Thursday, February 1, 1900.]

NEW ZEALAND TABLET.

1

The gentle Autocrat ol Lhe Breakfast Table reminds us that
‘sin has many tools, hut a lie is the bhandle that fits them all!
Hoyte found a handle for his teol (Maris Monk) in a filthy
pamphlet that had <een the light in 17=0.Y Il had it reprinted,
merely altering the proper nawes so ¢ to make the Hoel Diew
Nunnery at Montreal the seeme of thabomninable fietion, Hoyte
and his fellow-con~pirators of the thirtio- took special care to asoid
mentioning the real name of any nun living at the Haotel Dieu.
We shall wee a~ we procead that a like precnution has been observad
by Slattery and his femnle partner in what the Auckland deerr r
terms his ‘~ordid mis-ion’ Hozte's voprint was published ander
the suewveative titte of A Awsul! Tiewloewres of Meria Vawl
Maria berself way induced, in the lace of the stedy protests aud
denials of her Protestant parent-, to po-c ax an -cx-nun,'t  And
thus wa- -ct affoat what the Urore-tant editors of Aprleton's
Cyclopeadar of Amirican Biogroapiy term tone of the most
remarkable impostures on record.

Buch were the anspicious heginning- of Mrs, Slattery™w trade—
that of the sham ex-nun. It was maungurated by two Jewd
creatures who had ncver been members of the Church whouse
alleged enormities they profeswed to - disclose.” The male pariner
in the conspirucy was a low roué; his inevitable female companion
was a thief, gaol-bird, and prostitute. But 1loyte's reprint s=old
amazingly, DMoney flowel frecly inte his poekets. The whole
purpose of the conw-piracy of falchood was thu- atisinel. When
the half-witteid gham nun bad served her purpose. and met with
the exposure which she courted. Hoyte flung her aside penniless
and leit her to shift a~ best che could for herself and her illegiti-
mate child.

The New Maria Monks.

To this day the ‘ex-nun’ husine-- i3 conducted on practically
the same lines on which it originated. In & . 1908 a successful
campaign of the kind requires, ag it dud in 1836 —

1, A male Stiggins or Chadband of discreditable avtecedents~—
frequently a non-t'athalic ; sometimes—~as in Slattery's case—a
cleric unfrocked for conduet unworthy of his holy calling.s

2. The -ccond requisite is a bold. trained., and delermined
female impostor that 1~ impervious o exporure. A conspicuous
example of thi- traudulent claw of ~ham nun i~ Mrs, Slateery.,
Another *distingnished " member ot the  profession” 1s the notorious
Margaret Shepherd (v/ras Parkyn, of vy Tdge-ton. alias Egand.
This woman. like her forerunner. Mariz Monk, wa- never a
Catholic.  Bhe i~ #t1ll living and posirg as an ' ev-nun,” and her
career furnishe~ a telling mstunce of how o bold-taced Impo-tor
and criminal ean at the :ame time preach and pray and wheodle
the coins out of the pockets of well-meaning but golhible higats
and of people who-¢ minds are lewd and whose heart~ arc rotten.
Margaret Shepherd - career has many pot- of re-eimblance to that
of Maria Monk. She wa- taken off the street~ and esved for by the
Sigters of the Good Rlhepherd at Arnos Court. DBiistol.  She was
well known to the Yoglish pohice . werved terms of imprisonment
at Bodmin apd Milbank was denoutced by Rev, G, P, Merrich
(Church of England priron chaplain) . and by the HRev. C, B,
Simpson. Anglican chaplain of DBodmin, was de-cribed a- ‘an
accomplished wwindler.,  Mr, W, T, n~lend ha- had a gpood deal to
=ay of her history, For m-wance Inthe herew of v for
July, 18¢1 (p. 601} he says of her that ehe ' iv & woman who-e past
history is deeply stained witk both vice and crime. Amony cther
things ~he stated that she was clo-ely associated with Mr, Stead
during the inmvestigations which resulted in the publication o1 74
Mavden Trilute of Modein Babylon.and in the eampaipn whicl
led to the pas-ing of the Crimingl Law Amendment Act. I, say»
Mr. Stead (fve. edt). T way judge her revelations concerning
nunnerics by Iier revelations coneerning the share which <he had in
Lhe Mardin Frolte their value must be put down a- a minus
quantity,  Like the ~treet-woman of Montreal and Mr-. Sluttery,
this other - fawon~ nun’ lectures ' tv women only ' and adids to her
fraudulent revenue by the «ale of prwient books and pamphiet-,
It is pititul to relate that pulpits and churches were placed at the
disposal ot DMargaret SLopherd by will-meaning but misguided
elergymen and commitices, chntly of the Bapist denomination. Tt
does not need w Nolumon to forecast the moral evils that are likely
to result from muoch crusades s those ot the Shepherd woman and
the Slatrerys. The Rev. Josopht Buard (of 336, Willis Avenue, New
York) denouncerd Margaret Shephord in seathing terms in a pub-
lihed lotter bearing dote April 21 {=1. and stated {hat, owing to
her conduct and the evils arising irom her work, her mission in his
church hal to terminute as speedily a- possible, A etill «tronger
condemmnation of the woman aud her wetlhods of *evanpelising ’
appeared in the Cwuneda Lrevhyte reon of December 20, 1843, from
the pen of Rev. J. A Macdouall, a I'resbyterian minister of St
Thomas, Ontario, e describes lirr as  one of the woret frand-.
one of the most dangeron- agents of political and <ocial strife and
moral corruption that—w hether as a journalist or preachier—I have
ever come into contact with,” In the same letter he tells how.

