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Petition for Divorce.

PETITION FOR DIVORCE.
Filed November 13, 1924.

In Chancery of New Jersey

To his Honor, Edwin Robert Walker, Chancellor
of the State of New dJersey.

The petition of William C. Glass, of the Town
of Belleville, in the County of Essex and State
of New Jersey, respectfully shows:

1. Your petitioner was lawfully joined in the
bonds of matrimony to his present wife,
Euphemia M. Glass, the defendant in this suit,
on the 30th day of June, 1910, by Marshall B.
Lytle, a Minister of the Gospel in the City of
Boston and State of Massachusetts.

2. Defendant, since her marriage to your peti-
tioner, and on or about July 30, 1923, and at
divers other times 1n said month, committed
adultery with Charles Gunardson in said Town
of Belleville, and at divers other times and places
not definitely known to your petitioner, committed
adultery with said Gunardson.

3. The defendant and petitioner cohabited as
man and wife after their marriage as aforesaid
until about the month of May, 1922, at which
time petitioner, by reason of his suspicions of
defendant’s misconduct with other men, refused
to henceforth cohabit with her as man and wife
and since said time petitioner has had no access
to nor sexual intercourse with said defendant;
that in the month of April, 1924, defendant was
delivered of a female child born after the usual
period of gestation; that said defendant’s con-
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Petition for Divorce.

ception being the result of her adulterous rela-
tion with some person not exactly known by your
petitioner, although he has diligently endeavored
to ascertain the circumstances attending said re-
lations and verily believes such person to be one
Charles Gunardson; that the defendant, since
her marriage with the petitioner and during the
months of May, June, July and August, 1923,
committed adultery with a person whose name is
not definitely known to petitioner and whom peti-
tioner was unable to definitely describe.

4. Defendant deserted petitioner in the month
of May, 1922, ever since which time and for more
than two years last past said defendant has wil-
fully, continuedly and obstinately deserted your
petitioner.

20 5. Petitioner has been a bona fide resident of
the State of New Jersey, continuedly since the
month of June, 1921, residing in the Town of
Belleville aforesaid, and was resident of said
Town of Belleville at the time of the commence-
ment of this action; that the defendant resided
in the State of New Jersey, in the Town of Belle-
ville, from said month of June, 1921, until the
month of October, 1923, since which time the said

3q defendant has resided at places not definitely
known by petitioner, but to the best of his knowl-
edge and belief, the same has been partly in the
State of New dJersey, State of Massachusetts
and the State of Wisconsin, and to the best of
petitioner’s knowledge and belief, said defendant
is now residing in the Town of Blackstone, in
said State of Massachusetts.

5. One child was born of the marriage afore-
said, to wit: William C. Glass, now age thirteen,
40 who is in the custody of your petitioner; that the



Petition for Divorce.

welfare of said child requires that he should re-
main in the custody of petitioner.

Your petitioner prays that the marriage be-
tween your petitioner and defendant may be dis-
solved for the cause aforesaid according to the
statute in such case made and provided, and that
your petitioner may be awarded the custody of
said child of the marriage; and that your peti-
tioner may have such further relief as may be
just.

And your petitioner will ever pray, etc.

G. EARL BRUGLER,
Solicitor for Petitioner.

State of New Jersey, 1
County of Hudson, 7/ s

Will iam C. Gla ss, being duly sworn according
to law, upon his oath deposes and says, that he
is the petitioner named in the foregoing petition;
and that his said petition is not made by any col-
lusion between him and the defendant, but in
truth and good faith, for the causes set forth in
the petition.

WILLIAM C. GLASS.
Sworn and subscribed to before me this
12th day of November, A. D. 1924.

Louise R. Rohr,
Notary Public of New Jersey.
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Answer.

ANSWER.
Filed March 24, 1925.

The answer of Euphemia M. Glass, defendant,
to the petition of William C. Glass, petitioner.

1. The defendant admits to be true that plain-
tiff and defendant were married, as in said peti-
tion is alleged.

2. This defendant denies that since her said
marriage, and on or about July 30, 1923, and at
divers other times in said month, she committed
adultery with Charles Gunardson in said Town
of Belleville, as in said petition is alleged, or
that she committed adultery with said person or
with any other person at any time or place; but
to the contrary, this defendant says that she has
ever faithfully observed her obligations as the
wife of the petitioner.

3. This defendant admits it to be true that
the petitioner and this defendant cohabited as
man and wife after their marriage, but denies
that petitioner refused, from about the month
of May, 1922, to cohabit with defendant as man
and wife; and defendant admits and acknowl-
edges that during the month of April, 1924, there
was a female child born to her, but denies that
the birth of this child was the result of any act
of adultery on her part, and denies that the
father of the child is Charles Gunardson, or any
other person accept the petitioner, and defend-
ant denies that during the months of May, June,
July and August, 1923, she committed adultery
with any person whatsoever, as is alleged in para-
graph three (3) of the petition.



Answer.

4. Defendant denies that she deserted peti-
tioner in the month of May, 1922, or at any
other time.

5. Defendant denies that petitioner has been a
bona fide resident of the State of New dJersey
continuedly since the month of June, 1921, and
denies that petitioner is residing in the Town of
Belleville aforesaid, and denies that petitioner
was a resident of the said Town of Belleville at
the time of the commencement of this action as is
alleged in paragraph five (5) of the petition.

6. Defendant denies that only one child was
born of the marriage aforesaid, and alleges that
two children were born of said marriage, to wit:
William C. Glass, age thirteen, referred to the
second paragraph numbered five, in the petition,
and a daughter named Barbara Edith Glass,
born April 30, 1924. This defendant admits that
the eldest child, William C. Glass, is in the cus-
tody of petitioner, but denies that the welfare
of said child requires that he should remain in
the custody of said petitioner.

This defendant, by way of separate defense
answering, says that:

Fir st Separate Defense.

1 Both petitioner and defendant are bona

fide residents of the City of New York, and have
been bona fide residents of the City of New York
since October, 1923, at which time petitioner
moved from the Town of Belleville, New Jersey,
to 47 Peirpont street, Brooklyn, New York, where
he lived approximately seven (7) months, when
he moved to 1125 Lexington avenue, Borough of
Manhattan, New York City, where he resided for
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Answer.

some time thereafter, and where, to the best of
defendant’s knowledge and belief, petitioner still
lives. Prior to petitioner’s moving to Belleville,
New Jersey, in June, 1921, he resided in Elm-
hurst, Long Island, with defendant for a year,
and at West 108th street, New York City, for
about six (6) months. Shortly after the peti-
tioner moved from Belleville, New dJersey, to
Brooklyn, New York, defendant took up her resi-
dence in New York City where she now resides
at No. 1-A Fifth Avenue, New York City. De-
fendant has been informed and believes that peti-
tioner has recently been in Belleville, New dJer-
sey, attempting to rent a room there, and defend-
ant further alleges that neither the petitioner nor
the defendant is now or was at the commence-
ment of this action, a resident of the State of
New Jersey or within the jurisdiction of this
Honorable Court.

Second Separate Defense.

2. An action for separation and maintenance
instituted by the defendant in this cause, against
the petitioner in this cause, is now pending in the
Supreme Court in the County of New York, State
of New York, in which an order for payment for
support and maintenance and of counsel fee has
been signed and entered by said court and which
action will proceed to final hearing some time
during the month of April, 1925. In said action
the Supreme Court of New York has determined
that the parties thereto are residents of the State
of New York.

Third Separa te Defense.

3. Defendant repeats the contents of para-
graphs one (1) to six (6) inclusive in the answer
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

hereinabove set forth, and further says that oil
or about the 14th day of July, 1923, petitioner
and defendant had marital relations, and inter-
course together and that as a result thereof, a
daughter Barbara Edith Glass was born on April
30, 1924.

This defendant prays to be hence dismissed,
with her reasonable costs and charges in that be-
half most wrongfully sustained.

EUPHEMIA M. GLASS,
Defendant.

PECK, DAVIS & GRAY,
Solicitors of Defendant.

AMENDED ANSWER AND CROSS-PETITION.
Filed May 23, 1925.

The amended answer of Euphemia M. Glass,
defendant, to the petition of William C. Glass,
petitioner.

1. The defendant admits to be true that plain-
tiff and defendant were married, as in said peti-
tion is alleged.

2. This defendant denies that since her said
marriage, and on or about July 30, 1923, and at
divers other times in said month, she committed
adultery with Charles Gunardson in said Town
of Belleville, as in said petition is alleged, or that
she committed adultery with said person or with
any other person at any time or place, but to the
contrary, this defendant says that she has ever

taithfully observed her obligations as the wife
ot the petitioner.
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

3. This defendant admits it to be true that
the petitioner and this defendant cohabited as
man and wife after their marriage, but denies
that petitioner refused, from about the month of
May, 1922, to cohabit with defendant as man and
wife, and defendant admits and acknowledges

q that during the month of April, 1924, there was a
female child born to her, but denies that the birth
of this child was the result of any act of adultery
on her part, and denies that the father of the
child is Charles Gunardson, or any other person,
except the petitioner, and defendant denies that
during the months of May, dJune, July and
August, 1923, she committed adultery with any
person whatsoever, as is alleged in paragraph
three (3) of the petition.

