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INTRODUCTION. 

THE Pamphlet of the" !\wful Disc!osun:s" 
is trifling in bulk, but charged with undisglli~ed 
malignity and clumsy misrepreselltatiolls. "T/;'o 
object of it is no less than to inflict irr::tric\'(.L" 
injury on the reputation and eiiicielH:Y (" \ , 
ministers of the Roman Catholic ,aiL. I.. 

Canada, and on the hitherto uuLk .. , 
fame of the Conventual institutions oj ti-LlC .•• 

vince. Let it be admitted that snch a \':01" 
might be undertaken with a 'conscientiol1s per­
suasion of its justice and necessity, the public 
would still look for and expect to find strong 
and uhquestionable evidence in justification of 
the act of the accusers. If that evidence w'ere 
really produced, it would indeed be difficult to 
over-estimate the importance of the question be­
tween Maria Monk and her supporters on the 
one hand, and the Catholic clergy and reli~i­
ous establishments of Lower Canada on the 
other. If inquiry should substantiate and 
prove the charges against these latter, it would 
then become a question whether piety, charity, 
humility, or Christian virtue, had any real 
abiding place upon earth. For it would follow, . 
that men visibly engaged through a long course 



of years in the activG Jischar~e of the most sa­
cred functions, may nevertheless be stained by 
the habitual illdulg-cnce of the blackest crimes ; 
and that women, \vhose vows consecrate them 
to the ~ervice of God. and who fulfil those 
vows in works of l11ercy 'to God's creatures, inay 
at the saUle time be plunged deep in revolting 
sensuality. Individual hypocrisy may be all\>w­
cd and credited without seriously affecting our 
belief in human virtue; but hypocrisy so ex­
tensive as that charg~d in the work we afO 

considering, if proved and unveiled, .would 
shake to the very foundation our faith in the 
existence of religion and morality. The very 
nature of that hypocrisy is in itself monstrous 
and appalling. You who have readty.e I' Aw, 
ful Disclosures," look at the picture which is 
presented to your understandings!, Contem, 
plate the demand which is made on your are­
dulity! Mark that aged woman watchin$ over 
the bed of the pestilential and the dying;" mark 

. her fearless intrepidity, her self-abnegation, and 
her merciful ministrations! See! her hand 
smooths the pillow of that tossed and troubled 
man, she carries to his lips the reposing draught, 
he sleeps! Now see if you can-if your vision 
will admit the picture, if your understanding 
will admit the belief, that same woman, in the 
broad glare of the next day's sun, doing a deed, 
of Murder! Mark that man in the habili, 
ments of a servant of God! Where is he 'I 
What does he ? He stands at the side of the 
plague-stricken, he admini6ters the lut rites of 
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Religion-he prays, and his words carry hope 
Rnd consolation to the dying. Again, look and 
behold that identical being treading with stealthy 
pace his way to the commission of hideous de­
bauchery within the precincts of an HOSPITAL. 

There is no exaggeration in these contrasts. 
The duties of the nuns and priests have been 
and are such as we have ascribed to them.­
Now we ask the ten thousand readers of the 
book, if the deeds therein alleged are not incom­
patible with human nature,-if any thing that 
is known of man's capacity for crimp can ren­
der them credible? Scrutinize the annals of 
vice, and where will be found any thing ap­
proaching the horrors imputed in the "Dl~clo­
sures," to the Roman Catholic clergy and orders 
of Lower Canada '? Protestant historians, in 
d welling on the enormities 01 the Catholics in 
the worst of times, have never charged them with 
the turpitudes related in this book. Luther, the 
violent and ruthless Luther, injustificlltion of his 
attacks on the Roman Catholic church, never 
urged the existence of corruption so horrible. 
This remark applies with still greater force to 
his fellow-laborers and successors. At the close 
of the last century, and in enervated Italy, the 
Grand Duke ot Tuscany ordered an inquiry 
into the state of the religious establishments 
within his dominions; and the result of the in­
quiry was, that reform was judged necessary. 
Ricci, bishop of Pistoia, was appointed by his 
sovereign to conduct and bring- to a termination 
that roform. The life of Ricci has been writ-

j\2 
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ten by an acute historian, and in no fri~!ld1y 
spirit to the church of Rome. It was comader­
ed that in that work the worst was said, and the 
worst was proved, that could be ~dvanced against 
the Conventual system. The debased civiliza­
tion of the country where the reform was under­
taken, opposed but a feeble barrier to the prac­
tice of vice in every condition and class of socie­
ty, and it was not surprising thitt some corrup­
tion should have penetrated into the holiest 
sanctuaries. The existence -of the corruption 
was however known to the Tuscans previously 
to the legal inquiry. They cared not for it, nor 
murmured against it. How different is the case 
with Canada! Its population, seated in a region 
of snow and ice, is primitive, monti, and strictly 
religious. The people neither know of nor .SUS­
pect the existence of corruption among their 
priests. The ie,,' COlwellts in the country are 
in the nature of seminaries for the instruction 
of youth, and asylums for the poor and wretch­
ed, There are nona others. In Tuscany, the 
convents which were found to require reform, 
were close convents; that is to say, their inmates 
never came in contact with the people, either as 
llluses to the sick, teachers of youth, or minis­
tratol'S of the helpless. Bnt, notwithstanding 
these differences more favorable to the existence 
of corruption ill one ca~e Hum ill the otlier, the 
deeds alleged in the life of Ricci must appear 
comparatively innocent to the believer in the 
enormities detailed by the writer of " Passages 
in the Life of Maria Monk" Is there such a 
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. . 'Uli\U 1 We know not j but if there is, he must 
be pessfll!sed of a mind capable of dwelling on 
the possible blood-thirstines~ of a William Penn, 
or the possible misanthrophy of a Howard. 

Turn we now to the supporters of this work, 
~.,d let us ask, where is the evidence in justi­
fication of the unheard of charges they have 
breught 1 Let them point to it. Will they 
have the hardihood to pretend thnt the testimo­
nyof an unhappy female, recently imprisoned 
for theft, and still more recently the inmate of 
an Asyluni for repentant sinners, will serve such 
purposa? Does the corroboration of a man re­
pudiated by his class for dishonesty and pecula-' 
tion--the paramour of their wretched protege­
does it give assurance of their conscientious 
persuasion! Is it even true that they have 
produced the evidence of the thief and prosti­
tute? Is the book which bears her name, really 
written by Maria Monk'? Impossible, for she 
is in fact, and by her own confession, an igno­
rant and uneducated girl. It cannot be receiv­
ed as her own evidence, although produced in 
her name. It may be alleged th11t all the mate­
rials were obtained from her own lips, and that 
the editor· or editors have merely arranged for 
the public eye the matter she supplied. In 
that C"!iC they ha\'e been guilty of tampering 
with the evidence, a misdemeanor for which 
there is no e.xcuse nor palliation. 'We again 
refer to the life of Ricci as an unexceptionable 
model in this raspect. There the minutes of 
all . the examinations which occurred in the 
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course of Ricci's inquiry, with day and date, and 
names of witnesses and of parties, are minutely 
set down. In the "Awful Disclosures," there 
is not a single date from the commencement 
to the end! The work announces a disgusting 
alliance between false christianity and female 
profligacy of the worst description. In Canada, 
this attempt to unite the ravings, puerilities, and 
loathsome fabrications of a disturbed intellect 
with the ends of piety and religion, was received 
with nothing but contempt; but in the United 
States the work has, as we are told, gone through 
two editions of ten thousand copies each, and 
has been circulated by the zeal of fanatical and 
interested propagandists throughout the entire 
land. It has even been publicly recommended 
from the pulpit as an antidote to the "errors of 
Popery;" and the heroine has been honored by 
reports of hair-breadth escapes and of defeated 
conspiracies for her abduction. 

We would fain have believed that religious 
fanaticism, in its more odious form of gross ca­
lumny and pernicious hatred, had nearly depart­
ed from the civilized world; but the reception 
given to the" Awful Disclosures" of Maria 
Monk shows that it still has an extended habi­
tation in a country claiming to be pre-eminently 
enlightened, and that in that country it may one 
day become the stirrer of intestine trouble, ra­
pine, and bloodshed. There, the very men who 
ahjure the interference of the eivil power to 
procure conformity to their sectarian faith, do 
not hesitate to resort to private persecution, se-
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cret intrigue, and the rash and culpable adoption 
of iqle and flimsily conliitructed stories, to attain 
their ends. The principle is in both cases t.he 
same, although differently manifested. It I wilt 
be in vain for the supporters of Monk to protest 
the sincerity of their belief in her pretended 
narrative.-The question, why believe? still 
remains unsatisfied. Have they anticipated the 
question? They have not. Are they looking 
about foreviqence to sustain their pre-judgment '] 
They llot@rionsly are, and in this consists the 
infamy of their conduct. Weare right in des­
cribing as infamous the conduct of men, whe­
thl;)r lay or clerical, who have come before the 
world and preferred the most atrocious charges, 
ill the hope or expectation that subsequent 
events might demonstrate them to be true, 01' 

that they might with their sanction pass with 
the mass without further examination. To be­
lieve things that are not, and cannot be, is a 
cb.,apter in the hi~tory of man; whether his 
~r@dulity hlUl been rightly calculated upon in 
t~e case before us, we have no opportunity of 
determining j but much has been done to influ­
ence him, and men of a sacred co>.lling have sa­
crilegiously abused their opportunities, and pre­
sented from the altar of God the poison to his 
lips, gilded with a blasphemous application of 
the. language of the Holy Writ. 

We should have supposed a priori that the 
marked incon:sistencies of this scandalous work 
would hp,ve sufficed to render its effects on most 
readers comparatively innocuous j we hoped at 
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least that it would speedily have sunk inlo ob­
livion, and have been allowcd to rot, forgotten 
amidst the mass of falsehood and impmity 
which disgraces a portion of the New·York 
press; but it ,,'ould seem, frbm the notices which 
appear from time to time in the periodicals, that 
it is determined to persist in the system of iaJse­
hood so shamefully commenced. A reply has 
been deemed necessary. . 

It is here offered with a feeling of deep regret 
011 the part of the author, that the tissue of hor­
rors which calls it forth should have ever been 
thought or printed. It will be necessary to 
place before the public gaze persons whose ha­
bits and inclinations especially fit them for retire­
ment, and "'ho might reasonably have expected 
to have walked though life in the peaceful and 
undistmbed discharge of their pious avocations. 
The necessity of invading the privacy of the 
good, the charitable, and the humble, weighed 
strongly with the author as an objection to ma­
king any reply whatever to the" Awful Disclo­
sures of Maria Monk;" but the opinion of wise 
and reflecting men, that they should no longer 
be suffered to remain uncontradicted before the 
world, has prevailed. It only remains to add, 
that the reply here presented is complete, that it 
is sustained by authenticated documents and in­
disputable ev·idence; and th~t nothing will be 
advanced in the text, the truth of which has 
not been ascertained by careful investigation 
and personal observation. Is it too much to 
hope that this refutation of the ,,}.. wful Disc!Q-
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sures" will be favorably receiv€d by a generous 
and discerning public,-generous, we trust, ill 
behalf of calumaiated innocence, and discerning 
between truth and falsehood. 





, CHAPTER ~ 

illJritf account of the Conventual Establi.<hment. of the City of MOIl-
trail. • 

Congregation de Notre.Dame. 

THIS institution was founded in the seventeenth 
crmtury, by 'Margaret Bourgeois, born at Troyes in 
Champaign •. In her thirty.third year she aban. 
doned her native country, and arrived at Montreal 
in the year 1653. Her life appears to have been 
marked by those acts waich immortalize the friends 
of humanitv. Her historian thus describes the 
scene of her labours~ "Fifty houses, dispersed 
here and there, within the limits of a fort defended 
by stakes, composed the settlement. Their inha. 
bitants, tog~ther with a few families, French and In. 
dian, scattered over the neighbouring country, corn. 
posed the entire population. !twas the dai.ly prac. 
tice of Sister Bourgeois to visit almost every house 
within and withQut the fort. Her ordinary occupa. 
tions consisted in attending the sick, consoling the 
afflicted, instructing the ignorant, in washing and 
mending for the helpless, and in burying the dead." 
At the expiration of five years thus spent, the sister 
returned to France in search of companions to a 
toil which became too great to be properly dis. 
charged by a single person. She arrived a second 
time at Montreal, in September, 1659, and, with 
her companions, was accommodated with a stable, 
the only dwelling in which the missionaries could 
obtain rest from the fatigues of their journey. In 
that stable, and on the 25th of November, 1659, 

1 
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was opened the first school established in the city 
of Montreal. The day is still annually commemo. 
rated. Many years elapsed before the congrega. 
tion became possessed of the soil on which the 
convent is now erected; but in 169el we find the 
Ristnrs, already numerous, established within t~ir 
present limits. In the same year they recClv~d 
Lrom the hands of the Bishop the rules of thelT 
foundation, which have not since been altered; and 
also made in his presence the simple vows of 
poverty, chastity, obedience, and of instruction of 
persons of their own sex, together with the vow of 
sta!lility in their profession. ; 

Hotel Dieu.-This institution was founded in 
1644, by the Duchess of Bouillon. Her immedi. 
ate representative in Canada was Jane Manse, who 
administered during her lifetime the" property of 
the poor" in the hospital of the Hotel Dieu of 
Montreal. The following extract from the Memo. 
randa of an American traveller, who visited the 
Hotel Dieu in 1S"25, describes, in eloquent language, 
tt!e occupations of the nuns. "'Ve were shown 
the Hospital, which contains a Laboratory, Dis. 
pensarv, and two large halls for the sick. In the 
first rl)om the nuns were preparing mediciJ1.(ls, 
making extracts, decoctions, essences, and all that 
the apothecary could find a nam~' for; which were 
afterwards placed in the Dispensary in the neatest 
manner; and this room made a fine appearance, al. 
though there were no blue 01' yellow waters, whieh 
make so great a show in our apothecary sheps 
when seen through glass vessels of exquisite clear. 
11<:S8. The hall for male patients was on the ground 
~ol)r ; and, notwithstanding it was excessively warm 
lD the iltreet» that day (July 16th, 1825), yit, be. 
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tween these massy walls of stone and lime thEli'e 
was a refreshing coolness j the change of tempera. 
ture was felt the instant we entered the room. Here 
these delicate women were seen exercising the skill 
of a physician, and the tenderness and patience of 
a mother or wife :;It a sick bed j and the~e charities 
and this tenderness were bestowed, not upon kindred 
and friends, but upon humble beings, unknown to 
these Sisters of Charity before mislor;unes and dii­
ease had come upon them. Some of these wretch. 
ed beings would have perished withuut such sue· 
cour. Humble as they were, there w'ere no hirelings 
about their pillows-no anodyn~ were administer. 
ed to them, that theiJiapurses might enjoy unbroken 
slumbers; but everV!'1Attention !!which wealth and 

. affection could cO~n'Illn~ in ai\lopulous city, was 
found here. The female apartmen. for the sick 
was, if possible, still more convenient. There was 
an air of taste and comfort 'about every thing in 
this room, which seemed to half cure disease at the 
first look of the means:,to do it. It often happens, 
such are the accommodations f. the sick here, 
that others than the poor and destitute come here 
to be healed, and leave the place, if not undel' 
pecuniary obligations, at least with a deep sense of 
gratitude. for kind offices. I noticed one' young 
woman lying on her bed, whom the nuns approach. 
ed with great affection and kindness, bringing 
every little ~licacy to tempt a sickly appetite; 
now and then a small cup of cooling beverage, to 
moisten her parched lips; and the nuns, as they 
sat by her side or passed along on duty, often, iR 
gentle tones, let fall sweet words of consolation to 
the sufferer. Even the soft western breeze, so reo 
viving in taat excessive heat, was not allowed to 



"isit her directly, but its eurrent WM br8ken hya 
screen, round which the air was wafted on the 
balmy wings of love and healing. , I learnt that 
this fair invalid had been there hVice before, and 
had, in 11 good measure, recovered; but it w~s all 
over with her now. The death tones of her VOICe­

the preternatural illuminations of her eyes-the 
steadfast gaze-the sudden change to a quiek 
twinkling of those orbs ii'om that fixed look-and, 
added to all, that saintly smile which was frequent. 
ly seen on her lip at every kindness, were to my 
mind irresistible proofs that her dissolution was 
lIeftr; and it requiad but little imagination at that 
moment to ihink that some angel was then whis. 
pering 

"Sister spirit, come away." 

Every thing in this iDl'~titution was active, yet 
composed; all were busy; but there was no bustling. 
Religion and Chant_hand in hand, were walking 
their rounds of duty. There were no repining 
beauties here, ul1der thick veils, 'breathing hl1lf. 
smothered curses at parental cruelty. Nothing but 
the sanctity of the place to remind one of the 
Paraclete, nor of ' 

-' Those deep solitude~, and awful eells, 
Where pleasiftg, h~avenly contempl~ti01l.. Clwells, 

And ever'musmg me~ancholy rew--

'rhe costume of these nuns is one of ease, and not 
destitute of grace. The laro-e sleeves in any fe· 
male dress is generally becoming, and almost every 
dress is graceful in which perfeet neatness is a 
striking feature." 

