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AFFIDAVITS: Army officers above the rank of lieutenant, 
and Navy officers above the rali.f of ensign, 
are authorized to take affidavit~. to a 
divorce -petitiGn of persons engaged in the 
military service of the United States outside 
of this State. 

F'o bruo.ry E·, l (Jtl7 

'·'·):no.r·a b1t) : am .dlcox 
,Ju( ;e of t:C.19 Gi::ecrtlt. Court 
·;t. Joseph, · iGs uri 

'J'h1 s C'~L ll ackno·,~1cct:~·e yo;_;r PCC0I't :r'eqv_c s t, 1Jo.:,; r:d on 
t •o .f'clloi·;_'_n:: facts: 

::;\ cr-;.-:st-~O':l has arisen w:lth. u.:..\ 8.::.:: to 
whotJ·Jel~ OI' not ~:tlLL ta:r·~/ of'!:-1-_·ers can 
tal·:e afflcav:L ts to c1:i. VOl'CO pctl tion . .s 
o:C LlCJ1 ll:r. t:1.~.li tn.J:,.;T SC'I~V-~~CC: .l \·~. t\01"01:.~11 
cuuntrlos. 

11 ''11-Jc ,.,,1-l" 'l'f'Q'\ll' .:·-·Ll··--·, .• ,,, ,·'i ·-;_.,_-1· '"c'r(_,.,.,n t)lc.. 
..J-. ~ , ·.• .-. -.,) .~· - loJ. I~ , 1 • •• - .~ ,J.. J." .1 ,11 Q C-"' 

to a~~'f'ic1avi ts m:li ac~\T1owlod jncnto uf 
, - sucl-.1. c"rll.litar~; oFficers ar•o t.h0.se fotmcl 

in :)cction l~l4C, r:.:·, •. '. 1~!39 under tiw 
h.eaC:.in; oi' ' 1:,ey)os:i. tlo:ns' anu : oct1on 
3410-0·111, :·.csslon f~cts 1909, u~:'ldor t"Je 
headin~:: oi' '!)cl~veyarlces • 1 

"'t;e find t': nt <Jri:_;ina11 y in the :·;ession 
Acts of 191 at pase 291 those two pro­
v!§lons were ~oth included in an uct 
ontl t1ed I lJoposi tlQns.' :; n ru'o not able 
to find m1y .cUrect authority for tlu3 
taldn::, of uf'fidavi t:J or ucknow1edg.m.ents 
other than as ro.feri·cd to un:.'_ep t!.1eso 
hoac?ing.:-:: of ':~·oposi t:lons 1 a.ncl I CmlVGy!-l.nceR. ' 

11 Th1.nkin~; perhaps th:··_ t ·,you had had occasion 
to co>.sidcl' t·d.fJ matter Ol' know o;· so.me 
provision l'i~dc.h '\'!Otl1' clnrify 1 t is the 
occasion for 1vrl Lin : you. 

< 
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"V•.'ould you be kind onou:;h to let us Imow 
your opinion as to whether or not these 
;:;ession !'~cts a:r·e broo-d enow)1 to permit 
tho takin · of affidavits by such dlitary 
officers other than pcrtalnin~ to deposi­
tioqs and conveyances. 

"If you know of any other authority for 
the ta!dn: ol such affidavits in divorce 
petitions ·~by miLl tary officers we would 
oe plonsecl to have you ;;i ve it to us • 
1\.ny opinion, or inJ'oJ:c:mtlon, you have in 
thls ~xtatter viou.ld :Je ,:reatly appl~ociated 
-;c,.r US II u,y • 

1'he only author:lzatiou to take a:'fidavi ts of persons 
~m ~ae;od in the :nili t;ary s,:rvice of t}.'e Dni tocl. ~;tates ~·;hen on 
duty outside of this countr-;:t io contaiL,od in :.:octlons 1D4C, 
3410 n:nd 3411, rio. E.:;. 1939. 'I'he 1~ovised statutes place 
:.,ection 1048 under the J:Cllel'::.ll headirlG of ''Deposi tiona," and 
r;ectlons 3410 and 3411 under "Conveyances." ',,•e think this 
revision has somewhat cm:irused t11e ori[::;Lw.l intent and purpose 
of those sections, a11d fup t' , .. t reason we l"w.ve examined the 
or·i~innl bill, bonate P:111 I•.;o. G42, as ~tis set out-in the 
;)esslon Acts of HH9, pa ~;e 291, same bol.n::; ·as follov:s: 

" ( ,.! ~~· (14-~ ) • 
/_). -' -·· .r .... , • 

11 llit:t'rX;I'l'I.QNi1: flr.ovidin·; f~ Takin(;; 
A1Tidavf£s and Depositions of J:'c1rsons 
~;aged in ill.t tary :·~orvice-.-

"At! 1\.GT pro vi (~in2; for tho taking of 
afficiavits anc1 depositions vflthout this 
state of persons engaged in military 
service of tl.·,o Unl ted ;;tate:J. 

