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While I have breath to express an op- 

inion on this subj ct I shall declare that 

the first and foremcst reason why many 

marrisges are a failure is because of the 

subject position of the wile. When we 

sper k of the rubjection of woman we mean 

always of married women. It was not to 

free the unmarried womsn from legsl 

bondege that the lovg, hard fight was 

made in this country, for the laws did nct | 

discriminate sganst the epinster with spec- 

ie] ir jusiice, whatever social custom might 

bave dope. Practically all of the ben- 

changes in the statutes relating to women 

in the last half century have been made to 

protect the wife irom the husband. Moet 

ot the irequaries which still remain affect 

only marrried women. The oue who re- 

mains single has little to lear. 

There is not a business partnership of 

any kind that could survive under coudit- 

jons which placed cne member of the firm 

under the absolute domination sod control 

of the other. By what logic then, can we 

expect it in a partnership where the con- 

ditions are far more intimate, exacting and 

delicate than are poesib.e in any other. 

‘But,’ it msy be urged, there isa vas! 

difference between marrisge and other con 

tracts. In this the woman yields ber free- 

dom ‘and in diggeiarslity to one who is a 

sworn protector, whose interests sre iden- 

tical with her own, snd who is deeply con- 

cerned in seeing that she receives exact 

justice.’ 

If this be the case, why is it that men 

themselves, tor the last fitty years, have 

been repealing the old laws regarding the 

wite and replacing them with new enact- 

ments which would enable her to pro ect 

her:elf against her protector ? But, pot. 

withstanding ll that has been done, the 

me jority of wives are still in subjection to 

the husb nds while they continue to live 

with them in the holy bends of matrimony, 

and so lovg ss this is the case we never 

can have, ss a rule, the bappiest and most 

exalted form of marriage. 

The wives of today have innumerable 

advantages over those of past gererations, 

but the most important of all is still denied 

viz, an cqual right to the joint earnings of 

the marrisge partnerehip. The law bas 

yielded so far, in most of the places, as to 

permit a wife to retain possession of the 

property the brought into the firm, and 

that which becomes hers by will or gift. If 

she goes outside of the home to work. her 

wages are her owr, tut if she corfine her- 

labors to the demands of ber household 

she is legally entitled only to board, shel. 

ter and clothes, and the husband decides 

as to quality. 

Whatever :he gets in addition is not by 

legal right, but simply through the in 

fluence she can bring to bear upon him. 

It she dies first she cannot dispose by will 

ot a dollar’s worth of all they bave accum- 

ulated together, but at bis death he can 

deprive ber of at "east two thirds ot their 

joint earnings. The law, however, sec- 

ures to her a certain amount, presuppos- 

ing that if this were not done the busband 

would be likely to deprive her of all. 

The man who is penniless bas the world 

before him with all of its opportunities for 

making a living. Modern innovations in 

a large degree have placed the unmarried 

woman in the same position, but the wife 

bas no such freedom. By ststute she owes 

ber services to her husbard and her own 

sense of duty compels her to devout them 

to her household, therefore she is excluded 

from the wage earning occupations, and 

although pertorming ber regular day’s 

labor, is not entitled to handle a dollar of 

her earnings. 

I place above sll otber causes for un 

happiness in marrisge the absolute finan- 

cial dependence of the wife and I firmly be- 

lieve that three fourths of the friction would 

be removed it a fair share of the family in- 

come were placed at ber unrestricted dis- 

posal, just as now the husband controls all 

of it. There is not space bere to go into 

an argument on this proposition. Notb- 

ing takes the independence, the selt res 

pect and the contentment out of a man’s 

life so completely as pauperism, acd 

s¥ripped ot all subterfuge, this is the con 

dition of the vast majority ot wives. 

