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FOREWORD

This account of the establishment and growth of the Catholic
Women's Training Colleges in England has been written to illustrate
the efforts of the small and poor Catholic community, beset by
innumerable and apparently unsurmountable problems, to provide women
teachers for the schools, which after the establishment of the
Catholic Poor School Cormittee in 1847, they struggled to establish
and maintain. The earlier years have been treated in more detail
because it was an heroic age of experiment in unfamiliar circumstances,
when it was vital for the Catholic Colleges to establish their
reputation in the eyes, not only of the Catholic community, but still
more in those of the Committee of Council from whom so much of their
income came. For the very existence of the Catholic schools depended
on the supply of well trained and devoted teachers.

There is also for the nineteenth century much first hand material,
not hitherto published, in the Reports of the Catholic Poo/g/ School
Committee, in the Reports of the Committee of Councils and at Mount
Pleasant Training College, Liverpool and for the short lived college
at the Holy Child Convent, Mayfield, Sussex.

The developments of the present century are covered in less detail
since by the end of the nineteenth century, the colleges had become
part of the established provision for teacher training in this country
and the pattern, once laid down was followed in great measure by
succeeding foundations, though the history of each college has of
course its special fascination and its distinctive features.

With the coming of the Thihee Year Course and the opening of new
colleges planned for the early sixties, we may be on the eve of a
new heroic age, but that is another story.
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THE TRAINING OF CATHOLIC WOMEN TEACHERS DURING THE NINETEENTH
AND TWENTIETH CENTURIES.

CHAPTER 1.
THE BEGINNINGS 1847-55

The year 1847 is the most suitable point at which to begin
the story of the Catholic Women's Training Colleges because it was in
that year that the Catholics first became entitled to share in the Privy
Council's grants for education and the provision of properly qualified
teachers became a matter of great urgency.l It was only eighteen years
since the passing of the Catholic Emancipation Act, but already large
churches, ministering to crowded congregations, many of whom were of
Irish descent, had grown up in London and in the manufacturing towns.
Though some of the parishes had Poor Schools ,2 staffed either by
unqualified lay teachers or by members of teaching congregations, in
the majority of cases women, but sometimes by men from one of the teaching
brotherhoods, there were still thousands of children without any schooling
at all. In the 1848 Report of the Catholic Poor School Committee,3 it
was assebted that 1/15 i.e. 1,400,000 of the population was Catholic and
of this number 160,000 were between the ages of 5 and 15, yet only
34,750 of them were in school - 15,000 boys and 19,750 girls. The
Protestants, the report continued, tried to have one in eight of the
populatioh in school; to reach. this proportion the Catholics would need
schools to accommodate 100,000 children. They had in fact only one

child out of every twenty-three in any kind of school. Information from
the early

1. Minutes of the C. of Council December 18th 184. p xlvii vol.l.
2. Lists of these schools are to be found in the Catholic Directories.

3. The Catholic Poor School Committee was a committee of laymen appointed
by the Bishops with the following objects: 1) To contribute to the
erection of Poor Schools. 2) To assist local efforts in raising
money requisite to obtain grants from the Committee of Council.
3) To provide a class of trained and efficient teachers. 4) To improve
books and apparatus in the Catholic Schools.

L. The Committee administered funds obtained from private donations
and diocesan collections and made occasional grants for building
and "support" grants to Catholic schools.
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Inspectar's reports and from the requests for building and support grants
sent to the C.P;S.C.l in the first few years of its existence, indicate
the presence of schools on the estates of the Catholic gentry, like the
Mostyns of Talacre, in some coastal and industrial towns, e.g. Sunderlamd'2
and in London, where there were a number of schools maintained by the '
Associated Catholic Charities.3 An interesting school was that begun by
the Abbé Carron, an emigré priest in 1/96, continued by Father Nerinex
and finally taken over in 1830 by Madame D'Houet, Foundress of the
congregation of the Faithful Companions of Jesus. This school was in
Clarendon Square, Somerstown, London,h and must have been of considerable
size for it had eight teachers in addition to Miss Nerinex, when Madame
D'Houet took it over.

In the "Tablet" of January 30th, 1847, there is an extract from a
letter written by a novice in the convent at Northampton, describing the ‘
work done by the small congregation of "The Infant Jesus", later absorbed
by the Sisters of Notre Dame de Namur. The Sisters apparently had three
day schools for different classes of children, an interesting sidelight
on contemporary social conditions, a Sunday School, an afternoon Sunday
School, pethaps for teaching the three Rs, evening classes for religious
instruction, a circulating library & finally various confraternities
for young girls. She goes on to remark that the nuns hoped to have

1. First Report 1848. 138 localities appealed for aid to the C.P.S.C.
123 grants, amounting to £4,942 promised.

2. Commenting on a school at Blackburn in the same report Mr. Marshall,

- the first Catholic Inspector, appointed in 1848, said,"May every

school be like it and like the schools at Sunderland, Durham and
Darlington'.

3. The Catholic Directories publlshed in the 1840s contain lists of
these schools.

" 4. "The Life of the Viscountess de Bonnault D'Houet. 1/81-1858",

by Rev. Father Stanishaus. (Translated from the French)
Longmans Green & Co. 1913.
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"a school for training country school-mistresses according to our
method which is very similar to that of the Christian Brothers. What
immense good would be effected in different parts of England could we
send such young women to those country places which cannot have the
advantage of a.religious commmity". The Sisters also hoped to open a
boarding school and an orphanagé . The writer of the letter had only been
in the convent six months but felt that the Institute had great possibilities
formthe education of Catholics in England.

But others were giving serious consideration to the need for teachers
who would satisfy the demands of the Privy Council's inspectors, because a
condition of receiving granta was a suitable teacher in charge of the school
and, after 1855 ,l all apprentices had to be instructed by certificated
teachers. To increase the number of qualified teachers in the schools,
the government had instituted ##-an examination for a Certificate of
Merit ,2 open to practising teachers, a pass in which entitled them to an
augmentation grant of from £10 to £20 a year, with extra peyment for
the instruction of apprentices. The pupil teachers themselves received
stipends from the Privy Council,3 beginning with £10 for their first
year of apprenticeship and increasing to £20 in the fifth year.

1. Circular letter to Inspectors of Schools. May 10th, 1855.

2. Explanatory letter to Inspectors in C. of C. Minutes 1846, July Ath
- FE p. MO

3.': Minutes of the C. of Council August 25th, 1846. p.9.
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There were also available building grants and grants for books and
apparatus. Once the agreement between the C.P.S.C. and the Committee
of Council had been signed,l the schools began to apply for inspection,
in the hope ‘that they would obtain a share of the grant. In February,
1848, the Bishops sent a circular letter to priests, explaining that
_mast.ers in Poor Schools would in the course of the summer be able to sit
for an examination for the Certificate of Merit. 2 At that point there
was no mention of mistresses, thgough there was no intention to exclude
them., A Catholic Inspector - Mr. Marshall,_3 was to be appointed and
prospective candidates wei'e enjoined to present themselves only to this
inspector. Whatever their views on the question of lay or religious
teachers, the C.P.S.C. were at that time only too anxious that as many
Catholic teachers as possible should obtain their certificates and their
schools be admitted to the grant list. The resources of the Committee
were never large since they relied mainly on diocesan collections, and
the number of Catholics able to afford large contributions was small.
From this time orwards, the Committee brought continual pressure to bear
on the managers of Catholic schools to encourage their teachers to

1. Decenber 18th, 1847. C. of Council Reports. Minute relating to
conditions of aid to Roman Catholic Schools. p.xlvii.

2. A copy of the latter was contained in the 1848 Report of the C.P.S.C.

3. Appointed 1848.
C. of Council Minutes 1849. Mr. Marshall - p. 516, writes that so
far only two or three of the most highly qualified teachers have
offered themselves for the Certificate of Meirit examination.
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become qualified, so that their schools would become eligible for the
grant; thus they would not need the Committee's help and funds would be
available for other schools needing improvements which would enable them
in their turn, to receive government aid. To give further encouragement
to teachers, in 1849 the Committeel offered eight annual exhibitions of
£5 and £, to men and women respectively, who passed the examination and
they were even prepared to contribute towards the travelling expenses of
the women candidates at the rate of one penny a mile. }!:xa.mina'c.ions2 for
mistresses were held in 1849 in London and Manchester, with the result that
two women obtained second class certificates and five third class. The
names of the candidates and the places where they were teaching are not

without interest. -

Second class M. Hedley. Hartlepool.
E. McGurk. St. James, Orrell, Lancs.
Third class C. Farrell. Townley, Lancs.
M. Gaynor. St. Chad's, Birmingham.
M.T.Smallwood. St. Anselm's, Kenilworth.
E.0'Shea. St. John's Wood, London.
M.S .waldron n n L] L]

1. 1849 Report of the Catholic Poor School Committee. In that year £5
was awarded to Daniel Hegarty, Poplar, and £4 to Catherine Byrne,
St. Mary's School, Bolton.

2. 1649 Report of the Catholic Poor School Committee.
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There is no evidence "oo show whether these were religious Sisters and
Miss Gaynor was definitely not one, as she was given the appointment of
norganising mistress" by the C.P .S.C.l with the duty of visiting such
schools as desired to avail themselves of her services in preparing
for inspection. She had only held her position for a year, when she
decided to enter a convent, but not before she had helped schools in
Birmingham, St. Leonard's, Nottingham and York. Her successor was
Miss McCormack, who resigned in 1851; in her brief period of office,
she visited schools in Liverpool and Glossop and aided especially
schools conducted by nuns. Both these ladies received a small salary
and expenses; the figures given below are modest even by contemporary
standards, but perhaps they were ladies of means, like others found
working in the Catholic Poor Schools. —

1849 £1.0.0

1850 £29.18.0

1851 £36.17.0

1852  £20.14.0
Miss McCormack seems to have taken the examination in 1850, and after
her resignation went to be Head Teacher of the Galway Model Sc:hool.2

1. 1850 Report of the C.P.S.C.

2. 1851 Report of the C.P.S.C.



During the next few years there was a slow but steady increase, both
in the number of teachers passing the examination for the Certificate of
Merit and in the number of pupil teachers, but though the need for Training
Colleges for men and women was recognised, little progress was made.l At
a meeting of ciergy and laity held at York on March 16th, 1848 ,2 the
following resolution had been passed:- "in order to secure in Catholic
schools 'an efficiency lay instructors can never impart, as well as to avail
ourselves of the most important provision of the Parliamentary grant, this
meeting urgently appeals to the Catholic body to establish in cne or more
of our most populous towns a normal school of religious teachers and
this meeting pledges itself to use its utmost efforts to raise a fund
especially devoted to this purpose". A similar motion was pagsed at a
meeting of Catholics of the London District at 16, :Great Windmill Street3
on April 4th 1848. In the following year Bishop Wiseman® sent a letter
from the Bishops to the C.P.S.C. suggesting that some of its funds could
profitably be applied to the foundation of "model schools", possibly they
were thinking of the parallel movement to establish Church of England

diocesan normal schools and colleges.

1. Minutes of the C. of C. 1849 Mr. Marshall's report p.511. Catholics
have so far made no attempt to provide normal schools. "Schools
conducted by untrained teachers are with rare exceptions of an inferior

kind. -
2. 1848 Report C.P.S.C.

3. 1848 Report C.P.S.C.
L. 1849 Report of the C.P.S.C.
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But at this stage it is clear that the Bishops, the C.P.S5.C., the
clergy, and influential laity alike, hoped that, if not all at least
a majority of the schools would be staffed by members of religious
congregations., This is evident from the terms of the York resolution
and in 1849 the Gommitteel sent twelve English men students to the
noviciate of the Brothers of Christian Instruction at Ploermel in
Brittany. It was the intention that they should provide the nucleus
of an English teaching community, a plan which was not destined to
succeed and within a few years a college for training laymen as
teachers was established in London. To recruit a sufficient number
of Lay Brothers in England proved impossible; the middle class boy
with a call to the religious life was much more likely to want to
be a priest and there was no large Catholic agricultural class from
which Brothers were, at that time at any rate, usually d:r'awn.2

But until the middle of the century there seemed perhaps more hope
that this idea would be realised in the case of the women teachers, for
in the decade 1840 to 18503 a number of teaching commnities from abroad
had opened schools in England. They very soon obtained recruits from
Catholic middle and upper class families and it is interesting also

1. 1849 Report C.P.S.C.

2. "Mannings Work for Children". Canon St. John. Sheed & Ward 1929.
p. 78.

