
1. Mrs. Slattery'sboldlyingbegins with the very first sentence
of her autobiography

—
the story of her birth near Cootehill on

March 2, 1867. Here is the copy of a document which the editor
of the Glasgow Observer

—
who did so much to expose this

paripatetic pair —
has kindlyoffered to place at our disposal. It

was published in the Observer of October 28, 1898 (p. 14), during
the visit of the Slatterys toScotland :—:

—
'Union,Cootehill,County Cavan.'Workhouse,Cootehill,'

21st January, IS9B.'Ihereby certify that Ihave examined theRegister Booksin
thisoffice fromIst January, 186-1, tothepresent date,and that they
donot containany entry ofthe birthof MaryE.MacCabe, daughter
of James MacCabeandCatherine O'Neill.

(Signed) James J. Hennessy,
Assistant Superintendent Registrar.

'(Countersigned) Thomas Mackey.' ||
2-4. The remaining statements extracted from Mrs. Slattery's

storyare easily disposed of. Insofar as they relate to her alleged
lifewithinthe Catholic Church they are,like the opening sentence
of her history, rank falsehoods : the trail of the serpent runs
throughthe whole of her evil talc. The followingcorrespondence
has appearedin secular or Catholic papers or inpamphletsalong
the whole track pursued by the Slattery combinationin England,
Scotland,and Australia. It sufficiently explains itself. The vital
positions of it havealso beenpublished by the Auckland Observer
of January 20, 1900. The following is extractedfrom a letter by
Dean Lynch (now of St. Winifred's, Hulme, Manchester), which
appearedin the Manchester Courier ofJanuary 1,IS9B :—:

—
'When they [the Slatterys] began their lecturing tour,

naturally people sought at once to verify the lecturer's statements.
NoJames MacCabe couldbe found to have lived intheneighbour-
hood of Cootehill with a daughter named Mary E. MacCabe, the"escaped nun." No Mrs. JohnBrandonlived in Cavan. Various
other people mentioned in Mrs. Slattery's autobiography wereall
found tobe fictitious. The Bishop of Kilmore,wholives inCavan,
officially certified that no MaryE.MacCabe, from the neighbour-
hood of Cootehill, everentered the Conventof Poor Clares, Cavan.
The present Lady Superior, whoentered the convent as a nun in
18(57, the year in which Mrs Slattery was born, officially denies
thatMary E.MacCabe entered the convent, and that no nun could
beinit within the last 31years without her knowledge. The nuns
mentioned, by Mrs. Slattery— Mother Joseph,Sister Justine, Sister
Ursula, etc

—
were all fictitious. No nunswith those names were

ever in the Cavan Convent. Just like her husband,she invented
names,and was careful not to mention the name of a single real
nun. If she did the whole truth would very speedily and sum-
marily be made knownbefore a Lancashire jury.'

Father Lynch, Mr. Britten, and others also published the
following letters which have ever since been upon the tracks of
the Slattery pair, and have never met witheventhepretence of
disproof. The following is from the lady who has been for 32
yearsin the convent where the Slattery womanclaims to havebeen
a postulant and novice. It was written as far back as 1892, in

reply to an inquiry, from an American gentleman, Mr. Michael
Lynam, of St.Louis College, Atchison, Kansas :—:

—
'St.Joseph's Abbey,Poor Clares,

Cavan.Ireland,December IG, 1892.'Dear Mr.Lynam,— The receiptof your kind letter thismorn-
inghasgivenme astrange surprise,and Ihasten to give you the
desired information. Itgives memuch pleasure to state that the
supposed lady Elizabeth has never been an inmate of St.Joseph's
Convent, Cavan. We never had a Sister of that name, and no
member ofcommunity came tous at eight yearsof age,or brought
us £6000. . . . No professed Sister has ever left our Convent,
and the few novices who left are all living edifying lives in the
worldor in the cloister elsewhere. We know where all are,and
keep-up a correspondence with them. No one is ever pressedto
stay inour Convent;it is a very great favour to be kept. Ican
prove this if necessary,and the 120 inmates inour institution oan
dothe same. . . . Should you take anymeans to put a stop to
such an abuse,Iwill give youall the proof yourequireagainst the
M. Elizabeth,if the Americans have any law to punish persons
guilty of libel. Iwouldbe most gratifiedif you wouldkindly send
me the papers inwhich the lectures are published;perhaps we
coulddo something to preventfurther scandal'