It is pleasing to be able te turn from the atra. 
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hilarious inventions of madmen and fanatics to the 
dignified and merited eulogium of a liberal und well 
intormed mind. 

General HospitaL-This institution was founded 
in 1753 by Madame de You ville, as a refuge for the 
infirm, poor, and invalids. It has also a depart. 
ment for p«tients lahouring und&r mental derange· 
ment, and another for fouftdlings. 

The revenues of the three foundations. are ex. 
pended for their appropriate o~iects. The vene' 
ration with which they are regarded by the people, 
Protest.tnt and Catholic. proceeds from the charities 
they exercise, and which can neither be disguised 
nor simulated. 

CHAPTk;R II. 

ftfisrepresentations ct.'n~ained in tAe '!:lIiAwflll DiscTosUTP,..'," concern" 
ing the discipline and inlPrnal ~t of tit. Convent.. 

TilE very points on which I!'WlI!hmation may most 
easily be obtained by ~\ stran;cr or by the inquiring 
traveller, are in part ignorantly, and in p:ut wilful ... 
ly misrepresented in this "Ilrtle~s" production. The 
names, occupations, and .holding in the pRblic esti. 
mation of the sisterbood of the three Convents, are 
in most instances either malignantly distorted or 
stupidly confound~d. Intelligent readers are amict. 
ed with a stubborn and ilqconvcnient habit of in· 
quiring into sta tements of every description, whether 
of great or apparently small importance. It will 
appear in the courS(l of this refutation why it was 
impossible for the pseudo.writer of tbe "Awful Dis • 

. closures'? to have furnished eorr~ct information 
1"" 
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cGncerning the discipline of the cOnYants. In the 
meantin;e we shall peint out a few of tht? p.rrora of 
detail, with which the pamphlet abounds. 

Speaking of the nuns of the Congregational 
Nunnery, it is stated that they are sometimes ealled 
" Sisters of Charity." . This is not true. The order 
of the "Sisters of Charity" has no existence in 
Canada,tand the only name, either in French or 
Engl. by whieh the nuns of the Congregational 
Nunnery are colleetively distinguished, is, "Sisters 
(;If the Congregation !" 

It is stated that some of the nuns belonging to 
the Congregational Nunnery" are established as 
instructresses in different parts ofthe United States." 
This is not true. There are not, and never have 
been, instructresses from that convent sent to any 
part of the United States. The rules of the foun. 
dation expressly limit the. labours of the sisterhood 
to Canada. 

The account giv~ the instruction afforded to 
pupils in the Con~onal Nunnery is false; it 
is not even sIIstanl1loby plausible allegations. It 
is true that the education bestowed in that esta. 
blishment is not brilliant;· and that the accomplish. 
melats which a state of so~iety differing from that 
of Canada requires, are not there cllltiv~d; but 
on the other hand, it is undeniable that the hranchelil 
which help to make the notable woman, that best 
ornament of domestic life, are carefully attended to. 
The moral and religious instruction of the pupilil is 
a chief object, and their parents are grateful and 
satisfied. We must not be misunderstood when 
we say the education is not brilliant; it is elegant 
and refined, and will not sllfii::r, in this respect, by 
comparison with any modern boarding.school; but 
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ehemistry is, we are afraid, sadly neglected, and 
eonchology held in light esteem. It is stated, that 
the nuns had no very regular parts assigned them 
in the management of the" Schools." Assuming 
that this refers to the Congregational School, it is 
false. Regularity, in all things, is the soul of Con. 
ventual establishments, and could not be neglected 
in the instance mentioned, without gre",Eublic 
scandal. It is alleged that" the nuns were rather 
rough and unpolished in their manners." Rough. 
ness is not characteristic of F'renoeh Canadians in 
any situation of life; moreover, as inmates of con. 
vents, the natural disposition of Canadian females 
is assisted by the sanction of religion and of religi. 
ous rule. Of the polish of the sisterhood it does 
not appear that the author of the " Diselosures" 
was capable of forming an opinion. It is alleged. 
that they (the nun~) woul~ften exelaim, "c'est un 
menti," (that's a lie,) and "mon Dieu" (my God,) 
on the most trivNtI occasions. Respecting the 
first expression, it must have 6scaped the learned 
correctors for the press, that" c'est un menti," is not 
the French fQr "that's a lie," or for a.ny thing 
else :-" mon dieu" is an habii. I expression with 
the French women., who do no ttach to it the so· 
lemn meaning @f the Englisll' ersioFl. This im. 
pertinent and foolish opinion on the labours of the 
sisterhood of the Con~regational Nunnery in the 
instruction ef youth, is not creditable to the skill 
of the authors of the "Diselosures." Their" Dis· 
closures" are often more than hazardous. They 
must have calculated largely on the pliability of 
their readers when they allowed such stuff as the 
following to go to press: "their (the nuns) writ. 
ing was quite poor, and it was ilot unwmmon for 
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them to put a capital in the middle of a word." 
"The only book on Geography which we (the pupils) 
studied, was a Catechism of Geography, from 
which we learnt by heart 11. few questions and an· 
swers." "\Ye were sometimes referred to a map, 
but it was only to point out ]\font real or Quebec, 
or some other prominent name; while we had no 
instruction heyond." And again,-" it wOl1ld require 
only a proper examinatinn to prove, that with the 
exception of needle. work, hardly any thing is 
taught, excepting prayers and the catechism; the 
methods 'of teaching' were very imperfect." 
When we come to examine the worth and capa. 
bility of the witness, the reader will see how little 
fitted that witness was to give any testimony on 
the above matters. 

It is stated, that "some of the priests of the 
seminary often visited the Congregational Nunnery, 
and both catechiscd arld talked with us (the pupils) 
on religion." The errors here are circumstantial, 
and such as a person speaking confidently on hasty 
inquiry would be apt to make. To have made the 
statement correct, it should have been written, " The 
chaplain of the Congregational Nunnery often said 
mass in our chapel, and occasionally exhorted 
us on religion." We will not say that the repre. 
sen·tation made in the" Disclosures" is in any reo 
spect offensive; no, it i:s simply incorrect, and 
made by an ignor<1.nt person. 

It is stated that "the superior of the" Black 
Nunnery" adj1)ining, also occasionally came into 
the schoo!, .. nd enlarged on the advantages we 
(the pupils) enjoyed in havirlg such teachers; and 
dropped something now and then relating to her 
own convent. calculated to make us entertain the 
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highest ideas of itt and to make us sometimes think 
of the possibility of getting into it." Such some 
may regard as the language of artless simplicity, 
but we know it to be the fabrication of clumsy 
knavery. Even Protestants may know that it 
would be directly contrary to the rules and customs 
or such establishments for the superior of one con. 
vent to visit the-interior of another entirely inde­
pendent of her control, and there indulge in such 
interference as is mentioned. Were she so inclin. 
ed, she would not be suffered to do it by the 
superior of the convent so visited, and who is bound 
to guard against any infringement of the privileges 
of the institution over which she presides. More. 
over, it is known to the pupils of the Congregation, 
that the superior and nuns of the Hotel Dieu are 
bound by their vows never to leave the precincts 
of their convent. What she" dropped now and 
then relating to her own conyent, calculated to 
make us en,tertain the highest ideas of it" is not 
mentioned. Did she" now and then" give the 
assel'llbled children an insight into the practices 
which are elsewhere described in the" Awful Dis. 
closures 1" Miserable and disgusting falsehood! 

It is stated that the instructions given to the 
pupils were particularly directed against the Pro­
testant Bible, and the charge is made in suitable 
language. They often "enlarged upon the evil ten. 
dency of that book, and told us, that but for it many 
a soul now condemned to hell, and suffering eter. 
nal punishment, might have been in happiness. 
Theyeould not say any thing in its favour, for that 
would be speaking against religion and against 
Ged. They warned us against its woe, and reo 
presented it al a thing very dangerous to our soulll." 
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Have we not here a specimen of the fanatical ex· 
ag~erati(ln which may be hea~d in any New:York 
conventicle where the practtce and doctrine of 
Catholics, in relation to the Scriptures, are intro .. 
duced? It is utterly incredible, nay, im.possible in 
the ordinary course of things, that the language 
ascribed to the priests should have been used by 
them: but it is well knr.lwn that it is d1l.ily invented 
for them by their detractors, and by the real enemies 
of the Word of God. 

It is stated that the religious instruction of the 
pl.lpils at the Congregational Nunnery was conduct. 
ed by the priests, and that unwritten questions and 
answers were proposed during the hours of instruc. 
tion, which the pretended w.riter of the "Dis. 
closures" has managed to retain "with tolerable 
accuracy." We belillvc that the following intelligi. 
ble, probable, and cQusistent dialogue is copied with 
"tolerable accuracv" from the" Disclosures." 

Qll'es. Pourquoi -Ze bon Dieu n'a pas fait tous lea 
commandemens ? 

Repon.'le. Parccque l'homme n'est paa sifort qu'il 
peut garder taus les commandemens. 

Ques. Why did not God make all the command. 
ments? 

Ans. Because man is not strong enough to keep 
them. 

Ques. POll/'quoi l'homme ne lit pas l' Evangile ? 
Repo7.1se. Pal'ceque l'esprit de l'homme est irop 

borne et trap faible pour comprendre qu'est ce que 
Dieu a ecrit ? 

Ques. Why are not men to read the New Tes. 
tament? ( 

Ans. Because the mind of man is to~ limited 
and weak to understand what God has written! 



11 

'We have already intimated that the only priMt 
who visits the Congregational Nunnery, is the offi. 
cial chaplain for the time being; and it is positively 
fitlse that he interferes in the religious instruction 
of the pupils, except incidentally and in the discharge 
of his duties as chaplain. The alieged interference 
would be contrary to the rules of the foundation. 
The catechism is taught, and the principles of reo 
ligion are explained by the nuns, who are fully 
competent to discharge thnt duty. It is therefore 
impossible that the writer of the ,; Disclosures" 
should be able to recall, "even with tolerable accn. 
rncy," language which, from the very nature of the 
institution, could never have been uttered within its 
walls. Moreover, we may remark, that the first 
question and answer do not present an intelligible 
meaning-a circumstance which we are bound to 
suppose assi~ted the mind of the witness in "recall. 
ing with tolerable accuracy;" and that the second 
is at variance with the known doctrine and practice 
of the Catholic church and its members, lay and 
clerical. There are other circumstances connected 
with this statement, which heighten its absurdity. 
The French given in the" Disclosures" is really not 
French, and of course the English, which purports 
to be a translation, is in all probability the inven. 
tion of some defamatory conventicle, The method, 
unwritten questions and answers, could never have· 
been resorted to-by reasoning beings for any pur. 
pose, good or bad. It -does not even appear that 
pains were taken to impress them on the memory, 
as it is simply stated that the pupils did not" read 
them," and that they "were taught them only by 
word of mouth !" The written catechism refet'red 
to in the" Disclosureil," contains all the command· 
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ments which Catholics are bound to observe. The 
priests, in their alleged unwritten catechism, could 
not present others without subjecting themselves to 
the obvious criticism, even of children. 

It is stated that "the nuns had a private confes. 
sion.room in the building," and that "the boarders 
were taken in parties through the streets on different 
days, by some of the nuns, to confess in the church 
(of the parish) j" it is added, that this was not ne· 
cltssary at the" Black Nunnery," as there were there 
"a chap~l, and priests attending in the Confession. 
als." This statement contain$ an untruth direct, 
and an untruth by implication. It is untrue that 
"the nuns had a private confession.room in the 
building j" confessions are never heard within the 
building, except in cases of sickness. It is implied 
that the Congregational Nunner.y has no chapel at· 
tached to it j this is an untruth, and an untruth 
clumsily constructed, for, speaking of a first visit to 
the Congregational School, the writer is made to 
say, "we walked some distance along the side ofa 
building towards the chapel." Wb have exam~ed , 
all the representations concerning the Congrega. 
tional Nunnery, and we have shown them to be 
false in every 'instance. We found the allegations 
to be such, that it was possible to refute them with. 
out reference to the personal character or trust· 
worthiness of the witness j but when we come to that 
branch of our subject, the effrontery and culpability 
of the editors of the" Disclosures" will be rendered 
even more, conspicuous than they must now appear. 

The statements and charges concerning the 
Hotel Dieu hospital are of a minglrtd description. 
Some of them must rest on the evidence of the woo 
man whoie name appears on tho tide.pa~e of the 
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" Disclosures," and of individuals mentioned in the 
narrative; others regard matters of public no. 
toriety, and to public notoriety and thfl experience 
of every citizen of Montreal we shall appeal in reo 
futation of thl/m. More the reader will not deem 
necessary in reply to a public prostitute, and the 
canting hypocrites who have 'Undertaken to stand 
between her and the public as pledges for her 
" holiness and veracity." 

It is stated that "there are a number of veiled 
nuns of thd convent (the Hotel Dieu), who spend 
most of their time there (in the hospital)." It is 
true that the nuns spend most of their time" in the 
hospital," Iiluch is their charitable profession; but it 
is untrue that any of theill are" veiled," if by 
this word the conceahnent of the Gountenance is 
implied. 

Speaking of the employment of the nuns and no. 
vices, it is stated" that a rich carpet, made and 
finished in the convent, was sent to the king of 
England as an expression of gratitude for the money 
annually received fram the government." Thill is 
positively untrue; such carpet never was" made 
and finished in the convent." The Hospital of the 
Hotel Dieu owes no gratitude to the king of Eng. 
land personally for £"lvours received; their feelings 
towards his majesty are such as they share in com. 
mon with their fellow.subjects,-respect and loyalty 
to the chief magistrate of an empire, by whose 
power and justice they are protected in their pri. 
vileges as public benefactors. 

The Word of God is the Christian's text, Pro. 
testants and Catholics equally revere it; but it has 
been the constant aim of impostors to impugn that 
reverence and dispute its existence. Weare not sur. 

~ 
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prised to find in the" Disclosures" the following 
artless statements. "The priests would also take 
a verse or tFO, and preach from it (the New Tes. 
tament). As for St. Paul, I remember as I was 
tauo-ht to understand !'t, that he was once a great 
pel'~ecutor of Roman Catholics until he hecame 
cenvicted, and confessed to one of the father con· 
fessO'rs, I dOH't Imow which." It is not mentioned 
what priests would "preach," nor where they 
preached in the manner stated; but it is well known 
that Roman Catholic clergymen are probably more 
given to scriptural quotatiGn than the ministers of 
any other denomination; good taste is frequently 
offended by their excess in this particular. The 
contrary, which is an untruth, is implied by the 
artless insertion of the words" a verse or two." 
_Moreover, we find here, a.~ elsewhere, the att~mpt to 
create the impression that the whole body of priests 
are to be found interfering in the religious instruc. 
tion and internal concerns of the convents. As in 
the case of the Congregational Nunnery, it is un­
true that :my priest beside the official chaplain 
visits the Hotel Dieu; and he does so for the 
especial purposes of saying mass in the chapel, and 
praying with and for thl! c<!nfined sick. In rQgard 
to the falsification of the scriptural account of St. 
P'tul's conversion, we would ask, why even priestly 
iniquity should be supposed capablG of committing 
it 1 

It is stated, that in the three convents-the 
Congregational Nunnery, the Grey Nunnery, and 
the Hotel Dieu-there are" certain apartments into 
which strangers can gain admittance, but others from 
which they are always excluded." As the same 
remark might be made of every building in oxist. 
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ence, public or private, why is it here specially 
applied 1 With, it is obviQus, the intent of prejudic­
ing the mind of the ign9rant rQader against a 
species of seclusion which a moment's reflection 
would ~how is practised with even greater rigour 
in his own domicil. It cannot be said" there are 
certain apartments" in any private gentleman's 
house, "into which strangers can obtain admit­
tance," even on applying to the owner for his leave. 
The apartments to which strangers visiting the 
convents are admitted, are those devoted to pur­
poses in which the public are considered to have 
an intI/rest j the apartments from which they are 
very properly excluded, are the bed-rooms and 
chambers of the sisterhood. V ulgal' and insolent 
men have, in more instances than one, received 
from decorum and propriety the rebuff which their 
impertinent curiosity merited. The vengeance of 
such men finds its place in these "Awful Disclo­
sun~s." 

It is stated, that" From all that app61ll'S to the 
public eye, th,. nuns of these convents are devoted 
to the charitable objects appropriate to each-the 
labour of making different articles known to be 
mailUfactured by them, and the religious obser­
vaMes which occupy a larg.: portion of their time. 
They are regarded with lUuch respect by the people 
at large j and now and then, when a novice takes 
the veil, she is supposed to reti re from the temp­
tations and troubles of this world into a state of 
holy seclusion j where, by prayer, self_mortification, 
and good deeds, she prepares herself for Heaven." 
Such, we admit, is very nearly a true picture of the 
estimation in which the convents and -their in­
matee arc held by the people at large j what fol-
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lows isles!! eXMt. "Sometimes the superior of II, 

convent obtains th" character of working miracles; 
and when such a one dies, it is published through 
the country, and crowds throng the convents, who 
think indulgences are to be derived from bits of 
her clothes or other things she has possessed; and 
many have sent articles, to be touched, to her bed 
or chair, in which a degree of virtue is th(mght to 
remain." Here we have manifestly another fabri. 
cation of the" conventicle." The passage is what 
an impudent impostor would be ready to apply to 
any convent in the world-in Spain, Portugal, or 
Italy. It is sufficient to say, that the st:'ltement, as 
far as regards the Montreal convents, is false, word 
for word. 

