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MISS MARY ANDER-
SON. -

H IS gifted artisie
awoke upon Tuesday
morning, the 13th of No- |

to find

yvember, 1877,
She had

herself famous,

- passed the Rubicon; had

stormed the. fortress of
New York critigigm ; and,
with one bhound, had
nlaced herself upon a
pedestal inscribed with
the golden words
and PFame.

the ¢ Lady of Lyons,”
her appearance af the

was hailed with thpse
distrusttul feelings whicr
permeat™ ;\uqulces with

reference to;

generally, and ;

“wlhom & go

gush has been &
Ia

ame |
Selecting |
the »o0le of Pauline in

MISS MARY ANDERSON, THE YOUNG AMERICAN TRAGEDIENNE.

playgoers discussed the

overwhelming™ merits of |

thie Paulines of twenty
years ago, gently pooh-
poohing the possibility
of any treiding upou
their kibes. Miss Ander-
son’s appearance smote
directly. in _her favor.
Willowy, svelle, fresh, a

_face exquisitely rounded,

a mouth chiseled upon
lines that Canova would
have critically examined
—eyes of dark'gray, ap-
groaching violet! hair

rown with “a_-golden
sheen, a graceful throat,

+and a slender form, lithe
Fifth Avenue Theatre

nd lissome ;  thus she
atood revealed. tc an as-
{ }ggﬁ now somewhat
8 to results.
mgrlely a ts]ill,-
irl ;* gauche.
: f‘uusliisllleduin
s movements
e Glocf

. appealc ” in s first ut-
terance, and critics ¢ist
at one another a short,
approving glance —in-
timatiug, *‘ So far she is
4 suceess.” But as the
play proceeded Miss An-
derson rose with its re-
quirements, and soon the
vivid flashes of genius
commenced to quicken

the pulses of her ex--f

| pectant auditory. From
the first it was evident

that she had flung aside '
conventionalities | re

tthe

| that hedge the role, and |
 had taken a deeper, &
: more psychological view - h
[ of the ghastly woes of |

the tortured and hapless |

i bride. »=: i
The preseribed hysteri-
cal scorn, the laid-down
and well defined despair,
gave way to a vague

fear, a nameless intensity

of _suffering — bewilder-
ing, shocking, crushing.

. Her svelte form; her

{ hands in strong actio

Miss Auadrson’s —ouliet
proved as charming as
|her Pauline.  Itis a de-
!licious piece of acting
from beginning to end;
a fascinating conception
o! the bapless girl’s hap-
less 7dle. Miss Ander- |
son’s Juliel adds another
laurelito the wreath she
isiso ably winning from
her voice uever discord-
ant even in shriek or fer-
ventreproach; her dazed
expression; all lent a
alisra to the scene that
faivly fettered the audi-
en hd in that moment
8§ was trinmph-
ant| . All the i ;
and shadows, all the
derness, allthe electric
of woman's passion was
- revealed, and Miss Mary
* Anderson’s Pawline be-
came an accepted type.
But her supreme test
| Jay in the rendition of
! ohakespeare's  loveliest
~.conception of the poem
of ginhood Ve — §
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grasp of Fame.

" This gifted artiste has
also appeared in Evadre,
and in the character of
Meg Merrilies. To fancy

the . beautiful Pauline, |

the lovely Juliet, trang=
formed into a weird, nn-
canny snaggle - toothed,
unkempt, repulgive old
hag was a lively leap for
the imagination; yet in
ihis' impersonation hag
Miss Anderson surpassed
all her former efforts.
Untrammeled by stage
rules, rhe inirodaces
a.new vitality into

Tthe coy and reluctant g

g+ weivadike, ‘infuses 8
fascination into the 7dle

. which those who have
| not had the good fortune

to wilness can scarcely
r¢alize, There is a fu-
ture for Miss Mary An~

| derson — a - bright and
byilliant one.

She has
wooed Fame through the
giorious ~ingpiration  of
genius, and in the swe €
by-and-by she will look

! back from the pinnacle
of her greatness, upoun
the memorable occasion
when she passed the Ru=

‘bicon of New York @s-

Ithatici

the part, that fascinates |
“from its truth to nature |

and from the impetus of
its power. Her voice al-
ways rich and tuneful,
even in the bitier harsh-
ness of the hag's, a vein
of tenderness-under’;iug
every utters~.e;appeais
with 2 charm all its own,
wuile her action, so in-
ia 9 iginal