They smart under the injustice; they 

| rebel at the csjolery, deceit and sometimes 

intimidat on which they must practice to 

| get what ought to be theirs by right ; while 

| they are often irritated beyond endurance 

| to see the husband using money in ways 

which they wholly disapprove. It I were 

a husband I never would admit that my 

marriage was a failure until I had tried the 
profit sharing plan with my wite. 

| The wonder is not that so many mar: 

| riages are a /ailure, but that so meny are 

# succees. DMembers of the some family, 

| parente and children, brothers and sisters, 

who have bad years to study one another's 

idioeyncrasies and are bound together by 

the strong tie of blood-relstionskip, often 

find it extremely d flicult to dwell in har- 

mony under the same root. How much 

more d flicult then must it be for these who 

know but little of each other's inheritance 

of peculiarities ; who are married far too 

often, on a brict and imperfect acquaint 

ance; who sre suddenly thrown into the 

most intimate relstionebip, without the 

power of getting away from it; and who 

occupy a position vo’ otf incependence but 

of authority on one side and often unwill® 

ing dependence on the other—how finite 

ly more d flicuit must it be ter them to 

bring their lives into barmonivus adjust- 

ment ! 

The marvel lies in the fact that so many 

succeed in doipg this, for the immense 

majority of marrisges are fairly satistactory 

to the contracting parties. It is only those 

that prove to be mistakes which challenge 

attention. The one whose troubles are 

carried into the courts attracts so much 

notice that the nice hurdred and ninty- 

nine which are beirg passed in compara- 

tive peece and happiness are entirely lost 

sight of, and people cry out, ‘Why are so 

many marriages a failure ?’ 

The census oi 1890 showed about 121,- 

000 divorced persons in the United States, 
cut of a population of over 62,500,000. A 

small fraction of 1 per cent, is hardly ap 

preciable in so vast a number, and certain- 

ly does not justify the slightest alarm or 
tbe conclusions that marrisge, 8s an insti- 

tution, 1s discredited. R:cent census 

doubtless will somewhat increase this per- 

centage, but even should this be the case 

there is no need of a panic. 

There was vever in the history of the 

world such a period of transition as the 

one throvgh which we are now passing, 

and itis natural that the institution of 

marriage should be included in the general 

shsking up. This means simply that if 
must be more carefully studied with a view 

to placing it on a broader and flrmer basis. 

While modern conditions of lite allow 

men end women innumerable opportuni- 

ties of meetirg, these are of the most super- 

ficial character and do not permit the long 

and thorcugh acquaintance which always 

should precede msrrisge. The latter 

brings many dizillusions even to those who 

believed they had the most absolute know 

ledge of one another, and they often repent 

at leisure to as great a degree as those 

who married in haste. Society in the so- 

called middle and upper clasees permits 

the urmarried to meet only urder artificial 

conditions, at balls, receptions, dinners, 

teas—devoted to small talk with the ac- 
companiments of music, flowers, gala 

attire and crowds of people—all attractive 

and delightful in a way, but affording no 
chance for a study of character, temp- 

erament, tastes ard idess. Yet on such 

acquaintance as this the young folks marry 

and set about to face the great problems 

of real lite. That, under such circum- 
stances, more than 99 per cent of mar- 

riages prove so endurable at least that the 

parties make no effort to have them an- 
nulled is to the credit of human nature and 
a splendid testimony to the sacrament 

itself. 
It is claimed tbat the marriages which 

result from coeducation in our colleges are 
almost universally happy. A very wide 

observation leads me to believe that this is 
the classroom and on the campus have given 
that mutual knowledge which should be the 
foundation and have developed that sumil- 
arity of tastes and pursuits which is es- 

sential tc a congenial union. Thie rule 

bolds good where men and women in the 
same profession marry, as physicians, 

lawyers, ministers, writers, teachers. I 

have known scarcely an instance where 

such a marriage turned out unbappily and 

this must be because of the congenislity of 

disposition which leads both into the ssme 

line of work and prompts them to continue 

it. 
Society is apt to condem marriage be- 

tween an employer and his bookkeeper 

or stenographer, and yet their daily com 

panionship has given each other an 10sight 

of the babite and disposition of each other 

and shown their ability to work together 

harmoniously. When such marriages 

are founded on mutual resp ct and 

a fic ction the chances ought to be in favor 

of their proving satisfactory, if we accept 

the promiee that a thorcugh acquaintance 

is a rc quisite for a successful unior. 

