———————————————————

—_—

L T ———; ]

| —

T e T ——

| |
FURTHER LOBBYING
Thé Constant Wiilfe

The “First-Nightar” saw the “Constant Wife” March 1, and
thought it mighty/handsomely done. The Maugham piece was
the first “drawing room comedy,” with its volume jof dialogue
and brittle butler, that the Mummerg have attempted since
they ¢avorted in the “Royal Family” lasf season and its selection
is to pe commended.

Althpugh the play was, as a whole, painfully talky and lacking
in a¢tion, it offered a splendid opportunity for the Mummers to
drape themselved about one of the hahdsomest sets that has
ever been seen on the Wilson stage, and seem quite witty as
the)"/ unraveled Mr. Maugham’s ultra-modern philosophy of
mafried life. Thjs philosophy is based bipon the thegry that a
modern wife dods nothing to earn fidglity from her| husband.
She no longer sews, cooks, scrubs or tares for children and
hepce is really jndebted to her husband for her malntenance
arjd has no hold upon him should he cqre to—in the|words of
Mr. Bacon—"hdve another string to hi§ bow.” In propounding
this interesting [ittle idea, Maugham hgs allowed evefyone in-
vplved to remain remarkably civilized and objective even to the

int of being @ bit bored by the fact that there was nothing
more startling than an intrigue to occupy their attention.

Director John K. Rose has gathered abolt him a splendidly bal-
kinced cast for the “Constant Wife,” and all, with a few notable
lexceptions, gave fine performances. Jame Schrader, in|the role
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| \of the obviously named Constance, was truly excellent in view

of the fact that shé was appearing for the first time with the

| guild in this play. She displayed a poise and surety which lent

her performance dignity,-and this quality together with a fine
voice should make hek one of the most outstanding performers
which the Mummers have had in quite a while. The role of the
faithless husband was filled by Woodrow Hunter, and, except for
ane occasion upon which he forgot that he was a stolid English-
man and began playing \“actor-fellow” to the cheap seats, his
performance was excellent.

Margaret Lotspeich in anpther elderly characterization con-
tined the fine work whigh she began in “Criminal Code.”
Hars was the character of Mrs. Carver whose primary function
in the play was that of raissdpeur. In the role of Bernard, John
Sinm fturned in an appropriately colorless but workmanlike per-
formance. And May Toepfer as the thoroughly disagreeable
sistarl of Constance was adequately antagonistic as well as
decorgtive. The cast was completed by Molly Kallas, Maurice
Wilson, and Stanley Lawwill whq did little more than complete
the qast
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Directdr Rose staged the “Constant Wife” splendidly. The
singlelset which served for all three acts stood the test of seem-
ing just as attractive as the final\curtain fell as it did when
it was| first discovered. -

We are \told that the second and third performances of the
"Constant Wife” was much better than the first and for this
reason we regret that we were actually as well as nominally a
"First-Nighter.” ' RUGHE

\




