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A COUNTESS'S COMPLAINTS

BARL RUSSELL DEFENDANT IN 4
STIT FOR SEPABATION.

BEGINNING OF A TRIAL WHICH INTER-~-
ESTS ALL LONDON—CHARGES OF
CRURLTY—HINTS THAT MONEY MAT-
TERS WERE A CAUSE OF TROUBLE.

Loxpoy, Dec. 1.—In the Divorce Division of
Her Majesty’s High Court of J ustice, before Mr.
Justice Butt, there was commenced to-day a
oase which has excited much coxl{ment. partio-
ularly in the higher walks of English iife. This
cage is the applioation of Countess Russell for a
judicial separation from her husband, Earl Rus-
sell, the grandson of the great Lord John Rus-

sell, on the ground of eruelty.
The troubles between the Esarl and his wife
" G ¥ Decn publio talk for montbs past. At one

time it was reported that they had patched up
their differences and agreed 1o live together
agaln, but this report turned out to be untound-
ed, and, despite the efforts to keep the matter
out of court, the Countess persisted in her deter-
mination to push her application for a separa-
tion. The parties to the suit are well known in
society, and ilie allegations and counter-allega-
tions have afforded topics for conversation in
many circles of polite society.

John FrancisStanley Russell, Earl Russell and
viseount Amberley, was born Aung. 12, 1885.
He succeeded to the caridom ou the death of his
grandfather, John, the first Earl Russell. On
Febh. 6, 1890, he married Mabel, daughter of the
late 8ir Claude Scoit, and a very short time aft-
erward the wife left ber husband, alleging that
he was cruel to her.

While the Earl was at college at Oxford he
was noted for his eccentrie theological and
political views, ané after his marriage his ac-
tions were such that the Countess believed him
to pe insane snd was in fear of her life. Itis
alleged that he compolled her to submit toin-

dignities for which, upon counviction in a crim-
inal court, the winimum punishment is seven
years’ imprisonment. The evidence for the peti-
tioner was said to be of such & charaoter that it
was believad the cags would be heard in camers,
but the proceedings to-day were in open court
The Earl denies each and every one of the al-
legations made by bis wife and_claims that the
whole trouble is due to his mother-in-law,

Sir Charles Russell appeared forthe Earl, and
Sir Edward Clarks, the Solicitor Gemneral, rep-
resented the Countess.

The petition of the Countess states that from
the time she was married, in February, 1890,
until she left him, Earl Russell bhabitnally
treated her with great harshoess and erueity,
terrifying her and injuring her health. The
Earl compelled her to remain until two or three
o'clock In the morning doing kis accounts.
Then she was unable to complete them, he
called her a naeless. uneducated woman and an
ungratetul devil, He also threatened her with
arevolver. Not content wiith abusing and in-
sulting her in the privacy of their apartments,
he acted toward her in such a way that she was
humiliated befors her servants. -

The eourtroom was crowded with a large
aunmber of persons. who listened with close at-
tention to the proceedings. The Countess, uo-
companied by her mother and sister, was pres-
ent. She and her relatives oceupied seats in the
baok part of the couriroom, seeming to desire’
to escape from the observation of the crowd,
but they listened eagerly to 8ir Edward Clarke
as he set forih to the court the wrongs of his
client.

The Countess was attired in an elegant blue
velvet dress. She wors an sxpensive boa about
her neck and a large hat, which set off her beau-
ty to great advantage. She displayed much
modesty and was greatly embarrassed by soine
of the questions put to her. To most of the in.
quiries she responded in a meek and almost in-
audible voice. Lady Beots, the petitioner’s
mother, was also elegantly dressed, and over all
8hé wore a tine fur cloak. She occupied the
timme while her dapghter was giving her testi-
mony by continusily éniffing at a vinaigrette.
The Countegs’'s sigter, who sat beside her
mother, was wrapped from head to foot in furs,
which even the warmth of the courtroom could
Dot compel ber to remove.