20 4. Defendant denies that she deserted peti-
tioner in the month of May, 1922, or at any other
time.

5. Defendant denies that only one child was
born of the marriage aforesaid, and alleges that
two children were born of said marriage, to wit:
William C. Glass, age thirteen, referred to in
the second paragraph numbered five in the peti-
tion, and a daughter named Barbara Edith Glass,

3q born April 30, 1924. This defendant denies that
the eldest child, William C. Glass, is in the cus-
tody of the petitioner, but denies that the wel-
fare of said child requires that he should be in
the custody of said petitioner.

This defendant, by way of separate defense
answering, says that:
First Separate Defense.

1. Defendant repeats the contents of para-
Ib graphs one (1) to five (5) inclusive, in the an-
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

swer herein above set forth, and further says
that on or about the 14th day of July, 1923, peti-
tioner and defendant had marital relations, and
intercourse together and that as a result thereof,
a daughter Barbara KEdith Glass was born on
April 30, 1924.

This defendant prays to be hence dismissed
with her reasonable costs and charges in that be-
half most wrongfully sustained.

PETITION OF DEFENDANT.

1. Your defendant was lawfully joined in the
bonds of matrimony to her present husband,
William C. Glass, on the 30th day of June, 1910,
by Marshall B. Lytel, a Minister of the Gospel
of the City of Boston and State of Massachu-
setts.

2. Petitioner has been a bona fide resident of
the State of New Jersey continuedly since the
month of June, 1921, and was a resident of the
Town of Belleville, Essex County, New dJersey,
and was a resident of the said Town of Belle-
ville, at the time of the commencement of this
action.

3. Your defendant and her husband, William
c. Glass, aforesaid, cohabited with some inter-
ruptions as hereinafter stated, from the date of
their marriage until they separated in the latter
part of the year, 1923, this separation being
forced upon the defendant by the conduct of her
husband, William C. Glass, as hereinafter more
particularly described.

His cruelties began several years ago, and con-
tinued, with short interruptions, down to the
separation in 1923.
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

In the winter of 1914-15, while defendant and
petitioner were living at Woonsocket, Rhode
Island, rumors came to defendant from time to
time that her husband, William C. Glass, was be-
ing seen with a Mrs. Jillsen, a widow, who was
the telephone operator at the Woonsocket Ma-

10 chine and Press Company, where said petitioner,
William C. Glass, was then employed as assistant
superintendent. These rumors continued until
about 1916, when defendant’s husband, William
C. Glass, introduced this woman to defendant
over the telephone. Later on said William C
Glass suggested giving a small dinner and invit-
ing the aforementioned Mrs. Jillsen, which de-
fendant did to please petitioner, and to show said
petitioner that defendant was willing to believe
that there was, as petitioner said “ nothing in
this gossip.”

In June, 1919, defendant’s husband, William C
Glass, suggested that defendant invite Mrs. Jill-
sen’s daughter to visit us for a week as she was
recovering from an operation. Defendant did so,
and while the girl was visiting defendant and
petitioner at their home, defendant saw several
letters from Mrs. Jillsen addressed to the defend-
ant’s husband, William C. Glass.

30 At the end of the week’s visit, defendant
learned that her husband, William C. Glass, had
arranged with the girl’s mother for her to stay
a week longer. When defendant spoke to her
husband, the aforesaid William C. Glass, about
it, the said William C. Glass rebuked defendant
in such a severe manner that defendant suffered
a nervous shock and was obliged to go to bed
Petitioner, William C. Glass, then arranged for
the girl to return to her mother. Defendant saw

40 one of the letters addressed by Mrs. dJillsen to
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

said petitioner, and while defendant has no copy
of it, said defendant can clearly recall the con-
tents, which were indelibly impressed on her
mind. It ran as follows:

Dear Tweetie:

Yesterday’s scare would seem to prove
that you do care for her after all, or was it
necessary to act as you did. I shall always
remember what you said, if it wasn’t for
Sonny it would not take you long to make up
your mind what to do. Well, dear, I guess
that you will have to make the best of it
and take her to New York and try to be
happy as you can. I must remember, that
you are, at least in the eyes of the law, an-
other woman’s husband.

However, dear, you will write to me, won’t
you! I shall look for your letters.

As ever,
Your Tweetie.

Defendant called her husband, the aforesaid
William C. Glass, and when said William C.
Glass saw the letter in defendant’s hand, de-
fendant’s husband, William C. Glass, was com-
pletely upset. He took his revolver and started
out of the house. Defendant jumped up and
called said William C. Glass back. He said
that he was going to shoot himself, that he was
not fit to live. Defendant decided to make the
best of the situation for the sake of the son of the
marriage. About a year later defendant saw
another letter from the beforementioned Mrs.

Jillsen addressed to defendant’s husband, Wil-
liam C. Glass.

In 1922, the defendant’s husband, William C.
Glass, having continued to be morose, discour-
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

teous and inattentive to defendant, defendant
asked him whether he had really ceased to care
for her. Petitioner, William C. Glass, said,
“Yes, I do not care for you in the way that you
would like to have me, and you might as well
know it.” One of defendant’s brothers was in

10 the house at the time. Defendant fell in a heap
and defendant’s brother came in and tried to help
defendant up. A doctor was called and said de-
fendant had received a shock. Defendant’s hus-
band, William C. Glass, talked with the doctor
and told him what a shock the recent death of
defendant’s mother had been to defendant, and
the doctor said it would take defendant some time
to get over it. The doctor suggested that defend-
ant should have electric treatments. Defendant
spoke to her husband, William C. Glass, and said
William C. Glass told defendant that he was
tired of paying doctors’ bills for said defendant.
When defendant told her husband, William C
Glass, that he was the cause of all defendant’s
troubles he merely laughed. Petitioner said
William C. Glass refused to take defendant to the
doctor, and some friends of defendant took her
to the doctor in their automobile.

A short time thereafter defendant talked with

A her husband, William C. Glass, and asked him
for a check to pay a bill. Petitioner said Wil-
Liam C. Glass told defendant that his check book
was 1n his office, and that defendant would have

to wait, whereupon defendant reminded him that

he had another check book in his drawer and that
defendant needed the money to pay the hill
Petitioner said he did not like to use that book;
that defendant would have to wait. Defendant
got up out of bed and followed him to the door.

40 Petitioner turned and said, “ By God, I won't
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

stand for this any longer.” Defendant was ter-
ribly wrought up and excited and went to where
petitioner’s Masonic diploma was hanging and
took it from the wall. Defendant held it up be-
fore her husband, William C. Glass, and asked
him what that stood for, and how he could treat
defendant so unkindly after he had learned the 10
ideals which it stood for. Petitioner, William C.
Glass, raised his hand as though to strike defend-
ant thought better of it, and ordered defendant
to “take my hands off that.” When petitioner,
William C. Glass, saw how excited defendant was,
he sat down and made out the check, threw it at
defendant, and said, “ Take it and go to Hell.”

When defendant was taken suddenly ill one
evening, petitioner William C. Glass left defend-
ant to the care of her friends. When defendant 20
grew worse, her friends telephoned to the place
where defendant’s husband, William C. Glass,
said he was going; he was not there. Defendant
was informed later that her husband, William C.
Glass, had been seen with a woman whose reputa-
tion was not of the best, at the theatre.

Petitioner, William C. Glass, was constantly
trying all sorts of ways and means to prevent
my having children. He showed great irritation ~0
when the first child, was born. The means that
the defendant’s husband employed were extreme-
ly injurious and disagreeable to defendant, and
only the fact that divorce proceedings might be
instituted kept defendant living with petitioner
William C. Glass as his wife. When defendant
protested against living with her husband, Wil-
liam C. Glass, in such a manner, he warned de-
fendant repeatedly that refusal to do so was
grounds for divorce. 40

Newdersey Stete Library
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

For the four or five years preceding the sepa-
ration, the petitioner, William C. Glass, frequent-
ly tried to persuade defendant to get a divorce on
the ground of desertion. When defendant re-
fused to do so, petitioner began to spy upon de-
fendant, allowing defendant to believe that he
was out of town, and then suddenly appearing at
home.

For about a year preceding the separation,
although petitioner continued to occupy the same
house with defendant, petitioner, William C
Glass, would inform members of defendant’s fam-
ily, at various times, that he was not having any
marital relations with defendant. Defendant as-
sumes that this was a part of petitioner’s plan
to prepare the case for divorce, as those are
things which defendant believes, people did not
discuss freely.