3, The most important for later developments were: Sisters of Notre

Dame de Namur, 1847 Society of the Sacred Heart, 1842, Faithful

Companions of Jesus 1830 and the Society of the Holy ChildlsJesus,
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to notife, where information is available, that a number came from
amongst the ranks of the converts. These commnities came in time

to be predominantly English and by the early 1850s we find the Sisters
teaching in the Poor Schools and taking the Certificate of Merit
examination. The C.P.S.C. helped by giving grants to several
commnities to enable Sisters-in-training to be supported. In 1848

the Committeel agreed to pay the Sisters of the Holy Child, then at
Derby, but in the following year removed to St. Leonards, £25 a year
for.each of five students, who.were expected to take two and a half years
to prepare for the examination. In the meantime the Committee had also
acceeded to the request of the Reverend Mother of £he Convent of Mercy
in Birmingham, to train teachers; she began with six studénts at St.
Amne's House and received sums varying from £3/,10 in 1849, to £125

in 1852. The final payment seems to have been in 185i. Other convents
helped in this decade by the Committee were the Convents of Mercy at
Derby and Nottingham, the Convent at Northampton mentioned above, and
finally the Sisters of Charity of St. Paul at Banbury.ln 1853. A letter to
Dr. Tandy, the nuns' chaplain from Mr.Akers of the C.P.S.C. in 1855 explains

1. 1848 Report C.P.S.C.:
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that the Committee's grant will be for the future increased to £100 a &ear,
but makes it clear that the money was intended for the support of Sisters
during their training, and that the Reverend Mother had applied to the
Committee of Council to have the convent recognised for taking Queen's
Scholars from her own order. Tjis practice continued for many years and
for the remainder of the century, the Sisters continued to study
privately for their certificates and §o to the Training College at Mount
~ Pleasant, Liverpool, to take the Final Examination. In some of the
convents mentioned, a few of the students were probably lay women, though
it is difficult to prove one way or the other in most cases, but none of
the convents were Tra.ihing Colleges in the true sense; the numbers
involved were very small and the chief advantage to the @andidates was
the opportunity for some supervised study and, for the lay students,
the chance to observe at first hand the methods in use in the schools.

Mr. Scott Nasmyth Stokes,’ the second Catholic inspector, appointed in 1853,
lamented the lack of trained teachers in the schools and did not consider
that any of the existing commmnities was a college with a sufficient
nutber of students qualifying each year.

Mr. Stokes and others who had the cause of Catholic education
at heart, saw that while these small experiments were taking place,
and the number of certificated teachers and inspected schools was

1. In 1850 Report of the C.P.S.C. Mr. Marshall had noted that a large
number of masters and mistresses had'been imported from the various
training schools in Ireland.' The great majority possessed respectable

v endowments, but few were remarkable for both talents and attainments.
England, he concluded, needed its own Training Schools.
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increasing slowly, the Catholic pepulation, augmented by the steady

flow of Irish immigrants to the industrial towns, was growing rapidly.
The Famine brought still greater numbers and everywhere new congregalions,
often living in the greatest m isery, were demanding churches and schools.
Within a decade the character of the Catholic population had altered;

the centre of Catholic life had changed from the country to the towns

and the typical priest was no longer the chaplain of some wealthy family,
but the parish priest of a large and poor town parish. He needed schools
where the children dould be instructed in the elemsnts of their religion
and teachers for those dchools. Privy Council grants could bring much
needed money and gualified teachers were essential. Most priests preferred
the nuns, if he could get them, but teachers must be found and the sheer
weight of numbers made it impossible, even in the towns with the large
schools, to find enough teaching Sisters. As for the smaller towns and
villages, few communities, except the Slsters of Charity of St. Paul,
were willing to send out two or three nuns to a place where there was no
prospect of establishing, in addition to the Poor School, a fee-paying
school and perhaps a boarding school as well. Though the nuns were
expected to have small dowries when entering the convent, most of the
teaching commnities were over-extended at this time, and in the new
foundations the nuns were often living in dire poserty. The salaries

1. See English Catholics 1850-1950 edit. Right Rev. G.A.Beek, A.A.
' S " Burns & Oates 1950
The second chapter . "The English Catholics in 1850" by Philip Hughes,
gives a detailed account of the situation, three years after the
estgblishment of the Catholic Poor School Committee.
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offered to those teaching in the Poor Schools were never high; Mother Dupuis of
the Sisters of Charity of St. Paul asked £45 a year for certificated teachers
and had difficulty in getting even that amount. In a letter concerning

a teacher's salary, she makes it clear that though other commnities

may be able to accept less, she cannot do so..l In point of fact as early

as 1849, there had been some correspondence between the C.P.S.C. and

M. Lingegi:l,maécretary to the Committee of Council on the matter of

salaries paid to nuns. The Secretary of the C.P.S.C. wanted him to

waive the condition of regular salary to the teacher in a school in
receipt of the grant, where the teacher in question belonged to a teaching
commnity, but Mr. Lingen refused to agree to this suggest.i.on.2

In places where a commnity had flourishing day schools
for middle class girls, they were often able to offer their sehvices
in the Poor School either free, or for a very 1ow salary indeed. As
well as increasing the Sisters' income, these day schools introduced
the girls at an early age to religious and educational work and the
girls themselves often found as they grew older, their own vocation
as teaching Sfisters. Finally and not the least important, the
existence of several schools in the one place made possible that ordered
religious life from which the Sisters drew the spiritual strength

1. Letter to a priest in Bradford, dated January 13th, 1868, and
quoted in the life of Mother Genevieve Dupuis illustrates this
point. It is rather later than the events covered in this chapter,

but is nevertheless interesting.

2. C. of Council Letter Book. Letter to Mr. S.N.Stokes. May Ath, 1849.
Ed . 4f1a
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‘* they needed for their arduous labours..
_ But the reasons whgy the prieats pz-eferred the Sisters

are not far to seek, t.he prime ob:]ect of t.he Catholic school was to
safeguard the Faith of the children and to ensure their growing up good
Cathollics; yet . school l:l.fe was very short; an average of about two years,
and, as soon as the children could go to wm‘k, their parents had no option
but to send them, !cr the Ca.tholic population of the large towns was among

- the pom'est in the country. “The .advent of Sisters tata parish meant not
only the establishment of schools for the different classes of children,
‘but also evening. and Sunday schools for older girls and women, religious
.guilds, . circolaung libraries. and in soma cases ‘schools of industry where
girls wero taught needlawork and other household skills. To all this,
they added visiting t.he pocr and sick in their omn homs. " No wonder many
priests meatifled to the 1ncreaee of plety; the refmement of manners, the
development of habite of self help which affected not only the pupils in .
the schools y but also t.heir mothers and older sisters who cams into contact
with the muns in the evenings and on Sundays. The good habits acquired
enabled many of the ‘poorer girla to gain a better livelihood than would

otherwise have baen open to t.hem, and 'ohus to raise their social posltion.z

The religious. teacher was by the very nature of her vocation
more completely at the service of the parish than the most. lay teacher

1. :Committee of Council Reports.. Report of Mr. Morell for the N.E.
- . Division 1858, said it was'idle to expect improvement. when average
age 1s 8 years .and average attendance under one year'.

2. Life of Madame D!LHouet p.em gives an extract from an earlier life

. by Abb&Martin, describing in detail the work of the Sisters in
Mahchester. P, 230 is an account of the work in St. Patrick's Parish.
liverpool, The whole chapter gives an excellent picture of the work
of teaching Sisters in large towns about the middle of the century.
P.251. A footnote mentions Adelphi House, Salford and the convent
in Birkenhcad, founded about 1852, which had boarding and day schools
for middle class girls.
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could be, particularly at that time and her membership of a commnity
ensured the continuity and stability of the wark undertaken. But
apart from these considerations, there was a further advantage on the side
of the Sistez;s; though they might not all possess government certificates,
they had been trained in their commmities for their work in school and
one has only to read inspectors!' reports to see how superior their schools
were to the general run of those run by the only secular teachers available
at the time. In his report to the Committee of Council in 1850-1851}
Mr. Marshall says of the Sisters that they are distinguished from all other
‘Yteachers in that, "théy perform the various duties of their office, not as
a means of livelihood but from the purest and loftiest motives which can
influence human beings". He continues, "They differ from the great majority
of teachers if not originally in belonging to a higher grade of society,

~ (almost universaily in the case in female commmnities) yet in previous
cultivation of their minds, possession of more ample attainments and a far
more careful and complete preparation for the task to which they are
consecrated. They have also in institutions especially devoted to
education, the not inappreciable advantage of being familiar not only with
scientific systems, but with those living traditions that grow out of the
experience of a iong series of years and are easily perpetuated amongst

1. 1850 Report C.P.S.C. Also C. of Council Reports 1850, p.803-821 gives an
excellent picture of the Catholic schools existing at the time. His
comments on the need for varied and interesting school books are most
apposite. _
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successive generations of teachers, all animated by the same spirit and
acting not as individuals who cannot bequeath to others their own influence
and example, but as commnities which are always the same, though their
members change and disappear". After this encomium, he then goes on to
treat of particular schools and mentions those of the Sisters of Mercy
at Nottingham and Derby;® in fact he seems to hope that the school at
Derby might become a training college, saying that the Catholics could
do no better than dbhéent.rate their efforts and resources on this school
for it has suitable buildings, skilful and devoted teachers and could
1guecc::umne a highly organised practising school. His comment on the details
of work at both schools is fascinating in what it sajrs, but tantalising
in its omissions for we are teft with many questions unanswered.

The Sisters at Derby used the Books of the Irish National
Board from which a complete and systematic course of instructionis given
and Mr. Marshall? was deeply impressed by the astonishing accuracy of
the children's knowledge in sacred and profane history and their interest
in natural history. Everything, he says, is learned by the most felicitous
methods and even spelling is made interesting; for handwriting the children
copy sentences from the prophets and the little ones learn their Scripture

1. Derby. Founded 1849. The S:I.stérs of Mercy took over from the Sisters
of the Holy Child, when the latter moved to St. Leonards.

' 2. C. of Council Reports 1850. p. 821. Also quoted in the annual report
of the C.P.S.C.
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stories from pictures. He notices their wide knowledge of the Biblg.
He tells us a little more about Nottingham; after commenting on the well
built and cheerful schoolrooms, he explains that in their classes the
Sisters take a different subject for special study each day and give a forty
minutes gallery lesson. Monday was devoted to Geography, Tuesday to
Natural History, Wednedday to Grammar, Thursday to Astronomy, and Friday
to Sacred History. The children learned Etymology, one wonders in what
it consisted, and the top class of girls could answer questions on Natural
History as hard as those put to candidates for the Certificates of Merit.
He tells us nothing of the size of the schools, the age range of the
children, and the number of teachers. The two schools were obviously the
pride of his heart and one can imagine that his visits to them repaid him for
much of the drudgery and disappointment he no doubt experienced, for at
times in his reports he speaks feelingly of the extent and wearisomeness
of his journeys by stage coach and railway.

The convent of the Sisters of Mercy in Derby was not the

first convent of this congregation to be founded in England; it had been
preceded in 1839 by the house in Bermondsey® and in 1843 by Sunderland® both
of which had been Poor Schools. The Sisters were organised into a loose
federation of convents under the control of the bishop of the diocese in

which they happened to be situated. This form of government was deliberately

1. Life of Catherine McAihley 1/81-18i1
The Rirst Sister of Mercy. R.B.Savage S.J.Hill & Sons Ltd. 1950
P.261 explains the plan of government. It was from this convent that
in 1854, five Sisters went with Florence Nightingale to the Crimea.

2. The Sunderland convent was founded from the Cork Convent of Mercy.
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planned to give greater scope for local interest and initiative, but as
the Mercy convents followed the same rule, adopted similar constitutions
and were in close touch with one another, their methods were much the
same in all their schools. The work of the Sisters was to establish
Houses of Mercy where girls in want of empioyment' might stay, ei_(.ementary
schools for girls and to visit the sick and poor in their own homes.

At an early date however, they established day and boarding schools for
middle class girls,l a task for which they were well fitted since many
of the Sisters were from middle and upper class families in Ireland.
Their Foundress, Mother Catherine McAuley, hed visited the monitorial
schools of the Kildare Place Society in Dublin‘?' and had spent some

time in France visiting schools. Though no records of this journey are
extant, it is avident that she knew a good deal about the methods in

use in that country. Inspectors! report on the Irish Schools in the
middle of the century speak of large schools for 500 girls with seven or
eight Sisters teaching in one room under the superintendence of a
presiding Sister. One such report mentions plentiful apparatus, good
organisation, neatness and order and the practice of original composition
as being of worthy of note. In some of their schools a careful training in

1. The Sisters opened day schools in Ireland for the daughters of townsfol&
who could not afford boarding school fees. See p. 269 in the "Life of
Catherine Mcliapley". She employea well educated Sisters whom she
encouraged to continue their studies in Languages, mathematics, music
and painting to staff these schoois.

2. "Life of Catherine McAnley" p.267 describes Mother McAnley's study
of teaching method at Kildare Place, Dublin and later at George's Hill

convent under the direction of the Presentation Sisters.
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all branches was given to girls going in to service and in the Houses of
Mercy, inmates were instructed in the 3 Rs as well as receiving an
industrial training to enable them to get better posts. The English
schools were conducked on the same plan and in the 1850s the Sisters
began to take the certificate examination and employ pupil teachers.
According to the list published in 1856,:L there were Sisters of Mercy
teaching in 21 English schools with 26 certificated teachers and 76 pupil
teachers. This is a good record when one considers that at the time, the
total number of Catholic women teachers with certificates was about 58.

