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A Group of Alimony Debtors in Ludlow Street Jail To-
day. Better Surroundings, but the Principle the
Same. Actor Theodore Roberts in Centre.

The Interesting Philan-
thropic Plan to Reduce
Matvimonial Risks by

Insuring Bridegrooms
Against Alimony and
Brides Against Desertion’s

Financial Pangs

IDESPREAD recognlition in
W Christinn  countries of the
element of chance in mar

vinge has ereated the saw that "moar-
ringe 15 & gamble.” Human frality,
the gwamplng of the sense of propor-
tion and of foreslght by the love vl
brations, unforeseen complications,
all menace the matrimonial bark. It

in fact, conceded that no lottery
ever offered | noils  patrons A
greater risk. ness lhe manifold-
ing of divorce, /
ingenfous and philanthropic
for lessening the risk in this
test of human relatlonships hns
tion stage Iln New
that o Bolomon has arisen
to guarantee that love
to propound a formula
ing of human oll and
problem still baffles the
organization has been
make the hurt of sun-
ties lons, It proposes (o
your wedding day or oe-
frmmunity policy. It will
muke your marriage gamble less by
iteelf gambling on the risk,

It enables s man as he leads his
blushing bride to the altar to reflect
m!oﬂlhlLthnt If things don't turn

right has behind him a ocon-
cern which will keep bim from golng
to jall for mot paying his glimony;
while the Mlz;&nhﬂdo ean be happler
in the cunv that If he dossn't
turp out right the same concern will
ide her with the ginews of war
make him regret it and aiso pro-
her with the allmony he won't
can't pay.

To the objection that such a pro-
cosding is desiructive of true romance
the promoters answer that it is ro-
munce that puts the mar in marringe
and that it 1s the plaln intentlon of
the plan to substitute o litle useful
business foresight.

To the objection that It ls Immoral
in that it aWords protection agninst
certain consequences of breaking the
marriage vow, and so, in theory, en-

such violntions, the promo-
ters point to simliar lnsurance taken
out by physiciank, dentists and auto-
mobillsts. The doctor will take out
a policy which insures him agninst
the financlal consequences of mal
practice or carelessoess, even to the
killing of » patient ; the denilst takes
out Insurapce agailnst the conse-
quences of pulling the wrong tooth,
or breaking the Jaw or Infecting the
patient: the automwobiliat o the asme
way takes ont insurance that puts
the cost of the thing when he smushes
another muchine or runs over a pe
destrian upon the lusuring company,

These are acknowledged and “lo
gitimate” risks. It might be urged
that the doctor's and dentist's policy
puts a premium on Inefficiency anod
stupidity In that if either knew that
damnges wust come oul of thelr own
pockets they would be more cnreful,
And the autemoblllst would not drive
80 recklessly !f he knew that dum-
ages would come out of bis pocket
fnstead of the rich compankes’, Bo
the allmony insurance men polnt ont
they at least In well-known, If
nid distinguished company, Besiden,
they say, snythiog which will keep a
mAn from the criminal absurdity of
loafing In prison because e can't pay
A debt, or help along a poor abap-
doned wife, hus much better morals
in i than the cases of the profes-

| men aod autolsts

urthermore, whatever profity ac-
erme (o fhe concern will pot be used
fl:tullrl&ld-. s Iln tbr“:r:u Ulr the

rinoe pompanies, y will be
teed, Inetead, o promote uniform
divorce legisiation throughout the
Upited States.

Mr. Mimbeau L. Towna the dis
tiaguished New York attorney, ls the

of the measure, which
to belng at the tlme the
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Btreel Jull, that New York dungen
for debtors und matrimonisl delin-
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thised with M

| Mr, Towns, who hus
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They nre il men of b wtonding
in the professiops or

is rated as the owner

L3
..‘ '{

'

of elght milllons. They proposed
to help Mr. Tearle and others
ltke him. HReaolizing that a manp

might spend all hig life in jall be-
cause the law permits
him to be rearrested
again and again for
non-payment of all

mony, while in jall we
planned his rellef. How

was it done? It was
very slmple. Each of
the five men contrib-

uted $800. Out of the
$4,000 thus ocollected
they pald the paltry
$400, which represented
Mr. Tearle's fallure to
pay his wite a stipemd
of 3256 a week for four
months,)”

To the Ludlow Btreet
Bastile for Husbanda,
where Mr, Tearle was
not langulshing — his
speclalty 1s not lan-
gulshing, but champing
his bit and saying rude
and profaneé (things
about the laws of New
York—went Mr, Towns
oh his errand of mercy

“Come, my boy.,” sald
the lawyer, “Come
with me, You are free.”