= Thig, -ays the editor ol the Boston Fefor, wiea tran-tation, awd was entatled
The Gutes of SN Gpeasd. VT oditor of the /27 hal & copy of this in las
posgesslon, and lie declared thout, with the exeeprion of the propet names, it i
word for word the same as the trred faowdness attnbuted to AMane Mook, see
The drish in Amerwa, by J. F. Magane, M1, 1t ed., pp. 413-414,

1 Bee the afflavit of Maiw Monk's wother 1 Fhe Prae Story of Mooiee Mowks
reprinted from the Dublin Fveeen of Moy, 1838, by the CT5. (Lonton)  Pree 1L,

1 Ed, 1850, vol, IV, 1. 137,

§ The non-Catholie Lditer Diann, af e Tesas feonoclast, 1o an article in Ins
paper in July, 1805, pointcd out shat Slattory, by hLis own sbowiny, studicd
Catholic theology and oftiviated ns n priest for ~everyl years * before discovering
anything immoral in the tenctings of the Mother Church, wlen it suddenly
oceurred to lum thab 1t wus buc o ti~-ne or talsehoed, n veritable cesapool of
rottenness.  His [Slattery's) transformation appemis to bave been almioat as
mdden as that of saul 0f Tarsus—oer that ot Joaas Iscariot, 1 have uo obiectivn
to his leaving the Catholic priesthood---his Bishop stopped his pay, For the
chm;agter of other ' ex-pricets '—real and bugu-—-ace our putaphlet, Jos ph Sluttery,
pp- §-6.

‘when it was whispered that her record was shady,' lewd characters
gathered to her:like vultures to the carcass'; that neverthelese
the * brazen hypoerite’ ' opens her meetings with prayer ' ; that ths
results of her mi-sion are ~simply appalling'; that the details
thereof arve * horribly disgusting ' : that many - men and women whose
names are a guarantec for truth and prudence' wrote him par-
ticulary of the woman'™s work which were so ¢ frightfully damuning’
thal he -dare not publi-h them ': that the great temperance
worker, Miss Lillian M. Phelps, wrote ‘imploring me in the name
of wrottgred womanhood to address a wider than my own congrera-
tiom " and if powible fave onr women and girls from the awfulness
of {thiv woman's toueh” ' And much more to the same effect
regarding the still notoriouws sham nun, who, he declared, ‘has
proatitnted truth and honour, and who - runs riotously in the error
of Balaam for hire,”' Mrs. Slattery is the next most notable
adornment of the maloderous profession of sham nun of which
Maria Monk and Margaret Bhepherd are the bright particular
stars,* The triplet cluater shines out boldly above the lesser lighta
of the profession, thus —

MARIA MONK
MARGARET SHEPHERD,
MRS. SLATTELRY,

3. Another indi-pensable reguisite in the * escaped nun’ trade
i~ a good. round. lying tale of phenomenal immorality. Tosucceed,
it muet, above all, be a prurient or filthy one. In practically every
instance it is, as in the ca~e of Maria Monk. concocted by the male
partner in the * venture’ Thus, an aflidavit of Slattery’'s nephew
and aseistant attributes the authorship of Mrs. Slattery’s lectures to
the ex-priest ; and there is internal evidence to show that consider-
ahle portione of her publications—and especially the doctrinal
clap-trap, the preface- to her (onrent Life, etc.—are his work,
Attempts have been made by enterprising male speculators to
exploit even those very rare specimens of renuine ex-nuns that have
at long intervals left their convents, This Miss Cusack tells us
with suflicient plainness in a letter written to the Bouwrnemowth
Obsweree rof November 8, 18935, in condemnation of the falsehoods of
Filen Golding. Referring to a disreputable, though well-dressed,
vlass ot bigots who organise. arrange. and support filthy and lying
cru-ades of the Rlattery kind, she says :(—