In June, 1921, defendant’s husband, William
C. Glass, purchased a house in New Jersey, and
defendant hoped that petitioner, William C
Glass, would help defendant forget the past and
start life anew. For a short time the relations
improved and then relapsed to their former state.
In October, 1923, defendant’s husband told de-
fendant that she would have to agree to sell the
house as he did not intend to live with her any
longer. In the presence of defendant’s brother
Edwin, one day, defendant’s husband, William C
Glass, suggested that defendant get a divorce
from him on the ground of desertion. Said Wil-
liam C. Glass suggested that defendant take up
her residence in New Jersey, and stated that he
was willing to agree that he had deserted defend-
ant.
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

Defendant’s husband, William C. Glass, de-
fendant’s brother Edwin, and defendant, met in
New York shortly thereafter and it was agreed
that there was to be a temporary separation.
Defendant’s husband, William C. Glass, then sold
the house. After the separation, the petitioner,
William C. Glass gave the defendant the address
of a Mrs. Browne, 47 Pierrepont street, Brooklyn,
New York, where he told defendant he was living.
He told defendant she could always get him
there, whenever she had any communication to
make. At this time, the son of the marriage was
attending school at Bordentown Military Aca-
demy at Bordentown, New dJersey. The son
visited his father at the Brooklyn address and
stayed with him at said address from Saturday
until Monday following.

Defendant’s husband, William C. Glass, was
generally morose when at home, and sometimes,
would not speak a word to defendant for days at
a time, and when at last speaking, would indulge
in sarcastic and unkind remarks. He continu-
ally found fault with defendant, and she was
obliged to give up entertaining friends when
petitioner was at home, owing to the fact that he
would humiliate her before her friends, by his
disrespectful manner.

Defendant’s husband, William C. Glass, tried
for some years to have defendant take out an in-
surance policy on her life. She was twice re-
jected by the doctors on the ground of extreme
nervousness. On the third occasion defendant
told the doctor frankly that she believed the
cause of her nervousness was domestic unhappi-
ness. The doctor said he would report that she
uas Physically all right, and that her nervous-
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Amended Answer and Cross-petition.

ness was due to domestic troubles. Defendant
was then accepted. Defendant’s husband had
represented to defendant that the son of the mar-
riage would be the beneficiary of the policy.
When defendant saw the policy she found that
her husband had been made beneficiary to the
extent of $500 and the son to the extent of $500.

3. Two children were born of the marriage,
to wit: William C. Glass, age thirteen, and
Barbara Edith Glass, born April 30, 1924, and
by reason of the habits of said William C. Glass,
he is unfit to have charge and custody of said
children.

4. Defendant has no means of support except
the alimony pendente lite allowed her by this
Honorable Court of $30 per week. Defendant’s
husband, William C. Glass, has an annual in-
come of more than $7,000 and also receives,
monies from commissions on patents

5. Your defendant prays that the petition of
William C. Glass be dismissed and further prays
that the marriage between the petitioner and de-
fendant may be dissolved for the cause aforesaid,
according to the statute in such case made and
provided; and that said William C. Glass may
be compelled by the decree of this Honorable
Court to support her and said children of the
marriage; and that she may be awarded the cus-
tody of said children; and that she may have
such further relief as may be just.

And your defendant will ever pray, &c.

EUPHEMIA M. GLASS,
Defendant.

PECK, DAVIS & GRAY,
Solicitors of Defendant.
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Answer to Cross-petition.

ANSWER TO CROSS-PETITION.
Filed July 9, 1925.

The petitioner, William C. Glass, by way of
answer to the cross-petition filed by the defend-
ant herein, says:

1. He admits paragraph one.
2. He admits paragraph two.

3. He admits that petitioner and defendant
became separated the latter part of the year 1923,
but denies that said separation was forced upon
defendant by petitioner; he denies that he was
ever cruel to defendant; that he has no knowl-
edge concerning the alleged rumors which came
to defendant and denies that his relations with
said Mrs. Jillson, who was a telephone operator
in the place where petitioner was employed, were
In anywise improper; that it is true, that peti-
tioner, by reason of being a co-employee with said
Mrs. Jillson, met her frequently; that it is pos-
sible that petitioner might have been seen by
others in the company of Mrs. Jillson, either at
their place of employment or on their way to
and from their common place of employment, the
home of Mrs. dJillson being close to that of peti-
tioner; that the extent of petitioner’s association
with Mrs. Jillson, other than in a strictly busi-
ness capacity, was no more than walking on the
street with her to and from employment as
aforesaid, and attending a local moving picture
show in the Town of Woonsocket, and having
been with her and others at the local beach; that
petitioner never went in bathing with said Mrs.
Jillson and was never alone with her in any place,
publicly or privately; that all the above was with
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Answer to Cross-petition.

the full knowledge of defendant, on the occasion
when defendant was on her vacation and peti-
tioner was obliged to remain home and find such
harmless diversion as permissible under the cir-
cumstances; that when defendant returned from
her vacation, petitioner, as a matter of incidental
10 conversation, related how he had passed his time
in her absence; that there was no improper con-
duct on the part of petitioner in the affair and
defendant, at the time, appeared pleased that
petitioner was able to find some little diversion
while she was away; that at said time, defendant
also related to petitioner different occurrences
on her vacation at Nova Scotia and stated that
she had met, among others, certain men with
whom she had been with and cited one instance as
evidence of her fidelity, that she had been urged
by one man to live in an apartment which he
would rent for her, but that she was very glad
she had not done so as the apartment turned out
to be located in a district which was devastated
by a terrific explosion of an ammunition ship
during the recent war. Thereafter, at the sug-
gestion of petitioner, said Mrs. Jillson was in-
vited to their home, and to the best of petitioner’s
belief, defendant and Mrs. Jillson were good
30 friends.

4. That said Mrs. Jillson was not employed
with petitioner and he did not meet her until
about 1915, and was never in proximity to said
Mrs. Jillson other than in their mutual place of
employment, until the summer of 1917, when de-
fendant spent her vacation in Nova Scotia, as
aforesaid; that petitioner does not remember
when or just how defendant became acquainted
with Mrs. dJillson, but it is possible that he in-

40 trodueed her to defendant over the telephone in
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the year 1916, the circumstances being that said
Mrs. Jillson was the telephone operator at the
factory and it became a matter of convenience in
having Mrs. Jillson acquainted with defendant to
facilitate telephone calls between petitioner and
defendant to and from the factory and their
home; that the following year, 1918, defendant
spent her vacation at Old Orchard, Maine, and
prior to her leaving, petitioner and defendant dis-
cussed how petitioner could derive some recrea-
tion during the summer, owing to the fact that
he was not in a position to have a vacation; that
petitioner stated that he could perhaps spend
his time during the summer somewhat like he
did the previous vacation period; that defendant,
at the time, seemed pleased that petitioner might
be able to find some little diversion at home in
lieu of a vacation; that thereupon, during the en-
suing summer, petitioner again was with said
Mrs. Jillson a few times, under the circumstances
described as aforesaid.

5 That it is true that in the month of July
(not June), 1919, at petitioner’s suggestion, Mrs.
Jillson’s daughter was invited to spend a few
days at their temporary home in Dover, N. H.,
where they had since moved; that defendant
seemed very glad of an opportunity to befriend
Mrs. Jillson’s daughter, who was at that time
somewhat ill, by reason of a recent operation, and
also show some appreciation for Mrs. Jillson;
that as a result, the girl remained at their home
for a short while, but petitioner denies that while
the girl remained at their home, he received
several letters from Mrs. Jillson.

6. It is true that about the end of one week
of said girl’s visit, petitioner received a letter
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from Mrs. Jillson, thanking defendant and him
for their courtesy in befriending her daughter
during her illness; that said letter, however, was
not as described by defendant, contained no en-
dearing terms or any matter other than of an
ordinary friendly nature, which one person
would write to another, in appreciation of some
kindness; that Mrs. Jillson, however, made a tact-
less mistake in addressing said letter to peti-
tioner, and defendant seemed offended (perhaps
rightfully from a social standpoint), that said
letter was not addressed directly to her, although
the same was wholly of an inoffensive nature, as
aforesaid; that defendant, however, in accord-
ance with what petitioner learned to be her mean
and petty disposition, considered the social error
to be a very grave offence, with a result that peti-
tioner suggested that the daughter’s stay at their
home be terminated; that petitioner denies, how-
ever, that defendant thereby, or in any other
manner, suffered a nervous shock and was obliged
to go to bed, but states that on the contrary,
there was not only no occasion for shock, but that
defendant is of such a pugnacious nature that
she would not be likely to become shocked.

7. That it is true that defendant read the

letter received by petitioner from Mrs. dJillson,
as aforesaid, and petitioner was perfectly willing
and desirous that she do so, as the same was in-
tended as much for her as for himself; that it is
untrue that petitioner was upset on receipt of
said letter; that on observing, however, that de-
fendant was assuming an offensive attitude and
was likely to begin a tirade against him as she
had done many times previously, he left the house
for the purpose of giving her a chance to sub-
side, and took the precaution of taking his revol-
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ver with him as he feared she might endeavor
to use same for some purpose, particularly while
in a violent temper; that it is untrue that peti-
tioner said he was going to shoot himself, and
that he was not fit to live or made other remarks
of similar nature, his only desire being in leaving
the house for a short time to give defendant an
opportunity to subside; that it is untrue that peti-
tioner received another letter from Mrs. Jillson
about a year later.