Our enumeration of the notorious misrepresenta. 
tions contained in the "Disclosures" might be 
much further extended. S<lme of them, not here 
mentioned, will be pointed out elsewhere. Those 
we have seleO'ted are sufficient to raise at least 
doubts on thecredihility of a "wi,tness," who, by her 
own pretensions, was placed beyond the possibility of 
error. She was a nun! 

CHAPTER m, 

J\£%11!(..e ab$urditiu, contradiction., and falreltotJdl 'If tht prdrItIJM. 
.. DISCLOSURES," 

WE have c~ntend~d that no mfl.n of integrity, 
honesty, or ordmary mtelligence, would hesitate to 
pronounce a priori the narrati ve whieh bears Monk's 
name to be a tissue of ill.coB,tructed lie. from be. 
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ginning to end. We say, that- the very narrative 
bears on the face of it the evidence of imposture; 
and for this reason, among others, we have ventured 
to impugn the motives as well as the acts of the 
" teachers of the people," who had undertaken to 
uphold it. That we have not errcd in expressly 

. stigmatizing those persons as debased and disgraced 
by the touch of manitest falsehood, it is now our 
business to prove. It will appear that oor materi. 
",Is are ample. A straight.forward, wcll.told con. 
sistent story may be plausible though fictitious; 
but the story given on the authority of the woman 
Monk, has no.t even the most ordinary essentials of 
verisimilitude; still less ha~ it that cunning adap. 
tation of means to ends which forms the Il'reat at. 
traction of Nursery tales. If the" Awful Disclo. 
sures" have 9btained credence, we do not see why 
even at this day the truth of Daniel De Foe's ceo 
lebrated Stories of Dreams should be disputed. 
Both have been attended with the snme sliccess. 
The one procured the sale of "DRELINCOURT eN 

DE'\~II," the other has dispersed, among tens of 
thousands of eager readers, " MONK ON MURDIDR." 

At the very outset of the" Disclosures," some 
startling demands are made on our sympathy ami 
credulity. Thus we are informed, that" according 
to her earliest recollections, her father was very 
attentive to his family;" that" she may very pro. 
bably have been taught by him a particular passage 
from the Bible," which often occurred to her" in 
after.life;" th:;tt," after his death" she" received 
no religious instruction at home ;" "that her mo. 
ther neglected her children in this respect." She 
was therefore cap:;tble of judging her father's con. 
duct at the age of six or sevell, and of recollecting 

2* 
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the serious judgment then fo~~ed at a ,much s,ubse. 
quent period! The probablhty of "a particular 
passage from the Bible" having been taught her 
by her father while yet an infant, must ,have ap. 
peared to her present advisers mGst affectmg ; and 
the sacrifice of filial piety exhibited in her reaec. 
tiGns on the mismanagement of her surviving pa. 
rent, must have filled them with admiration! She 
proceeds to say, "To my want of religious instruc. 
tion at home, and the ignorance of my Creator. 
and my duty, which was its natur:ll consequence, 
I think I can trace my introduction to convents !" 
She is made to "think" what it i~ morally impos· 
sible that any intelligent being could think. What' 
connection did her prompters discover between her 
., want of religious instruction at home," and her 
entrance into a convent? 

We request attention to the folJowiJ1g passage. 
" When about six or seven year~ of age, I went to 
school to a ]\Jr. \Vorkman, a prGtestant, who taught 
in Sacrament Street, and remained thCJre several 
months. There I learned to read and write, and 
arithmetic as far as division. All the prog-ress I 
ever made in those branches was gained in that 
school, as I have never made any progress in them 
since." The progress made by u c1uld "six or seven 
years of age," in "readinO"; writinO', and arithmetic 
as ,far as division," is rem~rkable :nough; but n(j,t 
qUlte so much so as the ability of the' grown up 
woman to apply the acquirements of that age, never 
improved upon, to t!-IC composition of the" Awful 
Disclosures !" 

The foolish absurdities of these pretended "Dis· 
closures" crowd upon us as we proceed. She in­
Corms hQr reaaers, that" the Ichools taugi:lt by the 
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Congregational nuns are more numerous than 
some may imagine." Why her readers should im. 
agine any thing on the subject, is not apparent j but, 
by way of supplying the imaginations of her readers, 
she proceeds, in the very next sentence, to coin an 
absolute untruth, which we have already noticed, 
respecting those samp, nun~. When." about ten 
years old," the girl, whose judgment at the age of 
six or seven was so precocious, began to think serio 

·ously (!) about going to the Congregational school! 
The time that elapsed between that moment of 
" serious thought" and her entrance into the school, 
is not mentioned. We repeat here, that the utter 
absence of dates from the pretended" Disclosures," 
ought in itself to have been sufficient to cause their 
rejection by a man of common sense and common 
honesty. The want of both may safely be imputed 
to the men who have presmned to say,-" Here is 
a narrative w!~ich bears on it the stamp of truth." 
It is not stated at what age she entered the school, 
or in what year, 01' under what circumstances j 
or whether on her mother's application or otherwise j 
(;)1' whether as a poor scholar or as a paying scholar j 
or whether as a day scholar or as a boarder. All 
those things, essential to the verisimilitude of 
the narrative, and, one would suppose, so neces. 
sary to satisfy the minds of honest vouchers fot its 
truth, are wholly past over without notice. Her 
introduction into the convent is briefly told. " I 
was conducted by some of my young friends." Theee 
"young friends" shf> speaks of just before as " girls 
of her acquaintance," who attended the SGhool. 
" On my entrance," she proceeds to say, "the su­
perior met me, and told me first of all that I must 
always dip my fin~er!l into the Holy water at her 



door. cross myself, and say a short prayer; and 
this she told me was always required of Protestants 
as well as Catholics. It must be remarked, that 
this interesting piece of information is vouchsafed 
to the new·comer in the school·room, and of course 
in the prl;'sence of her "young friends" and others 
there present. Thus, in the first place we are reo 
quired to believe that the superior, a woman, it 
must be supposed, of some sense, advised the new. 
comer of a trifling observance before the occasion 
for that observance arrived, and even before a /!irl 
in Monk's situation could be expected to under. 
stand it; for she had l'Iot as yet seen the superior, 
or the "door," or thc threshold, or the" Holy wa. 
ter" into which she was to "dip her fingers." In 
tae second place, we are required to believe that the 
superior did actually risk the l@ss of that esteem, in 
which, it is admitted, the convent was held, by reo 
quiring of a girl, with whose character she was un. 
acquainted, practices forbidden by the religion in 
which that girl was brought up. These considera. 
tions do not appear tQ have weighed with her fanati. 
cal editors. Neither does it appear t<> have struck 
their appreheRsions that it was ridiculously absurd to 
allow, that the opinions of a girl, whose sole kllow. 
kdge, acquired "when about six or seven years of 
age," and in the space of some months, was limited 
to "reading, writing, and arithmetic as far as divi. 
sion," on the education received in the sehool, were 
w.orthy of belief Ilnd attention. That those opi. 
~lons are defamatory, only renders their easy recep. 
hon the ~ore culpable. We have, in a previous 
chapter, pomted out the little foundati(m there was 
for them. 

She rema.iHed, all is Irtated, "about two yeam" at 
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the Congregational school j at what age or in what 
year she left it, is not mentioned j but she does not 
hesitate to make a second sacrifice of her filial piety, 
in describing her condi.tion while at home. " I 
soon became dissatisfied, having many and severe 
trials to endure at home, which my feelings will Bot 
permit me to describe." Why she conquerod her 
feelings so far as to say so much as is conveyed in 
the above passage, or why the allusion to Rer mo. 
ther, who is still living, was necessary to complete 
the "Awful Disclosures" of "Popish Iniquity," 
does not appear on the face of the narrative. 
While still at the school, she is told" one day" by 
"a girl thirteen years old," of the conduct of a 
priest at "confession," ,,-hich "astonished her." The 
story has some of the requisites of rational evi· 
dence; the time at which it was told is mentioned, 
" one day;" also the place where it was told, the 
school.room, and the age of the narrator, are care· 
fully described. Who could doubt its truth, par. 
ticularly as it is etated that the girl thirteen years 
old informed her mother of it, "who expressed no 
anger nor disapprobation!" Another story is told 
her, by "a girl of the school," ofa murder commit. 
ted by a priest on the person of" a young SqUjl w. " 
Why the priest murdered, and why he then ran 
away, are most ingeniously accounted for; it is 
intimated as a reason for the latter, that timely no' 
tice was· conveyed to him in a note by an India,,! 
SucR are the "Disclosures" which the Montreal 
priests are summoned to refute. 

" At length I determined to become a Black nun," 
are the opening words of the third ehapter of the 
.. Diaololures." The .. at length" is admirable. 
One w0101ld be I1pt to luppose that she has jut bien 



desoribing her self.eommuninge, her strugglea 
against her vocation for a r~hgious ,life, and the 
difficulties she encountered III obeymg the call. 
There is nothin" of the kinu, and the force of the 
"at length" must remain a mystery until expound. 
ed by her present confessors. The probaBle truth 
of her having formed" the determination of becom. 
ing a Black nun," may be estimated by the context 
of the narrative. Allleng the inducing motives, 
the reader will rank" her ignorance of her Crea. 
tor," her intercourse with the nuns of' the Congre. 
gational Nunnery, described as dissatisfactory to 
her precocious intellect; the influence pruduced on 
her miRd by the occasional lectures (which could 
never have been given) of the superior of tl.e Black 
Nunnery; the stories told her of the priests while 
at the Congregational school, forming a portion of 
the information received from "her Catholic ac· 
quaintances in favour of their faith;" and finully, 
her positive knowledge that, as an inmate of thl' 
Hotel Dieu, her occupation through lite would be 
that of a sick nurse; a pleasing prospect to a young 
girl, who could not, by her own confession, have 
been urged to it by religious feelings! "While out 
of tpe nunnery," she says in the preceding chap.. 
tel', "I saw nothing of relig·ion;" and while in the 
nUlmery, she saw nothing but what was frivolous 
and repugnant to her feelings; her ears were sa. 
luted with tales of blood and debau~hery! The abo 
Burdity of this part of the narrative might perhaps 
have been avoided, or at least concealed, by the 
editors proposing one simple question-" why did 
you at length determine 1" They might have ex. 
h~~ited her !lcting withtlUt deliberation; but imbe~ 
eillty and knavery are closely allied. 
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We are not able to discover from the narrative 
that tae slightest control was exercis~d over the 
actions of Monk from her earliest infancy. This 
is unacGounted for. She mentions, that on her first 
application to be received as a novice into the 
" Blaek Nunnery," the superior told her" that she 
must make some inquiries before she could give a 
decided answer." To whom the inquiries were put 
is not stated. " At J.ength," at the expiration of a 
fortnight, she calls at the" Black Nunnery," and 
is forthwith admitted as a "novice!" How very 
artless! The year in which she thus entered and 
her age ara omitted; but, to supply this deficiency, 
we are told that the day was" Thursday," and the 
hour, "about ten o'clock in the morning!" As to 
when she became a oonvert to the Catholic faith 
we are left in the dark; that she apparently was a 
convert at the time of her alleged entrance into 
the Hotel Dieu, may be inferred; that she really 
was, her preceding narrative renders incredible. 

The" Awful Disclosures" make a pamphlet of 
231 pages, twenty of which would be sufficient to 
contain all that relates to their ostensible purpose, 
the exposure of "Popish Iniquity." This object 
has been combined in the publication of tho pam­
phlet with anothp.r of no less importance. Pages 
are filled up with the most frivolous and disgusting 
trash, and a book is produced, the sale of which 
yields some seven or eight thousand dollars to the 
parties concerned. We see that a certain P. Gor­
don has ventured to put his name as proprietor of 
the copyright. We trust that all honest men, all 
who detest calumny and despise impostors, will 
hereafter btl on their guard in the company of" P. 
Gordon i" and that, should they_at_any time iden. 



tify the creature of the prostitute Monk and her 
infamous advisers, thoy will treat the wretch to a 
" pointed figure." • 

With an appearance of veracious detail she de. 
scribes her first day at the convent; but even here 
it is easy to discern the fabrications of the" penny. 
a.liner." She enters the institution with" much sa. 
tisfaction j" passes thQ morning with the novices, 
"expecting, with painful anxiety, the dinner hour!'" 
We take this to be an obscure hint, that in the 
course of the morning her" satisfaction" became 
affected by serious apprehensions of her destination 
at the approaching meal j doubtful whether she was 
to be a guest or a dish. The poor girl, however, 
is not spitted j she is Iluffered to live, to eat her 
dinner in silence j to learn rules and ceremonies, to 
lSit by windows, to mark the waywardness of a cer· 
tain Jane Ray, of whom more hereafter j t<l listen 
to stories which make" a deep impression on her 
mind j" to comb tbe superior's head, and pick up 
" all the stray hairs j" to confess her sins, and be 
strangely questioned by the priests j to form shrewd 
guesses" of the confession.rooms" of the veiled 
nuns j to see gags, and see them used j to study 
French and Latin prayers, not for present use, but 
to prepare for the" easy repetition of them after she 
should be admitted as a nun j" and to regret that 
~he .had no opportunity of storing her mind, ~f po. 
hshmg her manners, or of studying the higher 
branches of " Education!" Such are the plausible 
details of some ten or eleven pages of these " Awful 
Disclosures." 

The first sentence of the next ehapter exposes 
the foil~d cunning of the association of impost?rs. 
She qUI til the convent" without obitacle," and ilv" 
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her relison in the following words. " After I had 
been a novice f-. or five years, that is, from the 
time that I conll .... ed school at the convent, one 
day I was treated "Y'one of the nuns in a manner 
which displeased me, and because I expressed some 
resentment, was required to heg her pardon. Not 
being satisfied with this, although I complied with 
the command, nor with the coolness with which the 
superior h'eated me, I determined to quit the con­
vent at once, which 1 did without asking leave." 
There are tw@ manifest falsehoods in this statement, 
which it is easy to discover by comparing it with 
what precedes. Is not the Ilxplanation of the time 
of her noviciate a deliberate lie? Let us see.-She 
commenced school at the Congregation, and re­
mained there" about two years." These two years 
sJ'lent nt school in one convent, she includes in the 
time of noviciate spent in another. Again," after 
she left the Congregational Nunnery," she did not 
immediately become nn inmate of the Hotel Dieu, 
but" attended several different schools," and lived 
at home. The. interval of time, as has already 
been remarked, between her leaving one convent 
and joining another, is not mentioned; but what­
ever it was, whether great or small, it is included 
in the" four or five years" of noviciate at the Hotel 
Dil!u. The reason assigned for leaving the latter 
institution is equally contradictory. It is incredi­
ble that a girl, whom the spectacle of horrible 
cruelty practised on the novices, the (to her) un­
satisfactory routine of the cloisters, the" strange 
questions" of priests, could not induce to fiy, should 
de so because required to beg pardon for an of­
fence. Her" dissatisfaction" toward the 8uperiar, 
whom she was taught to regard, and whQm she 
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states she actunlly did regard, as a" sain.t," is an 
obvious coinage ofthe penny.a.1w..,. "Soon after," 
we find her at St. Denis, ~3!111 ~ an assistant 
teacher in a gQvernment sOQ6llJ'; a situation for 
which, it will be recollectef;oilie instruction receiv. 
ed by her at the age Qf six or seven years was her 
only qualification. While in this situation she dis· 
covers that" ciphering" is an improper exprGssioD, 
and that the bag of the superior's "stray haird" 
cures the tooth. ache ! She marries, separates fro;J 
her husband, and finally resolves, without any ima. 
ginable inducement, to return to the convent of the 
Hotel Dieu. To effect her purpose, she~ persuades 
the "lady" with whom she hac! b~en a~~ociate? ,as 
a teacher, to conceal her marl'lage, ltnd dlsm' 
terestedly lie for her h) the sllperior of thQ convent 
and priests (')f the seminary. She robs her mother 
of thirty dollar3, and by other robberies effected on 
several of her friends, she raises a number of pounds, 
part of which she deposits in the convent treasury. 
The superior, whom she regards as a "saint," and 
whose" stray hairs" she carries in a bag, receives 
"the money with evident satisfacfion," knowing, 
of course, that it must have been dishonestly ob. 
tained! 

