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My one and only family law case was an uncon-
tested divorce case circa 1970 for a fellow named, 
well, let’s call him Charles Krump. It appears that 
this association had tracked down Mr. Krump and 
confirmed that he was completely satisfied, there-
by leading to my selection. Indeed, the letter from 
the association in question assures that I “have an 
impeccable Client Satisfaction rating.” Meaning, I 
guess, that I am 1 for 1. 

More about Krump’s case.  Sometime around 1965, 
Krump connected with a woman over the course 
of a dissolute weekend in Virginia Beach. They hit 
it off. On Monday, they got married. Seemed like 
a good idea at the time. Three weeks later, Krump 
and his new wife jointly decided that this had been 
a mistake, so they went their separate ways. About 
five years later, Krump became engaged to another 
woman and wanted to get married for real. But he 
had never divorced his weekend wife. So, I filed a 
petition for divorce on his behalf.

The problem was that Pennsylvania had not yet 
switched to a no-fault system and there were 

only a few grounds for divorce, stupidity not be-
ing among them. There was adultery. Though 
it seemed highly likely that Krump’s spouse had 
committed that offense within the intervening five 
years, Krump had to show that he was the “inno-
cent and injured spouse” – that is, he had to be 
able to testify that he himself had not committed 
the same offense. A non-starter. Then there was 
desertion. But the two parties had gone their sepa-
rate ways amicably; nobody had deserted anybody. 
Finally, there was the catchall: “indignities,” which 
was the ground upon which we proceeded. Usu-
ally, a case based upon indignities would involve 
proving countless small acts of unkindness occur-
ring over many years. The kind of thing that any 
happily married man or woman could easily prove. 
Still, if you did not in fact make out a case, the 
Judge would deny the petition for divorce, even 
though uncontested.

Krump’s marriage had lasted only three weeks. 
How many acts of indignity can one honeymoon-
er inflict upon the other in such a short period? Be-
fore the hearing, I did my best to prompt Krump 

A BIT AGO, I RECEIVED A LETTER FROM AN ASSOCIATION OF FAMILY LAW ATTORNEYS ADVISING THAT I HAD BEEN SELECTED AS ONE OF 
THE “10 BEST FAMILY LAW ATTORNEYS IN PENNSYLVANIA.” THE LETTER CAME AS SOMETHING OF A SURPRISE, SINCE I HAVE HANDLED 
ONLY ONE DIVORCE CASE IN MY ENTIRE CAREER. AT FIRST, I THOUGHT IT WAS A MISTAKE. BUT THEN I SAW THAT “THE CLIENT’S SATIS-
FACTION [WAS] OF PARAMOUNT IMPORTANCE” TO MY SELECTION, WHICH PROMPTED SECOND THOUGHTS. 

WAR STORIES FROM FELLOWS: 
SHOULD I BUY THE PLAQUE?
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to recall events during that three-week blur. Our evidence was so skimpy that I went into 
the hearing with genuine concern that I was going to lose an uncontested case. Turned out 
that my best friend was the court reporter, who knew the law and who had sat through 
countless hearings of this kind. Whenever Krump said anything that sounded remotely like 
an indignity, the reporter would nod his head vigorously, thereby prompting Krump to em-
bellish his tale of woe with facts that I had never heard while preparing him for the hearing. 
The reporter later became a lawyer and then a very sensible Common Pleas Court Judge.

The divorce was granted and the client completely satisfied, thus leading to my apparently 
well-deserved albeit belated award.

I’m still up in the air about whether to buy the plaque.  

Dennis R. Suplee 
Philadelphia, PA