A study of the diocesan statistics and the advertisements
in the Catholic Directory of 1847, discloses thirteen other commun.’t.ties2
conduc{'.ing schools in England, though not in every case Poor Schools. The
French Revolution had seen the return to this country of a number of
Benedictine and other convents, established abroad in Penal Times; these
commnities were primarily contemplative, but continued their traditional
practice of educating girls within the enclosure. The schools were often
excellent, but were usually quite small and since they drew their phpils

from the wealthier Catholic families, their influence did not extend

18

mach beyond the small circle that patronised them. But in pre-Revolutionary

France from the beginning of the seventeenth century, a new type of religi

conmnity, primarily devoted to education and having day as well as
boarding schools had arisen. They drew their inspiration from the work

of the Jesuits and the Christian Brothers and they had evolved a
highly successful system of education and established many flourishing

1. C.P.S.B, Report 1856.

2. Catholic Directory 1847.

ous
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schools both for middle class girls and for poorer girls in the parochial
charity schools.
The pupils in these schools learnt something of the 3 Rs,

a good deal of needlework and had a thorough religious education. The
Sisters were prepared for their task during the noviciate, where their own
studies were regulated and they had opportunities to practise teaching
under the supervision of the headmistress of the school. The schools were
not ambitious and the level of attainment was not necessarily high, but they
were well ordered and the Sisters gained experience in managing large
classes. There is no mention of the monitorial system, though the
Ursulinesl had a kind of prefect system with fdixainieres!, older girls in
charge of ten pupils who heard their lessons and helped them but had no
teaching duties. These schools were swept away at the time of the
Revolution, but the tradition remained even during the period when the
religious orders were proscribed; ex-religious and their friends did
something to keep it alive by teaching small groups of children their

Catechism and anything that could be attempted without arousing goverhment

suspicion.2
The establishment of the Empire and the Concordat with the

Church made possible the restoration of the religious orders and the
re-opening of their schools.

One of the groups of teaching Sisters which re-appeared
at this time was that of the Sisters of Charity of St. Paul vho established
an English branch at Banbury in 1848. These Sisters were unenclosed and

1. Angela Merici and the Teaching Idea.
Sister Monica Phd. Longman. 1927 p.364

2. P.12 Life of Mére St. Joseph. by S.N.D. Longmans Green « Co. 1923
Quoting from Taine.
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were willing to work in small groups of three or four in villages and
small towns and they had few fee-paying schools. When the possibility
of a training college was under discussion, many people hoped they would
be invited to begin one to train teachers for woric in country schools;
by 18561 they had nine certificated teachers in as many inspected schools
and 23 pupil teachers in training. But though the idea was canvassed at
the Catholic Poor School Committee, nothing came of it, except that, as
already mentioned, the order received £100 each year towards the expenses
of Sisters in training.

_ But new commnities and new methods were needed to deal with
the post-Revolutionary warld and in particular there was a crying need
for unenclosed Sisters, like the Sisters of Charity who would open day
and boarding schools for all classes of pupile in every part of France.
Under the inspiration of Father Varin, a priest of the re-formed
Society of Jesus, three religious congregations destined to play an
important part not only in the education of girls and the training of
teachers in England, but also to spread to every continent, grew up in
Amiens in the early jea.rs of the nineteenth century. The three foundresses,
Madeleine Sophie Barat,® Julie Billiart? and Madame D'Houet,* Wlo founded
their societies for the service of the Church through the education of
children, were not the first to see the possibilities of the Jesuit rule
adapted to the needs of women and of congregations of women unenclosed and
centrally governed. They had had their precoursers in the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries, notably in the English woman, Mary Ward.5 Her

1. "Life of Mother Genevi¥ve Dupuis' p. 138, explains that a definite time
each day was given to study during the novitiate, but even afterwards
the Sisters were expected to continue their studies in the evenings, at
week-ends and in the holidays.

2. St. Madeleine Sophie Barat, foundress, _
3. Julie Billiart, Foundress of the Sisters of Notre Dame de Namur.
4. Madame D®Houet, Foundress of the Faithful Companions of Jesus.

5. Mary Ward, Foundress of the Institute of the Blessed Virgin Mary.
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nuns had become enclosed in their European convents and had only been
able to maintain a precarious foothold at the Bar Convent, York, in
their ariginal form. But the nineteenth century nuns were more fortunate
in their circumstances, for not only was there an immense field for
their labours in France, but the social and economic changes which had
resulted from the upheaval, made both clergy and laity more receptive

to new and untried experiments. The nuns were indeed the inheritors

of a great tradition, but they had to use it to meet new needs in a
changed world. The aim of the new teaching congragations was the
education of girls not as nuns, but to take their places in society as
Catholic wives and mothers. They catered for varying needs and different
social classes; without entirely ignoring work for poorer girls, the
Sisters:of the Sacred Heart, for example, eventually became better known
in England for their schools for girls of the richer classes, and it was
not until 1870 that they undedtook the training of teachers in this

country.
From their first coming to England in 1830, the Faithful

Companions of Jesus and the Sisters of Notre Dame devoted themselves
to day and evening schools and schools of industry for working class
children, but had at the same time many fee-paying schools.

The Sisters of Notre Dame in particular had as one of their main
activities the training of teachers. At an early date, they made
foundations in Belgium, then part of the Netherlands and soon learnt
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what it was to contend with a government, anxious to provide for the
education of its subjects, but unsympathetic to Catholic schools and
egpecially to those conducted by religious arders,

Each of these teaching congregations developed its
own methods of training its members, but there was inevitably much in
common. In every case the novices received lessons in the subjects they
were to teach and were carefully introduced to school work by a kind of
pupil teacher system. The Sisters were constantly in touch with the
religious arders of men, notably the Jesuits, from whom they obtained help
and advice. In their libraries they could find what they required for
their own studies, and they were well aware of the methods used in the
schools of the teaching brotherhoods like the Christian Brothers who gave
special attention to the needs of poorer children whose schooldays were
short. The opportunities for frequent intercourse between the different
houses, the centralised noviciates and the constant meetings of superiors
and of other Sisters all made possible consultation and discussion;
experiments could be tried on a small scale, improved upon and adopted
for a sufficient time to give useful results. The coming of the railway
and the steamship greatly helped the Sisters in maintaining contact
with their far flung houses and Foundress4s and Superiors often made
incredible journeys throughout the British Isles, Europe and North
America which brought encouragemsnt to those working under difficulties,
emphasised the international character of the congregations and spread
inowledge of new ideas and methods.
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The Sisters were recruitdd from all social classes; Julie Billiart,

- Foundress of the Notre Dame Sisters, was a peasant's daughter, but her
earliest companion and co-foundress was Mre Frangoise de Blin, a lady
of rank and fortune. From the beginning there was no distinction between
choir and lay sisters and the congregation attracted girls from all
.levels of French Society. Madeleine Sophie Barat of the Sacred Heart
Sisters, was herself a vine-dresser's daughter, given a classical
education by her priest brother, and drawing to her society women of
outstanding culture and ability. Finally Madame D'Houet of the
Faithful Companions, was a member of the French nobility, but among the
Sisters were representatives of all sides of French life. The needs of
the Church and of the poor and the orphan, not to mention those of girls
of higher classes, appealed strongly to the French girl of this periocd and
in the absence of any properly organised system of social service and of
an organised teaching profession, to become a Séster in such a congregation
was to answer the call of God to an urgent work of charity.

Convents belonging to each of these three congregations were
founded in England in the first half of the century; as has been already
mentioned, the Faithful Companions of Jesus were the first to come.

They took over the Somerstown Charity Schools in 1830 and by 1856 were
at work in several schools in London, in Liverpool, Manchester, Salford,
Birkenhead and Chester. However, they were at first unwilling to open
their schools to government inspection or to let the Sisters take public
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examinations, so at that period they made no contribution to the traiping
of lay tgachers , though their charity schools were highly esteemsd.

The Sister of the Sacred Heart, who made their first foundation at
Berrymead, Acton in 1843 and in 1852 moved to Roehampton, also played no
direct part in the training of teachers for many years. Both societies
were eventually to establish training colleges, but it was the Sisters
of Notre Dame who were destined to be the first in the field. Their
first convent was at Penryn in Cornwall where they went in 1847, but
according to the lists of Catholic school and certificated teachers
published in 18561 by the C.P.S.C. and alresdy referred to, they had
thirteen schools, five of them in Liverpool, eight certificated teachers
and sixty-five Pupil Teachers already in training. Their college in
Liverpool opened its doars in 1856, but before explaining why the
choice. of the C.P.S.C. fell on them, when during the years of trial

and discussion from 1847, it.had seemed as if the Sisters of Mercy and
the Sisters of Charity of St. Paul would be asked by the Committee to
begin training colleges, it is necessary to describe the activities of
yet-another teaching congregation, who were to open a second college

in the same year as the ;._iverppol one.

These Sisters belonged to the Society of the Holy

Child, only mentioned.so far as receiving small grants from the C.P.S.C.
for training a few students. Their foundress, Mother Connelly, was

1. Report of the C.P.S.C. 1956.
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an American convert of advanced educational ideas, when at the
request of the Pope Gregory XVI and Cardinal Wiseman had begub her
small commnity at Derby in 1846, with the object of recruiting
Sisters for work in the Catholic Poor Schools, and, just as important
in Cardinal Wiseman's mi.nd,l opening fee paying schools for Catholic
Middle class families whose numbers were being increased in the
1840's and 50's by the influx of converts from Anglicanism., The
existing convent schools in England were with very few exceptions
staffed by members of the teaching congregations which had came
over from France since the passing of the Catholic Emancipation Act in 1829.
Though there were English Sisters, the Schools were. wholly French in
character, but. in the eyes.of perhaps the majority of Catholic
parents, this was no.disadvantage, since the prestige of the Erench
convent school was high and they could obtain in England the -
education for their daughters, which had hitherto been.obtainable
.bhly..in France, but there were others, particularly among the more
recent. converts, who wanted something_ different, schools where
their girls would be taught by English Nuns in an English atmosphere.
Mother Connolly was particularly well fitted for this
'task; a . convert to Cathi;licism herself, she had received an excellent
education in Philadelphia. A gifted musician and painter, widely

1. 1846. Letter of Cardinal Wiseman to Mother Connolly. Quoted in
"Life of Carnelia Connolly", by a member of the Society,
Longmans Green & Co. 1922.
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read in history and literature, since her conversion, she had come.
to know the educational system and the schools of the Jesuits and of
the Sacred Heart Nuns, in whose convent at the Trmt%ﬁal,l"laﬂxe in
Rome she had resided for many months. Her deep spirituality, her
excellent mind and attractive personality quickly drew to her a small
group of devoted subjects, some of whom were themselves women of
considerable talent.

The school at Derby did not prosper and there were difficaulties
 with the parish priest who was the owner of the property, so in 1848
the small. commmnity of Sisters and scholars moved to the convent of
All Souls, St. Leonards-on-Sea, on the invitation of the local priest.
Here Mother Connelly took over the Poor School for girls, opened a
boarding school and continued training the Sisters in religious
life and preparing them for their work as teachers. In 1851 the
Sist.ers took over schools in Lincoln's Inn Fields, London and were
soon -afterwards asked to teach in several other schools in the London
area. They also went in 1851 to St. Anthony's Parish School, Liverpool,
but this. venture was not dest ined to be a success. In charge of
this group of Sisters was Sister Emily Bowles, an able woman with
considerable literary gifts very different from the usual headmistress
of.a- Poor-School; in 1853 she began to discuss with Mr. Scott
Nagmyth Stokes, the newly appointed Catholic Inspector for the North
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of England and Scotland, the possibility of a Catholic Training College
in Liverpool., Miss Bowles and Mr. Stokes were old a.cquaintances'and

she received enéouragement from himg.

Unfortunately the little commnity was already over-extended,
the children did badly in their examinations and the Sisters were asked
to withdraw from the parish schools. But a greater disaster was to
follow; Sister Emily had without full consultation with Mother Connelly,
borrowed £5,000 from her brothers for the purchase of Rupert House
to be used as a Training College. Mo-t.her Connelly felt that the
debt .was too great for the coomunity's slender resources and in any
case, the criticism of the Sister’s T waork had made it impossible
-for them to remain in Liverpool. Rupert House was sold, but the
repayment; of the money was a heavy drain on Mother Connelly for some
years. to come; Sister Emily, feeling her judgmént. was in question
left the Order, but the affair had perhaps more serious consequences,
for as Mother Connelly#s Biographer says, it dashed to the ground
all hopes of a training school for the Society in Liverpool and
- put.an énd to the work of the sisters in the elementary schools......
"Suspicion of want of rectitude too had been sown in the minds of
government officials and these were to have their effect in the

~ future".
. But the prospect of a College in Liverpool was not allowed

to lapse; in the February 1853 number of "The Catholic School", Mr.
3tokes had called on the Bishops to name the community to be entrusted
with the foundation of a Training College and appealed for £5,000 to
make a start., But the funds of the C.P.S.C. had been stretched

to the utmost to provide the college at Hammersmith for men

1. "Life ofCornelia Connelly, by a member of the Society".
Longmans Green & Co. 1922.

LN |
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and the only hope was to find a commnity that would bear the initial
cost, though the Committee were prepared to help with the upkeep.

In the meantime also in 1853, fioon after the Holy Child Sisters had
withdrawn, Mr. Stokes discussed with Sister Aimfe, the Superior of
the Sisters of Notre Dame, the possibility of a .Co]_'Lege staffed by
her community. However Sister Aimfe was recalled to Belgium and

the project was shelved for the time being. But in 1854 it was
reported in the minutes of the C.P.S.C. that 55 girls would complete
their apprenticeship in 1855 and there was as yet no college far them
to attend., It was therefore imperative that immediate plans should
be made for a college and in view of the large Catholic population

in the Midlands and the North, such a college would be most useful in
Liverpool. and. the most suitable commmnity.to establish it, was that
of the Sisters of Notre Dame de Namur, who already had large schools
in Liverpool and other towns of the North West.

