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YWHO IS T
* KIL LONDON ASKING

rious Persons Offering to Buy
- Scandal About Notabilities.

'SAYS - IT'S FOR AMERICA

And O_fferé to Pay Llberally—Engliish
Indignation Expressed In a Flood
" of Letters to Papers.

By:Mqrconi Tranzatlantic Wireless 'r'alegraph,
. to The New York Times,

‘TONDON, Jan. 28, (by telegraph to
CHfden, Ireland; thence by wireless.)—
*“Who's Harriet?” has this week been
& gag heard almost as frequently as
was onece the-popular question, *“ Who's
Y@t:~ﬁalfeff?"' R ) . o -

“Hdrriet - is the woman rwhose" ef-
forts:-to  obtain news of society _sg:;.ndals
by .purchase -from  domestlc ‘sérvants
were €xposed by an indignant ‘* House-
holder:” in The L.ondon Times. ' .

' ,Tﬁe" ~week has-seen the growth of:a
huge crop of new letters relative to the
actvities of « Harriet,” fac Similes of
soma--of- ."whose -correspondence have
been published ‘daily. There is a good
degl of ‘mystery ‘about ‘! Harriet,” for
the 'surname with which she signs her
letters, ‘ Churchill” is fictitions and
the ‘address she uses is a provincial
‘boarding house, where' she makes only
rare.visits. o .

‘Scores of reporters have been on- her
track the whole week, but their inqui-
rles have elicited no informatlon fur-
ther than that she-is at .present stay-
ing, under-her real name, at.a country
house somewhera.in the Midlands.

" Spread Her Nets K Wide.

ThHere.was ‘a’ strong inclinatfon to re-
gard the * Harrlet” letter as a hoax
and '* Harriet” as a myth until the
afscovery - of other letters - of hers.

These show that she spread her nets
wide.. . Some were written to a well-
known firm of private inquiry agents.

Omie ran’ as follows: - - :

:Pear Sir: Shail be glad . you will
quote me the prica at. which you could
gend’ me regularly—one or two each week
—telegraphed particulars of a scandalous
kind- (7oy readers insist upon each’rec-
ord ‘being. about 1,000 words inlength—not
to contain. any particulars which are
usual .in- & book of -reference; nor yet
t{he - innocuous matter which appears.in|
tha..%nggshnsﬁcietx tpapers) of -leading
men ir. English society. .

What I -want is the kind of thing that
ig -easily obtained . by any man-about-
town in the go-ahead sets. If you can
do what I want at a reasonable figure for
a trial of three months, we could then
meet and discuss terms for you to do
this same kind of thing for me In Paris,
Rerlln, Rome, and_ Vienna, as I have
v -good connections smong transat-
lgntle ‘editors and know that market well
znd&"thoroughty. = - - . .

My difficulty is in obt.ainin§ sufficient
of this kind of stuff. ‘I want it regularly
without overlapping.-

With my present system, some weeks I
em very, much overdone; while others,
owing to several.of my scouts all being
in the same part of the world, I get a
lot of ‘stale news and am put to it to eke
out - my matter. Yours faithfully, «

... ... HARRIET CHURCHILEL.
iAnother letter was:

Please -let me know what you would
charge to arrange for your agents in a

. certaln embassy set to supply me with a
regular weekly letter of about 1,500 words
containing the lates: current scandal and
goasip -abouf matrimonial,. financial, (in-
cluding gamblinhg and betting clubs,) and
soclal guarrels and cooinesses, and affairs
generally of the embassy set in I.ondon.
Alse what would vou charge me for @
regular weekly letter of current gossip
as-collected by your agents in the Eng-
ligh. racing set, and ditto at Court, and
ditto-on the Riviera, at the present time,
and then at Homburg, Marienbad, Carls-
bad? ‘And, as I explained in the other
letter to you, I am not satisfied with the
resuylts of paying numeross girls and

. young married women in soclety to act
ae my- scouts-in- different places; and 1
.am anxious to find out as quickly as pos-
sible'it I could do better by avoiding the
overlapping of news, and thus-avoiding
having to pay for, as sometimes happens,
several letters from the same country
house or Winter, &c., resort, all contain-
ing the same pieces of standal and gossip.

Again “ Harrlet ” writes:

-If you have this kind of information
tabulated - dabout the leading -people in
English.society, what I want you to do Is
to ‘quote me g price at which you would
supply me with chronique scandaleuse of
the people I ask. about. .
"Letter to West End Doctor.

_THere. is 'a_delighttul ingenuousness
. about ‘“ Harriet's ’ correspondence. One

West - End.. physician, writing to The
Times, said:. ... .. . . .. ..