As usual, this narrative, which it is pretended 
~ears on It the stamp of truth, does not state what 
bme elapsed between her leavinO' the Hotel Dieu 
and her return to it, or the date of the latter event! 
~ave these omitted fabrications rendered the copy. 
right more valuable to "P. Gordon" and his !tsso. 
ciates 1 Under the head of Specimen of" instruc. 
tions received on the subject of confirmatian," she 
relates stories of fire and brimstone, which" she 
WWl told;" and concludes her fifth chapter by the 
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following statemp-nt: "I was reqUired to deTote 
myself for abouillfl. year t.~ the study of the prayers, 
and the practi.- the ceremonies necessary on 
the reception of ;r1;lun." How does this agree 
with the previous st1l.tement, that such was the 
principal occupation of the novices from the com. 
mencemcnt of their noviciate to the expiration of 
it? The statements are contradictory, and are 
each of them obviously false. 

When her noviciate ceased, or how long it last. 
ed, cannot in any manner be inferred from the nar. 
rative. Respecting the date of her becoming a 
Jll"ofessed nun, the narrative is equally silent. It 
,is simply stated, that one day the" Bishop came," 
and made' hcr one. On the same day she is gra. 
ciously informed by the "saintly superior" of the 
exi~tence of'dungeens, and of victims therein con. 
finGd j ",f the ppctices of priests, " which come on 
her like a flash of lightning," notwithstanding her 
previous experience acquired at confession, and 
derived from the stories of her" young compa. 
nions j" and fiially, of the pious practice of strano 
glinginfants for the purpose of securing their eternal 
happiness! A number of nuns are admitted to join 
in the conversation, whose representations affect, 
even to ., indecision," the mind of the young nun 
on the obscure subject of the criminality of impu. 
dicity and blood.shedding. Forgetting, that from 
the very commencement of her intercourse with 
Catholics, her cars were saluted with debauchery 
and murder, she proceeds to say that there was 
" so much that disgusted her in the discovery she 
then made," that she would gladly have escaped, 
had it been in her power j btlt the obstacles in the 
way of flight, so easy to the novice, were suddenly 



rendered almost invincible to the ,. nun," in what 
manner the reader is left to imaaine. The" Dis­
closures" of the dinner ceremOlwof the reception 
day are not very horrible, but they help to fill a 
space. " Late in the afternoon" is stated to have 
been perpetrated the first crime of surpassing atro. 
city resting on the alleged personal cognizance of 
the witness Maria Monk. The" disclosure is re­
luctantly made, to expose the conduct of priests in 
our convent," and to gratify the imaginations of 
the people of the United States. Admitting these 
motives to be good, which they certainly are not, 
at Jeast in a Christian sense, the most fanatical 
sectarian, or the most imaginative of dreamers, if 
possessed of a grain of honest sincerity, will not 
hesitat~ to acknowledge that the pretended expo­
';ure is a dastardly, but most fortunately a most 
stupid and easily detected calumny. 

The seventh chapter, on" daily ceremonies," com­
mences with singular pretension to accuracy. "On 
Thursday morning the bell rung at half-past six, to 
waken us." This" Thursday" stands alone. Was 
it a Thursday in 1820 or 1830? . Who may tell 
from the narrative? The treatment she received 
"very late in the afternoon," and which is described 
at the close of the preceding chapter, appears to have 
cleared her mind of all "indecision," and brought 
it a state of calmness and impartiality befitting the 
keen observer and accurate memorialist. Accard­
ingly we are favoured from page 64 with fifty-six 
pages of "Popish" legends-of conventual obs~r­
vances and conventual principles of morality. 
Chapter the eleventh describes a mu.rder, which is 
agreeably refreshing. "The timQ was about five 
months after I took the veil; the weather wal! cool, 
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perhapa in Se!ltember or October!" The recitals of 
mingled bloodshed .. debauchery, and frivolity extend­
ed throughout th"'-'rest of the pamphlet, absurd as 
they manifestly are, will all be found answered in 
a subsequent chapter of this refutation. 

We w!;)re at a loss to account for the expression, 
"an old woman for a nun, tb.at is to say, about 
forty," a!1plied to a nun at page 30, until we met 
with tho following explanation at page 82. " It 
wa~ a commol'! remark always at the initiation of a 
new nun'into the Black nun department, that is, to 
receive the black veil, that the introduction of ane­
ther novice into the convent as a veiled nun always 
caused the introduction of a veiled nun into heaven 
as a saint, which was on account of the singular 
disappearance of some of the older nuns always at 
the entrance of new one~." The explanation, how'" 
ever, is not complete; for there is constant mention 
throughout the narrative gf " old nuns," and the rea­
der is induced to suppose that there is "always" a 
reasonable number ofthem ; so that, even in the de­
velopment of one of thp main objects of the Disclo­
SllreS, alleged murder and hints of murder, the au­
thors of this libel are noL consistent. We pause 
bere to make a few obvigus reflections suggested 
by' the paragraph just quoted. It is to be inferred 
from the. narrative', that the so called" Black nuns" 
live in a state of independence, and that theK- obe­
dience to the priests is voluntary. They have 
their own buildings and their own grounds. "I:he 
deeds done in the convent are "no secret," they 
are known to all, old and young, for all participate 
in them. Now, we are required to believe, that in 
a community thus constituted, the members have 
consonted to surrender themselves to "singular dis-
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appearances," or more plainly, to slaughter, when 
such sacrifice shall be exacted of them! We are 
requir~d to credit that they wadeotheir way through. 
torrents of blood and sinks of hideous debauchery 
to their own premature graves: and this knowing. 
ly, and with the certainty of the fate which finally 
awaits them! There is no distinction of persons; 
the community is not represented as divided into 
despots and slaves, there is a perfect equality-all 
live in murder, and may expect to die by it. The 
superior herself does not escape the general lot; 
J:!er "singular disappearance" is noticed at page 
180. It is sickening to contemplate use of Ian· 
guage at once so insulting to the understanding 
and disgusting to the imagination. . 

The escape of .. Maria Monk" is a close imita· 
tion of the published erasion of the notorious" Miss 
Read." By her own account she ~V'lS in frequent 
attendance on the visiting physician of the hospital, 
an eminent practitioner of the city, and a Protestant. 
Instead of communicating her desire to withdraw 
Ii'om the convent to that gentleman, who would not 
and could not have delayed for a moment itll accom. 
'plishment, "he prefers running a risk, a great risk­
the risk of life itself. She is at "liberty;" but 
when, in what year or month, it is impossible to 
discover from the narrative. 

'Ye have shown that the narrative is glaringly 
deficient in verisimilitude, that it is marked at 
every step by revolting contradictions and absur. 
ditieil, and that these may be perceived by the 
most prejudiced reader without the aid of special 
information. Special information, however, we 
hav(,l, and special information we shall produce, to 
the confusion of calumniators, and with the sillcere 
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hope not that they may become objects Elf pu~lic 
execration, but that they may cease to be objects of 
public regard. Grant them compassion, but deny 
them countenance. 

CHAPTER IV. 

The source of some Qf Ihe fa~ellOorL. clYTltaincd in tlte " Awful D!$· 
cIOBure." p<Jinted out. 

To give the witness Monk some respectability of 
family, it is stated that her fatker "was an officer 
under the British government," and that her" mo· 
ther has enjoyed a pension on that account ever 
since his death." The truth is, that her father was 
removed from a menial situation in it tavern at 
Quehec, and phiced, by the interest of some officers. 
in the situation of barrack.master at St. John's. 
Her mother is a domestic employed at the gover. 
nor's house in l'.Iontreal, and reoeives as wages two 
shillings per diem. 

The falsehood that" Congregational nuns are 
established as instructresses in different parts of 
the United States," evidently originated in the de. 
sire to prejudice readers against Catholic teachers 
generally, by e?(citing among the ignorant the sus. 
picion that they may be from Canada. Now, 
whether the nuns of Montreal are redeemed or not 
from obloquy by this refutation, we repeat, that 
nOlle belonging to the foundation of the" Congre. 
gation," as mentioned in the" Disclosures," or to 
any other, are to be met with in the United States. 
Missions are sent from the cenvent of the Congre­
gation to various parts of Canada; a converuent 
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:stroke of the pen extends them in the" Disclosures" 
to the United States. 

Cat·de.,.- readers may in some instances have 
been i.mposed upon by the a!lp~arance of detail 
which the" Disclosures" exhil,)it in describing the 
practices and discipline 0" Convtlnt.ual lif~ .. A 
sufficient loundation for the constructIOn of slmtlar 
details e~;ists in thousands of narratives and roo 
mances to he umnd in every language. The ad. 
\ isers of" .\Iollk" would have been wise had they 
confined themselves to mere invention, and so much 
of compila.tion as coltld have becn safely interwo. 
ven in the story. It was foolish in them to have 
llscd ":'lonk" for any other purpose than us the 
ostensible vehicle by which their sl:mders might be 
conveyed to the world. In wBat she has supplied, 
the manifest falsehood is so close to the pro. 
baule tnlth, th:].t the perception of the one imtantly 
leads to the rejection of the other. Maria l\Ionk 
has had some experience of a species of Conventu. 
al lite gained by a residence of several months ~n 
an institution of the city of Montreal, commonly 
known as the Magdalen Asylum. The Asylum is 
under the control and direction of a charitable lady, 
who has for many years appropriated her revenues 
and devoted her whole time to the wretched and 
sinful of her sex. This lady, Mrs. rtfcDonell, reo 
ceived "Maria Mo~k" into her establishmen.t, and 
endeavoured, by every means in her power, to restore 
her to habits of virtue; but MOllk .. roved a harden. 
cd sinner, and the efforts of her be~evolent instruc. 
tress were ultimately unsuccessful. Monk left the 
Asylum, and for several months wandered about from 
place to place as the pretended wife of a disgraced 
~nd cast.off clergyman. To this man, who knew 
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her real character, and how abaRdoned it was, she 
-:ommllnicated the history of her residence at Mrs. 
McDonell's, and his love of lUcre immediately sug' 
gested the use which might be made of it. Such 
is the real origin of the" A wflll Disclosures." 

Mrs. McDonell is a devout woman, and she has 
adopted in the Asylum, for the purposes of order 
and religion, many of the practices of Conventual 
life. She has remarked to the writer, that the por­
tion of the "Disclosures" relating to Conventual 
discipline is entjrely borrowed from the habits to 
which" Monk" was subjected while an inmate of 
the Asylum. It is not that the truth is told, but 
there is not a line which may not be accounted 
for. Thus, at page 21, where mention is made of 
fifty girls at the Congregational s~hool, the fabri. 
cation will be accounted for by stating, that there 
were fifty girls at the Asylum at the time" Monk" 
entered it. At the Asylum also, Holy water is 
placed at the doors of the apartments, and the girls 
are expected to use it. The entrance or way to 
the school.room of the boarders at the Congregation 
it was out of Monk's power to have described, for she 
never was a boarder at the convent, and never was 
admitted within the building. Monk, at the age of 
nine years, and about the year 1826, attended the 
poor-school of the Congregation for a few months : 
but the poor-school-room is entirely separate from 
the convent proper, and the entrance to it is imme_ 
diately from the yard. There is no " long covered 
passage"-no "turn to the left;" but there are 
"covered passages and turDS" in the building of 
the Magdalen Asylum. 

At page 22, the Conventual establishments of 
Montreal Ilre named, as, 
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First-The" Congregational Nunnery." 
Second-The ., Black Nunnery" or Convent of 

Sister .• Bourgeoise." 
Third-Thl; .. Grey Nunnery." 
The proper appellations of the convents are not 

here" disclosed," nor are they used in any part IIf 
the pamphlet. The ability of the pretended eX-lllIn 
to name or describe things as they really are, does 
not show itself commensurate with the necessity of 
doing so in order to give an appearance of truth to 
h",. "disclosures." The corr.::et names of the con­
vents are-

First-" Congregation de Notre Dame." 
Second-" Hotel Dieu." 
Third-" Hospital General." 
It will be perceived that th3 "Hotel Dicu" cor­

responds with the" Black Nunnery, or Can vent of 
Sister Bourgeoise." The foundation for this descrip­
tion is, that one of the three nunneries is sometimes 
called by the English population the" Black Nun­
nery," and that there lived, in the seventeenth cen. 
tury, a pious lady, who went by the name of Sis· 
ter Borgeois. The errors are three"in number; 
the nunnery sometimes called the" Black Nunnery," 
is not the" Hotel Dieu," but the "Congregational 
Nunnery;" "Sister Bourge("lise" is impropl:rly writ. 
ten for" Sister Bourgeois ;" and lastly, the name of 
the pious sister is associated with an institution in 
the foundation of which she was nowise concern­
ed, and which, indeed, originated before her arrival 
in Cnnada. These errors are, we grant, not im. 
portant in themselves, but unpardonable in the al­
leged production of an ex-nun of the" Hotel Dieu," 
and point out clearly the manner in which the 
'. Disclosures" have been, got up. 
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It is stated that the charities of the" Hotel Dieu" 
are but insignificant when compared" with the size 
of the buildings." The origin of this error must 
be looked for solely in the ignorance and malignity 
of the prompters of tire pretended witness. The 
falsehood is easily answered. The Hotel Dieu con­
sists of five parts, nearly equal in size; of these, 
three are exclusively devoted to public charity, and 
the remaining two consist p:utly of cloisters, and 
partly of apartments where articles for th~ poor and 
destitute are prepared. 

It is stated that the nuns of the Hotel Dieu and 
General Hospital have their" common names (black 
and grey) from the colours of the dresses worn by 
their inmates." The reason assigned is not suffi­
cient to account for the aforesaid" common names," 
inasmuch as the nuns of the Congregation also 
wear the black habit. The truth is, that the nuns 
of the Congregation and the nuns of the General 
Hospital have establishments out of the city, which 
is not the case with the nuns of the Hotel Dicu; 
and in the neighbourhood of those establishments 
they are sometimes distinguished as .. black and 
grey nuns." It may still further be observed, that 
the nuns of the Hotel Dieu never leave the precincts 
of their convent; whereas, both the nuns of the 
Congregation and of the General Ho'"pital may fre­
quently be seen in the streets, and the citizens aro 
thus led to distinguish them by the colour of their 
dresses. 

It is stated at page 23, that" in all" large quan­
tities of various ornaments are made by the nuns, 
which are exposed for sale in the ornament rooms, 
and afford large pecuniary receipts every year, 
which contribute much to theil' incomes. In thellO 
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rooms, visitors often purchase such things as please 
them from some of the old confidential nuns who 
have the charge of them. At the Magdalen Asy. 
lum there is a room in which ornamental and other 
articles made by the girls are exhibited to visitors. 
The" confiuential nuns" at the Asylum, are girls in 
whom .\ir~. McDonell is induced to place confidence 
from having observed their advancement in mo· 
rOllity. It is true, that at one time articles of fancy 
were made at the convents, but those articles were 
produced for sale in the sick wards, and the products 
expended in procuring additional comforts for· the 
sick and infirm. The sale was confined to strano 
gel'S, and, as may readily be imagined, was trifling. 
The custom is now dropped, and the nuns have 3a. 
critlced their "large pecuniary receipts" to too 
more important objects of peace and freedom from 
impertinence. 

It is stated at page 30, that among the nuns of 
the Congregation there is a certain Saint Patrick, 
"an old woman for a nun" (that is, about forty) 
with quite a beard." The only truth in this is, 
that Saint Patrick is the Conventual name of one 
of the sisterhood; the talent of the witness has ex. 
panded it into a falsehood. Saint Patrick is now 
(1836) in her twenty.seventh year; and unfortunate. 
ly for the description, has as yet betrayed no <1p. 
pearance of a ., beard." 

As we have 110 means of ascertaining the date of 
Monk's vision of the" acre" and "beard" of Saint 
Patrick, we cannot fix upon her age at the time her 
appearance on the starre of horrors is "disclosed." 
Monk, it is stated, was "'at school when Saint Patrick 
was" an old woman for a nun j" hut was this five 
or ten years ago. no reader of the" Disclosures" 
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may say. In the meantime the" old woman" is 
now in her twenty.seventh year! 

At page 30 it is stated that the pupils" were al. 
lowed to enter only a few of the rooms in the Con. 
gregational nqnnery, although it was not consider. 
ed one of the secluded convents." A" secluded 
convent" is one which the inmates never leave, 
and there is only one of the kind in Montreal, al. 
though the authors of the" Disclosures," with their 
usual disregard of accuracy, intimate that there are 
several. Monk's acquaintance with a "secluded 
convent" was formed at the Asylum. The" veil. 
ed nUlls," so mysteriously mentioned throughout 
the" Disclosures," are nothing more than" nuns.',' 
All nuns wear veils. The riuns of the three con­
vents at Montreal never wear their veils over the 
face. The .poor of the city arc as familiar with 
their countenances as they are with their good 
deeds. 