*Tf T were to tell something of what I bave been made to suffer
by per-ons of this class. professing to be Christians, because I could
niither make statements which I knew to be false, nor endorse
~tutements made by others which I doubted, Miss Golding's case
would, perhaps, be better under-tood.'

In plain terws, thowe anti-convent fables are still—as was the
case with the Maria Monk Imposture—econcocted by designing
rmpireserens, and are. aiter a course of preparation, recited in public
hy the genuine cx-nun or, mere frequently., by ker bogus counterfeit.
Lidith O'Gorman awd Ellen Golding allowed themselves te be
exploited in this way., The - venture-’ prospered till the publica-
tion and porsistent cirenlation of Iather Sydney Smith's and Mr,
Britten's pamphlets and the investigations to which theyled. Then
the gaudy bubbles Lurst. Sham nuns defy exposnre other than
that of the police and criminal courts, and keep -on the boards’
till their audiences melt away. But Edith O°'Gorman and Ellen
Golding had sutheient sense of shame left to hide their diminished
heads in the friendly obscurity of privatelife. They were the frat,
the only. and the la-t representalives of the genuine lecturing
ex-nun.

‘Tell me your Company.’

To this day Werew Honk i~ theguarry out of which the grosser
anti-convent romances are hewn and shapen. It is being hawked
around by Mrs. Blattery and -old indiscriminately by her along
with her own noisome publications. The character of the Slattery
cru-ade may be gauged trom the following further facts ;

(1) Mra. Slattery has an unbounded admiration for the fallen
woman of Montreal, whom she terms * the famous nuen.”

(2) Like Maria Monk, Mrs, Slattery never was a nun, ag stated
by her. We have nol the slightest cvidence beyond her own
worthless word that she was ever even a Catholic. Rumour—for
what it is worth—has it ihat she never was.

(3) Joseph Slattery, her partner in the business, was, as we have
shown in another pamphlet, I dismissed from the ranks of the
Catholic clergy for persistent :ntemperance, and was imprisoned at
ittsburg (U.8.A) for the sale of indecent literature,

() Mrs. Slattery was, according to her own showing, the friend
and for two years guest ([48) of ex-priest Macnamara, who had been
dismissed from his Order. After his ‘conversion,’ he was, in 1878,
arsceiated with the notorious female swindler known as the
‘Counre-~' Ann O'Delia Dis Dc¢bar. §  Later on he appeared as the

A by 3rars apo twe fumales were sent to prison, the one in Scotland, the
otliel 1w big lond, tor obtaining money by fulsely reprisenting themselves ag ex-
nun- One of them was o non Catholie tactory-girl frem vear Glasgow. Her
filthy tate wois cononcted and tanght to ber by nomale impostar, who was likewisa
w non-Cathelie, To the great regret ol the Beuch, Lie was | ermucted by the pelica
to vanish when the girl was mirested. In Moy, 1599, an attempt was piade to
manufactire &n tewaped nun' story 1n cenmection with the Cansbrooke Convent,
inle o1 Wight, The attempt was promptly trustrated by the action of a I'rotes-
tant barmsier, Mr. 7. Allersen Foote, Q C. (ol § Temple, London) and the fsfe o
Sight Cownty Presa of May 4, 1889, A noteiwous' ex-nun, Mry, Mary White
(Mige Wimlsor), according to the Phuladelphdy Jress (» nob-Cathohe paper) ef
January 23, 1657, made a dymg deslaration hefore a Nitary Pablie 1n which she
retracted all that she had said againgt the Catholic Clurch and the lives led by
nung,

T fonvent Lafe, P 7o, Unless where otherwise stated we quote from the
American editton of this book. Dilith O'Gorman will probubly not feel much
complhimentad by being linked with Maria Monk under tlns designation,

1. Josweph Stattery, The Romance uf un Unrrocked Prizsf. See p. 4 of cover of this
puhlication.

§New York Sun, January 27, 1894,
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