brought her shame
and disrespect. The resultant shame causced her physical and mental
suffering.

The ground of divorce being alleged as indignities and
there being proof on the record which would lead to suspicion of
promiscuous behavior, the Law of Pennsylvania has long held that
conduct with a member of the opposite sex, even though not sufficiént
to support a charge of adultery, will support a divorce on the

ground of indignities to the person - Lowe vs. Lowe, 148 Pa. Superior

439, (1942); Wick vs. Wick, 352 Pa, 25, (1945); Vilson vs. Vilson,

163 Pa. Superior 546, (1949).

The Defendant's course of conduct has been such as to
demonstrate a settled hatred and estrangement for Plaintiff wile,
and that conduct has made her life intolerable and burdensome.

This course of conduct amounts to indignities - Davis vs. Davis,

180 Pa. Superior 404, (1956).

“hile the Plaintiff condoned from time to time some of
these actions, such is not a defense to the action of indignities.
In addition, the indignities complained of reoccurred after the
last act of condonation. As such, these revived the former offens¢s-

2 TFreedman, Law of ijarriage and Divorce, Section 348; DiStefano

vs. DiStefano, 152 Pa, Superior 115, (1S43).

CONCLUSIONS OF LAV

1. The Court has jurisdiction oi the subject matter aad
the parties.

2. Defendant is guilty of indignities to the person oif
the Plaintiff, rendering her condition intolerable and life burden-
some, contrary to Subsection 1 (f) of the Act of liay 2, 1829, 2.1,

1237, Section 10, 21 P.S. 10.
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3. The proceedings conform to the Rules of Court and
requirements of law.

4., Plaintiff is an innocent and injured spouse,

5. This divorce proceeding is not the result of collu-
sion between the parties.

6. DPlaintiff has proved for divorce based on the grounds
of indignities to the person, but has not proved cause for divorce

on the charge oif adultery.

RECOIIENDAT ION

The Ilaster recommends a Decree granting Florence I.
Eckberg a divorce a vincullo matrimoni i{rom Robert Lckberg, form

of Decree is attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted,

vy / 7/'//

i)
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