It is stated (page 34) that ;\I,mk, on the day she 
commenced her Ilnviciate, was i'ltr".JII:~'C'd among 
about" forty novices." There are i/{If'i,'rs at the 
Hutel Dieu; so milch for the trutll; but Monk has 
expanded three or four (there are seldom more, 
and more fi"equelltly less) into the enormous num. 
ber of "forty." With a supply of forty novices, 
and an annual creation of forty nUllS, or even 
twenty, the five parts of the Hotel Dieu would 
speedily become insufficient for the accommodation 
of the sisterhood. The superior informed the vast 
assemblage, "that a new novice had come, and she 
desired any present, who might have known her in 
the world, to signify it." Novices are taken 
from the class of" postulantes," and not immediate. 
ly from the" World;" and the alleged inquiry is 

II. 
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one generally n1ude at the Magdalen Asylum. 
There the girls are forbidden to converse on the 
events of their past lives, and obedience in this 
particular is specially enjoined on those who may 
have been acquaintances before entering the Aey­
lum. "Two Miss Fougnees, and a Miss Howard from 
Vermont, who liad been my fellow-pupils in the 
Congregational nunnery, immediately recognized 
me." 'Were we dealing with a bold and able im­
postor, whose pen "disclosed" recitals contrived 
with skill and sustained by ingenious allegations, 
the task of refutation might be ditlicuit, and even 
with some, smitten with the aUraction of details 
of Conventual debauchery, ineffectual; but we are 
spared the pain of contemplating possible failure 
wherever this reply is read. Much as the band of' 
fanatics who have ushered the".\ ",fILl I>i"'l,,'mres" 
into the world under the sanction of religion, have 
committed themselves in other particulars, it is in 
our power to give to their inlamy a still deeper 
dye. They must have been rendered insane by 
the instigations of their own malice, or they would 
never have ventured to adduce real personages in 
support of the" Disclosures." Thev have, how­
ever, actually done so, and their enormous fabrica­
tion concerning the individuals mentioned in the 
passage just quoted would, in itself, be sufficient to 
prove the falsehood of the whole narrative. We 
shall commence by admitting, as the foundation 
of the falsehood of the pretended novice, that there 
are three persons living, whose names resemble 
those given in the "Disclosures," and that Monk 
was personally known to them. The falsehoods are 
startling. Neither" Miss Howard" nor the two "Miss 
Fougnees" Were at any time fellow-pupils ofMoDk 
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at the Congregation; two of the three have not at 
nny time been inmates of the Hotel Dieu, either as 
novices or otherwise, nor .have they any knowledge 
or information of Monk's· stay there, except from 
her published narrative. The acquaintance of 
Monk with Miss Fourneer (not" Fougnee") and her 
sister commenced and ended at the Magdalen Asy. 
lum, where those two young persons ",·ere engaged 
as assistants to Mrs. McDonell. * "Miss Howard 
from Vermont" knew nothing of Monk previously 
to the entrance of the latter into the Asylum. She 
never has been within the walls of a convent, and 
during several months of hourly intercourse with 
Monk, nevcr heard the latter pretend that she had 
been at any pcriod of her life an inmate of a con. 
vent. We have d.eemed it right to procure docu. 
mentary evidence on these points, which shall be 
produced in its proper place. We had forgotten 
to state that her alleged application to Father 
Rocque, mentioned at the commencement of the 
third chapter, is a positive invention. We know 
from Father Rocque that he has never seen or con. 
versed with Maria Monk. The miserable beings 
who vouch for this woman's veracity, may indeed 
reject the testimony of a venerable old man be· 
cause he happens to be a" popish priest," but in. 
dependently of it, her account contains some notori. 
ous untruths. It is stated that" Father Rocque" 
succeeded " Father Roue" as superior of the 
I'eminary, and was superior at the time of her ap' 
plication. Tpese statements are untrue. Mr. 
Quiblier succeeded" Father Roux," not Roue, as suo 

"The elder Miss Fournier had been a novice at \he Hotel Dieu, 
but never look the ,'Ows, I\Ionk's acquaintance with this fact 
Dnabled her to add to her vocabulary the word" novice," 



perior of the ;;eminary. The time of Monk's pre· 
tended application to Mr. Rocque is, as usual, not 
mentioned, but we can say that that clergyman 
never has been at any time superior of the semi. 
nary. 

The information of Monk on the seminary itself 
is such as might bc expected from a woman of her 
class. " It is the general rendezvous and centre of 
all the priests in the district of Montreal, and, I 
have been told, supplies all the country with priests 
as far down as Three Riycrs, which place is, I be. 
lievc, und!'r the charge of the seminary of Quebec. 
About one hundred and fifty priests are cennected 
with that of Montreal, as every small place has one 
priest, and a number of larger on(:s have two." The 
untruths are nearly as numerous as the words. The 
seminary is not a "general rendezvous;" it does 
not supply the district with priests. The seminary 
is a corporation, enjoying the ministration of the 
parish of Montreal, and has only one mission, to 
the lake of Two Mountains. The number of priests 
connected with the seminary is not one hundred 
and fifty, either for the reason assigned in the 
" Disclosures 1" or for any other. The number of 
priests connected with the seminary seldom exceeds 
thirty. We need not say, that on all these points 
nuns are well informed. At page 34, we find in 
the mention of" Saint Clotilde," a falsehood, which 
is repeated time over time throughout the pamphlet. 
Let it be remembered that it is an ex·nun of the 
Hotel Dieu who speaks, and let it be remarked that 
she every where speaks of her companions in that 
hospital and. convent as being distinguished by the 
names of samts taken from the Catholic calendar. 
Each instance is a falsehood, and we here place be. 
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fore the reader the origin of it. The nuns of the 
Congregation generally assume the names of saints, 
and also at the Hotel Dieu the names of saints are 
placed distinct to the eye over the beds of the pa­
tients. On this foundation some gentleman in 
bllJck, with elongated visage and sanctimonious air, 
visiting the latter institution in search of sin under 
the coverlids of discase, has raised the fancied su­
perHtructure which it is now our business to de­
stroy. With two exceptions, there are no "Saints" 
at the Hotel Dieu, and the nuns are collectively 
named as" SceQrs St. Joseph," or sisters of St. 
Joseph, and individually after their baptismal and 
f.'lmily appellations. It is customary for two of 
the sisters to assume the names of St. Joseph and 
St. Augustin, the patron saints of the convent_ 
The sister who bore the name of Saint Joseph, died 
about three years since; and at the present time 
there is only one sister who is distinguished by a 
saint's name. Had .Maria .Monk been at any time 
a nlln at the Hotel Dieu, she would have been 
known as "Sister .Mal·ia .Monk," or, more briefly, 
11'; "Sister Monk." "Clotilde" is the name of the 
younger .Miss Fournier, and it was usual at the 
.Magdalen A,jylum to style her" St. Clotilde." 

At pages 36 and 37, a !?;irl named Jane McCoy, 
and an " old nun" named Jane Ray, are mentioned 
for the first time. Perfect madness! These two 
women are reformed prostitutes, and were inmates 
of the Magdalen Asylum contemporaneously with 
Maria Monk. Our remarks on the unparalleled 
impudence and imbecility of the advisers of Monk 
in bringing forward the names of real persons to 
substantiate the "Disclosures," apply here with 
peculiar force. We have taken the trouble to count 
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the pages of the" Disclosures" occupied with the 
sayings and doings of this" Jane Ray," and we 
find them to amount in number to forty-six. Forty­
six pages of falsehood so easily refuted! Forty-six 
pages of falsehood met by the incontestable facts 
that Jane Ray never was an inmate of the Hotel 
Dieu; that Jane Ray is a reformed prostitute, that 
she has been for years living. at the Magdalen Asy­
lum, and that her sale acquaintance with Monk 
was formed during the stay of the latter at the 
Asylum! 'We freely confess that it is more easy to 
admit scandal than to extirpate it after it has been 
received; but we put it to the consciences of the 
most simple-minded, if, after this exposure of the 
origin of the" Disclosures," they can retain for 
them a particle of credulity. 

The falsehoods concerning Monk's re-admission 
to the noviciate, mentioned at page 47, are so inter­
woven in the narra (i ve, thai it is difficult to separate 
them. In fact, evcry word is a lie. We shall en­
deavour to enumerate the more flagrant of them. 
It will be seen by referring to the narrative, that 
she states that "money is usually required for the 
admission of novices;" that she paid money for her 
re-admission; and that she robbed her mother of 
thirty dollars, hy applying for her pension to the 
brigade Major. The only foundation for these lies 
is, that nuns, before taking the veil, are required, hy 
a law that cannot he suspended or put aside, to pay 
into the treasury of the convent, fur charitable pur­
poses, the sum of three thousand francs, or about 
five hundred and sixty dollars. The reader will 
look in vain for a.ny C'\·idence, for any pretence, that 
such sum was paid by Monk. As we have before 
observed, the mother of Monk is in the receipt of 
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wages, not of a " pension" properly so called; and we 
now add that such pension, if enjoyed, could not have 
been received by the daughter nor paid by a brigade 
major. The law regulates such matters differently; 
moreover there is no such officer as brigade major 
stationed at Montreal. The origin of this lie is 
easily traced. Until recently, the town major of 
Montreal had the use and occupation of the govern. 
ment house where Monk's mother was employed as 
a domestic. This was the case when Monk and 
her paramour, the repudiated clergyman, were in 
Montreal. We cannot hope to disturb any honest 
man's belief that such vile creatures as Maria Monk 
and her crew may have robbed and stolen; but we 
think that reformed sinners, whether hatched in the 
purlieus of vice and sensuality, or in the conventi­
cles of bastard sectarianism, should give to their self­
condemnations at least the appearance of truth. 

At page 48 it is stated, that" one of her cousins 
from Lachine, named Reed, spent about a fortnight 
with her," and that the "bold young novice" was 
dismissed for indecorous language. The only foun­
dation for these falsehoods is, that there is a girl 
named" Reed", with whom Monk was acquainted; 
but Reed never was an inmilte of the Hotel Dieu. 
Reed was an inmate of the Magdalen Asylum con­
temporaneously with Maria Monk. Independently 
of this, the lie is awkwardly composed. It is first 
stated that she is a visitor, and a few lines lower 
down she is transformed into a novice. The parts 
of the lie are badly Ddjusted. The inventors of 
these noviciates knew not of the class of postu.lantes, 
from which all novices must be taken. Reed is 
unceremoniously made a novice, in a manner which 
itself betrays the falsehood of the narrative. 



It is cuntrary to the rules and practice of the 
Hotel Dieu lIo·spital and Convent to give admis. 
sion into any of the three classes into which its in. 
mates are dIvided, unless the applicant have pre. 
viollsly received the sacrament of confirmation. If 
this is true respecting the lowest class, that of pos. 
iuirwtcs, it is so a fortiori of the class of novices, of 
which ;'.[onk states she was a member at the time 
she was confirmed. The only foundation that ap' 
pear~ to exist for Monk's descriptions of her partici· 
pation in Catholic ceremonies and Catholic obser. 
vances, is, that at some periods of her hypocritical 
life she put on the guise of a member of the Roman 
Catholic church, and in that guise became acquaint. 
ed with some of its rites. 'Ve presume that it wiII 
not be disputed, that, even if all other points be ne· 
glected or passed over, the Catholicism at least of 
girls received into an establi:;hment sLich as the Ho. 
tel Dieu. must be undoubted. There is not the 
slightest rl'~son to believe, either from the narrative 
or from any other source, that Monk could have 
proved, or tim! she unclertook to prove, her conver. 
sion to the Roman Catholic r.'lith. Bv the canons 
of the church, which arc strictly observed in Canada, 
11. convert to Catholicism is required to submit to 
~wo act"~, namely, of conditional baptism and of abo 
.JuratIOn, and those acts are regularly registered at 
the places where they are rmvje. "In the case of 
Monk, it is no~ "disclosed" in what year or by 
whom she was lllstructed in the Roman Catholic 
f,tith-at what place or into whose hands she made 
h,'r abjuration-or who were the witnesses of it; by 
wh0f!1' on what day, or at what place, she received 
baptlsm, und,er colldition, agreeably to the rites of 
tht; Roman Cathohc church. On all these points the 
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narrative is silent. The deficiency cannot be sup. 
plied without further fabrication, which we should 
think this exposure will deter the boldest of Monk's 
advisers from resorting to. 

Before dismissing the subject of Monk's pretend­
ed confirmation, we shall make two quotations con­
cerning it from the "Disclosures." She states, 
that "on the day she went to the church to be 
confirmed, her conscience troubled her!" She theu 
describes the ceremony after her fashion, and con­
cludes by saying, that" she went home with qualms 
of conscience." Maria Monk's conscience! \Ve 
infer from the language of the narrative, that she 
went from the Hotel Dieu to a church to be con­
firmed; or, in other words, that the ceremony was 
not performed at the chapel of the convent; and 
also, that after the ceremony she returned to her 
mother's house (see page 31), where the word" home" 
is expressly used in this sense, which, indeed, is the 
most obvious and proper. Now, it will be recol­
lected that the nuns, novices, and postulantes of 
the Hotel Dieu, never leave the precincts ofthe Hos­
pital and Convent for any purpose whatsoev(!r. 
Thus the story of Monk's pretended confirmation is 
falsehood running into falsehood, and so clumsily 
constructed, that in whatever light it be viewed, it 
presents still the same ugly aspect of forgery. 

We are informed by Mrs. McDonell, that Monk 
"disclosed" to her a story of confirmation in lan­
guage resembling th~t used in the narrative, but of 
oourse never dared to pretend that she was a no­
vice, either at the time of such confirmation or at 
any other. She declared to Mrs. McDonell that 
she was confirmed at St. Denis, in the church there 
administered by Mr. Bedard. She also mentioned 
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that she had concealed some sin from Mr. Bedard 
at confession, which excitcd in her the" qualms of 

. " conscience. 
The (,premony of taking the veil is "disclosed" 

with much circumstance and detail. It is in our 
power to say, tlwt not Monk nor anyone else has 
ever acted a part in such a scene as is described by 
her in the sixth chapter of the" Disclosures." The 
origin of the falsehoods must be looked for in .the 
information of the partics to them. That there IS a 
ceremony performed at the taking of the veil, 
this alone is true; all else i~ pOl:litively and no. 
toriously false. We shall quote from the" Dis· 
closures" only two passages concerning this prl"­
tended cer"lllo11Y. At page ;ji:\ it is stated, "tak­
ing the veil is an affair which occurs so frequently 
in Montreal, that it has long ceased to be regarded 
as a novelty; and although notice had been given 
in the French parish chur-ch as usual, only a small 
audience have assembled, as I have mentioned." 

Were Monk's assertion made at page 34, that she 
was introduced among forty novices, founded in truth, 
it might readily be inferred, that ., taking the veil 
is an affair which occurs frequently at Montreal." 
The concordance between the two statements pre­
sents one of the very few instances of consistency 
to be met with in the course of the narrative. The 
truth however is, as we have before remarked, that 
the nuns of the Hotel Dieu Hospital and convent 
are few in number, and that the novices seldom 
exceed three or four. We now add, that the nuns 
of the Hotel Dieu and the nuns of the Congre. 
gation in Montreal are the only nuns who go 
t~rough the ceremony of taking the veil in pub. 
he; and that the ceremony is regarded by the citi. 
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zens as a great novelty, and is always numerously 
attended. The second member of the sentence 
states that notice of the ceremony is usually given 
in the" French parish church." Not only is it false 
that such notice is "usually given," hut in fact it is 
never given, and most certainly was not given on 
the occasion of Monk's' pretended reception. Of 
the thousands who frequent the parish church, not 
one will be found to say that the name of" Maria 
Monk" has ever been sounded from the pulpit of 
that building. 

At page 5·1 we find the following" disclosure j" 
" After taking the \,U\\", I proceeded to a small 
apartment behind the altar, accompanied hy four 
nuns, where was a coffin prepared with my nun 
name engraven upon it," 

"SAINT EUSTACE." 

" My companions lifted it by four handles attach. 
ed to it, while I threw off my dress and put on that 
of a nun of Sreur (sister) Bourgeoise" (again incor. 
rectly written for" Bourgeois.") 

Is it necessary to say that there is no such 
coffin 1 Will the reader please to observe that 
" the disclo~L1re" just quoted conveys two asser. 
tions resting on the personal evidence of the woman 
Monk j namely, that the "nun name" of " Saint 
Eustace" was bestowed on her at her reception, 
and that on the same occasion she put on the habit 
of" Sister Bourgeoise;" and will he then turn to 
our previous remarks on these two points 1 He 
will instantly see that it was impossible for the pre. 
tended ex.nun to have assumed or received the 
"nun name" of" Saint Eustace," for such names 
never have been assumed by the nuns of the Hotel 
Diell Hospital and convent, with the exceptions al. 
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ready mentioned; and he will also see, that the 
"puttincr on the dress of Sister Bourgeoise" was 
equally impossible to the pretended ex-nun, inas­
much as Sister Bourgeois, (not Bourgeoise,) of pious 
memory, belonged to another and entirely distinct 
institution, of which she was the founder; that she 
was in no manner connected with the Hotel Dieu; 
and that the nuns of the latter foundation are sis­
ters of St. Joseph. The reader may then ponder 
at wiII on the authenticity and verisimilitude of the 
artless "Disclosurl'~" of the pretended ex-nun. 'Ve 
must state here, that the laws of the province of 
Canada j'('gllla((' the acceptation of the religions 
habit and interfere therein. By those laws it is requir­
('d that an instrument shall be drawn up and exe­
cuted, wherein the voluntary co-operation of thl" 
new nun shall be set I,jrth, together with other cprf'· 
monies appertaining to her reception. The deed 
must be signed by a notary and competent witnesses. 
Need WI' say that no such deed concerning ;\Ionk 
i, in l'xi,«onc.:' ? 