- “‘.A,_‘b‘out two months ago I received a
disgusting letter from an American wo-
man’-journalist. To quote from -it, it
R 2:3 HESRSNS ) . - : ’
"_As a- West" End physician, you .are
doubtless. au- courant with all.the .latest
on-dits and society scandals. . I represent
several leading American papers, and.am

..anslous to purchase any. amount.of this|

anany noble families keep on their staff

icandal. for which I pay most liberally.

am anxious- to purchase in advance
rumors of any cause célébre, divorces,
&ec. And also to know of financial shifts
and difficulties of all well-known people.
At . present am particularly . anxious to
obtain racy stories about Lady —, of
any trouble in the Duke of —'s ménage,
the reasons why Prince — never mar-
ried and who are his ' ch2res amies,’
the love affairs of the Earl of —, &c.
Also of any friction between any mem-
bers of the royal family.

The class of public for whom I cater
are particularly interested in any scan-
dal affecting ‘royal families.

There has been-little disposition on
the part of the .London press generally
to follow The Times in taking * Har-
riet ' very seriously, and editorial com-
ments have been mainly sarcastic or jo-,
cose. i - ’ !

‘ Paterfamilias ” and . others of that
ilk, with whose lucubrations the readers
of the British press are 'necessarily, fa-
miliar, -have, - however, supplied all the|
requisite -indignation. Some of* them!
lamerited the degeneracy of the age and
the gradual disappearance of that “ do- '
mestic privacy which was once- the
proud prerogative of the British home.”

.On _the one hand the cra.}rihg of the
rublic for sensational stories about high
life’' is blamed for the development of
“Harriet,” .and, on the other, society
itself is held responsible. = - - -

One correspondent suggested that

a professional photographer. * Let any
reader,” he wrote, ‘“look at an illus-
trated weekly paper and hei will'find the

1 proof of what I say. Last season genu-

ine sportsmen were aghamed ‘of the se-~
ries of plctures showing Dukés, Harls,
and thelr various guests,”and even their
small boys, on the moors posing in
shooting attitudes with- bland “smiles,
but possibly empty bags.” . - . .

“ If soclety behaved. itself as it ought
to .do,” sald another ' Solon, ¢ there
would be no work for ‘ Harriet.”” -

, Defends - American . Press. .

One correspondent in-The Times. took:
somewhat unnecessary paing to point
out that the " American 'press, as.a
whole, 'is not -given :to publishing the,
sort of thing “ Harrlet *’ desires to sup-,
ply, and suggesting that such a.con-
clusion miight be. drawn from ' The
Times's editorial article. . o

It is only fair to The London Times to |
state-that "fts reference was "distinctly
to * the lower sort of Ameérican papers.” |

_Another. correspondent of the same|
paper wrote: . R

‘“Y travel a great-deal-in America,
and I have never found gossip concern- |
ing-the -upper classes in {this':cbuﬁﬁ‘y of |
interest- to ‘anybody there. They have
always on hand a large supply of.Tocal!
material.”” ~ R

To this statement an;evenip_g"paperlg
took exception, clting  two scandalous, !
highly colored storles of the:* Harriet ' |
i type about well-known members of -the
| British  aristocracy,” .~ and ..-adding:

Art and Spifituéliéfn.f . s

o .AlPainﬁrgg_ That Is At_tr:actlng\c;-owd & In-London. RO e o

_ - *There 'Is No Death,” a plcture by Italo Sabatini has been attracting many visitors to }_lieMendoiaGa.l!ery 3 in
New Bond Street, T.ondon. - The painting, which needs no exp}anatlon, aims at emphasizing “‘ the reality ‘of a contin- °

‘ued personal:exmistencsla- s s cs

# Buch stories are a regular feature of
the. American. yellow . press.”

Yesterday, in summing up the whole
affair editorially, The Daily Mall said:

“The methods of * Harriet’ betray a
remarkable capacity for organized es-
plonage, as well a8 for business. A more
appelling picture -of ' depravity in the
pursult “of pence has.seldém been un-
folded in this or.any other country.

“ Belng convinced that certatn Ameri-
can newspapers take delight in feeding
their readers on garbage, ‘ Harrit’® ap-
plied” her ingenuify “to supplying that
market. " She wrote. to the.editors of
American newspapérs, informing them
that she had for disposal all the ‘splcy
storfes” -and scandals ‘that - goclety in
these islands'is so determined to keep
from . the American . reader. Few of
these ‘American editors,” We - are’ sure,
showed, any eagerness to ‘secure the
jservices of ‘this’ perverted journalist.”
| - Butler Speaks for Servants.