• 1 ~} '?GIJ.1I01T 
· 1. Uath, af.fir~11attons and co-:mnissions 

to take depo~itions of persons in 
military service. 

2. /\cknorlled[_)Jlents to doeds b~r P<"l"'.Sons 
ln military service. 



3. Authority of off16ers to take af• 
fldavlt:J u:n.d acknowloclgments of 
persons ln military oorvloe and 
cortlf'lcnte of authority. 

"~;(~e-c:.on 1. Oath, a'flrmations and com .. 
missions to tak8 depositions of persons 
ln. military serv:tce. - oaths, affirmations 
and conu.nls~lons to take tb.e deposl tlon of 
any pePs on vvi thout this state enr;aged in 
the military service of the United 3tates 
may be executed befol"e and by an officer 
in tho said service above the rarut or 
lieutenant; nnd of any porson encaged in 
the naval service of the United gtates 
before any officer in thnt service above 
the ran.k of ensio;n; and affidavits and 
depositions of such persons SQ taken, if 
otherwise taken in accordance with law, 
shall be received and may be used in evi• 
dance, or for an) other purpose, in the 

·same mmmor as if' taJum before any officer 
now authorized by tho luws of' t~his state 
to ndmin:tstor 'Oaths and nff'trmations or 
take depositions. 

"~;ec a 2 • Aclcnmvled;~~monts to deeds by 
porsono in a:tli tury SF;rvice • • The deed 
oi' any· porson without tbis state for the 
conveyance of' real c;st.e.to w.lthin this 
s tuto 1 or fo:e any o"Gll\H' purpose, powort1 of 
attoPneys 1 ·nd othe:;·, instrurrtents requiring 
acknowledgments, may, if such porson is 
en:e-ac;ed in the mili tHry IH:rvice of the 
United :;;tutos, be acknowledu;ed bef'ore o.ny 
oi~'f'icer in saici norvico al)ove the ranlr of 
liou"t;enant, nnd if truch pm•son is en;:aged 
in the nuval sorvice of the United 0tates 
befo:eo any o:f'f:Lcer above tho rank of 
ensign; and dEtods, po·wers of attorney, 
ur:t<.'i othGr instruments so acknowledu;ed may 
ae usod and rocorded in this state iri the 
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sru.ae ii1tltlll0l' as lf tnl>::on ~efo:r>e any of'flcer 
no1··: autb.orized by tilt"~ laws of tirlD state 
to take nuch a.cl:::no<.;lodt:::nEHttS. 

";~oo • 3, AuthoJ;•i ty of of fleers to take 
af'fido.vl ts a:o.d acknmvled::ments of p:,)rsons 
in rnilltnry sorvlce a .. d cert:t.flcate of 
nutho1•l ty • - l'1 0r' tlio purpose aforef.laid, 
the officoJ•s above naraed shall hr:tve the 
same power and a.thorit-;y to a.d.m:Lnister 
oaths nn.d a:C.firmation:c~ and take doposi tJ.ons, 
af'fic\av:lts and acknowl0dgments of persons 
in tho .•nili tnry or naval sorvlco of the 
United iJtn.tos in accordance wl th provi~llons 
of sections 1 nnd 2 of' thls act, as officers 
now authorized by th~ laws cf this state for 
like purpo:,>os. 'J.'lH' certlflcates of the of' ... 
ficors I'·::.f'el'l'od. t(:; in sections 1 and 2 of 
their rank shall be Er•imH facie ovidence 
thoreof, 

11 ;·;eo. 4 • 11Jnerson.cy. - ~l'ho fact thull a 
lnl'c;o ntunber• of pol"son.s fr•om !~is som?i. are 
nov1 011._:11i:_;ed in tho military and naval 
scn~vico of tho \.Jni t<':d ::\tates cr·eo.ten an 
emergency within the Conoti tutlciu, and, 
therefol'e, this act shall take effect and 
be in force rrbm the date of its passage. 