In appearance, Earl Russell iz a great con-
trast to bandsome and stylish young wire.
He in o waak-syad, youngish-looking man. He
has hair of a red tinge and is what 18 known in
elang parlance as ‘ washed out.” His looks are
not improved by the spectacles which he wears.
During his wife’sprecital of the Incidents of uer
married life the Earl trequently buried his face
in his hands to hide his laughter.

sir Edward Clarke, for the petitioner, in open-
ing the case to-day, 8aid that the parties to the
suit had lived together for only four months,
owing to the conduet®of the Earl. Afterward
the Countess was induced to return to her hus-
band, This continued but a short time, how-
ever, when tiie Countess fonnd the Earl's actions
intolerable and they again separated. After
this last separation the Earl wrote afection-
ately to the Countess and implored ber to re-
turn to him. The Countess was persuaded
against her better judgment, and returned
10 her hugband. But his affectionate treat-
ment of her was of shor: daration. He
agein used personal violence against her
and made her life miserable.r Onee he
drove her from bed and she falnted upon
the floor. When she came to, she dragged her-
self to the room of her nurse and spent the re-
mainder of the night there. The Earl sought
her in this room. but she threatenerl to throw
Xherself from the window it he entered, and by
this threat she was eaabled to avoid buim. The
Countess lost all hope of living happily with
ler husband and she agaip left hiwmn. Prior to
the separation the matter or the Countess’s sup-

ort was talked over, and the Earl agreed to al-

ow her £80 a month for her expenses. This

agreement the Earl violated. He paid the first
monthly allowanos, but after that the Countess
received nothing from him except cbecks for the
emount promised, which checks when presented
at the bank were returned dishonored.

8ir Edwin Clarke stated that when the
Countess married she had a marriage portion
pt £20,000. This money, however, had nothing
todo with the troubles. When the Countess
was suffering from an attack of influenza the
£arl compelled the Countess to eccompany him
pn reckless drives in inclement weather, much
to her injury. He often sald he would like to
see her carried out of the house in & coffin.

8ir Edward did not spare the Earl in his open-
ing remarks. After denying that his client was
Bt present or ever had been atilicted with hys-
terig, he stated that the Countess felt much
outraged at the presence in the house of 2 man
named Roberts, 8 mathematical master of a
school at Bath. To shew the brutalnature of
the Earl, Bir Edward cited instances of how he
used to drag cats abont with strings around
their necks. hfore than once he amungad himgelf
by throwing & catat the celling until be had
nearly killed the poor beast. The Countess re-
monstrated with the Earl against this cruely,
whereupon the latter sald it was necessary to
+lick the oat into shape,” adding, “I will lick
sou into shape if you don’tmind.” When the
Countess objected to Roberts’s presencs in the
house. the Earl told ber to go to the devil. The

Earl was much upset bY the nrospect of the
Countess not having a child.

The Countess was the first witpess., and said
nothing which adds to the statement of her
couns Bhe was cross-examined by Sir Charles
Russell. He asked her if the state of her health
had not been glven as the reason for breaking
off an engagement to marry she had entered
fnto before her betrothal to Earl Russell. The
witness admitted that it nad.

The witness stated that the Earl had shown
her a letter he had written to hia solieitor aboug
her extravagance, and Sir Charles asked if sho
Qid not break off the attempts to arrange the
troubles between herself and her husband really
because of money atiairs.

The witness—I thought that his digshonoring
me in the eyes of the world LY dishonoring my
checks showei that he was not regardful of me.
Besides, I was told thatif I were to go back to
him I wonld be treated worse than before.

Sir Charles Russell—Ig8 it a fact that within &
few months of your marriage you were found
andebted to the extent of £4,19217

The witness—No, that 1S a mistake.

+~ Sir Charles Russell here read items from a
dressmaker’s bill amounting to £ ,775, a mil-
liner's bill of £342, a jewelry bill of £400, a
florist's bill of 2134, and a vumber of other
bills from various tradesmen. The Countess |
admitted that her husband had remonstrated '
with her sbout getting Into debt. &he never
ran in debt after her marrlage. She conld not
remember that the firet quarrel she had with
her husband arose from her debts.

Tpe cross-cxamination was not finished to-
day.
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