Mr..Stokes .and.Mr. Allies, the secretary of the C.P.S.C. were
still.aware that. among the Sisters were two notable.English women, whose
help would be .invaluable in such a project, the one, the Honourable
Mrs. Petre (Sister Mary of St. Francis) and the other, Miss Frances
M..Lescher (Sister Mary of St..Philip) who was however still in her
noviciate. When Mrs. Petre became a Sister'of Notre Dame on the
death of her husband who had been a member of the C.P.S.C. and
devoted. her .fortune .to. the education of the poar, Cardinal Wiseman had
congratulated her on ."choosing the religious state in a form most likely to

be so beneficial to England".l She remained at Nemr and eventuslly became

1. The Hon. Mrs. Petre was a daughter of Lord Stafford. Her husband,
the Hon. Edward Petre, was a member of the C.P.S.C. and husband and wife
worked for the establishment of Catholic Schools. Mrs. Petre became
a Sister of Notre Dame after the death of her husband in 1848. The
letter from Cardindl Wiseman is quoted in material supplied by
Mount Pleasant Training College.
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the superior of that convent and English Assistant to the Mother
General, who consulted her on all matters connected with English
education. Sister Mary of St. Philip belonged to a Catholic middle
class family of foreign extraction;l her father had made money in
business. and had bought an estate in Essex where they lived until in
1845, they moved to London. She was educated at New Hall, the Convent
of the Canonefises € St. Augustine and at home, where her father taught
her Latin and encouraged her to pursue a wide range of studies. She was
in consequence more thoroughly educated than most girls of her class
and generation. At an early age, she began to heI§ in a Sunday School
class at .Stratfard Catholic Church and became aware of the need of
the_Catholic poor for .education. The move to Nottingham Place in 1845,
brought  her intb.contact..with a wider circle of friends, both Catholic
and non-Catholic, among whom were the Wallis sisters, daughters of
John Wallis, editor of the S&"";(l‘.‘sza.blet". Other friends included Oxfard
converts like Scott Nasnwtl%a.nd T.W.Allies with both of whom she was
later to work. For another eight years she continued to live in Pondon,
devoting a good deal of time to work among the poor, and during the
summer .travelling abroad. During this period she came to know the

Hon. Mrs. Petre and it was through her that she and her other sister
became acquainted with the Sisters of Notre Dame. It was Miss

Anne Legcher .who first.followed Mrs.. Petre to Namr, but in 1853,

after a period of indecision, Frances herself determined to enter,
little realising how soon she was to return to England to undertake a
task of immense responsibility and far-reaching consequences.

1. "Life of Sister Mary of St. Philip". by S.N.D.

29
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In March 1855 Mr. Allies was sent to Namur by the C.P.S.C. to make a
formal request to the Sisters to open a college, since everything seemed
to paint to them as the most suitable commmnity to undertake the wark, for
as we have seen they already had a large number of Sisters actively engaged
in government inspected schools. In Sister Mary of St. Philip as she now
was, they had a prospective Principal who was well known to the clergy
and to the Catholic inspectors, and in Mrs, Petre they had a benefactress
who was prepared to devote her fortune to the building of the college
and provide an annual sum towards its maintenance. But before the
authorities at.Namx gave their consent, the matier still required a good
deal of thought. Though Sister Mary of St. Philip was the obvious
Principal, she had not completed her noviciate but, after some hesitation,
Mre Constantine,.the Mother General finally agreed to the Committee's
proposals ,.'saying:,l' "The conditions are difficult, but we will submit
to them: we will not abandon our poor children". The .conditions were
in fact difficult; the final decision was not made until October 1855,
and. the College had to open on.February lst 1856. Before that date
suitable premises had to be secured, the Sisters who were to staff the
college mst themselves pass the Certificate of Merit examination and
arrangements must be made for candidates for admission to the new
college to take the Queen's Scholarshlhﬁ examination. Only about two
months were left for revision; so far none of the Sisters had apparently
taken the Certificate so the whole idea of a public examination was quite
new. The Sisters selected to take the examination were understandably
very nervous, but there was in fact no need, since though parts of the

1. Quoted from material supplied by Mount Pleasant Training College.
Also P.11 Mount Pleasant Mafazine, Centenary Nuaber, 1956.
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syllabus may have Begn.unfamiliar, it could have presented no difficulty to wom
women of their ability. When the results were published, Sister Mary of
St. Philip and-her sister Anne Leacher obtained First Classes, and Lucy
Wallis, their friend who was now also a Sister of Notre Dame, a Second Class.
Of Sister Mary of St. Philip's papers, the examiner said they were fit
for the "Quarterly Reviewn.l

During the same year, 1855, the Reverend Mother of the Mercy Convent
in l\loi;'t.ingl'xa.m2 whose school was so greatly esteemed by Mr. Marshall, also
applied. to the Committee of Council for permission to begin a training
college, but unfortunately she became seriously ill and the scheme fell
through. This left unprovided for a group of girls who had passed the
Queen's Scholarship examination and expected to begin their training at
Nottingham in 1856. Mother Connolly who had akways hoped to engage in
teacher training now came forward with an offer to open a College at
St. Leonards and despite the Liverpool fiasco, her offer was gratefully
accepted by the C.P.S.C. 3 . _

The necessary negotiations with the Catholic Committee and the
Committee of Council were completed with great rapidity, on January 20th
1856, we find Mr. Marshall writing. to.tell Mother Connolly that the
Nottingham sisters were unable to proceed with their plans. Ten days
later on January 30th, Mr. Allies wrote a long letter to the Committee
of Council explaining that the C.P.S.C. had received an offer from a
yery .able teaching commmnity at St. Leonards to allot a detached portion
of their building for a College if the Committee of Council would authorise

1. Quoted from material supplied by Mount Pleasant Training College. Also
p.12 Mount Pleasant Magazine Centenary Number, 1956.

2. Mr, Marshall's réport C. of Countil Reports 1850. p. 526. A footnote
states that 29 out of 33 candiddates had been successful in obtaining
Queen's Scholarships for this college. . . )

3. Mr. Marshall's report to the C. of Council 1856. p. 789.
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them to undertake the work. On February 2nd 1856,l Mr. Allies was
able to write to Mother Connolly to say that he had received "formal
authorisation (provisionally) of your house as a Training School". The
. students who were waiting to hear their fate and were temporarily.in
charge of a Mr. Cheadle - though where they were is not explained, were
at liberty to go to St. Leonards. There was much still be to be done
and Mother Connolly had a formidable list of questions to answer about
the proposed number of students, the salaries of the staff, details of
the curriculum and the nature of the premises available, but the College
was in being from February 18562 with Mother Connolly as Prineipal and
four members of staff. These were Miss E.M.Buckle (Sister Maria Joseph)
Miss S.A. Orr, Miss M.F. Cusackk who obtained First.Class Certificates,
_ and Miss E.N.Noble with a Second Class. The most notable of this group
was- Sister Maria Joseph whose papers in the Certificate examination were
according to one account,the most outstanding of the year. She was a
woman of the same.intellectual calibre as Mother .Connolly and Sister
Mary of St. Philip and .taught .English Literattn-e, History and Latin in
the College and boarding school for many years, spending a good deal of
time in work among the poor and during the summer travelling abroad.

1. C.P.S.C. Report 1856. Mayfield Archives. Letter from Mr. Marshall,
Feb. 19th, 1856, giving an account of the students coming from
Nottingham.

2. Mr. Marshall's Report to the Committee of Council p. 789.



The opening of the colleges at _Liverpool and at St. Leonards was
very important in the history of Catholic education for in the first
place it put an end to a period of hesitation and marked the accepiance
of the lay teacher as a permanent figure in Catholic schools. Every
student leaving college at this period could expect to be put in charge
of a school and though if for any reason she left, the school might be
handed over to a community, this became less likely as the century went
on because so many other activities opened out for the teaching sisters.
In the second place this decision definitely handed over the training
<_>f lay teachers to the religious orders. °

33



34

CHAPTER II

THE FIRST DECADE — LIFE AND WORK IN THE COLLEGES

The years from the opening of the colleges at Liverpool and at St.
Leonards-on-Sea in 1856 to 1870 mark a distinct period in the history
of the Catholic women's training colleges . In these fourteen years
before the passing of the 1870 Education Act which ushered in compulsory
education, there was created in addition to the nuns, a body of devoted
and efficient lay teachers with a character and quality of its own.

By 1870 two hundred and sixty-seven Liverpool trained teachers were in
schools in practically every diocese in Great Britian and before its
unfortunate closure in 1863, St. Leonards had added. at least another
seventy to the number.l In addition to this increase in the number of
the teachers in the sthools, methods of training were being worked out,
professional standards developed and a great deal of knowledge and
experience about girls' education from the infants' school to the
college level was being accumlated for use when the tempo of education
was greatly accelerated and many new schools had to be built and
staffed with great. rapidity., Experiments such as the Pupil Teachers'
College ,2 which originated in Liverpool, foreshadowed new systems of
educating Pupil Teachers, valuable not merely to the Catholic body but

also to the country at large.

1. From statistics quoted in Annual reports to C.P.S.C.

2. In existence as early as 1855 of Material supplied by Mount Pleasant
Training College.
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The great reputation of-the Mount Pleasant Training College, in
particular, btrought home to the Catholic clergy and laity the value of the
trained teacher; they saw with their own eyes schools under such teachers
earning the praise of inspectors and their confidence and, not the least
important, when the system of Payment 32' Results seemed to threaten the
very existence of many schools, it was those with trained teachers which
did well and retained their grants. But not all pupil teachers went to
college; some stayed on as assistants, perhaps working for the Certificate
of Merit as external students. These also owed a great debt to the
Headmistresses who, in training them, tried to hand on something of the
more liberal spirit they had imbibed, not only in their years at College,
but also in.their frequent visits to the Old Students' retreats and
conferences., . )

That we know more of Mount Pleasant Training College is due partly:
to the very success which has ensured its continued.existence to the
present day-and earned it .the praises. of. inspectors, .clergy and
educationists throughout its long history. But we are helped also by
the very detailed reports.of the inspectors in the earliest days, in
particular those of Mr. Scott Nasmyth Stokesl who was the usual examiner
for the College from its inception until the Education Act of 1870 brought
denominational inspection to an end. He had a longstanding friendship
with Sister Mary of St. Philip and maintained an intimate connection with
the College over and above his official duties. A constant visitor, he

1. From statistics quoted in Annual Reports to (_:.P.S.C.

2, In existence as éarly as 1855, of Material supplied by Mount Pleasant
Training College.
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advised students and staff on their studies, presented prizes and
scientific instruments., Sister Mary of St. Philip's own contribution

to Catholic education was so great and given over so long a period

that there is abundant material available, not only in the published
biography, but in letters and papers still in existence at the College
and most of which are available for the interested student of education.
Throughout her long career at Mount Pleasant which ended only with

her death in 1904, First as Vice-Principal, the Sister Superior being
the official Principal, later as Principal when a change of policy made
it advisable for her to accept that title, and finally as Superiar of the
commnity herself from 1887, Sister Mary of St. Philip kept the highest
ideals of the Catholic teacher consténtly before the students and to

her must certainly be given the credit of forming a body of women teachers
for the Catholic schools inspired by a strong sense of vocation and

high professional standards.

The College at St. Leonards-on-Sea was only in existence from
1856 to 1863, but Mother Connolly was a no less remarkable educationist
than Sister Mary of St. Philip, though her sphere was more restricted
and her work less well known. Her educational ideas, as set forth in
her 'Book of St.udies'l, written for the use of the Sisters working in
the schools and produced for private circulation in 1863, show

1. Published 1863 for private circulation only.
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her to have been in many respects well ahead of her time, . particularly
in her insistence on active methods of learning in the education of
children and in the importance of understanding before memorising.
She was in fact greatly opposed to the excessive memorisation of factual
material so mich a feature of nineteenth century schools. In addition
to this more formal statement of her policy, there exists in the archives
of the Mother House of the Society of the Holy Child at Mayfield in
Sussex, a remarkable collection of record books, diaries and other papers
which give an intimate and delightful picture of the everyday working of
the trainihg college.:L These records are unusually full and especially
interesting from an educational point of view, as they contain a month by
month account of the life and studies of.the students throughout the
entire period of the college's existence, together with rough copies of
returns made to the inspectors in preparation for the annual examination
and of letters to such people as the Secretary of the C.P.S.C., the
Secretary of the Committee of Council, the Bishop 6f Southwark and
others. Most of these letters deal with official business, but one or
two to Mr. Marshall illustrate the very friendly terms on which they
corresponded. He was her adviser and supporter in much the same way
as Mr. Stokes was to Sister glary of St. Philip.

One amusing letter is worth quoting; Mother
Connolly writes, 'I hear Mr. Stokes is going every week to the

1. See appendix 1 for a description of these recards.
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Liverpool Training School - you must not be outdone. St. Lecnards is h
the place for your summer residence and you could (get) one of the houses
opposite for a very low rent. No one will take them because of the

tall board we have put up as a screen for ourselves. Do think of this and
of the advantage for little Edith in being with darling little girls
nearly of her own age".l Edith was.evidently a great favourite and was
later a pupil at the boarding school; in 1858° the students made her an
embroidered dress of muslin with a double skirt and Mr. Marshall himself
a pair of emkroidered slippers in green cloth. Also included in the gift
was a éurse of grey thread and steel beads, perhaps for Mrs. Marshall.

But Inspector and Principal corresponded on moae-important matters and
Mother Connolly found him invaluable in helping and advising her;

Mr. Stokes with whom.she also had dealings, she found less sympathetic and
inclined to be more critical than helpful, when difficulties arose.