"1\.pproved l'.'iay 26, 1919." 

Authority for a consideration or the original net is 
found in a nw:nber of cases ln this :Jtate, and ln tho co.se of 
;~.tate ex. rel. Klein v. Hughes et, ul., 1?;5 n.r;. U~d) 077, l.c. 
G7fJ, the court Gaid: 

"Helatoi' auswors t: at if r•espondonts 
had looked 0eh1nd the face or the statute 
at its un.derlying history, the f'act 
would be indisputable that the first 
alternative is tho one to be adoptod, 
And it cannot be denied tl1nt one of the 
accepted canons of statutory construc­
tion pei'ml ts and often l:>equiros an ex­
a.m:tnation of the historical development 
of the loeislat:Lon, including changes 
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theJ:eln and .\'OlHtoo statutes. nri:mes 
v, "!eynolds, 94 no, App, 5?.6, 5r;4, 68 
~:;,Vi', 5no, 5c~o, 184 r.~o. t3?9, cse, e3 :;,',·;, 
1132; .~\tato ox rol. Columbia 1'Tat'1 ~ank 
v, Davis, 314 i';1o, 3'73, 308 1 fJD4 ::';,:,,,, 464, 
~~70 (7); htwt v, Eissouri !\ental noard, 
340 :i';io, 616, 623 (1 ), 1~··5 ;_!,.' .. , fJd no, 
83 ( 1)." 

~he index and w1derllned portions or the original act, 
supra, !.-11'0 uot a part of the title to this act, and it is 
this acidi tion, plus tho S(:)paration of the sections .tn the 
revision of 1919, thut brines about tho co1~usion or BBbi­
;;ui ty in their in teat or mea.ninc;, ~Pho !Yissouri ::uprmne 
Cou.rt hns held that in construing· un net such l'H~cU ttons nre 
to be ic;nored, I:n, tho case of Ex parte Lockhm:t, 171 .;,,:. 
(2d) 660, l,c, 663, the court said: 

"In his reply ~rief, petitioner says: 
'It will ·be noted thnt both the index 
of' Ghapter 45 and tho title of ;;ection 
8395 meroly entitle it "Local )1ecula­
tions," yet under ;3ubsection (c) tlwroof 
it purports to authorize occupation 
taxes, et\.; •, which aro not expressed ln 
tho title,' and, therefore, that :,ectlon 
is unconstitutional because Article IV, 
:;ect.i.on 28, of. tho JAissou.r•i Constitution, 
Mo. n.n.A. Canst,, is violated. 

11 The petitloneP has evidently confused 
~he cutch words prefixed by the compiler 
of our 0easio:n /\ctG, which a1•e not parts 
of the title in a constitution sans~, 
{State ex inf, Grain v. ~ooro, 339 No. 
492, GD ;:; ~ 1< • 2d 1?) wl th tb.o title to the 
net found in Laws of' :'.!lssour:t, 1935, p. 
2H4, which 1•e ;tds : 'lu :· !\c t to -~:· ·:~· ·H· -:;.~ " 

'l'I1c court tw.L~ also Lo L<J t, .n'l; t110 n:r:ransln::,· of Hcts in 
tho statute by tho :eevlslon ::wsslon docs not oi;orate to eLan/;e 
tJ .'e or•lL;:Lnn.l lntim:1t mHl m.eaning. In· the caso of ,' ~·Ln.to ox re1. 
:.:;harp v, Knl<_:ht, 2G :~.ii• (~~d) 1011, l.c. 1015, the court sa:ld: 

H'~'ho quest i.on no\'; to bo dqtorminod is 
lis to what e.ffect upon til.O situation was 
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hnd v.rhen in 10.79 the JJegiGle.tm•e, for 
convenience in m•rnnt;emont; und codlf'i· 
cntlon, plnced the chant;e of venue 
statute in tho chapton dealinG with the 
General Go de of Cl vil Pr•ocedure. 

