T §s quite Dstural that the turbulent
demonstrotions of Bogiend's suf- |
fragettes, which has of Ints inter-

tested and actonished the world, should
be follawed by & yenewal in Parliament
of the agitation for amcndatory divorce
1aws giving women equat conjugal rights
with men. While opinions may differ as
o woman's suffrage, there fs not a civil-
feed country whers & is not genersbly
admilted that the English divorce low §3
outrageous. Yet in Pariiament the
movezeot bas for years struggled with-
out secoess o attaluing seicdial legis-
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Divorce is & theme which from the
very inceptivn of the Mosaic law bas en-
gendered tadical and embictered differ-
ences among Jawmakers. Even today it
Is approached from.such varying poinis
of vlew by legislator that nearly auy
one of the male persuasion can obtain
an absolute divorce if he care to chungs
Eis residence to sult the facts under
which he thinks Timsclf aggricred. The
Bidlical command contained in the pre.
Sept of Matthew that “Whom God hes
Joined together, let 10 men pet naon-
der,” is not recugaized ia the low

1 and oply sixane the Bomen Ceth

Hes and Episcopalians is it thoroughly
25 morally mandatory.

Women of this country bave an eqnal
opportunity with their husbands In the
Iaws of divorce despite the varied causes
of the states, but fa Baglend it s differ-
ot Thers

ity and obtain an sbsolute deczce; with
all the prisileges of remarriage of liberty
that it entails; but zot so with the wife.
She must not only prove infidelity, but
either physical cruelty or desertion in ad-
dition. Her busband may be ever so
Iax as to his marriage vows, but unless

tagats, fnsults and defiance and, while
be may go to court if she errs, she in

source of spesmodic violent agi-
tation in’ the British Parliament for
years, but not yet has & majority been
sccured for its Temedy, & fact which jus-
tifies the American convietion that- we
at lesst, a3 e natios, are & trifle more

ant then our cousins scross the At-
lantic pond, fn our attitude towerd the
Salrer sex.

There fs probably a genersl belief
thronghoat the civilized giobe that thers
should be a uniform law governing the
marital relations, but men disagree %0
widely fn regard to its just seope thet
thero 1s little hopo that, evea in this

i dment

“When  man has taken = wife * *
and it comes to pass that she finds O
fovor in bis cyes becausé be has seen
in ber some uncleansess, then let him
write her a bill of divorcement and

it in her hands and sead her out of his

in pre-Christian times the precise fm-
POt of this langusge was sharply con-
tested, some giving it & general mean-
ing and holding that a man might di-
vorce his wife for the most trivial cunse.
Others held that such a phrase could
mean only one thing. Thus, in the first
instance, the carly Romans divorced
their wives for such causes as “feasting
with strangers,” “frequentiog -the thea-
tres without the husband's consent,” or

it Busband’s  keys”

he di the brute end
bum"z::,’:aru tho cad acd leaves her
without support, she has o Tedress in
Isw. She must meet hitn aver the melon
in the moning or the consomme jn the
eveniog;  acocpt, merhaps his verbal

covatry, &
conld be passed that would bring sbout
such & result. The differences of man-
Lind on this subject date back to that
Mosaic law, which, transieted, reads as
Soliowes

the.
Among the, other most farward nations
of sncient times, the Greeks had little
regard for women's rights, despite their
vaunted progress. When they were mast
progressive in the arls, teratore and

othér evidences of culture, they bought
and sold their wives,

Until very recent ‘years, many coun-
tries gave the husband paramount rights
In regard to divorce. It is only for a
comparatively short time that in France
2 hushand could not act s he pleased in
this attitude toward. women. nlI some
ports of Germany, however, the laws
Dave been for years exceedingly liberal;
in other sections severe. The ald Prus-
this “attitude toward women If some
German colonics, allows divorce by mu-
tual conseot. And so
the Hindus and the' Chinese, w
show in their laws Jittle regard for
wives. .

Nowhere is there such a diversity in
divorce laws as in the Usited States,
where no two commonwealths bave ex-
actly the same statutes In this respect.
Be it said also In this connection, that
in no other nation among civilized pow-
ers is divorce so prevalent, statistics
proving that in twenty years more than

328,000 absolute divorces were granted, | ®

in this conntry. Still, those who eriticise
us most must admit that casy laws are
Detted then laws which give to the man
what the Woman canuot obtain.

Florence Roberts is to present & play
in Sesttle this week that s peculiarly
pertinent to the subject in haad.
House of Bondage” is the work of Sey-
taour Obermet, an American, who, from
foree of cireumstances, has spent most
of his life abroad, and who wrote thia
play as 2 protest egainst the discrimina-
tion” against womer that still stains the
English statutes.

The cause which Obermer espouses in
“The House of Bondage” s the case of
many British wives. The central figure
is the wife of an English peer, the latter
& man of intellect and inoate efinement,
who recognizes and respects the good-
aess of his lady, but who hes Little' re-
gard for his own morals. He Is in love
with another woman and tekes scant
peins to conceal it from his wife, in fact,
readily admitting when put to task, that

Miss Florence Roberts,

be has. carried on a lisson. for- years.
This man ridicules the virtue of the wora-

=

‘an who bears his neme mod by such
“gentlemanly " renders her lifo
extremely ‘uthappy. - Eventually she, in
turn, falls in love with another man, and
it is the struggle between the spirit and
the flesh that™ these two undergo that
forms the hasic -motive of the play.
Fate places the life of the peer in the
hands of the man who loves and ig loved -
by the wife, and the honorable Wanncr
in which the latter meets - the situztion
Sinally srouses his Jordship’s loog slam-
bering sympathy and his promise of
freedom to ber, providing bis powerful
influence can bring about an amendment
of. the divorce law which may make such
an event possible. As the play is sup-
to transpire at the present time,
the right-minded auditor will hope and
assume that he is successful in his en-
deavors, for. the woman, goaded to the
limit, declares that unless he docs 5o, she
will take the law fnto ber own hands, s0d
Jive openly with the man she loves.
The lessgn that “The House of Bond-
teaches the' di-

Qity of laws which offer relief for the in-
fliction of mere physical’ pain, while the
imposition of mental cruelly
suffered without redress. It is a mess- .
age worth' thought and consideration; a
direct: appeal to the Golden Rule, they
declare. -

Grooming. .
_incleally man thought moro highly
of his horss than of s women-kind.
But woman, &a it chanced, was crafty.

“Why dogs h . his horse be-
ond his wife?" mhe asked herself. and
resolutely faced ‘the task of fnding

out,

Her first answer wa:

carey’ a heavier: foad
er next: *The horss does’t talk
back at him.

But nelther of these, somehow,  fu
pressed her as being correot.

“Most lIkels,” sho déclared ot le
“Its in the grooming. Well, I'T) just be
welt gcoomed mysels, and see.”

It was o lucky guess, and from that
timo forward woman's osition ross,
relatively, unill In our day the horse
hes’ scarcely & look-in, evex wé o

show—Purs

“Tha horse will

borse