10

8. That it is untrue that petitioner was mo-

rose, discourteous and inattentive to defendant,
but on the contrary, notwithstanding defendant’s
illtemper, nagging, extravagance, selfishness, lack
of affection and attention on her part, petitioner,
nevertheless, remained kind and attentive to de-
fendant, although by her conduct as aforesaid,
it is true that she had alienated some of his af-
fection for her; that it is true that defendant
asked petitioner on an occasion when she could
not have her own way altogether, if he ceased
to care for her; that petitioner replied that he
did not care for her as much as he used to, and
gave as his reasons the aforesaid facts; he denies
that he said he did not care for her in the way
she liked, as petitioner had firm belief for some
time prior to said vacation, that defendant did
not have any particular care whether petitioner
had any affection for her or not; that defendant’s
chief regard seemed to be for different members
of her family, who practically used their home
for hotel purposes; that petitioner does not re-
call whether defendant fell in a heap following
the aforesaid conversation, as defendant very
frequently threw herself into spasms on occasions
extending back within a few weeks of their mar-
riage, all because she could not have her own
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way, or with the idea that her position would be-
come more impressive and would be more the ob-
ject of sympathy on acting such an ordeal; that
while that defendant has no knowledge as to de-
fendant s falling in a heap on the occasion men-
tioned, but recalls that on one occasion the doc-
tor was summoned following such a scene being
staged by defendant, and the doctor in question
stated that the best thing for her would be to
give her a little sense by a bucket of cold water.

9. That petitioner denies that he told the
doctor defendant’s said condition was due to a
death in her family, and states that it was de-
fendant who made such a statement to the doctor;
that the same was on another occasion entirely;
that he admits, the doctor on the occasion last
mentioned, prescribed electric treatment; that he
admits having told defendant that he was tired
of paying doctors’ bills, because the same would
be unnecessary if defendant behaved herself; that
it is untrue, however, that petitioner ever refused
to supply defendant with the services of a doctor
and it i1s untrue that she was obliged to have
friends to take her to a doctor, but states that on
the contrary, he took her to the doctor himself in
company with friends.

10. Petitioner admits that thereafter defend-
ant asked him for a check to pay a bill and that
he had first refused to give her a check, for the
reason that he desired to curb her extravagant
expenditures and wanted to know just what she
desired to use the money for; that defendant
appeared greatly aggravated because petitioner
should be concerned about why she was using his
money and in order to prevent defendant from
going into another one of her spasms, finally



23

Answer to Cross-petition.

drew a check to her from another book; that it
is untrue that on this occasion defendant was in
bed, as the conversation occurred in the living-
room of their home; that petitioner does not re-
call, but it may be true, that he said he would
not “ stand for this any longer,” as he was utter-
ly sick and tired of defendant’s extravagance
and acting; that petitioner believes that defend-
ant might have been terribly wrought up and ex-
cited on this occasion as it was very common con-
duct on her part and no real cause was neces-
sary for her to become in such a condition; it is
true that defendant took petitioner’s Masonic
diploma from the wall, but it is untrue that she
held it up before defendant and asked him what
it stood for, and how he could treat her so un-
kindly after having learned the ideal for which
it stood, but on the contrary, defendant immedi-
ately cast the diploma to the floor, thereby break-
ing the glass and frame thereof, at the same time
stamping her foot on the floor with great violence,
knowing that petitioner held the Masonic Lodge
and its ideals in the very highest regard and
about the quickest thing in the world to offend
him would be a slur or an offense directed to the
Masonic Order; that notwithstanding defendant’s
conduct, and effort to offend and move petitioner
into some act of retaliation, he composed himself,
gathered up the diploma with the broken pieces
of glass and frame and made out a check as afore-
said; that it is untrue on said occasion that peti-
tioner raised his hand with any idea of striking
defendant but might have raised his hand for the
purpose of retrieving the diploma from her, but
was unsuccessful by reason of the quickness in

which defendant slammed same with great vio-
lence to the floor.
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11. That it is untrue that petitioner ever left
defendant when she was ill, in care of her friends
unless necessity demanded that he be elsewhere,
and it is also untrue that petitioner did not show
defendant any attention to which she was entitled
when she was ill, or otherwise; that petitioner has
no knowledge as to what defendant might have
been informed about him being seen with a
woman but denies that he was out with a woman
to the theatre, either with a good reputation or a
bad reputation.

12. Petitioner denies that he constantly, or at
any time, tried ways and means to prevent de-
fendant having children; he denies that he was
irritated when the first child was born, but says
that he was very much pleased on said occasion;
he denies that any means employed by him were
injurious and dangerous to defendant, and denies
that defendant only assented to conditions in
order to prevent petitioner bringing divorce pro-
ceedings; and he further denies that defendant
ever protested living with him in such a manner
or that he warned her that refusal to do so was
grounds for divorce.

13. Petitioner denies that for four or five
years preceding their separation, he tried to per-
suade defendant to get a divorce on the grounds
of desertion and that when she refused to do so
he began to spy on her, but admits that prior to
bringing this action for divorce against defend-
ant, he tried to come to some arrangements with
defendant for her future support, if she would
be honest enough to admit that he was not the
father of her second child; that petitioner denies
that for about a year preceding their separation,
he would inform members of her family on vari-
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oils times, tliat he was not having marital rela-
tions with her; that during said time, it is not
true that he occupied the same bed with her, but
at all times slept in a different room altogether,
to the knowledge of different members of defend-
ant’s family; that the fact that petitioner was not
cohabiting with defendant was very apparent to
those who came to their home, as defendant had
been guilty of misconduct and their estrange-
ment was quite generally known; that petitioner
denies defendant’s alleged assumption as to peti-
tioner having repeatedly informed others of not
having relations with her, and is a pure inven-
tion on her part for the purpose of giving color
and atmosphere to her version of the matter.

14. Petitioner admits that in June, 1921, he
purchased a house in New Jersey, but has no
knowledge as to defendant’s hopes to have him
help her forget the past, but realized that she
had very much to forget and make amends for if
she desired to live happily with petitioner; that it
is untrue that petitioner told defendant that she
would have to agree to sell the house as he did
not intend to live with her any longer, but that
petitioner was forced to sell the house because
of being unable to bear the financial burden of
carrying same, owing to defendant’s continuéd
extravagance and failure to be a true helpmate
of petitioner; that as matters continued, it seemed
impossible for them to live happily together and
as a result of a severe disagreement, one day,
petitioner told defendant that she could have a
divorce for all he cared; that it is untrue that
petitioner suggested that defendant take up a
residence in New Jersey, and stated that he was
willing to agree that he deserted her, as at said
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time, they were both living together in New
Jersey, and the fact was that they had not co-
habited as man and wife for a long time.

15. That it is true, as a result of the conver-
sation last aforesaid, and as a result of a sugges-
tion by defendant’s brother, petitioner and de-
fendant agreed to separate temporarily, where-
upon said house was sold; that thereafter peti-
tioner rented a room temporarily of a Mrs.
Brown in Brooklyn, but continued to maintain his
residence in New Jersey.

16. Petitioner denies that he was morose when
at home but admits that following his disagree-
ments with defendant, due to her misconduct and
illtemper, frequently neither one would speak
for several days at a time, except for most
necessary purposes; that he admits having found
much fault with defendant but rightfully so, but
so far as petitioner is aware, she was not obliged
to give up entertaining friends, and he denies
ever having humiliated her before friends or was
disrespectful to her.

17. Petitioner admits that he tried to have
defendant take out insurance on her life, as he
deemed that to be a wise procedure; that he car-
ried insurance on his life payable to defendant;
that petitioner believes that defendant was re-
jected by the doctors but has no knowledge as
to what defendant told the doctor concerning
same; that petitioner denies having represented
to her that their son would be the sole beneficiary
of the policy, but on the contrary avers that the
application made personally by defendant was
to have the policy payable $500 each to their son
and petitioner.
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18 Petitioner denies that two children were
born of their marriage and states that there was
one child, William C. Glass, who is a lawful son
of their marriage; that the second child born to
defendant is illegitimate and the daughter of
some man with whom defendant has committed
adultery; that petitioner denies that he is unfit
to have charge of their son, William C. Glass,
but is altogether uninterested in the custody of
the child born to defendant whom she refers to
as Barbara Edith Glass.

19. Petitioner denies the contents of para-
graph four and states that in addition to the
temporary alimony paid defendant by petitioner,
she is the recipient of means from members of
her family; that petitioner further denies he has
an annual income of more $7,000.

This petitioner (cross defendant), prays to be
hence dismissed with his reasonable costs and
charges in that behalf most wrongfully sustained.

Firs t Separat e Defense.

The petitioner (cross defendant), will object
at the final hearing in this cause, that the coun-
ter-claim or cross-petition does not set forth
sufficient facts to constitute a cause of action,
counter-claim or cross-petition; that the same
shows no equity or right to relief and is insuf-
ficient on its face for the granting of the relief
prayed for therein, and shall ask that the same
be struck out and dismissed accordingly.

TIFFANY, BRUGLER & WITTREICH,
Solicitors for Petitioner.
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IN CHANCERY OF NEW JERSEY.

Between \
William C. Glass, I
Petitioner,f Qn petmon
and ( f°r Divorce.
Euphemia M Glass, 1

Defendant. J

Transcript of shorthand notes of testimony
taken on final hearing in the above-stated cause,
at Chancery Chambers, Jersey City, October 1
and 2, 1925, before his Honor James F. Fielder,
Vice-Chancellor.