Pleturesque language,
freely punctuated, bit
ter, staccatp speech
burst from the hand:
some prisoner, With
arm on high and wav
ing fist he bade Mr.
Towns deaist. Ho ad
vised the attorney to
choose less dangerous
objects for his jokes.

“My boy.” began the lawyer when
the actor stopped, “you are free. The
newly orgun Tdoyds for Domestic
Derellots has paid the alimony. You
will sign this note promising to re
pay the money in three months at
six per cent and flee from these
clanging gttes joyously as ever bird
flew to yon moundnin.”

Back went Mr, Tearle to Mys
Tearle the second—formerly the
charming Robertan Menges, known as
the “Pearl of Bheepshead Bay"—the
cause aud rownrd of his troubles with
Ihe first.

The promoters then went Into ex.
ecutlve session, drew up articles of
incorporation, and these have now
been passed upon nnd been O.K'd
by the Department at Albany.

“But we have another and higher
purpose than allmony jmmunlzation
in founding this organlagtion.” sald
Mr. Towns “ A part of the surplus
will be applied to the establishment
of universal divorce Inws legisintion
and to the abolition of lmprisonment
for debt.

“Divorce lmws of New York and
several other States are In a most
chaotic condition. By a decision ren-
dered lust week by Justive Samuel
W. Oreentmum, & map who has been
married for twenty years to his sec
ond wife may Illlegitimatize thelr
children and cast ber off on the plea
that his second moarrlage was null,
It Is unfalr that the marringe con-
tracted In Connecticat should bave
a0 standing In this State and that
the wife tn that second marciage
shouid be without socia! or leganl
siapnding In apother Bmate. The
abuses nceruing from lack of unk
form divorce laws in this country ory
out o heaven,

“New York is branded with a fur
ther shame—the existence of lmpris
onment for debt. In but one other
Sitate wny a man be arrested for
debt, And Delaware Is an archale
Biate, for it still has the whipping-
ot

“We are ulready at work in Albuny
upen a bill for the abolition of the
Ladlow Street Jall shame. 1 have
heret o message from an official o
Albany who says: “There will be un
trouble at all to seeure the repeal of
the Ludlow Street Jull set for all
mony provided you act promptly, |
am sure it will go through at opce’
When the organization hus done that
work in New York it will try to ex-
fend tts mmanity-alding ugencles o
other Btates. If the Ludlow Street
dall and the crueity it represents bre
nbolished, haif of Lioyd's object for
existence will be gone. That sccom-

LLOYD'S FOR
MATRIMONIAL
DERELICTS

pllshed, we ean save men the embai-
rassment and lgnominy of owing
back alimony, which 1s as bitter 1o
the spirit as the durance In Ludlow
Is oppressive to the body.

“Look at some of the pletures by
Hogarth of the borrors of imprison
ment tor debt in his time. The sur
roundings are not go bad to-day, but
it is still the same horror in its
ossence."

“What of contributory negligenve ™
# represeptative of this newspaper
asked Mr, Towns

“You mean?

“If &« man has an lnsurance on his
automoblle he may be less careful of
it. 1f be bave an accldent insurance
bhe may be léss careful of his person.
It he hns lasured hls house or his
furnlitare be may toss burning
matches about, If he has an allmony
Insurance he may"—-

"Nonsense," sald Mr. Towns. “If
& watohman o a bank knows how
much wealth he s guarding he may
be templed to steal It But has it
over oocurred o you to glve haman
DAture the benefit of the doubt? Why
think the worse of people? Think the
best of thew. They will rise 1o it
“‘Be noble, and the nobleness that

Hes in others
Blecpiog, but not dead, will rise to
meel your own.

“The husband will pay woekly what
we deem he s able to pay. He may
muake no more reservations with the
Domestic Derellcts Assoclatlon than
he did with the Government when he
filled the Income tax blunks. If the
weekly wage Is fen dollars or less,
we might require him to pay teu
fouts & week or less If the salary
be seventy-five dollars o week, he
might be expecied (o pay seventy-five
cents & week or less he smount
be and ‘Lioyds' would lLave to ar
rauge. The amount of the premium
fixed, he has omly to keep It up.
Then, in case the mairimonisl ship
strikes the rocks, his wite will smlle,
even though bifteriy and s his own
Visage by be ‘een a reflection of
that smlle, for he won't have to go
tu Jall i be falls fnto arrears in all
maony,

Laura Bigger, a Famous Phase
in the Matrimonial Troubles
of Dr. Charles Hendricks,
Who Will Be the Next Ali-
mony Beneficiary.

