
F U R T H E R L O B B Y I N G 
Thfe Corjstant Wife 1 
The "First-Nightdr" saw the "Consta it Wi fe" M 

T|he Maughai 
its volume 
have attet 

season and 

rch 1, and 
piece was 

'f dialogue 
pted since 

Its selection 

thought it mighty handsomely done 
the first "drawing room comedy," with 
and Brittle but le l that the Mummer; 
they cavorted in tipe "Royal Family" last 
is tope commended. 

Although the plal was, as a whole, paiihfully talky and lacking 
in action, it offered a splendid opportunty for the Mummers to 
drape themselves about one of the handsomest sets that has 
eveif been seen on the Wilson stage, and seem quitie witty as 
they unraveled Mr. Maugham's ultra-modern philbsophy of 
married life. Th s philosophy is based jpon the theory that a 
mopern wife does nothing to earn fidelity from her husband. 
She no longer sews, cooks, scrubs or :ares for children and 
hence is really indebted to her husband for her maintenance 
crjd has no holq upon him should he ccire to—in thej words of 

y. Bacon—"hqve another string to hi; bow." In propounding 
is interesting llittle idea, Maugham h<]s allowed everyone in-

[)lved to remaim remarkably civilized ard objective even to the 
3int of being (p bit bored by the fact hat there was nothing 

lore startling than on intrigue to occu|:y their attention. 

)irector John K. Rose has gathered about him a splendidly bal­
anced cast for rhe "Constant Wife," and all, with a few notable 

/exceptions, gave fine performances. Jane Schroder, in the role 

T H E D I R E C T O R 

of the obviously ndfned Constance, was truly excellent in view 
pf the fact that sh^ was appearing for the first time with the 

uild in this ploy. She displayed a poise and surety which lent 
er performance digi^ity,-and this quality together with o fine 

ice should make he\ one of the most outstanding performers 
ich the Mummers hiave had in quite a while. The role of the 
ithless husband was f\lled by Woodrow Hunter, and, except for 
e occasion upon which he forgot that he was a stolid English-
' n and began playing'('actor-fellow" to the cheap seats, his 

pfefformonce was exceller\t. 

garet Lotspeich in or^pther elderly characterization con-
led the fine work sNhihh she began in "Criminal Code." 

H^rk was the character of /ylrs. Carver whose primary function 
in the ploy was that of raiss(ipeur. In the role of Bernard, John 
Sinmturned in an appropriat^y colorless but workmanlike per-
formiiince. And May Toepfenos the thoroughly disagreeable 
sister\of Constance was adequately antagonistic as well as 
decarUive. The cast was comf3ileted by Molly Kallas, Maurice 
Wilson, and Stanley Lawwill who did little more than complete 
the 44st. \ 

DirecMr Rose staged the "Cons\ant Wi fe" splendidly. The 
single!set which served for all three.acts stood the test of seem­
ing Juki as attractive as the final\curtain fell as it did when 
it wasWst discovered. '\ 

told that the second and third performances of the 
t Wife" was much better than the first and for this 

regret that we were actually as well as nominally a 
lOhter." \ R. G. E. 