: .But before discussing in detail the records that have
survived concerning. the deily life of the students, their studies and
their teachers, it is most important to emphasise that far the Sisters,
the main task -was. not merely the intellectual development of the students
nor .even their training in the pratctical arts of the classroom, important
though  these were, but it was to imbue. them with a sense of their high
vocation. as Christian.teachers whose privilege it was to co-operatevith
the clergy in. bringing seulscte Christ. It is not surprising that the
Sisters in each college sought to accomplish their common aim in

1. Mayfield Papers. Collection of Mother Connolly's letters. Date -
February 13th, 1856.

2. Mayfield Papers. M.10 '"The Training School Hournal®. Included in
a list of handwork completed in that year.
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different ways, in accordance with the methods and traditions the
two religious éongregations had developed, but the religicus and
moral formation of the.students, the development of strong and
disciplined characters, capable of self sacrificing work in the Poor
Schools was the end to which the lay teacher no less the member o
the religious congregation was dedicated. Colleges of all denominations,
and there were no others in the nineteenth century would have agreed
that the strongest motive animating those who undertook to provide
schools and colleges was to bring religious and moral education to the
poorest children of the factories and the slums. The conditions under
which the teachers had to work, with the.constant exposure to dirt and
disease need no &laboration here and though between 1856 and the end
of the century there were great improvements, the teacher in the
elemgntary school needed a.deep sense of vocation and great strength
of character, if she was.not to be overwhelmed by the never ending
difficulties of her work. .

The Catholic Poor School Committee made the same financial
arrangements with both these colleges; the commmnities in each case
provided the buildings at their own expense. At Liverpool it was
made possible by.the.generosity of Sister Mary of St. Francis (the
Hon. Mrs. Petre), who had put her fortune at the disposal of the commmnity.
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The Colleges admitted Queen's Scholars free of charge, but private
students had to pay a fee) in the case of Liverpool this was £6.10.0
a quarter. The Committee. guaranteed to bridge the gap between the
cost of the students' education and the amount received from the Privy
Council grants. In 18561 they gave Liverpool a grant of £100 for books
and apparatus and three.years later one of £1,000 towards the building
of the new Practising School, recommended by the inspectors in orderito
give better training in school work, mrticularly to.students preparing
to teach infants. This school was equipped with a model kitchen where
.pupil. teachers' meals could be prepared and students get practice in
cookery and laundry work.. S : -

The Committee also gave an annual grant to each College
for current expenses and to provide prizes. A financial statement
published in the minutes of the C.P.S.C.% .indicated that.over the
period 1855-1862 the Committee had contributed £1,837, 10. O to
Liverpool and the anmittee of .the Prify Council £9,239. This
represents an average of £10.0.9 for each student from the c.P.S.C.
and £50.9.9 from the Privy Council. Corresponding.figm-es for
St. Leonards ape.£l,l$0 ar £13 for each student from the .C.P.8.C. and
£1,,972 or £58.10.0 from the Privy Council; the average cont.r-'ibutibn
is higher and it is not easy to account for this d:i.ffe::'ence.3

1. Report of the Catholic Poor School Committee 1856.

2. Ditto. 1862. oo e e

3, Committee of Council Report 1860-61. It was stated that separate
accounts for the college had not been kept and the figures given
for board and lodging in 1859 vere merély guess work. In 1861 the
situation had improved and the -accounts were satisfactory. One
reason for the differencé between ffount Pleasant and St. Leonards
may be that despite the smaller humber of students, St. Leonards had
as many members of staff as Mount Pleasant.
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The Sisters did not of course receive salaries in payment for

their services, but in order to obtain the true cost of the students!'
tuition for purposes of comparison with other colleges, the dccounts
include a sum to cover estimated salaries. The published accounts do
not indicate how much was allowed for each lecturer, nor do they
distinguish between full and part-time staff and the boarding school.
A further complication is that the chaplain's salary is also included
in the total sum. But in one of the record books among the Mayfield
papersl, someone has written out on a fly-leaf, the names of the St.
Leonards Sisters who were to take the Certificate of Merit examination
in 1856, together with the salaries they were to be credited with in the
Training College accounts. Miss Buckle and Miss Hunt were each
assigned £50 a yesr, Miss Orr, Miss Cusack and Miss Noble £40. Two
years later, 1858,// in a copy of the annual returns to the Committee
of Council, -there is another table which gives a slightly different
arrangement. This time it is definitely stated that the.sums include
the cost of the lecturer's lodging, but not of the board; Mother
Connolly's salary is.set down as £100 and Miss Orr, Miss Buckle and
Miss Cusack have £50, but Miss Hunt's salary is stated to be £40 paid
not out of the college accounts, but from the Practlsing School funds.

When the college at St. Leonards opened, Mr. Allies‘\zf secretary
of the C.P.S.C. advised Mother Connolly to follow the example of the
Liverpool .Sisters and allow £25 a year for the board and lodging of the
lecturers, when she made her financial returns to the Commitiee of
Council. These sums are modest enough, but are in line with salaries
paid to lecturers in the smaller non-Catholic colleges. Some few years
later, for example, Bishop's Startfard was paying £45 with board and
lodging in addition and Cheltenham, £65 - £100.

1. Mayfield Papers. M,18. These details are written on the inside
of the front cover and.flyleaf.

2. Mayfield Papers. M.17. Letter from Mr. Allies. Feb. 2nd, 1856
3. Report of C. of Council 1867. Canon Tinling's Report. p.517 et sqq.
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- The Sisters of Notre Dame opened their college in Liverpool at
96, Mount Pleausant.,l then a district of substantial Georgian houses
with large gardens and coach houses, an admirable situation for further
expansion. The Sisters came to Liverpool from Blackburn in 1851 and
since 1852, the Mount Pleasant house had been the home of the Sisters
going out to teach at first in the.parish schools attached to St.Nicholas'
church,.and by 1856 of Sisters teaching in at least four other parish
schools, In addition they had transferred from their ariginal house at
Islington Flags, the Select Day School, one of whose pupils, Miss E. Lomax,
was later to be a member of the college staff, the Middle School with
its seventy pupils and an Evening School for working girls. As if that
was not quite enough, there was also.started at the request of the
parents, 'a very select boarding school' which only had sixteen pupils.
Small though this school was it deserves a passing mention because.its
mistress was Sister Maria Theresa, sister of Father Parry, the Jesuit
astronomer. But this school had to be sacrificed to the new training
college. The accommodation made available by its discontinuance was
increased during 1857 by the erection.of .the new college -buildiné whi ch
provided for sixty students with appropriate lecture rooms, .refectory
and dormitories. These were ready for occupation.when the. thirty-six
new first years arrived and the existing Middle School became the
Practising School. .This was. the school which enlarged and improvedin
1858 with the help of the £1,000 grant from the C.P.S.C.

l. Plan of the college to be found in the Reports of the Committee
of Council for 1856 p. 1173.



~10-

When on January 19th 1856 19 Queen's Scholars and 2 private
students arrived to begin their training as the first members of
Mount Pleasant Training College, they came at once into contact with
a remarkable group of women who had already, in the five or six years
which had elapsed since their first coming to Liverpool, established
a.group of flourishing schools, destined to make.a great contribution
to the education not only of Liverpool Catholics, but also of British
Catholics as a whole and indeed of English speaking Catholics in many
parts of the world. The students had in fact alreédy met one another,
as all had. come to the convent in November to prepare for the
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Scholarship examination which took place in the third week in December.

One of that first group, Mary Tiv_rua.n,:L a pupil teacher from the
Presentation Convent.in Manchester and later a Presentation Sister,
recorded her memories of .the examination. What impressed her most was
the charm and. the.piety of the Sister Superior. and the kindness of
Sister Mary of St. Philip, who amidst .all Ber preoccupations, found
time..to.help the .candidates - to revise .for .the papers. College work
began farmally on February 2nd: the Feast of.the Presentation, and

it is recorded that Sister Mary of St, Philip took as. the theme of
her Religious Instruction lesson the Canticle of Simeon.

The Sisters had offered 21 places for their first.year and
20 candidates pa.ésed the examination; one of these subsequently
withdrew -thus leaving nineteen. Queen's Scholars. " In his report at
the end of 1856 Mr. Stokes® gives some.details of this first group:-
twelve had come straight from the schools where they had been Pupil

1. See list of first students in Appendix II. N
2. Mr. Stokes! report to the Committee of Council 1856 P. 799-800
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Teachers; seven had spent periods as head or assistant teachers and
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eight had passed the examination in the first class. Of the two private

students.who were admitted one was that Louisa Pottinger, a well-to-do

convert sent by Canon Oakley, the Tractarian convert, who became a

Sister of Notre Dane and was for many years the Head of the Practising

School, a position of great importance since its holder took a major prrt

in the training of the students. Another interesting private student
who stayed a few months in the first year was Euphrasie Barbier,l
the foundress of the Society of "Notre Dame des Missions".

The.list. of names and schoc:ls2 makes interesting reading; the
students whose average age was nineteen and three months, came almost
entirely from the North West. Ten were from schools conducted by
religious orders but two .strangely enough were from schools of the
British and Foreign Schools Society. One wonders what had made them
become Pupil Teachers in such schools and then decide to go to Mount.
Pleasant. - Their. Irish names suggest that they were cradle Catholics,
but that is all we know about them. We should not underestimate the
courage of these first.students; perhaps the jnitiative to take the
examination came.from others - the Sisters.at.their .schools, a parish
priest wanting .to put his schools under government inspection and
obtain the grant,"' or the Squire's family at Tglacre or Ince Blundell.
But the courage to come the long .distance from and, except for those
who had already been in contact with Sisters, to live in a.convent
where many of the nuns were fareigners, was all their own, and

1. Also sperit some time at All Souls College, St. Leonards on Sea. -

2. See list in Appendix II.
One student, M. Woods, vilthdrew before finishing the first year.
Nine left after on year's fraining to take charge of schools.
Two ceased to teach - temporarily at least - from S .N.Stokes'
report in the Minutes of the Committee of Council.
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we can well imagine the hopes and fears, the homesickness in the
infamiliar life and the hesitations when the arduous plan of studies
began to reveal itself.. It should not be forgotten that it was not
thirty years since the passing of the Catholic Emancipation Act and
many Catholics as yet knew nothing of the religious life and had
never seen nuns.

But if the students were pioneers so were the Sisters; it is
true that the Sisters of Notre Dame were familiar with the training of
teachers in Belgium and those who were to staff the College in Liverpool
had passed their own certificate examination with good results, but
they had no English traditions to guide them. The only other Catholic
colleges were the small one for women at St. ]..eomardsl and the men's
college at I-Iammet'smith.2 The Sisters of St. Leonards though equally
well educated and successful in their examinations, had likewise no
precedents to guide them.. Both the women's colleges had in fact to
rely a great deal on the advice and help of the two earliest Catholic
inspectors, Mr. Stokes and Mr. Marshall. Both were converts to
Catholicism and shared a common educational background with their fellow
inspectors. This was of immense value at a time when there was already
ha.rdly a .Catholic middle class at all and the separation between
Catholics and their non-Catholic fellow citizens was very wide.

1. Dedicated to 'All Souls' but always knowri as the Training College
at St. Lgonards_-_qn—S_ea.

2. Founded 185§, the property of the Catholic Poor School Committee.
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The situation of the first group of students entering the college
at St. Leonards in the same year was in many respects different
from those going to Mount Pleasant. Unfamiigr as the latter were with
what their new life was to be, they had at any rate taken the Queen's
Scholarship examination at the college of their choice, but the fifteen
First Year students at St. Leonards were ta.k:.ng a mch bigger leap into
the dark. Seven of them were Queen's Scholars who had expected to begin
their training at Nottingham and though they knew Mr, Marshall, did not
know the Holy Child Sisters. The other eight may have been the remainder
of the Nottingham'group , though they were. coming as private. student and
only four of them had been pupil teachers. But of that we cannot be
certain, as the records are not.at all clear.on this point.
Unlike the Liverpool Sisters, those at St. Leonards had not met
their first group of students before they actually arrived to begin
their training, but they had a little information about them since
. Mr., Marsha112 had sent Mother Connolly a list of their names and
with comments of his own on their characters and sbilities, hich he
says mst be regarded only as impressions and might not be true in
every case., ‘He would have examined them for the Scholarship examination
and most probably.knew.them in school. Two of this first group failed -
to complete the course; E. Sparrow whose talents he had described as
Texcellent! but whom he said needed discipline and another, M. Keefe,

1. Ma.yﬁ:eld Papers Ml7

2. Mayfield Papers. M.1l7. Letter from Mr. Marshall to Mother Connolly
February 19th 1856.
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one of the private students who withdrew for medical reasons. She

had éon_te form of eye trouble, but immediately obtained a post in a school
in Tudor Place, London, where the priest was very glad to have her as

she was a good teacher. Mg. Broadway, whom Mr. Marshall described as
having 'Fair! abilities and a 'good! character, subsequently entered

the Society of the Holy Child and met an early death in 1863 from
cholera while teaching in a Poor School_in London.