A prcminent reason why many marriages 

are failures is found in the imperfect de- 

velopement of men and women. While 

neither would expect to succeed in any 

kind ot busiuers without a specisl training 

they rush blindly and recklessly into this 

most complex and «xactirg of all life's re- 

lations, end are em:zed when bavkruptcy 

stares them in the face. 

It is not possible to take up in detail the 

numerous causes which lead to this result, 

the infirmi‘ies of temper, the lack of self 

control and forbearance, the business in- 

capacity of the husband, the domestic in- 

aptitude of the wife, the total want of an 

equilibrium which will enable them to meet 

their inevitable d fliculties with calmness 

and fortitude. The vices of youth prove 

too strong for the man to lay aside, and 

carried into married lite, produce the usua] 

wreck. The frivolous, superficial attrac 

tions which rendered the girl so charming 

prove inadequate to retain the husbanc’s 
love, and she bas nothing more enduring 

to cffer. The foundations of a perfect 

marriage cannot be laid upon a deficient 

manhood and womanhood. 

Tuis briogs us back to our original pro- 

position that the ideal merriage must be 

founded on that mutual respect which 1s 

possible only between equals, and out of 

this will grow the only love which is un- 

changeable. John Stuart, Mill is olten 

quoted as baving said: No ordinary man 

is willing to find at his own fireside an 

equal in the pereon he calls wite.” This 

may have been true when it was written, 

but a new generation of women have come 

into existence since that time and they 

have revolutionized the cld ideals. Even 

the ‘ordinary’ man expects far more of 

‘the person he calls wife’ now than in days 

past, while the most progressive men are 

demanding, if not their equals, certsinly a 

more advanced womanhood than the world 

ever before has seen. 

Although the women of the United 

States stand more nearly on an equality 

with the men than do those of any other 

nation, yet a larger proportion cf men 

here marry than in sny other country. 

Such statistics prove that, while increased 

opportunities in lile may make some wo- 

men #0 exacting in the choice of a hus- 

band as to prevent marriage altogether, 

they do not deter a constantly increasing 

number of men from marrying. 

Men themselves sre conticually raising 

the standard for wives, and women are 

striving to reach it, but no sooner has this 

been done than they themselves fix a nob- 

ler standard for husbands. Thus each as- 

sists the other to rise, and both attain a 

bigher level; while the nearer that of the 

woman approaches that of the man the 

greater becomes his respect for her. 

In the realm of eancation she has gained 

a bundred-fold in his regard since he has 

learned that ber mental powers are not in- 

ferior to his own. This is equally true in 

the business world, since she has demon- 

strated her capacity in many and varied 

departments. The logical conclusion, 

therefore, cannot be evaded that there 

must be a corresponding increase of re- 

spect when she takes her rightful place in 

the affairs of government. 

This evolution is developing not only 

women but men, and it is producing 8 

greater mutual regard than ever bas exist- 

ed in the history ot the rsce. Eventually 

this attitude must extend to the relations 

between busbands and wives, with the 
inevitable result that, in the fulness of time, 

there will be no necessity to inquire why 

80 many marrisges are failures. 

Mrs. Wiggles—Mrs. Rachet played 
whist with us this aiternoon. 

Mr. Wiggles—Is that so P What score 
did she make ? 

Mrs. Wiggles—Three hundred and 
eighty words a minute. 