2 0 Appearances:

30

40

Messrs. Tiffany, Brugler & Wittreich (M.
Brugler), for petitioner.

Messrs. Peck, Davis & Gray (Mr. Davis), for
defendant.

PETITIONER’S CASE.

WILLIAM C. GLASS, the petitioner, sworn as a
witness in his own behalf, testifies as follows:

Direct examination by Mr. Brugler.

Q You are the petitioner in this case? A 1
am.

Q You are married to the defendant? A
Yes.

Q When were you married to her? A June
30, 1910.

Q Where did this marriage occur? A Dor-
Chester, Massachusetts.
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Q By whom were you married? A Rev.
Marshall Lytle.

Q Of what church is he a minister? A Epis-
copal.

Q Have you the marriage certificate? A 1
have not.

Q Do you know where it is? A As I re-
member, I do not think there was any marriage
certificate given to either of us.

Q After your marriage did you commence
housekeeping? A Immediately.

Q Where was that? A Beech street, Roslyn-
dale, Massachusetts.

Q How long did you live at that place? A
Just a few months; until the following December.

Q And then where did you go? A We lived
at Millett street, Dorchester, Massachusetts.

Q dJust give an account in time where you
have resided since the time of your marriage?
A We lived in Dorchester, Massachusetts, and
Jamaica Plain, Massachusetts.

By the Court.

Q Give us the time? You lived on Millett
street, Dorchester, until when? A Until about
April, 1911 or 1912. I can say definitely 1911, I
believe.

Q You went to live at Millett street, Dorches-
ter, December, 1910, and you were there four or
five months or a year and four or five months?
A A year and four or five months.

Q That would be 1912? A That would be
1912,

Q From Millett street, Dorchester, where did
you go? A From Millett street, Dorchester, I
took a furnished room in Jamaica Plain, and Mrs.
Glass with our young baby went to Nova Scotia.

10

20

30

40



10

20

30

40

30
William C. Glass, direct.

She returned from there in the fall and we went
to live on Denster avenue, Jamaica Plain. We
lived there until the following summer when we
moved to Roslyndale. 1 don’t remember the
name of the street. We lived there only a short
time because the house was sold. Then we moved
back again to Denster Road, Jamaica Plain, and
lived there until about the first of November,
1913. At that time the company that I was
with moved their manufacturing department to
Woonspcket, Rhode Island, and we stored our
furniture and went to live at Woonsocket, Rhode
Island, where we boarded for about a year. Part
of that time was in Woonsocket and part of that
time was in Blackstone, Massachusetts, which
is just across the line from Woonsocket. Then
we set up housekeeping again and took our furni-
ture down from Boston and we lived in Woon-
socket until 1918 or 1919—let me see—1919 I
think it was. At that time we had again to move
because of the manufacturing department being
moved to Dover, New Hampshire, and I was
asked to go to New York to take charge of our
New York office and Mrs. Glass—just before that

I am a little ahead of my story—when we gave
up the Woonsocket house we didn’t come directly
to New York because the manufacturing was
mixed up with other concerns and things were
unsettled and Mrs. Glass went to Old Orchard,
Maine, for the summer and on account of the
uncertainty we stored our furniture. As I
thought that we were going to move to Boston,
we stored our furniture in Boston. 1 continued
to live in Woonsocket in a furnished room until
the following July. That would be dJuly, 1919.
Mrs. Glass after the end of the season at Old
Orchard went to live with friends in Medford,



31
William C. Glass, direct.

Massachusetts, and that July together we went
to Dover, New Hampshire, where our manufac-
turing department was settled, and we lived there
temporarily in a furnished house until Septem-
ber. It was definitely decided at that time that
I would take charge of our New York office with
the same concern. We came over to New York
together and we lived in furnished room until the
following April in New York City. Then we
moved to a flat in Elmhurst, Long Island, brought
our furniture down from Boston and we lived
there until a year from the following June.

Q You mean you lived there until June, 19217
A June, 1921—that is, through May. dJune 1,
1921, we moved to a house which we had bought
in Belleville, New Jersey. We lived there until
October 13, 1923, when the house was sold. Mrs.
(Hass went to live at various places. Our son
was in the Bordentown Military Institute, in Bor-
dentown, New Jersey. 1 took a room in New
York temporarily and July 13,1924,1 moved back
again to Belleville, where I now live.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q Where do you live at the present time? A
450 Washington avenue, Belleville, New Jersey.

By the Court.

Q Where did Mrs. Glass go to live after Octo-

ber 13,1924? A  She visited until nearly Christ-
mas.

Q Where—in the State of New Jersey or—
A Here in New Jersey until December, and then,
as far as I know, she went to Massachusetts, and
then out to Wallatosa, Wisconsin; then back in
New York again in May, 1924, and then visited
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again at Blackstone, Massachusetts, and I be-
lieve this summer back again to New York.

Q Where does she live now? A As far as 1
know, 1-A Fifth avenue, New York City.

Q Did you ever see her there? A Yes, dir.
Q When did you see her there last time?

A About March or April, some time around
March or April.

Q What was the occasion of your being there
at that time? A Well, I went on different occa-
sions because our boy was at Bordentown Mili-
tary Institute, and when he would come up for
his holidays, part of the time would be spent with
her and part with me. I always saw that he went
over safely and I went over for him, and on some
of these occasions I saw her.

Q Did you ever stay at the place? A No.

Q What was the occasion of your last visit
there? A The last visit that I saw her there
was when I went with you, when you served some
kind of papers on her, papers in this suit I be-
lieve. -

Q Where do you live at the present time?
A 450 Washington avenue, Belleville.

Q How long have you lived at that address?
A Since October, 1924.

Q Do you have a home there of your own?
A No, sir, I have a furnished room there.

Q With whom? A Mrs. Blanche Holmes.

Q You have lived at this place, in this fur-
nished room continuously since July 13, 19247
A 1 went originally with Mrs. Holmes when she
was at 398 Washington avenue, in July, 1924. In
October she moved to 450 Washington avenue, a
few houses above that, and I of course still con-
tinued to live with her.
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Q What is your business? A Why, I am a
salesman— printing machinery salesman.

Q Has that been your business ever since you
have been married? A Yes.

Q For whom do you work? A United Print-
ing Machinery Company.

Q From the time that you and the defendant
were married did you live quite happily together?
A No, sir.

Q Hid you have trouble soon after you were
married? A Very soon after.

Q What was the nature of your troubles?
A Most of the troubles were caused by disagree-
ments over money matters.

Q In what manner? A Well, I never seemed
to be able to make sufficient money to satisfy
her requirements.

Q Hid you give your wife any money? A
Yes, sir.

Q Hid you pay her household bills or not?
A Yes, sir.

Q What became of the money that you gave
her? A Well, she used it. I know that some
of the money which I gave her was not used for
things having to do with our own immediate fam-
ily, that is, for herself and the boy and I.

Q Hid she complain to you or you complain
to her about money matters? A Usually she
complained to me and I complained, of course,
when bills came in that I could not meet.

Q What complaint did you make? A That
there would have to be some rearrangement made
so that I could keep expenditures within my in-
come.

Q As the result of these discussions, or what-

ever they were, there was unhappiness? A Yes,
SIr.
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Q How soon after you were married did this
occur? A A matter of weeks. I would not say
exactly.

Q How long did that continue—continuously
up until the time you ceased to live together? A
Yes, sir.

Q When you moved to New dJersey, you pur-
chased a home, did you not? A Yes, sir.

Q That was at what address? A 674 John
street, Belleville, New Jersey.

Q What was the character of that home? A
A small cottage house. It was a new house; we
were the first tenants; two floors and an unfin-
ished attic; six rooms and a small sun parlor.

Q Mow much did you pay for it? A $8500.

Q How much cash? A $1,000. I had to
borrow $500 of that to make it.

Q I show you here some pictures and ask
you what they represent? A Well, they show
pictures of the house which I bought and some
of the adjacent houses to it.

Q The house you refer to as having pur-
chased, that is marked in ink “ Glass?” A Yes,
sir.

Q And the neighboring houses are marked
how? A “Ellis” on one side, and “ Hayes™
on the other.

Q Those were your neighbors? A Yies

Mr. Brugler: I ask to have the photo-
graphs received in evidence.

Mzr. Davis: What is the purpose?

Mr. Brugler: I am laying the foundation
for other proof.

(Marked Exhibit P. 1.)
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Q Was there any change in the relationship
between you and your wife after you moved to
New Jersey? A For a short time.

Q For better or worse? A For the better.

Q Was there any particular reason why you
purchased this house? A Yes; I distinctly pur-
chased that house with the sincere effort to see
if we could not get along peaceably and happily
and perhaps get a fresh start.

Q What happened after you moved into this
house? A The furniture which we had was not
suitable for the house and Mrs. Glass insisted
on having the house refurnished. It was not re-
furnished and she wanted it refurnished, wanted
it completely decorated and wanted the grounds
improved, in other words wanted to make a big
home of it immediately.

Q Did you have the means to do that? A 1
did not. I said I had to borrow $500 to make
the first payment of $1,000.