' 1\.:e held in tho case of r'urrell Collins 
"i.:'rokel~ag;o Co, v. Hew York Cont, ny, Co, 
(Mo. App,) 219 n,B, 105, thnt sections 
17~4, 17G5, 1766 and 1767, coverinc thff 
bringin; of suits ae;all"Jst corporations 
and sorvice thereon, appon:Pinc in the 
General Code of Civil Procedure, which 
Code does not apply to suits in justice 
courts but to those in circuit courts, 
were a.pplica:)le to suits before justices 
for the reason that prior to the revision 
of 1909 these sections apponred under the 
chap tor dealing w_i th pri vo.te cor•porations 
and not in the one dealing vlth the Code 
of Ci.vil Procedur•e, but wore pluced in 
tho Gode in the Pavision of 10.09 an a mat­
ter of convonienoe and codificatlon, cltinc 
~tate ex rel. v. Gantt, 874 Mo. 490, 50G, 
203 :},H, G64, 'l'ho boldine in tht:tt case as 
v;ell an tho Gantt Case in author:t ty for tho 
proposition thnt tho mer•e arran._~omont or 
codlflcntlon of the statutes oy the Lec;is­
lo.turo, Vlhich under our Gmwti tution now 
takes place every ten years, does not 
change the appl:tcabili ty o:f' a pal .. ticula:r 
statute as it stood ~1en it was enacted, 
~'· .. ;~· i~ ii-" 

'l'ho true ti tlo to the act is, '1 J\. - f\C'l' pi•ov:Lcdn-; for the 
taldnr ', o.f af'fldavl ts and cleponi tiorw vd thout this state of 
porso:r1s on :aged ln mil.i.Lary service of the Unitied ;;tHtes." 
'rhiB title, we think, is very clea1, and definltely states 
that tho act wan ii1tended to covor all nffi(iavi ts and all 
depositions, a.-,,d not liml t the aL'ficlavl ts to those connected 
wl th tho takln:_:: of depositions. In the caso of (Traves v. 
Purcell, Df, ~>.h. (~:d) b43 1 l.c. 54'7, tb.e court said: 

"In detor,;llltint; the true moaning and 
scope of constltutlonnl or statutory 
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provisions, ti:.c intent. <'\nd pu:PpoiJ e of c.1·1e 
lm-.r.ma1wrs is of' fH•irJ~U'Y i·1pOPtHHCfJ • rphls 
cotu:•t ';u.s cot~sistently helcl tl1:·.t the in• 
tent nnc1 purpc::~e o:C tho J'ramor•s o.f our 
ol'ea:n:tc lnw in. providinG that 'no bill 
shall contain nox·e tho.n one subject ~·;hich 
shall be clearly exrJl~essed i:n its title r 
wna to limit the subject-matter of the 
tdll to ono gonel'o.l subject and to afford 
1~easonably definite information to the 
tilembera of tho Gene:eal Asseinbly and tl'le 
people a.s to the subject•matter dealt 
with l>y the bill. Cl ty of J:Can.sas v. Pa:;me, 
71 Mo. 159, loc. cit. 162; ~;tate ex rel. 
v. •;alker, 326 f'5o. 1233, 34 ~~o·i• (2d) 124, 
loc. cit. 1~;1. -~:~ ·~ ·J~· ·~·" · 

In con3truing the wo:r•ds in ~jectlon 1 of the act, wherein 
it states: "oaths, e.ffirmatiom> and commissions to take tb.e 
deposition ·l'r ·:· ·::· and affidavits and deposl tiona of such per-_._.._ ----.- . 
30ns so taken -:i ,;:- ~:· shall be l'ElC<n ved nnd ~ila;.r be used in 
evidence, ~: .f'~ ar:.;y_. ~~ Q_urpo:.;;~~, in the sanw manner ns if 
taken before any offJ.cel' now autlwl'i zed l.r;y the laws of this 
state· to administer oathc; und ufflr•J.nat.lons Ol' ta1;:e do-poGl­
tlona, 11 (un('oPsco1'in; ours) we .have concluded' tlw.t th-ey em:n•ace 
af'i'ldavi ts o.f any chnr•acter, except those concornln2~ real 
estate conveyances and ott,or· lnstrtllnonts rolnt:ln;_~ tho:r·eto 
which nrc pPovided :\)1' in ~iectiou 8 of t1'1e act • . 

