The Husband Who Guards His

Wife's Dressing Room and Inter-
feres With Her Manager.

By Clara Morris

BSERVATION shows that every
explosion is followed by a loud
report, a cloud of stifling dust

and an unpleasant odor—phenomena
most strongly” marked in the case of
theatrlical matrimonial exploslons.

| But, alas, again we find ourselves quot-
fng- the oldtime clown's famous first
line, “Here we are again.” For in the
words of one of their friends, “James and
Clara” Young have let thelr domestic
menage go to the demnition bow-wows."

Nobody is better known in the movies
than Clara ¥imball Young. In the courts
she now asks to be released from her
marital partnership with her husband,
James Young, Her future promises bet.
ter, looks brighter without him. The
guestion has been asked, “Is & husband &
datriment to an actress?®”

And now that this matrimonoial exple-
slon has filled the air with dust, it may
Bo long before it seitles, If Mr. Young
presse his sult for damages against Mr
Halznick, the wellknown motion picture
producer. Thus the thesatrieal profession
will receive another black eye, while to
the legal  profession profit will accrue.
For as “the young lions do seek their
meat of God,” so many lawyers seem to
seek thelr meat of the theatres, and find
it in goodly chunks, by way of injunction,
broken contracts, back royalties, dis-
puted film rights, divorces, separations,
but never, never by breach of promise
suit.

In Clara Kimball Young's suit against
her hushand shes compiaina thet James
anpailed her, grasping her and choking
her, thereby brulsing her arms and neck
and causing her pain and anguish, On
one oceasion, so she alleges, her husband
grasped her by the meck and huried her
from him.

But this ean hardiy bs the whole story.
In the millions of feet of motion picture
resls of this charming actress she has
been in just such situations, no doubt,
and worsn, For a motion picture actress
to be dragged around by her hair and
choked and brulsed iz all in the day's
work. The hero or the villain or somse-
hody does this sort of thing to the
heroine in almost every reel.

It % in the complaint of James Young
in his sult against Mansger Selinick that
we discover an {lluminating sidelight. In
the husband's explanation of what has
been golng on we find this paragraph in
his sworn complaint:

“Since March, 1914, the defendant (Mr,
Selznick), wrongly contriving and intend-
ing to injure the plaintiff and deprive him
of the soclety and comfort of his wife,
and willfully and mallelously intending
to destroy her affection for the plaintiff,
wrongfully and falsely representad to her
that the plaintiff was a detriment to her
artistic advancement and career and was
not it to be her husband and compan-
fon.*

Hera we have the guestlon ralsed (n
this court proceeding &5 to whether this
particular hushand was a detriment to
thia particular actross.

Ag bearing directly upon this point Mr,
Young procecds In his complaint as fol
lows

“And the defendant promised that he
wotuld promote Clara Kimball Young's
advancement and career and promised to
enter into a contract with her for per-
sonal services In posing, and particu-
larly In making photo-plays, but on the
express condition that she must leave the
bed and board of this plalntify,

“Pyrsuant to a scheme, tha defendant
Hid enter into & contract with her to
nppear under the defendant’s manage-
ment and did instigate ber to bring in
thiz court an action for & legal separn-
tion from this defendant.”
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|s' a[usband aDetriment £ Actress?

Clara Morris Discusses This Interesting Question
Which the Matrimonial Shipwreck of
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It is proper to say that Mr. Selmlick
has made answer denying all these
charges. But there is the question-—is
an actresy's husband a bothersome nui-
pance?

The actor marries avary tims. He Is
too gallant to break his promise to &
woman. Besides, in his sprightly way.
he realizes that a divorce is more eco-
nomical than a sult for breach, particu-
larly when, again gallant, he allows the
lady to get It. There {8 a certain elemeont
of surprise in thir Young case that lends
it interest, for actors almost never briog
suits for allenation.

If a fair one transfers her affections to
another, generally he dwells upon the
quallty of those fish yet in the sea, and
lets it go at that.

But James Young seems not to be of
the lalssez faire type, nor yet “too proud
to fght.* He has mads Mr. Salznick the
toad under the harrow of his suit for
damages., And if Mra. Clara Kimball
Young were not so very preilly a woman
she might be tempted to return and throw
hergelf Into the arms of wne nusband,
who, after possessing her affections five
years, pays her the public compliment of
holding them still at a $100,000 valuation.

Only think what a revenge he might
havae taken by ssking for damages so
emall as to have covered the delinquent
wife with ridicule. But & woman cannot
sarve two masters, and bpaturally such
beauty has the first call upon real love
and devotion. For, be it known, “Vanity
findg ite heaven In endless adulation.”™
Its purgatory ls obscurity, while “Vanity
unfed can be more gruel than hate.” And
now, anent this inconsequent breaking
of the marriage bond, we are asked,
“Is a husband a detriment to an actreas?"’