" Perhapa .the.. most- delightful -feature
of ‘the whole entertaining affair s a
|letter from * Twenty Years a Butler,”
|published’ yesterday. ~ This old servant
writes: ’ :
¢ ‘““Allow me. to say, Sir, that in no
shape :or form' would English family
| servants -so far forget themselves as to
'8toop to such practices as glving Infor-
.metion about what goes on at the din-
ner table or.in' the family for any
money that there is in ‘America or any-
whers, and it 18’ a ‘base 'assertion for
ipeople to. make, -a8 appears: to' be the
‘tase, from what .Is said. in. the.papers,
that - ladles and gentlemen are.debarred
from"talking in freedom about the af-
falrs of themselves or thelr friends for
fear that the butler or’footman be-
hind', their - chairs may be cavesdrop- |
ping, putting ‘it down to sell it to|
‘ Harrlet.". . PR

“ They must. have a-very wrong idea
of Engligh . famlly. servants. Permit
me, to say that anything unfortunate
happening in our families, or in the cir-
cles belonging to them, is just as sacred
and’ contidential to us as it is tp the
ladies and gentlemen themselves. As
a mattér of fact,” such things do not
often crop up.in English famnilies; but
it dany confidential matters come to our
notice: it is always our first thought to
'keap them t'rom going further. - '

‘*X.can assure you, Sir, that any gos-
sping,"” tattle-bearing 'servant {a very
much looked down upon by the.rest of
us, and“quizkly has to look for another
place.” D ) :

© _ The Original Letter,
. The . original. letter to.The London
Times regarding * Harrlet ’ was print-
ed eight days.ago and was as follows:
Bir: My butler,  who is leaving my serv-
ice,-.recently advertised for a situation,
and’ In reply received a letter of which 1L
send you, a copy. .It is;difficult to belleve
that any. one with the slightest pretension
of-belng a.lady or.possessed of r notion
of: self-respect. should descend:to ;methods
mean »and- contemptible. . Such ‘methods

throw" an .enormous temptation: in_the
wg‘y( of “servants, besides ex:{.p‘s@i;s them

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

to actions for slander should they fall
into the trap laid by this scandal-monger.
One likes to imagine that conversations
that take place at one's own dinner table
are wprivate; mnow it appears that one’s
servants are to be_ bribed to repeat all the
tittle-tattle they hear, when no doubt 1t
will be worked up. into something *‘spicy
by this spurious journalist. Ty

The letter is as tollows:

Dear Sir: Noting-your advertisement in The
Morning Post 1 shall be pleased to hear from
you if you have half an hour to spare once or
‘twlee & week and would care to turn it into
cash by writing me 2 long, gossipy letter about
the well-known people in English: society who
stay In the houses twhere you are employed.
I pay liberally and settle each month for
the. letters received the previous one. 1. write
for some of the American papers, which.in-
slst on having current gossip, amusing. stories,
&e., about well-known people over here, and
T buy large quanptitics of 'such letters regularly.
If you.think. that you would <are to double or
treble ’ your ralary in this way write me a
good specimen letter for me to see what you
c¢an do, and I will then write more {ully as to
terms. To give.an idea of what T buy, 1 may
gay that just nmow.anything about Lady Gerard
and the De Forests is ‘' good capy ° on account
of the slander case between them now coming
on; aiso about the Dillon jockey on account
of the Marje Lloyd divorce suit, in which he
is co-respondent; also about Lord Toward de
Waolden's guit for libel against Mr. lewis. If
you write I wish you if you have any friends
with whom you can put me into communica-
tlon among the siaff.at Lord Howard: de Wal-
den's, TLady Gerard's, Daron de FIorest’s, Sir
, Thompas Lipton's, 3ir Trnest Cassei's, Mrs,
' George Keppel's, or her brother, Sir Archibald
Kdmonstone’s, or at Ars. Leeds's, who has
taken Mrs..- George Keppel’s new house in Gros-
venor Street. Yours faithifully, HARRIET —..
P, S.—Have you any friends among the staff
of any of the leadlng Lendon clubs, -as The
Turf, White's, Mariborough,. or Bachulors, or
leading restaurants such as Claridge’s, the Sa-
voy,- Galety, or Waldorf? Lo -

I am,’ Sir, yours obediently,
~ HOUSEHOLDER.
The Times's LEditorial.