“On the viber band. If she belongs
o the assoclation she wili nor be
distressed by her inabillty to e ploy
a coupsel to force her hosbund (o
Pay or go to Inll, At the stwme time
Ehe will be puld reascnable allmony.

Mrs. Menges-Corwin-Hill, the
“Belle of Sheepshead Bay,”
Who by Becoming Mrs.
Tearle No. 2, Made Actor
Tearle the First Beneficiary
of the “Lloyd’'s Matrimonial
Derelicts.”

That s the privilege of the femals
mwember of ‘Lloyds.’

“Why do we call it ‘Lloyds? 1 will
tell you. They will Insure a ship
ten days overdus. We are as cour
ageous as they, We Insure matri
monial barks. Lloyds, of London,
will insure lost Jjewelry, a cork leg or
a flesh one, a tenor volee, the life
ter | of a frock, or a scalp from bald-
nesy. We will losure lost happl-
ness.”™

“But suppose a wife and a husband
both fnsure and then the marriage
goes to smash?

“We will be just to both,” sald Mr.
Towns, “It's just the situntlon we
want to creale—Illke two negstives
making n positive.”

Mr, Tearle was the first beneficiary
of the organization. Two others are
about to feel Il beneficence. The
first I8 Theodore Roberts, the well-
known actor, who recently for a debe
to his wife, from whom the courts
had granted separation, endured the
gyves for =ix months and s Uable to
be flung fnto juil again for the same
offense if he dores (o step upon the
#oil of Manhattan Isle. The other Is
Dr. Charies M. Hendricks, who in
R ymond Street Jall, Brookiyn, sits
1. Achilles-!lke wrath thinking rem-
iniscent thoughts, including Miss
Laura Biggar. Dr. Hendricks says
he reads by the stars that he would
remain. o jull for snother hundred
years but for the mercy of “Lioyds.
and “Ldoyds” Is toclined to be merci-
ful, even though Dr. Hendricks has
been adjudged his wife's deblor to
the amount of $60000, o the en-
foreed caim of Ruymond Street Jall
the doctor has been permitting the
milk of humun klodeess, curdied ln
hiz bosam, to fow out to the worid
in the form of biiter epigrams against
women, love and marriage.
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Mr. Towns's Welcoming Arms.

The Horrors of the Debtor's
Prison in Hogarth’s Time. A
Scene”of His “Rake’s Pro-

The

Miracle
of Lazarus
Before

“But
Now—
There Is
Hope.
Fancy
Draws
a Picture
of the
Recalcitrant
Husband

e

Constables and Wife Three
Paces Behind—Just as the
Pursued Used to ¥Flee To-
ward Sanctuary.

a Modern
Judge and Jury

T HIB newspaper recently printed the evdience for the actuality of the
Jomah and the Whale incident as set forth by “The Blble
Champlon,” a religious publication which Is taking up the

Biblical miracles one by one and “proving” them on the very lines of the

higher eriglclsm. “The Bible Champlon' for March haa just devotad

its campaign to the miracle of the resurrection of Lazarus, and deals
with its eredibility this time on the lines of permissible legal evi-

dence, The defense is conducted by Judge Francis J. Lamb, a dis-
tinguished American jurist, and is essentially as follows:

“We offer In evidence the Gospe] of John as an Ancient Docu
ment, especlally parts thereof relevant to the tissue, vis, as
particular, subgidiary, evidentiary facts, and clte the verse or
verses in which the fact is recorded.

“FACTS

“Lazarus was a man residing at Bethany, a vlllage slituated
about fifteen furlongs from Jerusalem. (John xl. 18.) "

“Mary and Martha were sisters of Lazarus, and the three were
beloved by Jesus. (John xl, 5, 21, 82.)

“Lazarus wap sick, and his malady became so serious that his
sisters became alarmed, A message was sent to Jesus, who was
absent, (John xl. 8, 21, 23)

“Jesus recelved the message, and, after recelving It, atayed
two daye in the place where he received it; during which time
Lazarus died. (John xi. 6.)

“Jesus then informed the disciples that accompanied him that
Lazarus was dead. (Johm xi. 14,)

“Jesus announced to his disciples his determination to return
;;Aln to Judaea, where the home of Lazarus had been. (John xl

« 16.)

“Jesus and the Aesciples returned 1o Bethany, and found that
the dead body of Lazarus had been burled and laln in the tomb
four days. (Johm xi. 17.)