Then why under heaven does the
mciress take so many of themt Thias
pronolincement is doubtlesas the result of
research work, of careful investigation.

Buch a discovery shows how slow must
hava been the mental processes of those

Clara Kimball Young Has

Brought Before the Courts

actors of old, some of whose names are
cut deep on marble, bronze or brass, and
others are “written in water,” who were
contant in private life to be good citizens,
to live on with the mate taken in mar
riage. And wso lacking were they in tem-
perament that they sometimes sacrificed
thelr personal happiness to ths honor of
the profession they served, and actually,
from the Kean, Kemble, Siddons, the
second Kean, Jenny Lind, Macready, Lady
Martin down to our own Jefferson, Hol
land, Meader, Farren, Oonway, Daven-
port, Booth, Barrett and Couldock, not
ons actor or actress knew that marriage
was detrimental to stage glory and last-
ing success. They steadily went thelr way,
respecting every contract made, whether
theatrical or matrimonial,

But now that & husband is & detriment,
1 kecp asking mysslf why—and again
why? If he is & parasite, refusing to act
even as A combination oopurter, waler,
publicity sgent and busband, devoting
himsslf to billlards apd clgarettes—yes,
he may be a detriment,

Again, it is concelvable that & husband
with an enlarged but lghtly furnished
head, might kick agalnst managerial su
thority, being Incapable of understanding
that an actress goes whers Lthe manager
sends her to, and rehearses when he com-
mands her to, and that there can be, for

her, no “divided duty” between manager
and husband. Friction and {irritability
follow,

The accused In a French court once
explained to the judge, “No, monsieur,
aha was not unfalthful. Bhe was & good
woman, but, really, she made hersell a0
fatiguing T killed her” Nowadays when
the actress’s huaband proves too “fatigu-
ing” she—shakes him as a detriment to
her success.

But there are dogena of exhushands
who were neither parasites nor trouble
makers. Just consider this list of fair
women, dramatico and operatic, who in
the dance matrimonial have so exactly
followed the "calling off” of “Ladies

Eggs Fresh from Farm Not Always Fit to Eat

HERE s & popular impresslon that eggs are & food that
is absolulely gafe and pure to use: 3

Lo the chicken stage
Yet in experiimnents

of the egg. Every poultry man knows that a dist composed

partly of onion will cause the onlon odor gnd flavor In the eggs evil,

produced by hens so fed, Jjust as well us the dalryman knows

how quickly onlons eaten by cows will taint thelr milk. the farm, Hvipg on

Prolessor Ldppincolt succeeded in coloring bLoth
and the yolks of the ezgs by dyes fed in capsule form.

thet becausa it is en-
closed In & shell an egg must of necessity be all that it
should be always, of course, barring the kind more or less near

made by Dr. Lipplncott of the lowa State
College of Agriculture a direct and jmmediate relationship was
proved between the raw material fed to the hen and the makeup

with equal speed,

Now, If a coloring matter bs conveyed to the egg so gquickly
it seems quite clear that other substances will be ocnveyed
The quality of the egx may be considered
therefore to be determined by what the hen eats,
sud bhow egga are produced,

If her food ia
Unquestionably the great bulk

good, clean, sound and healthful grasses, meats, stec., the result-

Now, what are

the whitea elc.,
On a

In season

ing eges will be At for human consumption.
tha facta?

To get at them consider where

of eggs are producead on the general purpose farms sll over
the country, where flocks of hens are kept as & sort of pecessary
whereby the women folks may earn thelr pin money.

In the malin, hens forage for themselvea.

They roam over

grasses, bugs, worms and waste grains,

Buch food Is entirely natural and capable aof
belng converted Into perfoctly good eggn. But, and here s

ahlnn Sunday night at -, o'clock the capmales were fed and the the fly in the olntment, they have ong spot which they dearly
yolk of un egg laid at 10 8. m. on the following Tuesday had a love, the barbyard, with Its heaps of decaying refuse. There
distinet band of color arcund ¢, thas demonstrating bow guickly they dlg and serateh and _eat things that sare caloulated to

the food eaten Is converted into egg malerial

taint the egeg pr

ovduct.
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change. Balance all. Cheat your partaer
and swing to corners.”

It would be discourtsous not to bhegin
with the dean of the marriage game, the
ever falr Lilllan Russell—but then, with
her the making collsctions has always
been a fad.

Where is Johyns Howland's author
bhusband; Sarah Truax's actor mate;
Fritsle BSocheff's novelist spounse; Mary
Biythe's actor; Mary Mannering's actor
and business man; Julla SBanderson's fa-
mous jockey; Rose 8Stahl's mctor com-
panfon (not, as it proved, for life); Mme.
Nordica’s business man first, singer sec-
ond, banker, third; Maggle Teyta's Iaw-
yer; Pattl’'s dristocrat-Marquis; Hmma
Eames's artist; Julla Marlowe's actor;
Mime. Schumanndieink’s business man?