At page 61, the falsehood concerning her "new 
name" is repeated. She found it. inserilwtl on a 
certain" band" at the dinner table. The pretend. 
ed details of conventual life given at this part of the 
narrative, are all borrowed from MOllk's experience 
gained at the Magdalen Asylum. There the dinner 
hour, for instance, is eleven; and a band or ticket, 
with the" owner's name" marked on it, " is fasten­
ed to the napkin." The napkin of the pretended 
ex·nun bore the inscription of" Maria Monk." 

Father Dufresne, mentioned at page 62 in a way 
that marks the atrocious intentions of the advisers 
of" Monk," is a clergyman, justly venerated for his 
benevolence and indefatigable exertiou$ in the 
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duties of his calling. He has been for years the 
friend of Mrs. McDonell, and has advised and as. 
sisted that lady in the conduct of the Magdalen 
Asylum from its commencement; At the Asylum 
he once spoke with Maria Monk, an occurrence 
which minds prolific of calumny have expanded in. 
to a disgusting outrage. 

The" daily ceremonies" described in the seventh 
chapter of the "DisclQsures," are taken from 
Monk's remembrance of what she saw practised at 
the Asylum. Her reminiscences are, however, more 
frequently inaccurate than otherwise. The words 
in French are used at the Asylum; the prayers 
spoken of arc said there. There is also a com· 
munity room in which the nuns are daily assem.· 
bled; but reformed" popish priests" may be able to 
certify, that in convents there is only one apartment 
styled a "Community room." It takes its name 
from the use made of it, and is called in French 
"chambre de la communaute," or "room of the 
community." Monk's narrative creates for the 
Hotel Dieu dozens of such apartments: The error 
of the pretended ex·nun is foolish and unnecessary 
for the purposes of the" Disclosures." 

"BENISSANTE," prominently printed at page 6S. 
is an amusing transformation of the two first words 
ofa well.known catholic hymn," Veni Sancte;" this 
hymn is daily sung at the Asylum. 

What follows is extracted from page SI of the 
"Disclosures," and affords a pretty specimen of the 
consistency of the penny.a.liners. "The Congrega. 
tional Nunnery was founded by a nun called sister 
Bourgeoise. She taught a schopl in Montreal, and 
left property for the foundation of a convent. Her 
body is buried, and her heart is kept under the 
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nunnery in an iron chcst, which has been shown to 
me, with the assurance that it continues in perfect 
preservation, although she has been dead more than 
one hundred and fifty years. In the chapel is the 
folIowing inscription: . Seeur Bourgeoise, Fonda. 
trice tlu Couvent,'-' Sister Bourgeoise, Founderof 
the Convent.'" The only truth in this piece of tattle 
is, that the Congregational nunnery was founded 
by a sister Bourgeois (not Bourgeoise.) The pas. 
sage makes a strange appearance in the "Awful 
Disclosures," for it has no connection with what 
immediately precedes or succeeds. It would seem 
to have been inserted by some malicious spirit, for 
the purpose of bringing the authors to utter confu. 
sion. As it ii', compare the admission there made, 
kat the Congregational nunnery was founded by 
siete,. Bourgeoise, (Bourgeois,) with two statements 
which we have already noticed. At page 22 the 
Hotel Dieu is designated as the convent of sister 
"' Bourgeoise," (Bourgeois,) and at page 54 the nuns 
of the Hotel Dieu are designated as the nuns of 
" Sister Bou~geois I" Furth!'r comment on this point 
is unnecessary. The pretended ex-nun has the 
"assurance" to say, that she was shown "an iron 
chest under the nu;mery, in which the body of the 
sister is buried and her heart is kept." M~nk was 
never shown such" chest," for none such exists. 
Even the mere and simple laity of Montreal know 
better than this pretended ex-nun how the remains 
of sister B<;mrgeois were disposed of. The foJlowing is 
a transl~tlOn of the only inscription which exists 
~oncernIng the sist~r Bourgeois. The inscription 
~tself may be read In the conventual chapel, which 
IS not" un?er t~e nunnery," but beside it. 

" Here, III thiS small leaden chest, is inclosed a 



51 

silver box in the form of a heart, which contains 
the remains of that of the venerable sister, Mar­
garet Bourgeois, instructress of the community of 
the Congregation of our Lady in Canada, deceased 
the 12th January, 1700. Her body had at first 
been interred in the chapel belonging to the sisters 
in the parish of Montreal, from which place her 
bones have been transferred into this church in 
1766. They repose in the sanctuary, interred 
against the wall on the left side of the altar. Her 
heart, a year after her death, had been solemnly de­
posited in this chapel, and subsequently, having been 
in part spared by the flames of ih,e fire of 1768, was 
there replaced the 30th June, 1782." 

Monk was at the poor school of the congregation 
in her ninth year; and her ., disclosure" regarding 
the sister Bourgeois i,; an imperfect reminiscence 
of that early age. 

At page 89 and elsewhere, nuns are mentioned 
as employed in saying their "catechism." The 
untruth is obvious, [or it may readily be inferred 
that nuns who undergo years of religious training 
as novices and postulantcs, have no occasion to re­
peat the" catechism" after their reception. At the 
Asylum the girls are taught the catechism, and the 
practice there followed has supplicd Monk with a 
reminiscence for the coinage of her untruth 

The falsehood concerning "nun names" is elab­
orately repeated at page 91. "I found that I had 
several namesakes among the nuns, for there were 
two others who had already bore away my new 
name, saint Eustace. This was not a solitary 
case, for there were five saint Marys and three 
saint Monros, besides two novices of that name." 
We al'e here informed, for the first time, that even 
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not yet" nuns," nevertheless bear these pretended 
"nun names." These idle fabrications destroy 
each other. It is previously stated that these" nun 
names" are conferred on the day the ceremony of 
taking the veil is performed. It is stated that the 
"new name" of the new nun "is found inscribed 
on her coffin !" 

We can account for the filbrication of the pre· 
tended" squaw nuns," mentioned in the ninth chap' 
ter of the "Disclosures." At the Asylum there 
was, contemporaneously with Monk, an 'Indian girl, 
the grand-daughter of Thomas Raco Suinte, a chief 
of the" Sault St. Louis." But Indians have not 
large sums of money to pay for the" admission of 
their daughters into convents." The money paid 
on the admission of a nun is not measured by weight. 
The Indians in Lower Canada live in communities, 
and are not allowed by law to "sell their property." 
The idea of the pretended squaw nun, "St. Hypo­
lite," originated in the circumstance of the elder 
Miss Fournier Qwning that name. 

The story of the" secret bell," mentioned at page 
97, is another reminiscence of the Magdalen Asy­
lum. The buildings at the Asylum are situate in a 
yard, which separates them ii'om the lane leading to 
the gate. The gate itself is provided with a move­
able board, by means of which, a person inside can 
ascertain before opening who the applicant for ad­
mission is. Outside the gate is a "bell handle," 
which is not" entirely concealed." So much for the 
origin of the fable of the" secret bell." 

Monk was at St. Denis in the year 1833 and 
1834, and there may have seen or heard of the Rev_ 
Mr. Bird, vicar to the Rev. J. Baptiste Bedard, curate 
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of the parish. She introduces him at page 98, with 
his name transformed into " Bierze." 

The names of the books mentioned at page 98, 
are another reminiscence of the Asvlum, where 
those books are actually used. Some two or three, 
however, of those mentioned have no existence. 
The .. Examen de Conscicnce" is the title of a 
chapter in most Catholic prayer· books, and to which 
the attention of Monk was frequently directed by 
Mrs. 1'1cDonell, but there is no book of the name. 

At the commencement of the tenth chapter it is 
stated, that the manufacture of wax was an im. 
portant branch of business in the nunnery, and 
that" it was carried on in a small room, on the first 
floor, thence called the cicrgerie, or wax.room,. 
cierge being the French word for wax." Monk 
would have tiS believe that she .. was sometimes­
sent to read to the nuns employed there." At the 
Asylum the manufacture of wax tapers is a " branch 
of business," and -the room in which the manufac­
tme is carried on is certainly called the cie~gerie, 
though not for the reason mentioned in the" Dis­
closures," as cierge is not "the French word for 
wax." r.fonk was occasionally sent to read" there·' 
to the girls, while at work. At page 109, Monk 
has appropriated to herself the interesting title of 
the" devout English reader," of Jane Ray's inven­
tion; but" Jane Ray," with whom we have convers­
ed, denies that she had any knowledge of it. 

The needle of Monk was sometimes employed at 
the Asylum in making scapularies. She describes 
them in the ,. Disclosures" as having on one side a 
kind of double cross, and on the other I. H. S., the 
meaning of which she" does not exactly know." 
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This i,; not surprising ill 11 prostitute. but nuns are 
better informed. 

The "Disclosures" make Messrs. Bonin, Rich. 
ards, and Sauvage, together with the Bishop, au· 
thors of, and witness to the death of •. St. Francis." 
Mr. Bonin succeeded Mr. Dufresne as religious ad. 
viser to Mrs. McDonell, and in that capacity was 
personally known to Monk. Neither Mr. Bonin 
nor Messrs. Richards and Sauvage, have at any time 
been chaplains to the Hotel Dieu. The Bishop 
and Mr. Sauvage have the years of the Roman 
Cenci, but are not reputed to resemble him in other 
particulars. 

Mr. Quiblier, superior of the Montreal seminary, 
mentioned at page 150 and elsewhere, is a gentleman 
of the highest character; and yet we are 'induced 
to believe, that in some places, alld with some peo. 
pie, the word of such a man may be of less weight 
than that of the thief and prostitute. To believe 
in Mr. Quiblier's visits to the Hotel Dieu, it is ne. 
cessary to introduce the machinery of the" subter. 
ranean passage." As 1'11'. Quib!ier ne,'erhas been 
chaplain to the Hotel Dieu, they could not have 
been otherwise paid. The belief in the "subter. 
ranean passage" is comtortable, for it solves many 
difficulties. \Ve shall dOl,btless distress many a fool 
by depriving him of it. 

At page 153 it is stated, that the youngest novice 
who ever took the veil •. was onlv fourteen yeal'8 
of age." This is an implied fai~ehood. By the 
laws of Canada, no nun can •. take the veil" before 
she has attained the age of ~ixt,-,en. 

Will Monk'~ story, related at page 154, induce 
anyone to behe,'e, that a Catholic bishop and vicar 
general of the dioce~e of Quebec may be found on 
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" public"Square~',' on the days of executions! We 
regard it as a singular instance of timidity, that the 
authors of the" Di$closures" have not invented for 
the r~gion of Canada an "Auto da fe," under the 
superintendence of the bishop and his clergy. 

Visits of the bishop to the Hotel Dieu, and his 
participation in the crimes alleged to be committed 
there, are repeatedly charged in the" Disclosures." 
Now, when the bishop visits the convent proper, he 
is always dressed in his canonical robes, and is at­
tended by at least two of his clergy. Such visits 
are in their nature public, and could not be other­
wise paid without exciting public remark. The 
name of the bishop is not well known to the ex­
nun, for it is written in three or four different ways 
throughout the narrative. 

The story of the" Saint Bon Pasteur," introduced 
at page 160, is not only evidently absurd, but is also 
a singular instance of the mode in which the fabri­
cations of the "Disclosures" have originated. "Bon 
Pasteur," or the •. Good Shepherd," is an expression 
habitually used by de\'out Christians in speaking of 
our Saviour. This expression was frequently in­
troduced in the prayers daily recited at the Asylum, 
and such is the pme and simple origin of the fable 
of the .. Bon Pa~teur." In conversing with Mrs. 
McDonell, she satisfien us fully on this point. In 
fact, there is not perhaps a single lie told in the 
"Disclosures," for which a similar origin might not 
be found. Thus the" songs" which are interspersed 
throughout the "D:sclosures," are catches which 
were familiar to the girls of the Asylum. 

A most atrocious charge is brought, at page 169, 
against the whole body of priests. The m.ind 
sickens in the contemplation of such hornble 
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calumny. Our indignation against the abettors of 
Monk in her scheme of infanl\'. and the ,'illany we 
impute to them, are mure than justified. It will be 
better to lay aside all false delicacy, and give the 
charge at once in 1 he pwper words of the narrative . 
.. The priests are liallle, by their dissolute habits, to 
occasional attacks of ,b"il,;e. which render it ne. 
cessary, or at least prudent, to submit to medical 
treatment." \V" put it to the common sense of the 
reader, if tile:,," "occasional attacks of disease" do 
not suppose habits of promiscuous d'elmuchery in 
common receptacles of sensuality j but, with such 
Inhit,. could the priests by any p''''"ihlc precaution 
escape the stigma of public "pillioll? ('ntainly not. 
-"ow the priests of Montreal and of Canada do 
enjoy at least public esteem for morality, and, if ne· 
cessary, the tc,tilllon\' "fCYCfY adnlt in tll? province 
would he ~Iadh' yi('!ded to tbeir ,'xt;C'lJent character. 
Opposed to tl;is 'character, 'and it~ absolute incom. 
patibility with tI", charge. we have the evidence of 
Monk dclivet'2d in the following terms. h I am 
able to speak from personal knowledge, for I have 
brcn a nnn of Seeur Bourgeoise." A nun of SreUl' 
Bourgeoise (Bourgeois) mean", if any thing-, a nun 
of th" COIlf:!:regation j a nun of the Hotel Dieu is a 
.. Samr de St. Joseph j" but this signal contradic. 
tion, which we have pointed out more than once be. 
fore, was not necessary to cover the calumniators 
with confusion. We have it in our power to show 
that it was in common brothels that the wretched 
woman Monk made herself familiar with "occa. 
sional attacks of disease j" and that it- was among 
wo~en of her class, at a time she alleges she was 
an mmate of the Hotel Dieu, she learned the dis-
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tinction between prudence and necessity in submit. 
ting to medical treatment. 

Monk became acquainted with the name of 
" Father Tombeau" from the circumstance of are. 
vered clergyman, bearing a name somewhat similar, 
having died about the time Monk left the Magdalen 
Asylum. The funeral ceremony excited much at. 
tention at the time, as the deceased was widely 
known and respected. Xotwithstanding the charge 
made in the "Disclosures" of Maria Monk, the 
charitable and Christian reader may believe that 
the soul of the good clergyman and faithful pastor 
" rests in peace." 

"Father Larkin," mentioned at page 174, has 
bcen for years past a professor at the Montreal 
college. His brother, a sub.deacon, is also em. 
ployed there. Will it be credited, that a gentleman 
so employed could by any possibility be .. on duty" 
of any description at the Hotel Dieu Hospital and 
Convent? 

There is as little truth in the description given at 
page 177 of the obsequies oC a nun, as in that of 
the ceremony of taking the veil. It is stated that 
"when a Black nun is dead, the corpse is dressed 
as if Ii ving, and placed in the chapel in a sitting 
posture within the railing round the altar, with a 
book in the hand as if reading." A" Black nun," 
or nun of the foundation of sister Bourgeois, is not 
a nun of the Hotel Dieu Hospital and Convent; and 
when a nun of the latter institution dies, she is not 
exhibited "with a book in the hanc\.." The exhi. 
bition is public, and the information obtained by the 
repudiated minister who accompanied Monk from 
New.York to Montreal, has b~en awkwardly and 
incorrectly tfansf~rred to the pages of the" Awful 
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Disclosures .• , The vows of a nun of the Hotel 
Dieu, taken with the veil. are always written out; 
retained about her person as long as she lives; and 
placed in her hand when laid out in the chapel of 
the convent. Are the authors of the" Disclosures" 
prepared to say what those vows are, or what have 
become of the recorded '·uws taken by their wit. 
ness? A ring is placed on the finger of a nun of 
the Hotel Dieu at the time of her reception. That 
ring is never removed, and is buried with her. Are 
the authors of the .. Disclosures" prepared to de. 
llcribe that ring with the inscription thereon? Can 
they account for the silence observed on these 
points by their witness? Can they inform their 
dUl?cs what has become of the ring which their 
witness mid have rCl:ci H,d and worn, if their al. 
legations concerning her nunship are founded in 
truth! 

B\- referring to the" Disclosures," page 178, it 
will bp seen that it is stated that the superior of 
the Hotel Dieu was in the habit of absenting her. 
self from the convent, and that it is intimated that 
on such occasion she would visit the priest's farm, 
situate at some distance from the citv. The mani. 
fest falsehood of this "disclosure" ';'ill be at once 
perceived, when it is recollected that the vows of 
the nuns of the Hotel Dieu bind them to perpetual 
seclusion within the precincts of the hospital and 
convent; and that the existence of those vows is 
known to the citizens. No nun is ever seen out 
of the convent; no nun would dare brave the ex. 
p?~ure. It is not even pretended that either the 
VISits to the farm, or the visits to the CongreO'ation. 
al Nunnery, mentioned at page 25, were se~ret! 