Woman's Kingdom Is Home, 

Agusta Robson in the Ladies’ Mags zine 

says that the bome duties of a wile and 

mother are many and very exacting, but if 

she be appreciated and fsithfully loved, 

hers is the most envishle lot among wo- 
men. Success is never easy, but one of 

the conditions of it here is that you put 

your best thought and talent ou your 

homes. Charitable sccicties, women’s clubs 

and even church work, are of secondary 

consideration. [E:ch is beautiful, needtul 

and right if one is so situated thst she has 

the time and energy to give to it without 

either overtasking her physical or men- 

tal resources. But she who builds and 

maintains a restful, helptul, happy, Chris- 

tian home, is doing the world’s bravest 

work. Here is your kingdom. Strive to 

reign here in barmony and to do the things 

‘which make for peace.” It is the friction 

of lile which wears us out more than its 

hard work. 
Your habits of dress were formed long 

betore you became a wife, and very few 

have strength of character enough to 

change them, but the successiul home 

maker is she who makes herselt and her 

home so at ractive that no club can com- 

pete with it. Far more powerful in its 

influence than any attractions of dress is a 

brave and cheerful spirit. Life is hard at 
beet and the sooner that we realize that 

we have a load to carry, and determine to 

carry it cheerfully and bravely, the sooner 

are we started on the way which brings 

most eatisiaction, most Lappiness, most 

peace. 

From a Man's Standpeint, 

A wife rarely keeps a husband poor that 

would have been rich any other way. 

Women live for admiration, but men 

die without it. 

When a woman’s in love, she thinks 

there's no other man in the world ; when a 

man’s; in love, he thinks the same thing. 

The bachelor bas one great sdvantage 

over the married man; he can still get 

married. 
A woman may have less logictha: a 

man, but what little she does have is gen 

erally more so. 

Never trust a woman with a secret. 

The curiosity of her husbaud is sure to 

get it out of her. 

Just when a mavr’s surest that a woman 

never hits anything she aims at, along 

comes some blushing young thing and 

marries him ! 
You'll appreciate your own home alter 

you see some others. 

Neither husband nor wife should accuse 

the ot her of their sex’s propeneity to talk. 

Both are tond of it. 

The Daily Attire. 

That a husband of long standing cares 

a great deal about the daily attire of bis 

wife, found an illustration tbat is both 

striking and funny, in a lawsuit some 

years ago. The aggrieved husband writ: 

ing to the father of his wife, says: ‘You 

would bless yourselt if you were to see 

the figure Henriett makes of herself in the 

morning, geners:lly until two and three 

o'clock. It consists of an old plaid dress 

ing gown, extremely dirty and with sever- 

al holes burnt in it. In this disgusting 

costume, she came to breakfast one morning 

when my brother Robert was with me. 

She does not often wear the gowns you 

had the kindness to give her, her favorite 

gown being sn old red dress not remarkab 

ly clean, which 1s my aversion.’ This with 

other annoyances, combined to make 

bim feel it im possible to live with her. 

Profi s for Two, 

‘I was standing in the lobby of the Audi- 

torium in Chicago,’ remarked ex: Congress- 

man P. J. Somers over in the Plankinton 

lobby yesterday, ‘talking with Senator 

William E. Mason, when a trampish-look- 

ing fellow came rushing in and addressing 

him, said: 
‘Billy, lend me $10; I bave a chance to 

make $3 in fifteen minutes,’ 

‘Billy went down in bis trousers and 

fished up a two-dollsr and a one dollar 
note and passed them over to the man. 

‘] want $10 to meke the deal remarked 
the man, as be stretched forth his band for 

additional financial aid. 
‘You said you could make $3 didn't 

you P’ 

‘Yes.’ 
‘Well, you've made $3 and I'm §7 ahead 

See I" 
‘The man saw the point and regretfully 

withdrew. 

Mrs. Newlywed—You told me we would 

have to give up luxuries and only aliow 

ourselves necessities. 
Mr. Newlywed — That's right. 
Mrs. Newlywed—But you came home 

in » hack iast night ; that was a luxury. 

Mr. Newlywed - Er—er—hat was & 
necessity, my love. 

Tommie—Paw, what relasbun is my 
gran’'maw t’ you ? 

Father—She's my mother-in-law, young 

man ; now don’t remind me of her again 
while she is here. 

She—1I don’t believe you're telling me 
the truth. 
He—You are most annoying sometimes. 

[ suppose you think you can read me like 
a book. 

She~0O, no! Like a 
should say. 

‘I thought you said your husband could 
swim.’ 