Q Did anything else occur to mar your hap-
piness? A Not just at that time.

Q Well, later? A Well, later Mrs. Glass
seemed to lose interest entirely in the home and
to neglect the boy. That was the thing that
bothered me particularly. She spent too much
time away from the house to take care of it prop-
erly. She was out with other men.

Q When did she start to go out with other
men? A Well, it was early in 1922.

Q After you moved to New Jersey, did you
still continue to go to business in New York? A
Yes.

Q You would leave at about what time in the
morning? A Usually the 7:52 train.

Q And get back home about what time in the
evening? A Usually about 6:30. I do not re-
call the exact time.
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Q Did you get your breakfast before you left
home? A Very fairly regularly up to within a
few months of our leaving there.

Q Did your wife prepare your breakfast?
A Sometimes.

Q Other times what happened? A At other
times, her brother James who lived there with
us would do it, and other times I would get my
own breakfast, and other times I had my break-
fast in town.

Q Would you have dinner home evenings
when you got back? A Yes, if I could get
back in time for dinner.

Q In what way did your wife neglect the
home? A Simply neglected it, did not take
proper care to have the housekeeping done.

Q What didn’t she do that she ought to have
done? A She didn’t clean it for one thing and
did not watch the bills, the grocery bills, and did
not seem to have any idea of co-operating and
keeping her expenses down so that the home
might be built up.

Q Did you give her an allowance at that time?
A Yes.

Q How much a week? A Her allowance was
$20 a week, which was supposed to be only for
the table purchases.

Q Were the bills paid by her out of that al-
lowance? A Not for the last year; no, sir.

Q How about the other bills? A Well, they
were paid fairly regularly. When she would get
in a jam I would help her out.

Q Aside from this allowance of $20 a week,
how were the other bills paid? A I paid them
by check.

Q Yourself? A Yes.
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Q In what way did she neglect the boy? A
Why, she did not see that his clothes were prop-
erly taken care of. She would be out late at
night and leave the boy around to shift for him-
self or for the neighbors to take care of him.
She was not there properly to take care of his
meals. Sometimes she would be away during the
day so that he would have to come in the house
alone at night and get his own lunch unless he
had his lunch at the neighbors—simply, down-
right neglect.

Q Did you and the boy ever go out together?
A Yes, indeed.

Q Just explain the circumstances of your go-
ing out. A Of course, you understand I was
away a good deal. My business carried me out
of town a great deal, and when I was at home I
used to make it a practice to pal with the boy,
take him to the movies occasionally and when I
was home every Sunday we went to church to-
gether. I endeavored to stay around with him
and make a pal of him as much as I could.

Q Did you find the boy always to be suitably
clothed? A No, sir.

Q Ready to go out? A Not unless I took
care of it myself as a rule.

Q What did you do? A Well, I used to buy
his clothes for him, take him to New York and
buy things for him and bring home simple things
as stockings and such things. I have even had
to wash his waist and iron it and mend his
stockings so as to take him to church.

'Q Did that happen more than once? A Yes,
SiT.

Q You took the boy to church frequently, did
you? A Sundays when I was there.

Q To what church? A Episcopal.
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Q In Belleville? A The church was over
the line in Bloomfield.

Q How old was the boy when you came to
New Jersey? A Ten years old.

Q He is now how old? A He was fourteen
last June.

Q Where is the boy at the present time? A
I don’t know.

Q When did you last see him? A June 9
1925.

Q Where was that? A Bordentown Mil-
tary Institute, Bordentown, New Jersey.

Q What became of the hoy following that
day? A Well, I went to Bordentown with the
intention of bringing him back to New York
with me for a few days previous to his going to
camp in Canada, and Mrs. Glass was there, and
her sister had arranged to have me arrested on
a trumped-up charge of embezzlement. So I was
arrested by one of the State Troopers there and
kept in custody until detectives got down from
Newark for me, which kept me, so that when the
school closed and the authorities had no more
jurisdiction over the boy, Mrs. Glass was the only
person there to take him.

Q You have been paying your wife an amount
per week? A Yes.

Q How much? A $30 a week.

Q You pay that by cash or how? A Check

Q Where do you send the check to? A 1-A
Fifth avenue, New York City.

Q Have you ever corresponded with your wife
since you sold the property? A Yes, sir.

Q Have you corresponded with her or seen
her since the closing of school at Bordentown?
A Not until this morning.
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Q Do you know where your wife has spent
the summer? A 1 can only deduce that she
spent it at Blackstone, Massachusetts, for the rea-
son that checks which I sent her, many of those
checks were endorsed by a lady that she lived
with at Woonsocket, and registered letters which
I sent to my son came back with the receipt with
the Blackstone postmark.

Q Was the boy’s signature on the return re-
ceipt? A Yes.

Q How many times did you write your boy?
A Four or five times, about every two or three
weeks.

Q Did you ever receive any reply from him?
A No, sir.

Q About when was it that you last cohabited,
as man and wife, or had intercourse with your
wife? A About May, 1922.

Q Will you tell the Court why this occurred?
A Well, because living conditions with her were
almost unbearable and because of her going out
with other men, her extreme condition, and the
quarrels over money matters.

Q During these quarrels did your wife show
any great temper? A Indeed, yes.

Q What did she do? A Well, she used to
have a sort of hysterical outbursts which many
times required a doctor to bring her out of them.

Q Did the doctor treat her for those things?
A Yes, sir.

Q Did the doctor ever prescribe any treat-
ment by you with respect to her? A Well, on
one occasion, I could not get the regular physi-
cian that usually attended her and I called an-
other one that I could get; it was late at night;
after he had examined her he came downstairs
and told me that he was sorry for me and that
it might not be professional—
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Mr. Davis: Objected to.

The Court: Objection sustained. Strike
out what the doctor said.

Q What were these numerous quarrels that
you speak about? A About money matters and
about her conduct and about her not taking care
of the house and not taking care of herself.

Q When you say “ her conduct,” what do you
mean by “her conduct?” A Going out with
other men and being away from the home too
much; not taking proper care of her son.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q Did you ever remonstrate with her about
going out with other men? A Yes, sir.

Q What did she say to you? A She told me
to mind my own business, that she was old
enough to take care of herself.

Q Did she ever tell you anything else about
her affairs? A One night particularly she told
me she had been to a party and had probably
made a fool of herself. I asked her if she had
done anything that she should not have done.
She said “No.” I said: “I guess you are all
right. You should be old enough to take care of
yourself.”

Q Did she ever tell you what you could do?
A 1 don’t know what—

Q How is that? A 1 do not just understand
your question.

Q In these conversations or quarrels, what-
ever you had, your discussions over these vari-
ous matters, did she display any particular love
for you? A Indeed she told me I could leave
any time I wanted, and she threatened to leave
and take Sonny with her and told me she hated
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me and wished she had never seen me and other
things of that character.

Q Did she say where she was going? A On
one occasion she said she was going to Chicago
to her brother’s and take Sonny with her.

Q When did you first observe that she was
going out with other men? A It was early in
1922. I could not state the exact time.

Q What was the first occasion that that came
to your attention? A The first time I really
recollect is coming back from visiting friends in
Jersey City with a John McDonald, in his car.

By the Court.

Q What do you mean—you came back from
Jersey City with John McDonald? A Mrs.
Glass came back with him after visiting friends
there.

Q Were you visiting the friends, too? A
No, sir; I was at my house.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q You were at your home in Belleville when
your wife returned with this man? A Yes.

Q Was he a neighbor? A No.

Q How did they travel? A In his automo*
bile.

Q Did you ever see them together after that?
A  Why, just on occasions of that kind when he
would bring her ostensibly from visiting at
friends in Jersey City.

Q Anybody with them on those occasions? A
No, sir.

Q About what time of day did this usually

happen? A When I saw them it was in the
early evening.
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Q After you had returned from New York?
A Yes.

Q Did you complain to her about associating
with McDonald? A Not particularly McDon-
ald. I remonstrated with her about the propriety
of being out with somebody in a roadster. That
is all the car was.

Q How long did this continue—her going
about with McDonald? A Well, until through
the winter of 1922 or the spring of 1923—I can-
not say exactly.

Q Was there anybody else that you ever saw
her with? A Yes.

Q Who? A Charles Gunardson.

Q By the way, were you acquainted with Me-
Donald? A Yes; Mrs. Glass introduced me to

2 0 him.

Q That is the occasion that you first saw them
together? A As I remember it.

Q When did you first meet Gunardson? A
At my home.

Q Who introduced you? A Mrs. Glass, 1
believe.

Q In your own home? A Yes.

Q Were you there when they came home or
were they there when you got there? A 1

30 really cannot say as to that.

40

Q Do you remember when this first meeting
occurred? A No, not exactly, except it must
have been in the spring of 1923 or thereabouts.

Q After you met Gunardson, did you see him
frequently or not? A Very frequently.

Q Where did you see him? A At my home.

Q What time of day or night? A Usually
when I got home from the office in the evening
he would be there and he would remain until late
in the evening.
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Q What did your household consist of at
that time—yourself, your wife and your boy, and
anybody else? A No; not at that time.