It's like sadly saying over a rosary of
names instead of prayers, Now what
was wrong with them all—-thess mar-
riagea? ‘These women all loved, or
thought they did, and yet “divorce” is
deeply carved on the gravestone of esach
dead love, and oach of these separations
has done its share to lessen the good re
puts of the fine old profession, for whose
honor no one seems to “care a hang"

The conditions of stage life are not
conducive to domestic happiness and con-
tinuous marrisge, but thay are not neaces.
sarlly fatal to them. As witnesses
whersof 1 set down the first half-dozen
names that come to mind of permanent
ly married professlonals, There (s Mr.
John Drew, who married the lovabtle and
charming little Miss Baker, of Phila
delphia, and thay are happlly living again
in their young daughter. Jamns O'Netll
married one of Cleveland's bonsted bhesu-
ties, and, together with two stalwart
sons, they lead a family life. Mr. Wil
iam Beymour married Misa May Daven
port, and the wunion has |asted |ong
eénough for them to give In marriags
thelir daughter, who in a startling replica
of her beautiful sunt, the late Fanny
Davenport

The dark-eyed, intense Miss Arthur
and the blond and charming Miss George
are both in the continuous marriage
Eams and were pever more popular with
the publie than at this Immediate mo-
ment. While Miss Barrymore, having
“given hostages to fortune” in the shape
of thres sturdy and winning lttls ones,
coartainly seems to be on the way to con-
tinuous marriage.

There are others, thank God, but thesa
names are known of sll men and bhest
bear wilnesa that permanent marriage
is not impoesible In theatrical life. Then
where does the fault He for all thespa
broken vows and bonda?

Flrat, let us consider that the price of
“outside” bappy and permanent marriags
the whols world over {8 much salf-control
and some self-sacrifice, There cannot be
successful married life without paying
this price for it

If, as Bhakespeare claims, “A friand
should bear his friend's infirmities,” how
much more should love bs willlng to bear
Great Britale Rixhis Ressrved

Clara Kimball Young

Lillian Russell,
Who Tried Three
Husbands and Dis-
pensed With Them,
As Being of No Ad-
vantage to Her Career.

jove's infirmities! But, can
any one imagine one of these
marriage breakers ever asking
“Who am ] that I should demand
perfection 1o my husband?" How
many of them, quietly thinking back &
bit, can say “I did my best?" It Is not
only the hard conditions of stage lifs,
but the exaggerated ego of the women
themaelves that cause these briefl bitter
sweot marryings.

Only thosa who have tasted public ap-
planss can imagine what a powerful {ntox
feant it {a. It exalts, it inflates, llke the “In-
sane root that takes the reason prisoner.”

It causes delusions of indlvidual

greatness and importance, which In turn
produces arrogant selfishneas. Public
applause i an Olymplan cocktall that
urns many heads, and this exaggeratod
ego, when the (hrill and poveity of mar
riage I8 gone, discovers that a husband
is & detriment to the career

In two or three cases women in the
foregoing list have been forced, through
crunl disloyalty, to ask freedom of the
courts, but there are others who, having
married slmply on impulse, because Lhey
are human, and were women before they
were actresses, who can give no other rea
son for unmarrying than that childishly
feminine, all Inclusive, "Oh, because.”

But It 1a not falr to charge these
broken marriages to the hard conditions
of theatrical Iife, its temptations and the
miseries of “the road” alone, for If an
actress wants to stay married, she will
tosning up ber chin &t & whole brigad:
of scowling mansgers. Holding the hus
hand s hand she would steadlly walk a
twelvedinch plank ncross the burning pit,
Just to be with him. Ambition {8 a mosl
worthy thing. To work for It, to sacrl
fice much for It, {s noble. But no one
is Justified In saecrificlog the happiness
and honor of another person to further
his or her own ambition,

If only thesa young worshippers of the
scorching light of publicity will show a
grain of gratitude to the profession that
glves them everything worth having: If
they will cease thinking that for them
“Law, life, love, Jox. impulse, are one
thing,” which Is “angels’ Iaw.,"” not ac
treases’; 1 they will glve their ego the
rest cure—there will be fewer smudges
and black marks agalust the honor of a
profession which is so worthy of loviag,
reverent service.

The Amiable Hushand Who Com-
placently Obeys Orders and
Never Asks Ouestions,

“The defendant, willful-
ly and maliciously intend-
ing to destroy her afféc-
tion for the plaintiff
wrongfully and falsely
represented to her that the
plaintiff was a detriment
to her artistic advance-
ment and career and was
not fit to be her husband
and companion.”

From James Young's
complaint in his suit for
$100,000 damages against
Manager Selznick.
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