' 
:eotlon 3 of the act not only refers to Section 2, but 

as Ol"'i.G:inn1ly enacted refops to both ;'.actions 1 and 2. /e 
thinl\: the nuthol"i zatlon nnd powers of n. mill tar·y offlcer·, as 
provided by ::octlon 3, to ta.ko a.ffidavl ts, oaths, afflrrna-. 
tiona, acl<nowlodg.ments and depositions is broad enoUt,)l to 
and does include affidavl ts to di voree pcti tiona. l{eadinc:; 
the three sect:tons of the bill a.s ori.c:;hw.lly enacted togothAr 
wl th tho title, 1 t see'rts appare:c1t th~.:.t the Legislature in­
tended to vest s.u•m.y officers abbve tbe rank of lieutenant 
and navy oCficer$ above the r~nk of onsign.with sufficient 
power to tako cuths, affirmations, acknmvledgments and affi­
davits in any case wboJ:>e thoy are necessary, in addition to 
the takinc of depositions. 

'rho separatiori. oi:' these sections and the addition of 
explanatory indexes or unofficial titles tends to confuse 
the real intent of the Legislature and at fll•st blush seems 

·to limit thmu to deposi t:l.ons H:t:d conveyances, but upon a. 



l'ono~eablc :~a.n , :Llco:x 

c : .. msidoratJ.v'. of' the dofi.ni tlo11 of an nff'idavi t, and tho 
distinctim.l botv;c.ert un a~'fi<.iavi t and a C:kn)O~::li tion. ·ts statod 
i:n 2 C.,T.G. 1 ,,ectlon. 1 (iLf'.fidavits ) 1 tho rovlsJ.on SOG8:i.on 

mny not ~:ftvo beon f'n:r- va·on;_; in plnci:n; ;,oct· ()n. 1 of tho net 
und.er> th.o i.~m1fU.:·:,tl lwadin:~~ of 11 i>epo:"' i t:lons 11 :i.r.::. tho ;~evised 
:}tattd.:;eo. ~~ ~·;.J.::., :.cctlon 1, po.c:o om~, provides: . 

";\t COFilllOli. ln\\ 1 t;mtOP0.1ly1 '-'-11 a[:"'fi(Lwit 
is defined as bein;~ a declar•atlcn in 
'"r··tt'•·· u·,·1 er' oat··: "'\"·Jol.'"l J .. o .. ..., .-.r·"ip···1o<'1 <• .L • J-, ··I !!(.;' ill u ·· f. v ().._ "-'·'· J... - '·' .• 

by tho :rep;wn mo.1d.rl;~; it "before r>ome por­
aon wllO h:-1s authority to administer an 
oath, o:r• irt rJords to the nac~.le o.f'.fect. :: ·!~ 

11 i)l~dinnl:il~{, in :L·-t:al terrrrtnolo;;y, o.fti­
davits n.ro distinguls!.ted rx~om dor)onitlons 
in t.11e.t thoy ur·e tal~on ex parte, volun­
tnrll~, without notice to tho adverse 
fW.rty 1 a:nC: \'il thout opportuni t;y· for cr>oss­
exf.urti.natlon. :~;o, althou_;h o1•d:tnarlly a 
aopoui t'ion m<3.y bEl U.'Je1J in placo of an 
affido.vit, tho converso of the pr·oposi­
tion l'wes not follow unlesn a statute 
so provides. ~owever, ~l~~·unC to the 
extent th:1t nf:Cida.vi ts ar-o Lr.1cluded in 
tho term tctepositlon' used in its ~enoric 
nonse, the tex•ms 'af'fidr.wit' and 'deposi­
tion' :ov:~y ;_Jfl • emplo;yed ~Jyrwrry•tlousl y. -:: .. ;;. ::- n 

In 1 1\n. 
1 t lu st·.tted: 

. 
J ·lr •·oc·t;·ton"' (l n··ld '7 (: ·"flc'lavl· ts) l e ' t:_\ , . .L u t..., a..::._ . .,.) .\\ .L . _ · _ , 

11 t- 1·1 e '' r i c·l '' v·~ ·t· l' ·" r."·, '- v·c)l· ~n·t;a .... .- .... x ··J '1 -··te At. ::.1..1 ..L _ t.O.. L ~ .,.) .-.,I_J lt.. .L t/ O..t l c,.J. 

statement reducod to ~,·.::r-:1..tin.7 ru1d S\vorn 
to or a:r·:r:tr-·ned bofo:r•e no·me pr;r-non le; :n.lly 
o.uthorizoc:J to ncha.Lniste1 .. an oo.th or e.f­
:l'iPlaation. It lo ;:t<:•.de -..· i thout notice to 
the adverso pn.rt-y· and vd tb.out o·pportuni ty 
to croos-examlnc. In fact, tho 3tatutoa 
frequontly define &"! a.f.fldavl t as 1 a 
writtnn docV1.Pat:ton utll 1er oatb, m.ctde wltl'l­
out noticE-) to tho adverse (Ht:r•ty.' 