Iremain, dearMr.Lynam,'Sincerely yours," Sister Mart Baptist,'Abbess.'
The following further testimony was given in reply to an

inquiry from Manchester at the time that the Slatterys were
disturbing the peace of that city with their inflammatory
harangues :—:

— 'St.Joseph'sAbbey,'
Poor Clares. Cavan,'December 18,1897.

1Dear Father Lynch,— Mrs. Slattery, otherwise Mary E"
MacCabe, fromnear Cootehill, otherwise Sister MaryElizabeth, was
never in this Conventas postulant, novice, or nun. No postulant
entered this Convent on 10th March, 1883. No one received the
white veilin themonth of June,1883. There never wasa Mother
Joseph Superior here, nor a Sister Loyola,nor a Sister Justine, nor
a Sister Ursula. 'Iam,dear Father Lynch,'I'ours faithfully," Sister MaryBaptist,

'Abbess.'
We havein our possession an equally emphatic repudiationof'Mary F.. McCabe,'alias

'
SisterMaryElizabeth,'in thehandwriting

of Sister Mary Baptist. The following declaration of the Bishop
ofKilmore, in reply to further inquiries,disposesof a goodmany
of Mrs.Slattery's fables :—:

—
'CulliesHouse, Cavan,

'December 18, 1897.'Dear Father Lynch,
—
Ihave already contradicted the state-

ment thatMary E.MacCabe, from the vicinity of Cootehill, was in
the Conventof Poor Clares, Cavan,aspostulant or novice. Irepeat
that contradiction. There never wasa Sister MaryElizabeth there.
Nopostulant was admitted on March 10,1883. No novice got the
white veil in June, 1883. There never was a Superior called
Mother Joseph. There never was a Sister Justine, nor a Sister
Loyola,nor a Sister Ursula,nor anHon.Blanche Coote, otherwise
SisterMary Frances. Ihave made inquiry in Cootehill aboutthe
alleged family history of Mary E. MacCabe. It is an invention
pure andsimple. It is alleged that a John Marlowe,J.P., lives at
Tullavin. No such person lives there;nosuch person ever lived
there. NoMrs.John Brandonlives inCavan,

11am, dear Father Lynch,'Yours faithfully,'>%* EdwardMcGennis,'Bishopof Kihnore.'
A Missing Bishop-Baronet.

All this sets at rest the mad taleof the
'rescue'of

'MaryE.
McCabe

'
from a convent under the roof of which she never livedin

any capacity. But the story of Lady Morton, the gallant female
1rescuer

'— who, she informs us elsewhere in elegant phrase,had
the courage to (metaphorically)

'
sit down upon' the wicked

superior— remains to be told. Lady Morton was, aswe are told,
the wife of theRev. Robert J.Morton, who afterwards became ( the
Right Reverend Sir Robert J. Morton.' And this Right Rev.Sir
RobertJ.was a bishop in the Episcopal Church in Devonshire,
England, and also abaronet.'* These names are printedin fullin
the American edition of Convent Life. But lo! in the English
edition the names arequietly suppressed and representedby mere
initials. They became

'
Lady M

'
and

'
Sir Robert M ,'etc.f

The reason is manifest. Like
'Mother Joseph,' and

'
Sister Loyola,'

and " SisterJustine,' and'Sister Ursula,1and 'Sister MaryFrances,'
and 'James McCabe,' and

'
Mrs. John Br.'.ndon,' and

"
Mr. John

Marlowe, J.P..'
'Lady Morton

'
and her husband ' the Right

Reverend Sir Robert Morton
'
are fictions pure and simpleof Mrs.