“When Jesus arrived at Bethany he found many of the Jews
attendant at the home of Mary and Martha, met to mourn with
the sisters over the death of Lazarns., (John xi. 19, 31,)

“The sisters, Mary and Martha, sach met Jesus on his arrival at
Bethany, and each sald to Jesus, ‘Lord, If thou hadst been here, my
brother had not died. (John xi. 21, 32.)

“Jesus told Martha that Lazarus should rise again from death, which
Martha sald she believed would occur ‘in the resurrection at the last
day.' (John xi. 23, 24.)

“The grief of Mary over the death of Lazarus and that of the Jews
also weeping with her, was manifested with such Intensity that Jesus,
sympathizing, wept also. (John xi. 85.)

“At Jesus’ request, Mary and Martha and the friends in their com-
pany conducted Jesus and his disciples to the tomb, ln which lay the
dead body of Lazarus., ‘It was a cave, and a stone lay against It (John
xi, 38, Am, Rev.)

“The document shows that, besides Jesus and his disciples and Mary
and Martha, there was a conslderable concourse of Jews met to sym-
pathize with Mary and Martha over the death of Lazarus. (John xi. 19

“In the presence of this considerable assembly, Immediately at the
door of the tomb in which the dead body of Lasarus lay enshrouded in
grave-clothes, Jesus ordered the stone to be taken away. ‘Martha, the
sister of him that was dead,' protested against opening the tomb. She
said to Jesus, 'Lord, by this time the body decayeth; for he hath been
dead four days." (John xl. 39, Am. Rev,)

“In obedience, however, to Jesus' command, those present removed
the stone from the door of the tomb. (John xl 41.)

“Then, after brief prayer, Jesus at the door of the tomb spoke with
& loud volce, ‘Lazarus, come forth.' Immediatsly ‘he that was dead came
forth, bound band and foot with grave-clothes: and his face was bound
about with a napkin,' and Jesus sald, '‘Lose him, and let him go.' (John
=L 43, 44.) Judge Lamb then refers, for further evidence, to; (John xil.
1, 2); (John xH. 8, Am. Rev.); (John xil. 10, 11); (John xii, 17); (Jobn
xil. 18, He then continues:

“All thesé separate items, evidentiary Tacts, are ordinary testimony.
Mary and Martha were perfectly competent witnesses to know and to
testify to the sickneds, death and burial of Lazarus, and that he bhad been
dead and buried four days before Jesus had the tomb opened. The
peighbors of Mary and Martha were also competent witnesses to know
and testify to the death and sepulture of Lagarus. All of them, and John,
who wrote the document, were competent to observe and testify to the
transactions detailed that took place at the tomb when Lazarus came
forth from it alive, and that he contimied alive.

“Each and all the items of evidence are of matters plain and simple
in thelr nature, easily séen, and capable of belng readily and aceurately
nbserved. scrutinized, comprehended, and detalled in testimony by
witnesses who are of ordinary capacity and observation. The amount of
competent evidence is abundant, unimpeached and uncontradicted,

“THE RESULT OF A TRIAL.

“The evidence would require, at the hands of a jJury, a verdict
embodying these facts: (1) That lazarus was dead: (2) that Jesus
spoke over the dead body of Lazarus the words, ‘Lazarus, come forth,'
and Immedistely Lazarus' dead body was allve; and (2) that Lazarus
came forth from the tomb alive, mnd continued alive.

“A juror would violate his oo If he refused to find a verdict on
that evidence. A contrary verdiet would be set aside by o court as not
only contrary to the evidence, but perverse. In short. the miracle |s
proved by competent evidence,

“The fact that Lazarus was dead, and at the flat words of Jesus he
vas immediately alive and continued alive, establishes the transaction
a miracle as tested by any standard deflnition;: and the proof Is by
huoman testimony.

“It is undoubtedly a law of nature that the dead body of a man
remain dead. 11 al once eommences to decompose, continues to decom-
pose, and returns to dust. But Lagarus’ dead body dld not remaln dead,
did not return to dust, but became alive and continued to lve. These
facts, thwarting, frustrating the operation of the laws of nature, were
clearly and abundantly proved by & multitude of competent witnesses—
by buman testimony.

*“This review of the law and evidence on the ‘lssve’ tried justifies the
conclusion  that the miracles of the Bibles are capable of being proved
and are Jrored. by existing avallable evidence—evidence competent,
proper, admissible under the rules and standards of the sclence of
Jjurisprudence as administered in courts of justice of enlightened nations
of the earth; also the miracies of the Bible are veritles tested by the sams
standards by which fact and truth are established oojall questions between
man and man in which fact and truth depend on and ars asceitained
and are established through evidence”