Although .Monk styles the disappearance of the 
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" old superior" one of the "most remarkable and 
unaccountable things that happened in the con. 
vent," it is nevertheless accounted for at the very 
page that follows, by insinuating that she was mur. 
dered j an occurrence that need not have appeared 
at all remarkable to Maria Monk. This has been 
elsewhere noticed: we shall now state how supe. 
riors of the Hotel Dieu do sometimes disappear. 

At the expiration of every three years a con. 
ventual chapel is held for the purpose of electing a 
new superior. By the rules of the foundation, the 
same person cannot be elected more than twice in 
succession, and consequently, at least every six 
years the "old superior disappears," and a new 
superior takes her place. The disappeax:ance is, 
however, not total j for the" old superior" merges 
into the community, of which she remains a member 
for life, unless re.elected at a subsequent period. 
The election is always certified by a foi'mal instru. 
ment, as required by law. The installing of a new 
superior is somewhat differently describeJ in the 
" disc\osUl'es." There it is stated, that ,. one morn. 
ing" the nuns, on their arrival in the community 
room, found the Bishop, but" no superior j" strange 
to say, the Bishop addresses the nuns" instead of 
the superior, who was nowhere to be seen." He then 
introduces to them one of the oldest nuns, Saint 
Du, "as their superior." This cloud of nonsense, 
falsehood, and foolish mysteriousness, (Saint Du !) 
may be dispel'sed in a very few words. There 
have been two superiors since 1821, and both are 
still living at the Hotel Dleu. The present supe. 
rior was in office from 1821 to 1827, and was reo 
elected in 1833. and again in 1836. 

We quote the following passage from page 190. 



" One of the most shocking stories I heard of the 
events that had occurred in the nunnery before my 
acquaintance with it, was the following, which was 
told me by Jane. What is uncommon, I can fix 
the date when I heard it; it was on New Year's 
day, 1834." Uncommon, indeed! for it is the only 
date mentioned throughout the" Disclosures." Be. 
it remarked, however, that the date does not reo 
gard an event concerning Monk; no, it merely reo 
gards the time a story was told her by "Jane!" 
"Jane," who knew of events ., that had occurred" 
at the Asylum before Monk's acquaintance with 
it, denies, nevertheless, that she is the autllOr of the 
delectable story attributed to her. 

The whole account given in the eighteenth chap. 
ter, of the ma~facture and use of wax tapers at the 
Hotel Dieu, is notoriously false. \\"e oppose, as 
witnesses on this point, the entire population of the 
city. It is stated, that the" Pope had given early 
notice that the burning of wax candles would af. 
ford protection from the disease, (the cholera,) and 
that his message was promulgated in the Gray 
Nunnery, the Congregational Nunnery, and to Ca. 
tholics at large, through the pulpits." As an in. 
stance of the loose manner in which these fabri· 
cations are constructed, the reader wiII remark 
that no mention is made of the promulgation of the 
.. Pope's mess~.ge" at the Hotel Dieu, although it 
was in the latter institution, it is alleged, the 
"manufacturing business" was principally carried 
on. The origin of these lies must be looked for in 
the manufacturing experience gained by the pre. 
tended ex·nun at the Magdalen Asylum, and in the 
well.known use of wax tapers in the Roman Ca. 
tholic worship. No" Pope's .message" was pro-
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mulgated in Canada concerning the cholera, and 
the only document on the subject proceeding from 
the superior clergy of the church, was the following 
pastoral letter of the Right Rev. the Bishop of 
Quebec. The fanatics may make the most of it 
for farther exposures of " Popish superstitions :" 

"You are aware, our very deal' brethren, that an 
epidemical disease, known under the name of the 
Cholera morbus, having escaped from Asia, has ex. 
erted, for more than a year past, its terrible J'a. 

vages in different European states, casting every 
where fright, and consternation, and reaping on 
its passage a great number of victims. Until thl't 
present moment, contemplating it at a distance, Wl't 
have lived in security, and have had only to lament 
the evils it has caused in the old world. But Wl't 
are now disturbed from our repose by the pro. 
gress of the disease, which, according to the last 
accounts, has already penetrated into various p~rts 
of England and Scotland, and has even made trem. 
ble the immense population of the metropolis. 

" This plague seems to threaten us; well·founded 
apprehensions have gained every mind. Our inti· 
mate relations with the mother. country give us rea· 
son to fear that the spring arrivals may carry to 
us the seed of this contagion. 

"It is true, that our Provincial legislature, in itll 
wisdom, has spared nothing to preserve us from so 
great a misfortune. By a special law, passed at its 
last session, a board of health has been formed, and 
instructions calculated to anticipate and arrest the 
effects of the disease are about to be distributed 
in our cities and throughout the country. But 
what may serve all these means' of human prudence, 
if the God of mercy does not extend to us his pro. 

. 6 
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tecting arm 1 Nisi Dominus custodkrit civitatem, 
frustra vigilat qui custodiit eam. (Ps. 126, v. 2.) 

Moreover, O. V. D. B., if we arc compelled to 
acknowledge in this calamity the effects of divine 
vengeance on the culpable nations of the earth, 
have we not just reason to fear that our multiplied 
iDiquities may draw down on our heads the chas. 
tisement of an insulted and contemned Providence. 

"Yes, O. V. D. B., we cannot dis,:imulate to our· 
selves: a dark cloud hangs over us ; a contagio~, a 
thousand times more disastrous than epidemical dis. 
ease, commences to spread itself over our ancient 
soil, and to invade our ancient virtues: a torrl'nt 
of disorders, inevitable consequences of the wealten. 
ing of our faith, has already made !'h"ange ravages 
in our land, formerly so moral and so religious. It 
would not be surprising, if heaven, in its anger, 
should envelope us in a calamity, the destructive 
consequences of which have already Leen f"lt by so 
many nations. 

"Under these circumstances, O. V. D. B., with a 
heart penetrated by the liveliest grief, we invite 
you to prepare for the day of mourning and afflic. 
tion by a sincere return to righteousness. Let u~ 
implore together, and with tears, the goodness of our 
God, so much outraged by the perversity of the age. 
lndulgentiam eju& fusis lacrymis postulemlls. (Judith, 
eh. 8. v. 14.) Let us bow down even to the dUllt 
in his presence, llUmiliemus illi animas nostrlU, 
(Ibid ••• v. 16.); and, following the example ot" 
the inhabitants of Nineveh, let each one be convert. 
ed; let him abandon his evil ways and the iniquity 
of his hands. Convertatur vir a vid BUd et ab ini. 
quitate qua est in manibus eorum. (Jonas, eh. 3. Y. 

8.) Who knows but that God, touched by our reo 
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pentance and our wailings, may turn to us and par­
don us; but that his anger may be appeased, Ilnd 
the warrant against us withdrawn! Quis liCit si 
convertatur et ignoscat DetUJ et revertatur ii furore irm 
SlUll et non peribimus? (Ibid. v. 9). . 

.. FOR THESE REASONS, and in the holy 
name of God, we have determined and ordered, and 
determine and order, what follows: 

"1. On Friday, the fourth day of the month of 
May next, there shall be celebrated in all the parish 
churches which have resident curates, a solemn 
mIlSS, pro quocumque necessitate; at the close of 
which shall be sung, on bended knees, the Domine, 
non secundum, &c. with the verse ostende nobis Do. 
mille, &c. and the orison Deus, qui nOlI mOlum, &c. 
os in the missal, in the mass, pro vitandd mortalitate. 
We expeet of the piety of our faithful diocesans, 
that they will sanctify the day in a special manner, 
by prayer, fasting, and repose. 

" 2. In all the churches and chapels of our diocese, 
where mass is celebrated in public, each Sunday or 
day of obligatiun, immediately after the parish 
mass, conventual or principal, the celebrating priest 
shall recite on his knees, and in a loud voice, to the 
responses of the people, five Pater and five Ave 
Maria; after which he shall recite the verse ostende 
7Iobis, &c. and the before.mentioned orison, DeWl, 
qui non mortem, <te. We hope that such as can· 
not assist at the divine service, will recite the fiye 
Pater and Ave Maria in their families. 

"3. Each priest shall add to the mass of the 
day, the orison, ne despieias, &c. as in the missal, 
(inter oratiOlles ad diversa,) whenever the mass of 
the day shall not be of the lst class, or 1I0iemn of 
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the 2nd class; and this same orison shall replace 
that marked ad libitum in the other masses. 

"4. At all elevations shall be sung the anthem of 
St. Joseph, first patron of the diocese, Esse jidelis 
serous, &c. and the verse Gloria et divitice, &c. 
and the orison sanctissimm genetricis, &c. 

"5. The prayers prestribed in the three preced­
ing articles shall commence the first Sunday after 
the 4th of May, and shall be continued until further 
notice. 

"The present letter shall bc read and published 
in every parish, and read in chapter in all religious 
communities the first Sunday after its reception, or 
the Sunday of Quasimodo. Those living in distant 
places, and who shall not receive it in time, shall pub­
lish it the first Sunday after its reception, and shall 
con!Oecrate to the works hereinbefore determined 
the following Sunday. 

"Given at Quebec, under our sign, the seal 
of our arms, and the countersign of our 
secretary, the ninth of April, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-two. 

BERN. CL. BISHOP OF QUEBEC." 
By My Lord, 

-1..+S. 
C. F. CAZEAU, Pst. Secretary. 

It will be seen, that the leUer contains several 
quotations from the" Bible," and also that it is or­
~ered to be .r~ad in aU religious communities. It 
IS not surprlsIDg that a prostitute should be igno­
rant of the use made of the Scriptures by the Ca­
tholic clergy; that she should confound a pasto­
ni letter of the bishop with the" Pope's message," 
and that she should not know that ~be letter waiil read 
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in the Hotel Dieu. It will not, however, be doubted, 
that on all these points nuns are well informed. It is 
stated, for the satisHtction of the fanatics, that in 
the matters of praying and fasting, "Church of 
England superlitition" had the advance of "Ro­
man Catholic superstition" The proclamation of 
the Governor, on the same subject, is dated the 
fourth of April, eighteen hundred and thirty-two. 

At page 195 it i~ stated, as a "remarkable fact," 
that "not ·one case of that disease (the cholera) 
existed in the nunnery during either of the sea. 
sons in which it proved so fatal in the city." "Ye 
cannot give credit to the advisers of Monk for her 
complete conversion from the" Errors of Popery" 
to "pure Evangelism." She pretty clearly at­
tributes the "remarlmble fact" to the influence of 
the" wax tapers." After all, her story may bc a 
sort of permitted Evangelical lie ; for, in point of 
fact, in the ordinary sense, (not Monk's,) two nuns 
of the Hotel Dieu died 'of the Asiatic Cholera. The 
entire number of deaths among the sisterhood, from 
the year 1829 to the month of July, 1836, exclusive 
of murders or" strange disappearances," amount 
to six. Their graves may he visited by all whom 
it concerns. 

"When the election riots prevailed in Montreal," 
is an approach to a date, and offers one of the two 
opportunities the reader of the " Disclosures" 
has of comparing the progress of external events 
with the internal history of the Hotel Dieu. That 
Monk was an inmate of the Hotel Dieu, i~ to be in. 
ferred by reflecting pers~ns from th~ interes~ing 
"disclosure" that the rIOts "gave her !lerIOUS 
thoughts," and that it was to her" own satisfaction" 
she ascertained there was" a quantity of gun.pow. 

6* 
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der in a state of preparation" under the direction 
of the superior of the convent! 

Monk's" serious thoughts" are, in truth, a remi. 
niscence of the Montreal house of correction. She 
was immured there during the eleCtion riots, and 
as the house is guarded by sentinels, she had an 
opportunity of smelling gunpowder. The "-supe. 
rior" of the house of correction at that time was 
Captain Holland. 

The "punishment of the Cap," mentioned at 
page 201 and elsewhere, is a reminiscence of the 
early life of the pretended ex.nun. She has been 
afflicted from her youth with a malady in the ear, 
which compels her to wear a cap. It was the 
malady, not the cap, that" took away her reason." 
When the pain was excessive, val'ious applications 
were made to her head to remove.it. We have in. 
formation on this point from Mrs. McDonell, Mrs. 
Monk, and several other persons. It seems, that if 
Monk had had an opportunity of examining her head, 
the" disclosures" might have been extended seve. 
ral chapters. The acquaintance of Monk with Dr. 
Neilson was not formed at the hospital, but at her 
mother's hOllse. Her pretended attendance on Dr. 
Neilson at the Hotel Dieu Hospital was, as will be 
seen, a very hazardous fabrication. 

" Popish -priests," converted to "pure evangel. 
ism," may know that the "Agnus Dei" mention. 
ed at page 213, is not so very rare an article as is 
implied in the "Disclosures." lfuns are more fa. 
miliar with the" Agnns Dei" than women of the 
class of Maria Monk. The twentieth and last 
chapter of the "Disclosures" relates the "despe. 
rate" escape of Monk from the cloiskrs of the Hotel 
Dieu convent. The narrative nlled only be read 
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to be rejected. The fiction may be at once per. 
ceived without even comparing it with other parts 
of the" Disclosures." If we proceed to make the 
comparison, we shall discover that it is utterly at 
variance with previous ~tatemcnts. We cite the 
following additional instance of the contradictions 
in the" Disclosures," and we a~k the candid reader 
if there can be found language too strong to express 
the just abhorrence which the conduct of the ad. 
visers of "M(mk" must inspire. It is stated at 
page 222, that" it was well known to some of the 
nuns that she had twice left the convent from 
choice." Now we defy the most subtle inq,uirer to 
discover from the previous narrative that she had 
" twice left the convent," either" from choice" or 
otherwise. The only di~tinct and deliberate men· 
tion of her having left the convent occurs at page 
43. We point out these signal and startling con. 
tradictions, not morc for the purpose of convict. 
ing Monk, than with a view to hold up the infamous 
intentions and acts of men, who, in the presence of 
such manifest demonstration of the falsehood of the 
"Awful Disclosures," have ncvertheless undertaken 
to uphold their truth and verisimilitude. It will 
be remembered, that without the countenance and 
support of OJ()~e men, the "Awful Disclosures" 
would never have been published-never have been 
cireulated-OLnd lIlost certainly would never hava 
been believed. 
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CHAPTER V. 

" I am waling 10 risk Illy credit (or '",'h and sincerity on tile "e· 
nfTal correspondence belunu"my descriptio1l, and tflings as thc!! 
are." 

.. Au-ful Di8cwsur .. ," page 73. 

TilE strange audacity of the advisers and sup­
porters of Monk in advancing her acquai ntanCQ 
with the interior of the Hotel Dieu Hospital and 
Convent, as a test of the truth of her narrative, is 
a piece of quackery of fatal contrivance. They 
appear not to have reflected that it was possible to 
meet them on this their own chosen ground, and 
convict them of the most deliberate forgery. 
. Previously to placing before the public the direct 
and conclusive refutatory evidence we are possess­
ed of, we shall proceed to cxamine the description 
of the interior of the Hotel Dieu, with reference to 
its apparent credibility and compatibility with what 
is publicly known of that Hospital and Convont. 

Even the introduction to the pretended descrip­
tion is deficient in truth and verisimilitude. It i~ 
stated at page 14. that" Monk is sensible that new 
walls may be constructed, or old ones removed;" 
and that "she has been credibly informed that 
masons have been employed in the nunnery since 
she left it." Monk's "architectural sensibilitv" 
must have been acquired during her recent re~i­
dence in New.York, for it seems from the nlura­
tive, that during her pretended noviciate and nun­
ship, her education in the more masculine arts was 
entirely neglected. The truth is, ns evory one who 
has been in Canada must well know, that the par­
tition walls of stone buildings are there constructed 
of !Stone, and of great thickness. There is a possi-
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bili~y of removing them, but on~y b.y removing the 
entire structure. The Hotel Dieu IS a stone build. 
ing. and its partition walls are of stone. The credi· 
ble information of Monk is a sheer fabrication. 
Masons have not been employed in the" nunnery" 
for the purpose she mentions, or for any other. 
The contrary is of public notoriety. . 

The description of " the first story" commences 
with a signal blunder. It is stated, "that begin· 
ning at the extremity of the western wing of the con· 
vent, towards Nutre Dame street, on the first story, 
there is-" Now, although the description is ob. 
viously intended for the "secluded apartments," it 
so happens that the" western wing" includes public 
hospital apartments only. Moreover. the igno. 
ranee of tha authors of the Disclosures, of even the 
general appearance of t1\e Hotel Dieu, may be in. 
terred, when it is stated that the three wings of the 
Hotel Dieu extend equally towards" Notre Dame 
street;" or, in other words, that Notre Dame street 
runs nearly parallel to their extremities. 

It is stated, in describing the first room of the 
first story, that the" nuns were sometimes requir. 
ed to bring wood from the yard, and pile it up for 
use." This is another fabrication. It is well 
known that the nuns are not menials, and that 
wood is "brought" and" piled" by .domestics. In 
the description of the second story, it is stated to 
commence" beginning as before, at the western 
extremity of the north wing." The wings of the 
Hotel Dieu are two in number, one west, one east; 
and besides, there is one central structure. There 
is no "north wing," and consequently no "w~st. 
em extremity." It is, besides, impossible to conceive 
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the se~ond story of a " north wing" as placed over 
the first story of a " western wing." 