11 ln common pa.r•lanco, t.>w terms 'a:Cficlo.vl t' 
n: ·u 'doposi tion' a:r·o o:ften used c:~non~-
.. ;.o u.::.;ly; thoro 1 cl 1 how over, a well-clofined 
distinct:i.on between them V'l'h:ich ic .';onorally 
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recoi;n1 zed. fl. doposi tion, in its more 
technical t=\nd ap)_:.:r:opx•lo.te sense, is 
limited to the written testimony of a 
witness c;i van in tho cour·se of a judiclnl 
proceeding, either at law or ln equity, 
in, x•osponse t.o in,terr.·oc;atories, oral or 
wri tto:n, ~il th. an oppoJ:>tunity for cr•oss­
exru.-llnntlon., An affidavit is a volu.."ltary 
statement made ex parte, without notice 
to the a.dv,'-:'rse part;y or an opportunity to 
cross-examine. Depositions, on tho other 
hand, are ta1~.:en only_ after notice, wher•eby 
the adverse party is given an opportunity 
to cross-examine the witness concerning 
the subject-matter. l'Jloreover, tho u;lving 
of a deposition mny be cornpelled, so thnt 
it is not, in all instances at least• a 
voll:tntarJ' statement." 

:·~ased upon those clci.'lnitions and dictinctlons, it :::.:eoJls 
t;·Jat a doposit:;ion occupies a poai tim1 of ~3r<w.ter import than 
does an affiduvi t • A::> a nw.t tor of' ar;z;uc,:ent in support of 
oUl" conclusion, 1 t could be ~~ald bhn.t .a constJ•uction of this 
act clenyin~'; the povicr of n 1nili tary officer to tq,ko nn af­
fidavit to u divorce petition, but allowin~ him the power to 
take der·o::d tions or ev_idonco in tho case, -would oocrn rather 
inconsistent. 

It will rtl:_;o be noted tl1nt :~ectlon 1Bl5, n.::-c.. Ho. 193D, 
requiring tho affidavit to a divorce petition, does not 
order or direct that the afi'idavi t be nwde before or taken 
by uny particular officer. In this connection ~)oct:i.on lOH5, 
n.;.:;. Mo •. 1930 1 provides: 

111'Ihenever• any oath OI' a.ff'Lrnwtlon is re­
quired by law to be tnlwn before a par­
ticular court or officer, the same may 
be done i)efore t.m·y other court or officer 
empowered to administer oaths, unless 
it is expressl-y prohibited; and when no 
court or officer ls named by whom an 
oath t:1ay be o.d:•niniutePed or affidavit 
takon, the same may be done by any court 
or o:l.'f.icor authorized to administer 
on.ths.tt 

.. e have nlso co:ns:Ldered tho cru.H'; of' r umpe v. Gee ( '.i'exas), 
187 :.;.'.·:. (2d) Q32, in which tho cour~ W<:c"l.s construing the 
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al)pllcation of notarial powers gr•a.nted ar.my officers under 
::.action l[,£36, 'l'i tle 10, U, ;:\ ,G .A., and naval officers under 
::;ection 2l?a-l, Title 34, u •.. ;.c,.fl.. 'l'he court ruled that 
an affidavit to a divorce proceedine; ·talc en under the pm'.'era 
given officer~;~ by Concress was insufficient, but 'eexas did 
not have statutes granting power to officers to take the 
afftdavi ts, as docs }·\i::>souri, and we think that case would 
not be applicable. 

Conclusion, 

It i8 therefore tho op:tn1on of' thi~ (Jepnl..;tm.ont thnt 
::;ections 10-18, 3410 and 0411, E.;~. 1-.lo. 193~, nutbQr>:lz.e and 
empower nrm:{ office1•s above tho rank of lieutenant and navy 
o:Cf'icers above tho ran.l-::: of erwir~n to ta1co the afflCI.avi t to 
a divorce petition of persons on~ucod in the military 8er­
vice of the l.Jnited :;tn.tea outside of this i_~tate. 
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