It is possible to trace the history of most of this first
group of students through their college career until they took up their
first appointments. Six went to London Schoolsl, three to the school
in Colet Place and two to Manchester Square. This seems to be an early
example of newly qualified teachers going to their first posts as
assistants and not as headmistresses. Four others are reportedas
going to Swansea, Preston, Bristol and Ramsgate respectively. The
records indicate, but without giving names, that®*further group of
seven ex-pupil teachers entered during the first year. These wereto
be allowed the full grant of £17, provided they passed the first year
examination with the other students at the following Christmas. It
is however impossible to discover who they were as.the class books
for the two years record only the original fifteen. There are additional
names in the mark list, but it is not made.clear who these girls were
or whethm:--they. were Queen's Scholars, private students or even candidates.
Some were evidently the latter, as their names do turn up later among
the official lists of students.

l. See appendix 3.



48
~15-

Just as the College at.Liverpool was only.one of the activities
carried on by the Sisters at Mount Pleasant, so at St. Leonards s the
students joined.an already existing community which comprised a
boarding school, patronised by members of well-to-do Catholic families,
%iddle school which Mother Connolly had opened for girls whose
parents could not pay the fees of the main school This school was
advertised in the Cathlpic Directory and charged a fee of £18 a
‘Year; it is important to mention it here as from its ranks were drawn
many of the private students and incidentally a number of recruits
for the commnity. Those of its pupils who did not enter for the
government certificate examination, no doubt often earned their
living as governesses and teachers in private schools. In addition
there were arphan girls being trained as domestic servants and
finally the Poor School of. the local Catholic parish. This kind
of arrangement is not acceptable to our modern notions of equality
but it seems to have.been a very happy commnity and a stimlating
one in which to live. There was plenty of contact between the
various groups; the school and the college shared the same lively
and interesting teachers and there were religious and social .
occasions in which all joined.

The actual building the students were to occupy consisted of

a detached portion of the convent,l away from the boarding school.
There were fiour rooms available, on the first floor; three were large
and suitable for a refectory, a classroom for students and the practising

1. Mayfield Papers. M.17. Copy.of a letter by Mr. Allies to the
Committee of Council.
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school respectively. In addition on this floar, there was also a
small classroom and. premises for the school keeper and his family.
The second floor provided.three dormitories over the larger rooms
below and.two small bedrooms; on the third floor there was another
dormitory. All the rooms were from twelve to fifteen feet high and,
allowing a space of five feet by eight feet for each bed, there was
accommodation at the outset for thirty students. This information
is contained in the account sent'by Mr. Allies to the Committee of
Council and he went on to explain that alterations would be put in
hand to comply with the n;equests of the Council's architect, who was
eventually. sent .down to inspect the premises and to make criticisms
and suggestions. The authorities of the College hoped that by
Midsummer 1856, the additions and alterations would provide dormitory
space for.one hundred students and would include also a suitable
refectory, library, art room and an additional classroom. The Architect's
report which is still available suggested more space for recreation,
improvements in planning the additions so as to make them wider and a
separate kitchen for cooking &he students' food which otherwise had
to be brought.across from the convent itself. .The buildings were in
course -of . erection by this time,.but he expressed himself as satidfied
though not all his recommendations could be put into effect. It is sad
to realise that the college did not at any time during its shart
existence, have sufficient students to use these bu:.ld:.ngs.l

In 18562 the rule was established thst Queen's Scholars should
remain for two years, but for some time to come, many continued to
leave after only one year's training. When Mother Connolly wrote

1. M. 17. Copy of archif.ect's report.
2. Minute 2nd June, 1856. Committee of Council Reports. p 1l - 3.
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to the Committee of Council before the.College opened, she put the
length of training as one year, but, if necessary three yers which
seems rather Vague.l Apperently. the course of studies in teaining
colleges was not at this time a progressive one covering two yeabs

and Mr. Stokes in his 1858 2 report on Mount Pleasant, ‘pointed out
that the second yeér.work in that college was of a higher order than
the first and presupposed a degree of cultivation only to be acquired
after a year's residence. The second year students were definitely
_established in a room of their own with a separate teacher and
attendance at the practising school was planned on a two years sequence.
In order to ensure that the students would not be tempted to leave
before the end of the second year, Mr. Stokes suggested that the papers
set by the Committee of Council should be quite different for these
students; hitherto they had all worked the same papers, but a higher
standard had been demanded .of the second year.candidates.

The general background of the students.in both mlleges,
despite .the sprinkling of private students who, as we have seen,
were more in eiydence at .St. Leonards, was mich the same. Most of
them were Queen's Scholars who had been pupil teachers, but though
they came from respectable Catholic. families, there is no evidence
that they. were.fr‘om families other than those of country labourers,
small farmers or art.iéans. The inspectors do in fact say that the
highest class of Catholics in the Poor Schools were town artisans

1. Mayfield Papers M.1l7. In the draft of a letter giving information
to the Committee of Council aboub the proposed college. No date-
- early February 1856. :

2. Mr. S.N. Stokes réport in the Minutes of the Committee of Council
for 1858. p. 369.
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a.rtisa,nsl' -Some of the students had never left home » though others
had been educated in Pupil Teachers! boarding .houses, conducted by
Sisters, where they were. likely to have. had more -8ystematic instruction
after their daily work in schools than the ma jority of pupil teachers
and to have acquired some degree of culture and refinement through
living in the convent. But there is no reason to suppose that they
were entirely exempt from the faults of 'meagreness, dryhess and
emptiness or the. opposite and not less mischievous &f/ils of
Fresumption and. ostentation', described by an inspector in 1853.

There was .inevitably a tendency for most pupil teachers to have

an undue idea of their own impartance and it was often difficult

for them to cease.to play the part of teachers and to use their

time in college to the best advantage to discover themselves as
persons realise their latent possibilities, discipline and refine
their tastes.2 In the earliest years some had already been far short
periods in charge of schools, and when they left college, mest would
be headmistresses from the moment. they began teaching. In consequence
they needed to. acquire .self-respect, uprightness and moral strength
to an unusual degree to.counteract the temptations likely to occur from
80 early .an elevation.to responsibility, not .to mention the peri 1s

of loneliness. Sister Mary.of St. Philip real:l.sed all this and
realised also that the environment from which many of them came had
given them a very inadequate conception of the office of a teacher.

She taught them in language which perham sounds quaint today,that

1. Mr. Stokes' report 1860 in which he mentions that some parents
objected to the title_!Catholic Poor Schools.!*

2. See p.176 'Sister M. 6f St. Philip' by S.N.D. ngnnns, 1920,
where the ‘early days of a students! college life are discunsed

by the writer.
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the perfect schoolmistress must be a perfect lady, ‘modest.and
retiring, refined and gentle, yet strong in her principles, ready
to suffer if need be for her convictions and courageous e nough to
choose ought rather than like! .l How important this teaching
became especially after the introductim of the Revised Code, is
evident from some of the difficulties with managers about which former
students wrote to consult her. She declared on one occasion that ‘a
very necessary thing for students is a realisation of the seriousness
of life. You want more stability, more commonsense".

From the beginning Sister Mary of St. Philip showed her
quality as a teacher and in her lectures to the students a$ well as
in her less formal contacts with them, drew on the riches of her well-
stored mind and wide experience. The students were evidently enchanted
by her lectures ahd one of them speaks with intense pleasure of the
history classes, where all points of view were discussed and Sister
Mary of St. Philip manifested 'a kind and gracious spirit' in accepting
on British rule in Ireland and Indiz;i‘g.?&}erent from her own. Perhaps
it was a revelation to that student that: the Irish question could be
discussed temperately and that there were different ways of looking
at it even among Ca.tholics.2 In the first years of the college's
existence she taught practically every subject; needlework, drawing
and music only were taken by other Sisters. This was in an attempt

1. Page 176 - Life of Sister M. of St. Philip by S.N.D. Longmans 1920

2. P. 14. Mount Pleasant Magazine. Centenary Number. 1956.
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to give her colleagues more time for their own studies, far the
following year would tring a new batch of students and there would
be more calls on the time of all the Sisters available. When the
new students did arrive in 1857, the second year students begged

her to continue teaching them.

While the students were in college, each evening at
7 o'clock,l she met them for a short conference and as theysewed ,
she discussed incidents of college life, the visits of distinguished
men and women to the town ar to the college, public events and any
other topics which would help t:o widen the students! horizon and
counteract the narrowness likely to be engendered by the e xcessive
concentration on the restricted curriculum prescribed for nineteenth
century training colleges. Mr. S'c.okes2 speaks with evident
admiration of the careful superiision provided by the Sisters at
Mount Pleasant, a supervision so close and minute that present day
students would resent in the extreme, but not more close than was
usuzl at the time. The governesses were always with the students -

1. Page 179. "Eife of Sister M. of St. Philip", mentions topics
of a later period. "During the Egyptian War we were in the
Soudan with Gordon, we watched the progress of the Mersey
Tunnel, we listened to Gladstone's speech on Home Rule,
we opened the Exhibition with the Gueen'.

2, Mr. S.N. Stokes! report. Minutes of the Committee of Council
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at meals, during private study, at recreation and when they went
out in the toun. The students passed their hours of recreation
together and were, at any'i'ate in this early period, not empected
to read or write by themselves but to "gather round the governess"
to sew, while someone read aloud. There was also singing, playing
the piano or perhaps two or three would sit round a table to play
chess. A later account, though still belonging to the early days
of the college, speaks of the students reading, dancing, singing
and even just chatting in the evening recreation.l To avoid waste
of time, letter writing was only permitted once a week and all
letters whether outgoing or incoming had to pass through the hands
of the Principal. Even those whose parents lived in Liverpool
were subjected to the same régime and visits to see their daughters
were only allowed once a month. The college had a pleasant garden
for outdoor games and the students went long walks once a week

and on feast days. At that time Liverpool was not so built up

so the country was more easy of access; Sister Mary of St. Philip
was an able botanist2 and made the walks very interesting for them
by often drawing attention to rare plants now no longer to be found
80 near the city. In 1883 the Superior General of the Sisters of
Notre Daine suggested that the nuns should look out for a caintry

1. P. 185 'Sistér M, of St. Philip' describes these evening recreations
in a much livelier way ~ time for reading in the reading r oom,
for singing or dancing in St. Joseph's Hall or for conversation
in the recreation room with a group round the presiding Sister.

2. p. 158 Life of Sister M. of St. Philip' describes these
botanical excursions and points out that SM.d St. Philip
had been taught Botany well by her father - John Pitchfordm
the early 19th C. botanist.
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property, where nuns and students could enjoy periods of relaxation

and fresh air in greater freedom and privacy. This was a most welcome
provision when one considers the insanitary conditions in the nineteenth
century elementary schools and the constant exposure to epidemics
experienced by students and teachers alike. Soon afterwards 'The
Cloisters', a house in the hamlet of St. Michaels was purchased and
becamé the scene of many a holiday party when the students played
games, had picnics and sometimes acted plays in the garden.

Not only weekday had its closely packed timetable, but
Sunday also was full of interests and activities. Mr. Stoke sl mentions
that the students were from the beginning encouraged to go to the
different churches and help the Sisters with the Sunday School classes,
but after Vespers they had an assembly of their own in which they
recited, played the piano, sang, acted a scene from Shakespeare or a
Brench play or read an original composition. Useful as these adtivities
were as relaxation, they were still more valuable as training in good
speech and in the development of easy and graceful manners. It was
for these reasons that the visits of the clergy, inspectors, and other
eminent persons were made the occasions of concerts and displays of
work. The Sisters did in fact attack great importance to what the
students did in their scanty leisure hours and considered their occupations
then as of almost as much value as their mare serious pursuits... It was

_ 1. Minutes of Committee of Council Mr. Stokes Report 1856

Also discoursed on p. 181 - Life of St. M. of St. Philip
by S.N.D. Longmans 1920
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at such times that students relaxed and off their guard, revealed much
of their true character and disposition, giving thé Sisters an
unrivalled opportunity for guiding and influencing individuals, for
the kindly word or the little admonition or piece of advice which might
make all the difference to success or failure. Before criticising a
patter of life so controlled and regulated, that it gave practically
mo time for the development of individual interests or initiative

and might seem to turn out teachers made to a pattern, it is as well to
realise that for many girls who had endured the rigours of apprenticeship
in a mid-Victorian elementary school and who had come from relatively
poor and over-crowded homes, the happiness of living in such a
community, with its opportunities for congenial companionship,
interesting pursuits and guidance both spiritual and intellectual

mist have outweighed any feelings of irritation at the restrictions

on their liberty. In any case these would be less severely felt by
girls of that period and social class.. That the students were happy,
there is ample evidence from such memoirs as survive and from the
eagerness with which they returned to the old students retreats and
conferences begun in 1859. Within the commnity they had in fact all
they could need and all they could use in the two years they were in
collége. A student at St. Leonards remarked to Mr. Stokes in 1856,
"For the first time in my life I have more advantages than I know

how to use", and that could be saidwith the same truth of Liverpool.
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But nothing can disguise the fact that the students had a heavy
syllabus to cover; the cirriculum and the syllabuses in each subject
were laid down by the Committee of Council and except that those with
sufficient talent were allowed to take an optional Drawing Certificate
of the Science and Department at South Kensington, the work was the
same for all. The aim was to combine a continuation of the professional
training begun in the Pupil Teacher days with a widening of the students!
general education, which was recognised on all sides to be woéfu]ly
deficient. There were, let it be said, those who thought that the
education given in the training colleges was too high for future
teachers in Poor Schools and ctiticised the syllabuses as being too
heavy and too pretentious. There was perhaps some truth in some of
these criticisms, though a remedy was difficult to find, But in any
case, the colleges had nothing to say in the matter and had to do what
they could, and it is with their efforts to deal with the situation as
it presented itself to them that we are concerned.

