THE RELIGIOUS  ARE  FRAUDSTERS

The Order of The Daughters of Charity of St Vincent DePaul, an order of Nuns is nothing more than an order of  fraudsters and I can prove it.

I was (on 9th November 2005) absolutely flabbergasted when I accidentally happened upon the following:

TITLE VI: PHYSICAL AND JURIDICAL PERSONS

TITLE VI: PHYSICAL AND JURIDICAL PERSONS

CHAPTER I : THE CANONICAL STATUS OF PHYSICAL PERSONS

Can. 96 By baptism one is incorporated into the Church of Christ and constituted a person in it, with the duties and the rights which, in accordance with each one's status, are proper to Christians, in so far as they are in ecclesiastical communion and unless a lawfully issued sanction intervenes. 

Can. 97 ß1 a person, who has completed the eighteenth year of age, has attained majority; below this age, a person is a minor. 

ß2 a minor who has not completed the seventh year of age is called an infant and is considered incapable of personal responsibility; on completion of the seventh year, however, the minor is presumed to have the use of reason.

I can justify making the accusation I have because, given that at just under age 3  I was, on a voluntary basis, accepted by the Daughters of  Charity of St Vincent De Paul at Drogheda Industrial School for Junior Boys.

From documents, I have discovered that I was there for some 5 weeks before I was hauled in front of a Mullingar District Court Judge and charged under the Children Act 1908, Guardianship, and ordered to be detained until the age of 16.  I was transferred to Artane at age 10 and remained there until age 12, at which point I was discharged in 1968.

If the Daughters of Charity are not liars and fraudulent, they may wish to explain the following:

1.
As stated above in Can 97, B2,  

A minor who has not completed the seventh year of age is called an infant and is considered incapable of personal responsibility; on completion of the seventh year, however, the minor is presumed to have the use of reason.

2.
Why did they allow the Courts to charge me fully knowing that “I am incapable of personal responsibility”? – they needed the conviction to secure the child allowance.

3.
Why did they wait until after the court appearance to have me Baptised at St Peters Church in Drogheda? – I cannot stay with them if I am not Baptised, they would lose the funding for me.

4.
In documents in now in my possession from the Courts (Detention Order) it clearly states “And whereas this child appears to the Court to be a Catholic” – Who told the court this, given that I am not yet Baptised? - The Daughters of Charity, who else.

How many of you out there were unjustly accused, based on the fact that you were under age 7? – A lot I should imagine.  How many Religious Orders had a hand in your detentions? 

Keep in mind, if these people say they did nothing wrong, why did they not fight the judicial system for the younger children on the grounds of being incapable due to age?

I think I have made my case.
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