The Saime day The Times printed a
long editorial article in which the meth-
ods of “¥larriet” were denounced in
the strongest terms. The Times de-
scribed ‘* Harriet's ” letter as ‘‘abom-
inable,” and went on to say:

The letter IS a complete revelation of a
system the existence of which “has often
been suspected but never so fully ex-
posed. It will shock and. disgust .every
decent person, and especially those of the
same sex with the debased journalist Wiy
wrote the letter. We suppress her sur-
name and address, not wishing to give
her and her system an advertisement, or
to direct the venal possessors of the ngws
she asks for to a market for their worth-
less wares, The letter suggests the source
of many of those stupid, nasty, or ex-
aggerated stories of English society which
fill. the lower sort of American news-
papers. ‘“ Harrviet ' gives us the clue,
These tales, 0 fgr as they are not pure
inventions, are bougiht from servants, @ot
now and again Dbut on an organized sys-
tem. * * *® . . T,

Lest there should be any doubt as to
what is.wanted, she sends the butler a
list ' of persons who are just now specially
‘““good copy’''—a dozen bearérs of well-
known names, about whom her readers
particularly want to know. Ior some time
we hesitated whether or not to print‘these
names, but we decided to do €o, in'the in-
terest of these Jadies and gentlemen
themselves. Henceforth they will know
that, socially speaking, thére is a price
on - their heads. A systematic attempt ‘is
belng made, with apparently plenty of
money behirtd it, to corrupt their servants
and the servants of the friends whom they
visit. Wherevér Lady X. or Mrs.. Y. may
go, she will how have the nleasing con-
sciousness that the man behind -her chair
may be one of *“ Harrlet's' emissaries.
She makes a joke or tells-a.persongl an-
ecdote; the emissary, his appetite whetted
by fees already pald, makes a mental
note,- and in .due-time -incloses it- in the
next ‘‘gossipy ” report.:’ The journalist.
to judge from her letter, evidently 'knows
her trade, and may be trusted to improve
the servants’ notes to' the proper degree
of finish. . : . .

She fears no lbel action; nor dees her
newspaper. It is printed in- America,
where the law of libel is no particular
terror to the press. Besides, the people
she writes about would probably not bring
an action; and perhaps the stuff is not
libelous. It is only e disgusting invasjon
of the sanctities of private life, It is
'just enough-to prevent any -prominent per-
son, especially any prominent woman,
from feeling safe. . R

To this point has cbme, in the hands of
the worst kind' of American journalists,
the art of ‘ soclety’ reporting. Some
sixty years ago, as may be read in the
memoirs of the time, a great outcry was
made because an American newspaper
writer with good credentials—one N. P,
Willls—published some details of private
parties to which he had been admitted.
That was" in the infancy of the world.
We have long outgrown its conditions.
The poor man had dined with the great,
and the great henceforth turned their
backs on him. It does not turn its back
upon ‘‘Harriet,”’” for there has mnever
been, as she well knows, any chance of
her being received by them. So she fol-
lows a more excellent way. She estab-
lishes a market for news, buys it_from
the butler or the lady’s maid, and set-
tles by monthly checks. An admirable
business woman! - But she goes further.
She organizes a regular secret seryice.
She turns her spy into a_ ‘ centre,’” as
they used to say in the old Fenian days,
and bids him-get reporis from his friends;
and even—though happily most of these
are foreigners, not likely to be good re-
porters—from the waiters at fashionable
‘hotels. Thus, she hopes, there will be
forthcoming a constant _and -copious sup-
ply of news about the doings, the move-
ments, the clothes, the-sayings, of every,
man and woman in the charmed circle
in which Chicago, or Denver, or San
Francisco is taking an observant interest,

The story and:-the letter throw a lurid
light upon the tastes, the idenls,.and the
standards of life which {flourish in g
modern democracy, and which, we regre
to say, are fostered by a democratic
press. The heirs of -all the ages are-thus
taught every morning and evening to in-
terest themselves in tittle-tattle about a
world with which they have nothing in
common, and to cultivate a snobbishness
of which Thackeray . never dreamed.
What a chance for a new and a fiercer
Thackeray to make: the readers:of 'this
tainted stuff thoroughly gashamed. of
themselves! For they know now, if they
did not before, that-it .is tainted, It is
bought with the price of corruption. It
is got by means deliberately designed to
violate the most elementary of -social
rights—the right to preserve one's pri-
vacy. Money is lavished to break down
.the confidence between masters and serv-
ants and to change ‘‘‘the constant service
of the antique world’ iInto a habit of
nhypocrisy, which sells secrets behind one’s
back. An odloug-state of things, inde d!
Surely something could be: done to stop
it if the respectable American newspapers
would take the matter up and expose at
once the demoralizing nature of the news

urveyed and the detestable methods of
the purveyors, - . .