For many years to come the attempt to do all that was thought
necessary in the twWo year course, meant an emacting and austere life.
This austerity was approved in the highest quarters for Kay-Shuttleworth
in his training college at Norwood had in ]BLOI instituted a very
exacting régime which in the event proved to be too rigorous, but his
jdeas for simplicity of life and a combination of manual work and
study affected the development of training colleges for more than a
century. However, when we consider the hard life the nuns lived,
combining their religious duties with the incessant labours of the
mid-nineteenth elementary school, we cennot, be surprised that both

1. Rich - "The Training of Teachers" p. 62f. quoting from Kay
Shuttleworth !'Four Periods of Public Education' p. 310

Cambridge 1933.
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teachers and students accepted the long day and constant application as

the inevitable lot of the Catholic teacher who looked on her work not
simply as a means of livelihood, but even with the lay teacher as a kind
of religious vocation. In this non-Catholic teachers and students were
not pehind, since a comparison with the life of the non-Catholic colleges
reveals mich the same pattern. '

A day which began at 5.30 in the morning and continued
in carefully planned sequence until 9 o'clock at night could not be
other than exacting, and there was in fact not much difference between
the two colleges in the timetable they imposed on their students.
Perhaps one point of contrast worth mentioning is the pre-breakfast
study period at Mount Pleasant which found no place at St. Leonards.
In both colleges the students were expected to do a certain amount of
household work and to accept responsibility flor the cleanliness and
order of the rooms they used, though in neither college were they
obliged to perform any of the heavier kinds of cleaning that students
at some colleges seem to have undertaken.l It is customary in convent
schools to allot 'offices' or small domestic duties to all those able
to perform them; certainly the Mount Pleasant students had their tasks.
Mr. Stokes in 1858, reported that they made beds, did washing up, swept
and dusted passages and on Saturdays cleaned the whole college, though
not the kitchens and stone passages. We have several of the

1. Rich - "The Training of Teachers". Cambridge 1933, p. 162, gives
an account of the domestic work done by students at Salisbury which illus.

-trates this point.
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1 giving the names of the students appointed

St. Leonards duty lists,
to clean the various rooms. Two are assigned to the !'Clothing Room',
probably a room with cupboards for the students' clothing, impossible
to fit into the dormitories, already described, where a space of eight
feet by five was all that was provided for each bed, with either a
wooden partition or curtain between. Another student had charge of
the closet where the bonnete were kept. But this household work would .
come as no surprise to the students; after all they had had tasks to R
perform in their own homes and schools when they were pupil teachers and
they could not feel humiliated in doing work which they saw the Sisters
undertake so willingly.

Inspectors in all types of colleges constantly referred to
the value of household work for students who were to be the teachers
of working class children - children who would themselves be domestic
servants and the wives of working men. They wanted the students to
be taught simple cookery and laundry work as well as the more theoretical
aspects of household management which were included in the Domestic
Economy lessons in college. Anotherr interesting reason often given
for including these subjects in the course was that young teachers:
often had to live in school houses and should be able to cater for
themselves properly.2 On one occasion Mr. Stokes declared that,3
tdomestic work affords regular exercise, promotes, cultivates habits
of cleanliness and checks the tendency to pride, incidental to an

1. For example Mayfield Papers. M.10. List of officers for 1859. This
list was changed at intervals.

2. Rich - 'Training of Teachers! Cambridge 1933. p.162.

3, But see Mr. S.N.Stokes report for the Committee of Council 1858-9
p. 371. Makes a scathing comment on those who went the amount of
industrial training increased far the students. "Schoolmistresses as

a rule do not wash and get up their own or others' clothes, nor
do they cook their own or others' dinners; and the argument that
they should acquire these arts because economy is neglected by
the poor is no more conclusive than the reasoning that schoolmasters
ought to learn to carry the hod, because the dwellings of the
people need improvement!.
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initiation into a higher education", but he did not want the students
overburdened with household work and made the interesting comment that
& public nursery would be of more advantage to the students, The
students at St. Leonards spent a great deal of time on fine needlewark
and even on most elaborate Church enmbroidery so that it was felt that
they should not be expected to spend a great deal of time on routine
domestic tasks. Some of the students, incidentally, had such a love
of lace-making and embroidery that they had to be expressly forbidden
*to work point lace in any of the lectures or study time“.l However,
" on one occasion they had- to give up a walk to mend stockings and managed
to finish more than forty pairs.

But though we may be appalled by the rigour of their days
‘and amazed that students and staff had such perseverance and determination
in their work, it is only just to make quite clear that there were many
opportunities for relaxation and recreation. Mention has already been
made of t.he country walks, picnics, of the musical and dramatic work
at Mount Pleasant® and there is ample evidence that the girls at St.
Leonards had many similar diversions. College terms were longer than
now and at St. Leonards3 especially, many students did not go home for
Christmas and Easter holidays and some even stayed the whole of their
two years at college. In both colleges there would be no classes on the
usual Church feast days and on others peculiar to the college; these
were always occasions for extra walke, games and special feast day meals.

1. DMayfield Archives. But see also Mr. Stokes 1858 C. of C. Report
p. 373, where he expresses concern that students can get higher places
than they deserve on the admission list because of their proficiency
in needlework.

2. Chapter XII. Life of Sister Mary of St. Philip by 8.N.D. Longmans 1920

3. True to some extent at Mount Pleasant. P, 185 Life of Sister Mary of
St. Philip, notes some of the holiday activities. More detail has
been given of those at St. Leonards, since the information is less
easily accessible.
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Each year in late January and early Februéry the St. Leonards
students gave a group of plays for the benefit of the commnity,
the girls ofi the boarding schools and friends in the neighbourhood.l
The costumes and scenery were made in the holidays by thase who
remained behind and Mother Connolly herself often helped in designing
and painting the scenery. In 1858 the plays were "Macbeth", "Scenes
from Homer" and a farce "The Irish Tiger". The boarding school girls
-also gave a play perhaps a French one since, even when the school was
very small, there is recard of them performing "Athalie". In 1860
the students gave Shakespeare'é "Julius Caesar" and "Caius Gracchus"
by Shetidan Knowles together with two comedies "The Bashful Man" and
"The Man with the Carpet Bag".

It is interesting to look at some of the holiday activities in a
particular year;2 in 1858, there is a whole holiday practically every
month, each ‘celebrated in its own special way. Shrove Tuesday included
g walk to Fa?light Glen, pancakes for dinner - we are told that they
could not be tossed because the kitchen fire was smoking., The day ended

with a special tea, graced by the presence of three of the lecturers.
The next landmark was St. Patrick's day when everyone, Sisters, Chaplain
and students wore green bows. In the afternoon they went for a walk,
when they bought fruit which no doubt, they ate at the supper party to
which they invited four of the lecturers. St. George"s day had of
course to have a similar celebration and so the year went on. But some
of the occasions are sad ones, for on May 3rd was the funeral of one

of the Sisters. On June 21st, the feast of St. Aloysius, the patron of
the school, however, there was a grand picnic to Fairlight Glen, with

1. Mayfield Papers. M.10. "The Training School Journal". Events of 1858.

2. See above.
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a carriage to take provisions and the more delicate students 2

Eight students remained that year throughoﬁt the summer
holiday and for them there were picnics to the favourite Fairlight Glen,
a carriage to Bodiam Castle, twelve miles away, from which the party
arrived back at 9.p.m. after a "drive through delicious country".

One day they went to the "Chrystal' Palace by train; the rest of the
time was spent reading and drawing, with walks and sea-bathing three
times a week. Another series of gay holidays came round about Christmas
time; we regqd that on January 6th 1859, the Feast of the Epiphany,

the students elected two of their number as King and Queen of the feast.
In the evening there was a conjuring show to which everyone came, Sisters,
chaplains, young ladies, students, orphans and employees of the convent.
When the perfarmence was over, Mother Connolly visited the students

and, according to an established custom, gra.ntéd the requests they made.
On this occasion they asked her to give them a talk once a month, to

be allowed to prolong their Wednesday walk until 5 ofclock and to

speak on Sundays in the refectory at dinner and supper. As was usual
in convents, some book, not necessarily religious, was read at meal
times. The following year they asked to have two extrs picnics in

the year and to go bathing once a week in the summer term.
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But enough has been said to show that the students' lives, in
these two colleges at any rate, were not so severe as one is often led to
suppose and one might be forgiven for assuming,if the only evidence were
the daily timetables quoted in the Inspectars' reports, nor were they,
11ittle worlds of their own, cut off entirely from other educational
thought and activity! .1

' Before 1855 the Committee of Council did not issue an authorised
syllabus to the colleges; in consequence there was much variety in
curriculum and timetable between the colleges and each Inspector had
considerable latitude in the conduct of the examination. ZEventually
the principals of some of the leading colleges asked for a syllabus,
which tas, in fact, published in 1853 the year before the Catholic
colleges opened.2 This did something to bring about more uniformity,
but even so, the colleges were still left very free in the planning of
their work enf could decide what, if any, subjedts they would offer
above the prescribed minimum, This situation reflected the prevailing
undertainty about the nature of the college course; the problem was
how to achieve the right balance between the need to improve the students!
general education and to ensure his professional competence. The
Principals, appalled by the ignorance of their first students, and even of
the pupil teachers, though they did concede that the latter were somewhat
bet'oef equipped, had in the majority of cases put the main emphasis
on academic study. As a result there was no uniform standard betwesn

1. Quoted in Curtis "History of Education in Great Britiain", University
Tutorial Press 1948.

2, Committee of Council Minutes 1854-5 p.p. 1lh-17 (Syllabus on p.17).
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the colleges; \the only common factor was too often a very over-loaded
course, entailing a study of subjects beyond the competence of all but
the best prepared and most intelligent students. The reason for this was
partly a confusion, particularly evident at that period, between
instruction and education and partly because the Principals of the
colleges, even of those for women, were graduates of Oxford or Cambridge ,1
who could only see the course in terms of their own educational backgpuund.
A further reason was perhaps that there was no clear idea of what the
students' professional training should consist and academic study was
the line of least resistance. In 1851 the Rev. Mr. Cook2 in a memorandum
replying to Mr. Lingen, secretary of the Committee of Council who had
requested infoarmation on the Womens' Training Colleges, pointed out the
importance of inspection because of the need to find out the best rodepR-
methods of teaching and of organising and managing schools. He declared
it was often impossible to appr'eciate the skill and ability of the
teacher 'owing to absence of a definite and intelligible system'.

But the syllabus is no more than a statement of ground to
be covered and tells us nothing of the quality of the teaching within the
college and that in the 1850's was the crux of the matter. In the
existing conditions of womens' education, apart fpom the principals who
even in the womens' colleges were clergymen, the only source of staff
was in the colleges themselves and the governesses, as they were called,
were almost without exception, recent old students of the institutions
where they had trained.> The Principal was assisted by a lady
superintendent, generally the widow of a professional man; Mr. Cook,
in his 1864 report on the staffing of colleges, noted that all the

L

1. Rich. 'Training of Teachers', Cambridge 1933, p. 154.

2. Minutes of the Committee of Council, 1850-51. Special Report by
ReV. Eoc. COOk, pp' 83"96-

3. Rich - 'Training of Teachers. Canmbridge. 1933. p. 1lé62.

L. Rev. F.P.Cook's Report to the Committee of Council. p. 359 ff.
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Principals were university men and that he considered their instructions
to students were in every case good, while some were excellent. However,
about the rest of the staffs, he is less happy. In the first place the
position of the Lady Superintendent was a difficult one; she was expected
to be a person of commanding influence, neither Head Governess nor Matron
though she might do some teaching. Her authority extended to all the
details of the students' residential life and indeed to the lives of the
governesses as well. In existing conditions and in the absence of a
professional outlook among middle-class women, it is no wonder that colleges
had difficulty in getting the right type of person. Though by 1864, when
the report was written, all the governesses had first class certificates
and many of them must have been able women, their previous education and
experience had not given much breadth to their minds. Nor can their
position in relation to the Lady Superintendent have been a happy one.
There was in the first instance, the difference of social class which
would be strongly felt at that time and for many years to come. There is
a hint of this in a much later inspector's report.l when he enjoins her
to remember that with her much better education and social background,
the Lady Superintendent can do much to improve the governesses. She is
exhorted to realise the importance of providing them with suitable rooms
and sufficient leisure; when the isolated lives and extreme youth of many
of the governesses is remembered, it is evident how singularly defenceless
they mst have been. In these circumstances how easy it would be for their
teaching to degenerate into aridity. The problem of staffing the training

1. Committee of Council Minutes 183, included in a report on training
colleges by Canon Tinling H.M.I.
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colleges was to become acute in the latter part of the century, but for
the next few decades, with the possible exception of the Home and Colonial
Society's college and Whitelands, the Catholic colleges undoubtedly
had better staffs.

On the fitness of Sister Mary of St. Philip and Mother Connolly
for their respective positions, there is no need to say more, but it is
very much to the point to see what can be discovered about their colleagues.
These were drawn exclusively from their commmmnities and neither need to
be satisfied with raw recruits. At Mount Pleasant the choice was
particularly wide as the Sisters had by 1856 nine hbgsesl in this country
not to mention those abrdad., The St. Leonards commﬁity, though of more
recent origin, was expanding and there were Sisters available iwth good
educational backgrounds and experience of different types of schools
in London and the North of England.z The fact that all were members of
the same community meant that there was no class division to contend with,
and, if, as did eventually happen, ex-students of the college became
members of the college staff, an interval had elapsed while the one-time
student made her novitiate, in the case of the Sisters of Notre Dame t:s
was in Belgium, and perhaps spent some time in futlers study and teaching
in either an elementary or private school belonging to the Society.