‘He can, but that pretty grass widow 
from Kentucky seems to preter to he 
around the beach.) 

The young lady with the green threaded 
coat and Devonshire bat was interested in 
looking over books in McClurg’s. Where 
i# ‘Tue Gentleman from [mdiana ?’ she 
atked of the rew clerk—he of the auburn 

flowing bair parted from the middle. Why 
fused to lve in Indiania, madame, said 
be, with a conecious blush even redder 
than bis hair. 

Herry— Oh Nellie, darling, I'm so un- 
bappy, 11teel we shall never get your 
fatver’s consent to our marriage. 
Nellie—Ob, Harry, dear, I think we 

shall—] bave an idea! We shall get 
Msmma to object and it's sure to come 
right ? 
We understand the bsnns were publish. 

ed within a week. 

Minister. —‘Bridget, these potatoes taste 
mouldy.’ 
Bricget—* Yas, sorr, Oi dare say, sorr— 

they sec next to your barrel o’sermons in 
the suller.’ 

paragraph, I 

‘Ain’t you most afraid to bave John go 
to war ? You know these far shootin’ 
guns will hit & man a mile and a half away 
every time.’ 

“There ain‘t no bullet that'll catch John 
if he gets a mile an‘ a ball start. 

Wby Tommy was misled: Tommy— 
You wore a red suit and horns at the 
masked ball last night, didn’t you? 

Mr. Hoamly—Why no. 1 went as a 
cavalier. 
Tommy —I guess pop was mistaken then. 

He said ue saw you and you looked like 
the devil. 

‘Why, be atked, ‘why is the Fourth of 

July like W. J. Bryan's new lecture?’ 
Naturally we all gave 1t up. 
‘Recause,’ he said, edging toward the 

door, ‘itis a case of spending a lot of 
money for some useless noise.’ 

‘Charley dear,’ said young Mrs Torkins, 
‘I haven't a word to say against your play- 
ing golt any more.’ 

‘I'm glad cf that.’ 
‘No, I think it is a very useful gsme. 

The man who was working here tos morn 
ing said that your new golf sticks were 
pertectly lovely to beat carpets with.’ 

“If I thought any girl would accept me,’ 
casually remarked the bashtul Mr. Dolyers 
‘I'd propose tomorrow.’ 
‘Why not tris evening? asked Miss Fos 

dick, coyly. 
The » flair will take place in about a 

month. 

‘Did you bear of that duel between those 
two students?’ 

‘No. Pistols or swords? 
‘Neither ; they prescribed for each other. 

‘You're safe!” the umpire shouted. 
Then sadly muttered be. 
While bleachers roared their wild dis 

sent : 
‘Who'll eay 2s much for me?’ 

‘Was your club paper troubleso re,Dor- 
othy?’ 

‘Ob, horrible! 1 ransacked 11 books 
and ate three pounds of chocolate caramels 
while 1 was getung it up. 

‘Ah,’ sighed the fond mother, ‘two souls 
with but a single thought !’ 

‘Yes,’ echoea patertamilias, ‘and less 
than $1. 1 don’t know how they're going 
to make it, Mary,unless—er—perhaps that 
single thought they've got is that papa’s 
going to put up tor two. 

‘Briggs must be getting queer in his top 
story.’ 

‘What's the proof? 
“He had bis bare head out ot his office 

window at noon yesterday, snd when I 
acked him what he was doing he said he 
couldn't afford a regular bair cut and was 
trying a singe.’ 

‘1 never could see why they always call- 
ed a boat ‘she.’ 

‘Evidently you have never tried to steer 
one. 

We can accomplish nothing in this world 
said the old man who was given to moraliz. 
ing, until the crooked is made straight. 

Well, replied the other who was also of 
convivial habit, ot course you would ex- 
cept the corkscrew. 

_ Mother—Harry Tucker is the worst boy 
in school, Tommy, and I want you to keep 
as lar from him as ible. 
Tommy —1 do Ma. He is alwaysat the 

head ot our class. 
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