Slattery's imagination. These names weregood enough to pass
current in a far-off country where investigation by letter would
havebeen slow and bycable message costly. They were judiciously
sunpressed in England, wherethe story of the Devonshire bishop-
baronet could not have stood the light of publicity for half an
hour. The BlueBoohhas been ransacked;official lists havebeen
closely scanned; Burkeand Debret have been turned inside out ;
annuals such as Who's Who have been searched ;but all to no
purpose. The reason is very simple: there i.t no baronet flamed

-
Convent Life, p. 35. For the information of non-Catholic readers we may

state that a poitulanlis merely acandidate or petitioner who enters areligious
house. She does not wear the religious garb of the Order, andthe object ot her
stay is to give her an opportunity of getting acquainted with the rules and
routine of the religiouslite beforeshe decides to become anovice, that is, to enter
upon the period ot probation— varying from one to three y<ars

—
before being

acceptedand taking therequired vows of poverty,chastity,and obedience which
constitute her a nun. During this period of probation— which is termed the
novitiate— the Order is innowaybound to anovice, nor the novice to the Older,
At itsclose the Order is inno way bound to accept the novice,and thenovice
onher part,is freeto departat any time.

t These names are mentioned with great frequency throughout the book.
We have merely indicated »ome of thepages on which they are to be found.

tP. 119. Onp. 12 site tells us thather cousin wasmarried 'to theReverend
RobertJ.Morton,anEpiscopalclergyman,who afterwardsbecame abishopof the
AnglicanChurch, ani inherited the baronial estates of the Morton family in
Devonsliire,by both of which he became, accoroing to Englishlaw, the Eight
ReverendSir Robert Morton,andhis witeLady Morton.'

§ See p.
—

above.
|| EveryPoor-law Union is subdivided into districts. Each district lins its

locallyresident registrar. These make out their returns quarterlyand forward
them to thesuperintendent-rogistr.ir of the district. The registers are carefully
preserved andmay be inspected and extracts copiedfrom themonpajment ot a
small fee. Parents, orin their default certain others,are boundunder apenalty
to notify the district registrar of every livebirthwithin 42 days,and theregistrar
is,in his part,bound to see that this is done and to register all births inhis
district free within three monthb, with full particulars as to sex, name,
parentage, etc.

*Convent Lije,p.119,

1 Englishedition,pp.9, 22, 128.
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March 10, 18S3 ;* and that on the followingJune 29 she 'received
the white veil or habit of novice

'
(p. 42), and the name of 'Sißter

Mary Elizabeth
'

(p. 43). There were, moreover, in the same
convent— so we are told—

a Mother Joseph(p. 35);a Sister Loyola
(p. 36)

—
on p. 38 she is called Mother Loyola, but, then, Mrs.

Slattery is strong in matters of detail;a Sister Ursula (p.54);a
Sister Justine (p. 19); and an Hon. Blanche Ooote, known in
religionas Sister MaryFrances(p. ""»!), etc.).f

4. We are next asked tobelieve that,after staying1 some time
in the convent, 'Sister Mary Elizabeth

' was 'rescued
'

from itby
her cousin,Lady Morton, who, she tells us, was wife of the Right
Rev. Sir Robert Morton,who

'was a bishop in theEpiscopalChurch
inDevonshire, England, andalso abaronet.' $ Like the other .sham
nun, MargaretShepherd (aliasParkyn, alias Edgerton, alias Egan,
etc.) Mrs.Slattery is 'of excellent family

'—
soher handbillsassure

us. Both exhibit the same weakness for titled connections. In
the tenth and eleventh chapter we are told of her voyage to
America in March, 1885, of her 'conversion' by the notorious
Maonamara,§ and of her marriage, at an unspecified date,toex-
priest Slattery,whom she nowaccompanieson his tours. Somuch
forMrs. Slattery's story. Andnow for the facts.

Facts versus Fiction.
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