
YOU ARE THE JURY! WHAT IS YOUR VERDICT
IN CASE WHERE JUDGES DISAGREED?
BY JANE WHITAKER.

Would you believe that a woman,
so eager for motherhood that she
underwent. a necessary operation in
order to be able to bring children
into the world, would commit an act
of adultery in the presence of her

boy and
baby girl?

Would you. justify taking a
baby from its mother,

even under such evidence, when a
physician had testified that the
health of the baby was such that it
must continue in its mother's care?

I want your opinion for,, though
this case has been tried by two
judges, one dismissed it and anoth-
er found the woman guilty and order-
ed her children taken from her.

In January of this year a motherly-look-

ing woman, whose face was
swollen from much weeping, stood in
the morals court, where she had been
brought through the action of her
husband. He alleged he had suspect-
ed her of having relations with a
man in their home, and that on the
night before, with a setting so per-
fect that there was even a newspaper
reporter present, tin trap to catch
her was sprung.

He declared he caught the man
in his wife's room under conditions
that led him to believe she had com-
mitted an act of adultery with the
man while her boy of 4 and baby girl
of 17 months were in the bed with
her.

The woman, with eyes flashing, de-

clared the whole thing a put-u- p job
to get rid of her and take her chil-
dren from her. She charged that
her husband had deserted her on
different occasions; that she had
trouble with his relatives because
she had objected to having dif-
ferent ones of them living in her
home. She declared that the man
was a roomer in their home and had

stopped at the door of her room,
which was open, to ask a question;
that, being slightly deaf, she asked
him tS repeat it and he stepped in-

side the room; that immediately
there was a commotion ; her husband
rushed into the room and detectives
followed him, and the thing was
done.

Testifying in her favor, several
women at whom one only had to
take a single glance to know they
were the type that insist on the sac-ti- ty

of the home and a woman guard-
ing her reputation as her most per-
fect jewel declared that the woman
was an. ideal mother, a) splendid
housekeeper, and, in their firm belief,
a true wife.

The case was dismissed, but by
the next morning the husband had
entered suit for divorce, alleging the
same circumstance that failed to se-

cure conviction in the morals court.
In the divorce court he elaborated

the story. He said the woman who
underwent an operation that she
might- - become a mother "wasn't
good to her children." He pictured
himself as an ideal husband who
scrubbed the floors, washed the dish-
es and the "clothes and cooked the
meals. He inferred that he was un-
appreciated and he had a way of in-

serting in a light, inconsequential
manner the most damning things in
his testimony, as, for instance, that
he hadn't called up the police at the
precinct station near his home "be-
cause he remembered his wife was
very friendly with the police down
at the station," though he admitted
that at no time previous to January
had he any occasion to suspect her
fidelity.

He admitted that in June, 1915, his
wife had sworn out a. rt

warrant and he was brought into the
court of domestic relations and had
agreed to pay her $15 a week with--o- ut

an order being entered against