Q Was any explanation made of Mr. Gunard-
son being there so much? A He was supposed
to be painting the interior of the house.

Q Did you engage him to paint the interior of
the house? A No, sir.

Q Did you give him any instructions about
the work? A No, sir.

Q Did your wife speak to you about the
work? A Just told me he was going to do it.

Q Did she tell you just what he was going to
do, how much? A No; she said he was going
to paint the interior of the house. That is all.

Q When did he start painting there? A Well,
it was either late spring or early summer of 1923.
I cannot fix the date.

Q How long was this painting operation sup-
posed to continue? A Up to the time we left
the house and until the house was sold.

Q That was a period of five or six months?
A Yes.

Q Can you tell us what painting was done
there by him? A Yes; practically the whole of
the interior of the house, the various rooms were
painted.

Q And he was engaged in this work during
all of these several months? A Yes, sir.

Q How many times do you say he was there
from the spring or early summer until the time
the house was sold in October, 1923? A Well,
the only way I can answer that is to say that
he was there practically every night when I came
home. Of course, you understand I was away a
great deal on business trips.
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Q Your business required you to be out of
town on the road frequently? A Yes, sir; a
great deal.

Q Where did you go some times? A Any-
where through New York State, lower Canada,
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware and through
the south as far as Virginia.

Q How long would you be away frequently?
A Anywhere from a day to ten days.

Q In your absence would your wife and your
son be home alone or not, that is, would you
leave them alone when you went away? A
Well, after her brother James left the house, yes.

By the Court.

Q When did her brother James come to live
there? A He went to live there when we moved
to New Jersey. He lived with us also in Long
Island.

Q When did he leave? A In the year 1922

Q What Mr. Brugler asks you is whether
these visits of Gunardson which you say com-
menced in the spring or summer of 1923, which
was after James left, whether during these visits
your wife was left alone in the house? A Yes,
sir; they were.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q Were you ever away from home for any
purpose other than to take care of business? A
Yes; June 23, 1923, I went to Baltimore to have
an operation performed on my eye.

Q How long were you away on that occasion?
A  Until July 16th.

Q Following the time when your wife and

4Q you ceased to cohabit, which I understand you
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to say was in May, 1922, did yon and your wife
talk to each other? A Oh, surely.

Q Did you talk particularly friendly? A
Well, when that was the atmosphere, yes.

Q Did you have any occasion to speak to her
further again about being out with other men?
A No; I stopped speaking about it.

Q Did you ever speak to her about Gunard-
son’s visits? A Yes.

Q What about that? A She told me to mind
my own business.

Q What did you say? A 1 told her she
should watch her conduct with him, because he
was there so much and I did not like his inter-
fering with me speaking to my son.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q Did you ever see Gunardson and your wife
out together? A Well, actually, only when he
would take her to do an errand, or something
of that kind in Bloomfield in his car.

Q Do you remember Gunardson and her driv-
ing up to your place after you got home eve-
nings? A Yes.

Q When you went to the hospital did you
tell your wife where you were going? A 1
started to tell her, yes.

Q Why didn’t you finish? A Because she
told me she didn’t care where I went or what
I did.

Q Did you tell her why you were going to the
hospital? A Yes, sir.

Q Did she make any reply? A Well, that is

what she told me, that she didn’t care where I
went or what I did.
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Q After you and your wife ceased to cohabit
you of course both lived in the same house? A
Yes.

Q Did you sleep together? A No, sir; oc-
cupied separate rooms.

Q Do you mean to tell the Court that you and
your wife have not slept together or cohabited,
or had intercourse, since about the month of
May, 19— A 1922.

Q 19227 A Yes, sir.

Q Did you and your wife occupy separate
rooms at night? A Yes.

Q Did you and your wife after that become
more friendly or further estranged? A Well,
that would depend on conditions.

Q Did you have any quarrels after that? A
Several.

Q Did you talk as much together after that?
A Not so much.

Q Did she ever write to you after that while
you were still living out in Belleville? A She
wrote a note one morning and shoved it under
the bathroom door while I was shaving, to the
effect—

The Court: If you have got the note, the
note is the best evidence of what it says.

Q She shoved a note under the bathroom
door? A Yes, sir.

The Court: Is the note dated?
Mr. Brugler: No date on it.
By the Court.

Q When was it shoved under the bathroom
door? A 1 wrote the date on it myself.
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By Mr. Brugler.

Q (Showing witness.) Is this the note that
you refer to? A Yes, sir; that is the note.

By the Court.
Q When was 1t? A July 14, 1922.

By Mr. Brugler.

Q That date on the top of the note is in your
handwriting? A 1 wrote that, yes, sir.

Q You know the handwriting of your wife?
A Yes.

Q That is in her handwriting? A Yes, sir.

Q Having in mind the contents of that note—
do you remember that? A Yes, fairly.

Q What can you say as to conditions with
your wife? A Well, the language expresses the
condition exactly.

Q What gave rise to that situation? A Pre-
sumably a grocery bill which had accumulated.

Q You continued all the while to have these
quarrels? A Yes.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer this note in evi-
dence.

(Marked Exhibit P. 2.)

Q All of this while you continued to quarrel
together? A Yes.

Q About various things? A Yes, sir; main-
ly money.

Q Also about men? A Yes.

Q Did she repeat her threat to leave? A
She did.

Q Did she say anything further about whether
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told me that she wished she never met me, that
she hated me, »that she was going to take Sonny
away so I would never see him.

Q After all this difficulty and following the
receipt of this note, what was done about the
property? A Well, eventually we agreed that
it should be sold.

Q Was there any arrangement between you
about what you were to do following the sale of
this house? A Yes, we were to divide the
money, the equity part of it, and we were each
to live by ourselves for a year; Sonny was to go
to Bordentown Military Institute.

Q Following the lapse of a year what were
you to do? A That was not provided for. The
idea of this understanding was to let us both
settle down and get our bearings by ourselves,
and at the end of the year we were to again
confer with her brother Edwin and see what the
situation was at that time and what we were
to do from then on.

Q Did you make any effort to preserve the
home and get along peaceably? A 1 certainly
did.

Q What did you do? A As I told you in
the beginning, I bought the home. That was the
best evidence I could give of that. I personally
built trellises and window boxes and things of
that kind and was improving the ground and
did everything to make a real home of it.

Q Now, when your wife spoke to you about
leaving and told you that she hated you and
things of that kind, what did she say, if any-
thing, about separation? A That she would
take Sonny and go away and that I would never
see him again.
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Q Did she say anything about separation
papers? A No.

Q Was there anything said by either of yon
as to consulting somebody about breaking up the
home and your living apart afterwards? A
Well, when it came to a pretty definite under-
standing between us that the house was to be
sold, she said that her brother Edwin would take
care of her interests and I said that was per-
fectly agreeable to me, and in fact I welcomed
the offer.

Q Did you and your wife see her brother Ed-
win? A Yes, sir.

Q As a result of this interview with him, a
paper was drawn and signed by you both? A
Yes. That was supposed to be a memorandum
of what we agreed.

Q Who drew this paper? A 1 did.

Q The language, who was the author of that?
A T drew one first, and it was discussed and
Edwin found fault with it and so forth, and so
we arrived at this particular memorandum.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer this paper in evi-
dence.

Mr. Davis: No objection.
(Marked Exhibit P. 3.)

Q What price did you obtain for the house?
A $7,000.

Q How much cash did you receive after allow-
ances were made for mortgages and other ad-
justments on the sale? A A little over a thou-
sand dollars; I think around $1,100, if I remem-
ber.

Q Now, from the time the property was sold,
you and your wife ceased living together, and
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yon have not resided together anywhere at any
time since? A No, sir.

Q Is that correct? A -That is correct.

Q Do you know where your wife first went
following the sale of the house? A She went
with Mrs. Walter Ritchie in Jersey City.

Q And you moved temporarily to New York,
you say? A Yes.

Q Did you ever call to see your wife after
that? A Not call to see her. I called there
when Sonny would have his week-ends or time off
from school, in order that she might share him

Q Following the last of the year mentioned
I believe in this paper, this separation paper,
did you speak to your wife about resuming co-
habitation? A No, sir.

Q Will you tell the Court your motive or
your reason for not speaking to her about that?
A Well, I didn’t have a chance to; that is to say,
the year was not up when I was astonished with
the news that she had given birth to a baby.

Q When did you first learn that? A About
May 3rd, May 2nd or 3rd, 1924.

Q How did you receive that news? A 1 had
a note from Mrs. Glass’ sister-in-law in Walla-
tosa, Wisconsin.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer in evidence at this
time certified copy of a birth record showing
the birth of a child named Gloria Edith
Glass, giving as the name of the child’s
father William C. Glass and the child’s
mother’s maiden name, Euphemia M. Bark-
er, the child having been born April 30, 1924

Mr Davis: With the exception of the ad-
dress of the father and mother of the child
as given in this certificate, that is substan-
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daily correct. The original birth certificate
1s not here in court, but we will be able to
produce it in a day or two.

The Court: Do you mean that this cer-
tified copy 1s not a correct copy?

Mr. Davis: According to my client, she
has a certified copy which gives the address
of her husband as being here in the East,
not in Wisconsin.