The centenary brochure of Mount Pleasant3 speaks of some of these
early lectww;,rehtiws and friends of Sister Mary of St. Philip,
her sister; Miss Anne Lescher and Miss Wallis, both of whom had been

1. From{History of Sisters of Notre Dame in Engla.nd' , printed for
private circulation in 1955.

2. The Sisters were in charge of Poor Schi#ools in Preston and London.
At Preston there was a boarding house for Pupil Teachers. They had
also day and boarding schools in these places as well as at Mayfield
and St. Leonards-on-Sea, Sussex.,

3. Published 1956.
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headmistresses of Poor Schools before becoming members of the college
staff and Miss Pgttinger, the Tractarian convert, one of the first
private students and for many years Mistress of Method and Headmistress
of the Practising School. They must all have been at least in their
thirties, and were women of wide education and experience of life
before joining the Sisters. Though not so mich is known about the
family background of the Sisters at St. Leonards, it is obvious from
the tone of the reports of their work that still exist in the Mayfield
archives, that they too were able women, who had much to give the
students. At St. Leonards, Mother Connolly did not herself do much -
of the teaching; the most outstanding of the lecturers appears to have
been Miss Buckle, Sister Maria Joseph. A convert to Catholicism, she
is described in the earliest life of Mother Connolly as 'well-educated,
critical, intellectual, affedtionatel. She could read Italian and had
a talent for writing prose and poetry; she taught both in the school
and the college and was responsible for English Literature, History and
Latin. There is no contemporary account of the impact of her lectures
on the students, but her comments on their work suggest that she was
an interesting and stimulating teacher. Something of the abilities
and interests of the other lecturers is revealed in their reports,
which will be discussed later; but what does strike one is their
comparative youth. Apart from Miss Buckle and Miss Miller, who were
over thirty, they all appear to have been in their early twenties,
which must have made Mother Connolly's task none too easy
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The Inspector's reports for the period 1856-69 contain a complete time-
table for Mount Pleasant in 1856 and analyses of the timetables of the
three Catholic colleges in 1860, 1861 and 1862. In addition there are
copies of timetables for 1856, 1857, 1858, notes for the drafting of

- later timetables and 'Orders of the Day' for weekdays and Sundays among
the Mayfield papers. The timetables show many points of contrast and
manifest interesting variations from year to year and between each
other, but need to be treated with some caution, since it is not always
clear what is meant by the subjects mentioned. In any case it is obvious
from the Mayfield Papers that there at any rate, these published time-
tables were not always adhered to throughout the year.l. Perhaps the
most important difference to notice between the two colleges ia the
scope of the curriculum during the first five years. Mount Pleasant
based its original curriculum on the minimum requirements of the
Committee of Council; in 1869 French and Latin were added, but there
is some efidence that French was studied before that date though it
does not find a place on the timetable. Neither do the students seem
to have done any Mathematics other than Arithmetic, and of what the
Monday 'Object Lesson' consisterl'we cannot tell. However, knowing
Sister Mary of St. Philip's interest in rare plants and flowers and
reealling the case of scientific instruments, presented by Mr. Stokes,
we can assux-ne that it may well have been some general science and botany.
This limitation was probably a wise decision, taken with a due sense of
reality, in view of the limited background of most pupil teachers and
of the need to establish the work of the college on sound foundations.
Nothing would have been more dangerous to the future of Catholic
teacher training than to have poor results at this stage.

1. Nor were they at Mount Pleasan t. p. 160 ‘'Life of Sister Mary
of St. Philip, Longmans, 1920, when the Inspectors, realising that
the official timetable often gave way to a walk ar scientific
excursion, said 'I see tha Miss Lescher. I will then sign it!
followed ' weather permitting! '"
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A glance at the first timetable for St. Leonards will show how

full their curriculum was; Mother Comnolly saw things rather differently

from the Sisters at Mount Pleasant, and one can only speculate as to

the reasons for the difference. The training college was from the first

very closely associated with the Middle School and had moreover a larger

proportion of private students, who might be supposed to have already

learnt French, Latin and Mathematics at school. Possibly she had not

as exact an appreciation of what could reasonably be expected of them,

as Sister Mary of St. Philip whose knowledge of the Poor Schools was

undoubtedly wide. However, the St. Leonards' Sisters did find it

heavy going; In 1856 Sister Maria Joseph, 1 reportinglen the progress

of the students in Latin, remarked that it was a pity the pupil teachers

had done no Latin since they found it difficult to keep up with the

others. Neither language is mentioned in the 1860 timetable, though

there is a report of the work in French for June of that year. After

“the summer vacation, it was decided to drop both languages and Science

in order to give more time to Religious Instruction. This change did

not apparently apply to the private students who are noted in 1863 as still

taking Latin and French, but by tiat time the college was nearing its

end and these students were about to be transferred to the Middle School.

It is hardly necessary to mention that a student at either college with

a taste for languages would have every opportunity of help and

encouragement from linguists among the commnity.

1. Mayfield Papers. M.10. Entry by Sister Marie Joseph in 1856.
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The official syllabusl included very little English literature;

in fact all the students were recquired to do was to learn by heart

one hundred lines from a set poem. This passage was also used in the
examination for exerciees in parsing and abalysis; in addition they
had to read aloud to the Inspector from a book like Blackstone's
"Commentaries on English Law". This would not come amiss to Mother
Connolly, who once declared that every well educated girl ought to
be able to read the "Times" leader with intelligence. Any further
study of literature was left to the colleges and ﬁould depend on the
interests and abilities of the lecturers concerned. -We have no recard
of the books at either college available for the students’ private
reading, but old students of Mount Pleasant spoke'with appreciation of
Sister Mary of St. Philips' classes in literature and from the Mayfield
report books, we can get a good idea of the general scopé of the
literature course and the books read. '

Apparently they were given a general outline of English Literature
and read both prose and poetry to illustrate the main periods. Several
entries mention classes reading Milton, Dryden and Pope; in one month
they read part of "The Hind and the Panther", extracts from "Hudibras
and learned about scansion. In April 1860 for example, the students
read the first book of "Paradise Lost!,"with notes by celebrated
critics. They like it and seem to appreciate its beauties”. Sit Walter
Scott's works both prose and poetry were favourites, mentioned on more
than one occasion. Shakespeare's plays were read, large portions

2

r

1. 1860 - Wordsworth's "Escursion" and Cowper "The Task!.
Chambers "History of English Literature".

2. Mayfield Papers M,10. September 1856. An entry in the report
mentions finishing the Literature course and spending time on
famous' authors, poets and prose writers. But there are frequent
entries about books read and enjoyed.
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learned by heart and some put on the stage. Mother Connolly's
enthusiasm for acting, incidentally were not shared by all the
comﬁﬁty, nor always by the parents wf would-be pupils of her
schools, who were at that time inclined to think acting a sign of
worldliness. She on the contrary felt that acting was exciting and
enjoyable for young people and thught them courage, grace and deportment.
One wonders how the more ill-prepared students fared with such

a course of reading, but one must remember that they had few
distractions, more time for serious reading and intelligent and well-
informed teachers to help them. Apart from the timetable periods a
appropriated to"reading" and "Literature", there was the reading at
mealtimes and while they sat doing needléwork. Extra time was also
often given on Sundays and holidays. For this general reading no ‘doubt
religious ‘lbob'ks were ofiten chosen, but history and biography also had
ﬂjeir place.

More interesting than the accounts of books read, is a long
unsigned article, dated 1859, in the Mayfield papers on methods of
teaching English literature. The writer thought it important to put
the main emphasis on discussion of the life, historical and
philosophical background of the authér to be studied. The students
could read thé actual works by themselves, but they needed principles
to guide their thinking. She says, "when we give a lesson on the
present literature of England, we first show the causes of the change
of taste, the spread of democraotical and infidel principles from
continental influence together with the evils occasioned by German
mysticism. Writers are divided into their proper classes, the history
of their lives given, some remarks on the good or evil influence of
their works and concluding with a detailed account of some works of
a Catholic tendency which might be useful in counteracting the influence
of writers of a contrary tendency". -
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This statement was no doubt the result of discussions taking place
between the Sisters, and scattered throughout the monthly reports, are
other comments which show that consideration was being given to
principles and methods of teaching. A note on the teaching'of Geography
mentions a course of lectures which is to include a short outline of
Astronomy, the diagrams for which are to be shown in the large magic
lantern. The students are to practise drawing maps from memory to
familiarise them with the topography and, when they study a new region,
they should hear about explorers, travellers and missionaries. Mother
Connolly's attitude to the current practice of requiring a great deal
of memorisation from children has already been mentioned. Though the
programme of study for both children and students involves more memory
work than modern practice would approve, there is constant emphasis on
the need for understanding. This is reiterated in the "Book of Studies wl
and two letters of Mother Connolly illustrating the point may be quoted.
The first one is to her sister-in-law, Mrs. John Bowen, in A.Int_erica.2
After outlining her own daily life, she speaks of her methods of
teaching, "We teach our children in each branch vocally before giving
them books and this makes them understand without getting into a
puszle". Again in a letter to Mr. Marshall® in 1858 in reply to a
request for information about the St. Leonard's methods of training,
she said, "Cultivating the understanding and the judgement rather
than the memory has been the first point upon which instructions -
have turned during the past two years. I do not mean that the memory
has not been cultivated, but simply it has held a subservient position

1. Printed for private circulation 1863.

2., Mayfield Papers. Collection of Mother Connolly's Letters.
No date for this letter.

3, Ditto. Jan. 17th, 1858.
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to the understanding and the judgement". In this letter also she
gives a very formidable list of historical topics studied by the
students in the same period; this includes the rise and progress of
English Law, the hereditary succession of the English monarchs, the
Feudal System and so forth. The students had read portions of Lingard's
History and some biographies, but these are not named. This emphasis
on the need for understanding occurs constantly in the lecturers'
reports, showing that there was a genuine attempt to put more reliance
on this and less on memory work, but there was nevertheless a good dedl
of commenting on the textbook and learning notes, as the following
remark of Sister Francis Xavier in 1856 1 shows , "The students have
repeated Switzerland, Spain and Portugal". But it was hard work at
times; Sister Angela says "They are very dull and slow and make
wonderful mistakes in their compositions", when speaking of History.
Of the same subject in the next year, "No principles, cause and
~effect not noticed. No notice of the influence of certain reigns
and courts. Facts rather poor“.,2 Sister Theophila, later Principal
herself, wrote in her report on Arithmetic that by 12 o!clock, her
voice is so tired that she gives the students exercises to work.3

But this attempt to lessen the burden of learning by heart was
not fashionable in the mid-nineteenth century and was to lead to
difficulties, which will be dealt with later in the chapter.

In both colleges time was allotted each week to written
examinations; at:St. Leonards from the opening of the college in

1. Mayfield Papers. M.10 Septenber 1856 and M.18 Comments on an
- exam. held on May 25th, 1857.
2. Mayfield Papers M.18. Mark list for an examination held
March 25th, 1857, contains these comments.

3, Mayfield Papers. September, 1858.
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1856, there was a regular system of monthly exa.miriat.ions,l when all
written work, maps, drawings and needlework had to be produced for
inspection and four question papers answered. The questions were
given out on the Thursday before the first Friday of each month and
the answers written from memory on the two following days. Each
paper lasted three hours and marks were given for penmanship, spelling
and punctuation, style and substance; grades A.B. and C denoted good
work and X.Y and Z the reverse. In addition there were also weekly
essays often written on Sundays; in this case it seems to have been
a differenc subject each week. An entry in the report book dated
February 25th 1860 says, "The new First Year Students wrote their
weekly peper on History". The main faults are said to be absence of
facts, bad punctuation and bad spacing. Interspersed with the marks
for these tests are comments, often very forthright, on the students'
general behaviour. Naturally the quiet well-behaved girls excite

no remsrks other than, "Good" or "Promising", but some of the other
comments were of this nature, H.F. "ulgar", A.S. "Giddy",

M.A.C. "Wery eccentric". Another M.A.C. "lies abed", and AM.C. is
"too sensitive'.

The early timetables far the two colleges differ in the
amount of time devoted to drawing and music; both subjects were
certainly not neglected at Liverpool, but St. Leonards spent mach
more time on bO'l'.h.2 In the middle of the nineteenth century wheﬂ
there was much criticism of the prevailing standards of girls'
education, many of the reformers greatly deplored the amount of time
the middle class girl spent in the pursuit of accomplishment in
these subjects, the only object of which seemed to be to make her
more attractive in the marriage market, as a consequence, some of
the pioneers in women's education and some also of the teaching Sisters,
felt so strongly the waste of time abd the incitement to vanity
and superficiality, that they could not tolerate the teaching of

1. Mayfield Papers. M.18.
2, Timetables in the appendices La and LD.
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misic or drawing at all in their schools. Mother Connolly, on the other
hand, included both in the regular curriculum and would certainly
have agreed with those who thought that the teaching of music in the
élementary school had a refining effect on the children. She was no
mean artist herself and considered drawing a Christian art, worthy of
serious cultivation by all educated women and with art, she coupled
fine needglwork of which the students did a greét deal, ranging from
simple garments to the most elaborate Church embroidery. She made