Mr. Brugler: We offer this record as be-
ing what it is.

The Court: You have no objection to the
form in which it is offered?

Mr. Davis: No; only that I would want to
offer a certified copy of the same birth rec-
ord.

The Court: It has got to be a certified
copy; it must be certified by some official.

Mr. Davis: Yes.
The Court: All right.
(Paper is marked Exhibit P. 4.)

Q What was your wife’s name? A Eu-
phemia Margaret Barker.

Q On April 30, 1924, did you reside at 144
Garfield avenue, Wallatosa? A 1 did not.

By the Court.
Q Did you ever reside there? A No, sir.
By Mr. Dauvis.

Q Were you at that time vice-president of the
United Printing Company? A United Printing
Machinery Company.
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Q Did you hear from your wife directly or
personally following the news to you of the birth
of this child? A Yes. On receipt of the letter
from her sister-in-law I immediately wrote Mrs.
Glass disclaiming the parentage of the child and
received a reply from her.

10 Q Have you got a copy of the letter which yon
wrote? A Well, they are there in the file; the
two of them were clipped together.

The Court: Have you the originals?

Mr. Davis: No. My client says it was
taken from her in the hospital.

Mr. Brugler: We produce a copy of the
letter and ask that it be marked in ewi-
dence.

20 (Marked Exhibit P. 5.)

Q Did you receive a reply to the letter which
has been marked Exhibit P' 5. A Yes, sir.

Q (Showing witness.) Is this it? A Yes,
Sir.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer the reply which is
enclosed in the envelope in which it came.
(Envelope is marked Exhibit P. 6-A, and
A letter is marked Exhibit P. 6-B.)

Q Did you have any further correspondence
with your wife after this? A Yes, sir.

Q Will you let us have what you find, in the
order in which it occurred? A There (indicat-
ing) is a letter which has no date, a letter from
Mrs. Glass, wdlieh bears the postmark May 23,
1924, and refers to a date about her leaving Wal-
latosa, Wisconsin.

4U Q Did you reply to that letter? A No, sir.
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Mr. Brugler: 1 offer this letter with en-
velope in which it was received, in evidence.

(Envelope is marked P. 7-A and letter is
marked P. 7-B.)

Q Next? A Well, I have a card and a note.
The note is not dated but the card is postmarked
May 29, 1924, in which she says about telephon-
ing the office to get in touch with me, that I was
to go to see her about this baby that had been
born.

@ Never mind the contents now. Let us have
the letters in the order in which they were re-
ceived? A Same date, a card here asking for
an increase in the allowance.

Q This letter and the card were received the
same date? A Well, I would not be sure they
were received on the same date. No; this 1is
postmarked May 31st, although it is dated May
29th.

Q Did you reply to this letter and the first
card you have just referred to? A In a gen-
eral way, after receiving other letters, I sent a
general reply.

Q You did not reply right away? A No,
Sir.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer in evidence this let-
ter which is contained in envelope dated May
29, 1924, and the card dated May 29, 1924.

(Marked Exhibit P. 8 and Exhibit P. 9.)

Q Did you receive any other communication

from your wife before you wrote to her again?
A Yes, sir.

Q Let us have it? A Letter dated June 2nd,
asking for increase in the allowance.
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Mr. Brugler: 1 offer in evidence letter
dated June 2, 1924.

(Marked Exhibit P. 10.)

Mr. Brugler: I want to offer in evidence
letter dated June 9, 1924.

(Marked Exhibit P. 11.)

Q You thereafter wrote your wife? A Yes,
Sir.

Q Did you keep a copy of the letter? A
Yes, sir.

Q On what date did you write her? A June
10, 1924.

Q This paper which I show you is a true
copy of the letter which you sent her? A Yes,
sir.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer this copy in evi-
dence.

Mzr. Davis: No objection.

(Marked Exhibit P. 12.)

Q Did you receive another letter from her?
A  Yes, sir.
Q (Showing witness.) Is this it? A Yes.

Mr. Brugler: I offer in evidence letter
dated June 14, 1924.

(Marked Exhibit P. 13.)

Q Did you reply to that letter which is
marked Exhibit P. 13?7 A Well, not specifically
to that but to letters in which she asked for in-
creased allowance.

Mr. Brugler: I call on the other side to
produce the original of this.
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Mr. Davis: We haven't it.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer the copy in evi-
dence.

(Marked Exhibit P. 14.)

Q Are you the father of the child born to your
wife which has been given the name of Gloria
Edith Glass, born April 30, 1924? A 1 am not.

Q Besides having seen your wife in the com-
pany of McDonald and another, did you find other
things about the house which were evidence in
your mind that she was associating with other
men? A Well, when I cleaned out the bureau
and things in the storehouse I came across this
card case which belonged to Mrs. Glass, with the
contents in it as they are here, a picture of Mr.
McDonald on one side and with one of his cards
with a memorandum on the back in the other and
a poem on a piece of paper.

Q In other words you found this little leather
folder with the contents you have mentioned just
as you now show it to us? A Yes, sir.

Mr. Brugler: 1 offer this in evidence.
(Marked Exhibit P. 15.)

Q When you and your wife were living to-
gether, while you were sleeping together and pre-
vious to May, 1922, you of course had intercourse
with your wife from time to time? A Yes.

Q Did your wife ever have any appliances of
a personal nature that were used either before
or after intercourse? A Only what any family
has in their possession, that is all.

Q What did you have? A There was the

ordinary fountain syringe in the house, which
every family has.
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Q Anything else? A No.

Q Now, after May, 1922, did yon ever find
anything about the house of a nature of this char-
acter which your wife did not have prior to that
time? A When I returned from the hospital in
1923 I found a new appliance of that description.

Q dJust tell us what it was. A Well, it was
one of these whirling sprays, big bulb affair in
a box.

Cross examination by Mr. Davis.

Q You have stated that when you and your
wife were living together in Bellwood Park,
Belleville, New dJersey, you made her an allow-
ance of $20 per week. Did you have any arrange-
ment with her as to what that $20 per week was
to be used for? A Yes.

Q What was it to be used for? A The table
expenses.

Q The table expenses? A Yes.

Q Only? A Yes.

Q And then you purchased clothes for Mrs.
Glass and yourself and son? A Yes.

Q Aside from that? A Yes.

Q This past summer, aside from writing your
son, did you make any attempt to see him or to
see your son? A No, sir.

Q Have you ever admitted to anyone, since
the birth of this baby, Gloria, which has been
mentioned—have you ever admitted to anyone
since that time that you might be the father of
that girl? A Absolutely not.

Q You are quite certain? A Absolutely.

Q This house that you and your family occu-
pied in Bellwood Park, Belleville, was how far
from the nearest trolley line? A Why, it must

40 have been, I suppose, a mile and a half. Bloom-
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field Center I presume was the nearest trolley
line.

Q How far from the nearest railroad station?
A Why, a matter of, well, not over a thousand
feet or so, probably 1,200 feet, very short dis-
tance.

Q That is, the Bellwood Park station of the
Erie Railroad? A Yes.

Q The Greenwood Lake branch? A Yes.

Q You used that railroad yourself? A Yes.

Q You are familiar with the trains on it? A
I was.

Q And after the commuters’ trains had come
in at night, say along about eight o’clock, the
trains running through that station are rather
irregular, are they not? There are not many
of them that make a stop there from Jersey City?
A Not so many; about once an hour, something
like that.

Q Once an hour they stop at Bellwood Park
station or once an hour on the line, do you mean?
A Once an hour they stop at the Bellwood Park
station.

Q Do you mean to tell me that from eight
o’clock there is a train on the average of once
an hour, so that there might be four trains be-
tween eight and twelve o’clock coming up from
Jersey City? A Just about.

Q You are quite certain that four trains come
from Jersey City, some of which do not stop?
A 1 mean that they stop there, I am quite sure.
You are asking me about a timetable, and I
cannot tell that.

Q With regard to Mr. Charles Gunardson,
you say that he was supposed to be painting the
interior of that house. As a matter of fact he

did paint the interior of the house, did he not?
A He did.
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Q Then, there was really no occasion for you
to say he was supposed to be painting the in-
terior of the house? A Except that he took
longer to paint it than was necessary.

Q Mr. Gunardson during the day worked at
his own occupation, did he not? A Presum-
aMy.

Q And the work that he did in painting the
interior of your house was done during his spare
time? A That is right.

Q Did you ever object to his painting the
interior of the house? A Not to him.

By the Court.

Q Who paid him for the work? A I dont
know.

A~ Did you? A No, sir.

By Mr. Dauvis.

Q Were you ever spoken to by Mr. Gunard-
son or Mrs. Glass, with regard to paying for the
work? A Only a bill that I got from him after
the house was sold.

Q In reply to my question: “ Did you ever
object to his painting the interior of the house?”
you said: “ Not to him.” Did you object to any-
one about his painting of the house? A Not to
his painting; no.

By the Court.

Q Did you object to Gunardson about his
being there so much? A Not to Gunardson;
no, sir.

By Mr. Dauvis.
Q You spoke, Mr. Glass, of seeing Mr. Gun-