In the dcscription of the seventh room of the 
second story, a most hideous charge is made against 
the nuns, which we shall notice only to express the 
prQfounde~t scorn for the mean and degradcd in. 
tcllects that can entertain it for a single instant. 
As in the case of a similar charge brought agaiust 
the priests, we pronounce it to be )ncompatible 
with the nature of things j incompl1tible with 
secrecy. 

Our gcneral remarks on this feigned description 
may be briefly summed up. Firstly, there are enu· 
merated in it no less than five community rooms, 
and our explanation of what a community room 
is, given in a previous part of this refutation, must 
satisfy the rcader that the description is a fabrica. 
tion. Secondly. the manifest falsehood of the 
sccret "bcll pull" outside of the gate, is another 
proof of thc stupid defamation. A secret "bell 
pull" outside of the gate, and in the puWic street! 
Thirdly, it cannot be inferred whether it is the de­
scription of the pretended ex.novice or the pretend. 
ed ex· nun ; it would appear to be from the former, 
for .the following reasons. At page 77, Monk de. 
sCribes herself as ignorant of what was" beyond" 
the ninth apartment on the first story: and I1t page 
81 she describes herself as doubtful of the extent 
?fth.c "public hospitals." No,'\'", at page 214 it ill 
Imphed that there were only" three rooms" ,vhich 
she never entered, and in the nineteenth and 
twentieth chapters. we learn that she was an atten. 
dant in the hospitals, and of couree I1cquainted with 
their extent. . . 

If the description ill from the pretended ex· QQ. 
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v.jce, why ~s that of the ex.nun held back 1 Who 
will undertake to reconcile these manifest contra. 
dictions; or who will account for them otherwise 
than by pronouncing the description an obvious 
fabrication 1 It is a fabrication. The" interiOl' 
of the Black Nunnery" has been "examined" by 
competent persons, a!t'Id has been fouq.d to be not 
only "materially different," but entirely different 
from the description given in the "disclosures." Their 
conclusive _tes~imony will be found among the do. 
cumentary ~"'dence. 

We .are iniormed ~y Mrs. McDonnell that the 
whole is 11 reminiscence of the Asylum. The fur· 
niture is in many instances such as Monk saw at 
the Asylum; and the relative positions of the rooms 
and passages generally correspond. 

We repeat, that the filthy turpitude of the abet. 
tor8 of Monk, in the matter of these" Disclosures," 
ha~ never been !Surpassed; and that their fool.har. 
dines8 in committing themselves before the world 
in support of such a mass of clumsy and atrccious 
defamation, is without example in the annals of 
history. It is now our business to exhibit who 
Maria Monk really is, where she has lived, and how 
ilhe has livad. This will be the subject of our next 
chapter. 

CHAPTER VI. 

IIiot:ruph/callZliU:~ the life of Maria Monk. 

MAllIA. MON][ was born at St. John's. Lower Cana­
da, about the year 1817, and ill now in her nine. 
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teenth year. Her mother, Mrs. Malcolm, house. 
keeper of the Rev. Hen. Esson, and several other 
persons personally acquainted with her, agree in 
representing that her age does not exceed nineteen. 
Previously to his marriage, the father of Maria 
Monk had been employed in an hotel at Quebec. 
The building did the,n belong, and we believe does 
still, to the Honorable Chief Justice Sewell. He 
was removed from Quebec, and placed, on the soli. 
citation of the Honorable John Muri, in the situa. 
tion of barrack.master at St. John's; where he mar. 
ried the mother of our heroine. At a very early 
age Maria attended the school of Mr. Adam Miller 
at St. John's, and there became acquainted with 
ller master's son, Mr. William Miller; an ac' 
.quaintance which has recently been renewed in the 
city of New.York under circumstances of mutual 
advantage to the parties. Her father died of apo. 
plexy, at Laprairie, on the river St. Lawrence, about 
the year 1824; and shortly afterwards her mother 
removed to Montreal, and was appointed house. 
keeper of the government house; which situation 
she still retains. At the age of nine years Maria 
was sent to the poor school of the Congregation, and 
remained there about nine months. It is stated by 
her mother that Maria was at the Congregational 
school in the year 1825. The scholars at the poor 
school of the Congregation are divided into two 
classes. Parents able and willing, are charged the 
sum of two dollars and a half per annum for the in. 
struction given at the poor school; and Mrs. Monk 
was one of those parents. Maria's conduct at 
school was not acceptable to her instructors, and her 
~smi~ion from t.h~ school was occasioned by some 
JuveJUle freaks, glVlug ample promise of the conduct 
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of matured age. The mother attributes the eccen­
tricities of the daughter to an accident which befel 
her at St. John's. It appears that Maria, while at 
school, had her ear pel'forated by a slate pencil, 
and that a piece of the pencil has remained in her 
ear to this day. Her sufferings arising from this 
cause have been acute, and have led to the suppo_ 
sition that her intellect has been from the time of 
the accident seriously and badly affected. It is 
known to medical jurisconsults, that no question 
is of more difficult determination than that of al­
leged insanity, It is the opinion of Mrs. Monk, and 
others personally acquai~ted with Maria, that she 
is not insane; but still they deplore that her manner 
and conduct, from the time of the accident, have 
been marked by strange flightiness and unaccount_ 
able irregularities. Be this as it may, her mother 
has always found her a wayward child, and of dif_ 
ficult management. After her dismission from the 
Congregati9r1; she attended v>ari'ous schools, with 
indifferent success. Her mother's authority was 
insufficient to restrain her adventurous disposition; 
the physicians consulted on her malady, were una­
ble to effect a cure; and she acquired among her 
acquaintances, a character for uncertainty of con­
duct and principle, which the subsequent events of 
her life have not helped to remove. 

Dr. Nelson of the city of Montreal has known 
her from her youth, and often, on her mother's ap­
plication, gave her medical advice. Dr. Nelson. 
and other medical practitioners consulted by her 
parent, agreed that an operation on the ear would 
be extremely haz'*dous. Thus it has happened 
that the cause 'of her malady still subsists, and that 
she still endures its effects. 

7 



In 1829 she escaped from her mother's protec. 
tion, and made a voyage to Quebec on board the 
Hercules steamer, then commanded by Capt. Arm. 
stronf>'. Capt. Armstrong states that he looked upon 
Mari~ Monk as insane. She, in fact, attempted to 
throw herself out of the cabin window, and was 
only prevented from effecting her purpose by being 
locked up in a Rtate room. 

On her return to j\1ontreul, her mother was in. 
duced to endeavor to get her ;eceived into a con­
vent. Mrs. ilIonk applier! for counsel and air! to 
several gentlemen, among whom may be named tIll' 
Rey. H. Esson and Dr~ Nelson. Her design could 
not be effected for a variety of reasons. Mrs. 
Monk was and is poor. Her sole dependence is on 
her situation at the 'government house, and the two 
shillings a day she there receives. The payments 
of ."III's. Monk's s\llary are made p,urrrtcrly, through 
the commandant of the city of Montreal, and ara 
so regulated that it is impossible they should be reo 
ceived by any other perso~ than Mrs. Monk herself. 
Mrs. Monk's poverty was an ohstacle not ealtily to 
be overcome. The laws of Canada require that 
persons taking the religious habit shall pay, as 
dowries, certain sums of money, and such payments 
are most generally madn hy the parents of the ap. 
plicant: bnt in some instances subscriptions are 
entered into, and the religious vocation of a desC'rv­
ing object is secured by the contributions of the 
good and charitahle. In the case of Maria Monk, 
there existed no inducement to confer on her dis­
interested benefactions. At the age of fourteen 
her characte~ was notoriously bad, and petty lar. 
ceny was wlth her no un frequent crime. Mrs. 
Malcolm states, that Maria once applied to her for 
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some money, on pretence that she was desired to 
do so by her mot\,ler. Mrs. Malcolm gave the 
money, but subsequently ascertained that Maria 
had practised on her a gross deception. As the 
convents of Montreal are not asylums for corrected 
vice or reformed profligacy, Maria's previous ha. 
bits rendered her admittance, even as a postulante, 
utterly impossible. Besides, Maria was not a Ro. 
man Catholic; and her readiness to become one, to 
efiect a special purpose, would not have been con· 
sidered a sufficient guarantee against a possible reo 
lapse. 

Discomaged in her endeavours, Mrs. Monk 
again resorted to her personal authority, but with 
little success. Her daughter became a confirmed 
vagrant. 

In the years 1831, 1832, we find her at 
Sorel or William Henry, a town situate on the river 
Richelieu, about forty.five miles belo'w Montreal. 
She there first resided with Charles Gouin, hotel 
keeper, and subsequently at Mrs. Monk's of the 
same.place. From Mrs. Monk's she ran away, af. 
ter having robbed the house of a quantity of wear. 
ing apparel, and proceeded to St. Ours, where she 
managed to procure employment at Mr. Pringle's, a 
farmer of that vicinity. Discovered and dismiss. 
ed by, Mr. Pringlf', she proceeded to St. Denis, 
and in various occupations employed her time until 
the spring of 1834. 

About the 12th of July in the same year, 1834, 
and shortly after her withdrawal from St. Denis, 
she was engaged as a domestic in the family of C. 
Lovis, watchmaker and jeweller, residing in 

'Notre Dame street, opposite the Montreal seminary. 
Her (londQct, in this Iilituation, was not satisfactory 
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to her master j and her bad character, which was 
quickly ascertained, occasioned her dismissal about 
the 9th of August following. During her resi. 
dence at the house of ;\Ir. Lovis, Maria contriv· 
ed to give evidence of a disturbed and iII.regulat. 
ed intellect. She exhibited strange eccentricities, 
and laid claims to an interest and sympathy for her 
person which neither her conduct nor character 
entitled her to expect. She signified to Mr. Lovis 
her desire to embrace the Roman Catholic faith, 
and requested permission to prepare in his house 
for the re.baptism which she imagined the canons 
of the Roman Catholic church would require. Mr. 
Lovis treated her application as a pretence, and 
regarding her as an unworthy person, dismissed her 
from his service. 

After her departure from the house of Mr. Lovis, 
it seems she took up her habitation in various bro. 
thels at Griffin Town, a suburb of Montreal, and 
elsewhere. At a subsequent period, in peranibUlati'bg 
with Louis Malo, a constable of the Montreal courts, 
she pointed out various resorts of vice in ",hich 
she had resided. 

In the month of October, 1834, we find her at 
Varennes, a town fifteen miles from Montreal, on 
the opposite side of the river. She there committed 
a theft in the house of Girard, hotel.keeper, and 
returnlld to Montreal with various articles in her 
p.ossession, among which were a lady's veil and a 
Silver watch. The veil she disposed of in Griffin 
Towil, and the watch she sold to Mr. George Sa. 
vage,. watchmaker, residing in St. Paul street in 
thecdy of Montreal. Girard, so soon as he dis., 
co:vered his loss, l~ft Varennes in pursuit of the· 
thief, and lodged mformation against her in the 
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Montreat police office. On his affidavit a war. 
rant was immedia~y issued against the fugitive, 
and put for execution into the hands of the consta. 
ble, LOllis Malo. Malo, having information that 
Maria was concealed at Lachine, instantly proceed. 
ed there, and succeeded in se.curing her person. 
On her apprehension she confessed her guilt, and 
was carried in custody to the city. The veil could 
not be recovered, but the watch was immediately 
restored by Mr. Savage. Still in custody, she was 
then taken to Varennes to be identified; and, in con. 
sideration of her youth, and moved by her tears 
and entreaties, the injured parties consented to her 
release. It would seem that Maria is not deficient 
in personal charms, for she made an impression on 
the heart of the susceptible constable, who, taking 
her under his protection, returned with her to Mon. 
treal. Arrived in the city, she was placed, by the 
care of Constable Malo •. in a tavern, which then 
existed at the corner 04> •• Joseph and Commission 
!;treets, and which was occupied by a person of the 
name of Richard Ouston. About this time her < 

cohabitation with her protector, the constable, oc· 
curred. 

On the 9th of November, in the same year, 
1834, the spirit of adventure, which no circumstances 
had been able to control, again broke forth. On 
that day Maria's wanderings led her to the neigh. 
bourhood of the Lachine canal, into which she rna. 
nifesftld a strong disposition to throw herself.' Her 
movements having by chance been observed by. 
!:lome persons near her, they interfered wit~ her self· 
sacrifice, and conveyed her to a house In the VI. 

cinity. After some hours spent in hys~rics, moans, 
and lamentations, Maria's intellect and memory 

7* 
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(}iearlld up, and she declared. herself to be ~he 
da.ughter of Doctor W. Robertson, one of the city 
magistrates j but, on being confronted with that func. 
tionary, she gave her real name and parentage, 
She represented, however, that she had no home, 
and gave a confused and disjointed account of her. 
self. Under these circumstances, she was commit. 
ted to the house of correction as a vagrant, and 
remained there until the 19th of November. 
Her mother having learned her situation, proc\lred 
her liberation, and took her to the government house, 
of which she was the keeper. 

Whilst in jail, she was seen and spoken to by 
Mrs. Beaudry, a lady whose charitable intentions 
frequently conducted her to scenes of misery and dis· 
tress. Affected by the forlorn condition in which 
she saw Maria, she represented her case to Mrs • 
. McDonell, and prevailed on that lady to receive. 
her as an inmate of th~ MUdalen Asylum. She 
was accordingly conducteu 10ere, and entered to· 
wards the close of the month of November. 

In the Magdalen Asylum she was still Maria 
Monk, wavering and fanciful. All efforts to reo 
store h,er to a regulated mode of thQught and action 
proved unavailing. It was even discovered that 
the seclusion of the Asylum did not prevent her from 
renewing her intercourse with the constable. She 
received his visits, and held converse with him 
thiou~h. the yard enclosure. At the Asylum, Maria. 
was VISited by her mother, who did not fail to dis. 
cover that she was in a state of pregnancy. The 
same was also remarked by Mrs. McDonell, and 
other pers?ns about her. Her conduc;:t, finally, be. ' 
came 80 lDsupportable, that Mrs. McDonell was 
compelled to dismiss her, and she returned to her 
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mother's charge at the beginning of the month of 
March, 1835. 

Maria speedily tired of her home, and left it 
early in summer. It was not known where sh,e,had 
gone. It was supposed that she had returned to 
her ancient haunts within the limits of the province, 
but it soon appeared, that with increased experi. 
ence she was induced to extend the field of her 
operations. She had gone to New-York, and on 
the nineteenth of August, in the summer of 1835, 
she arrived at the Exchange Coffee House, Montreal, 
in company with a person named Hoyte, who pass­
ed for a preacher, and of a person named Turner, 
who passed for a judge. The judge, the preacher, 
and the prostitute having clubbed their wisdom 
and inventive powers, passed some time in laying 
the foundation of charges which were afterwards 
to be preferred against the priests and nuns of 
Lower Canada. The parties, however, could not 
long agree. The judge, a man waxed in years, and 
probably not possessed of more wickedness of heart 
than might be expected from a determined Calvin­
ist, became disgusted with his companions, and re­
turned to the green hills of Vermont, with the con. 
solation of having wandered from them on a wit. 
less and worthless errand. The prostitute also be­
came restive. She left the preacher, and the child 
she called his, at the hotel, and made her way to a 
notorious house of ill-fame in one of the city 
suburbs. She was there visited by Constable Malo,_ 
to whom she expressed herself in bitter terms of 
the preacher, and declared her determination never 
to have any thing more to say to him. She yield­
ed, however, to the persuasion of the preacher, and 
was induced to leave the brothel in his compa. 
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ny. Some two or three scenes occurred between 
Maria, her mother, and Hoyte, in which the con· 
duct of the latter was not entirely agreeable to our 
notions of clerical, or even semi.clerical, pudi. 
city. 

liIaria, again in the power of Hoyte, was quickly 
removed by him to :.Iew.York, beyond the reach of 
farther int~rj;_'fence. In that city, and toward the 
close of the year eighteen hundred and thirty.five, 
were published the" Awful Disclosures," which 
have given so much celebrity to the name of Monk, 
and even to that of Jane Ray, one of her compa. 
nions at the Magdalen Asylum. In New·York 
she stillliY~~, regarded and honored as a martyr to 
the cause of pure eyangelism. 

The author of th:s article understands that the 
preacher Hoyte, having been crowded out by 
more ambitious aspirants, the company of anti. 
papists at present consists of W. C. Brownlee, 
Maria ::Uonk, John S. Slocum, William Miller, reo 
cently of Montreal, Andrew Bruc~, a "ladv," also 
l'ecently of ~Iuntreal, D. Fanshaw, and others. 

CHAPTER VlI. 

Do('umentary (,liirlf~~C(.', p~Ol'i2g tlurl from her early youth Jfaria. 
]Jonk has led the Itfe ~I a va",ranf, and that on thefir.l of January, 
183~, durmg fh" election "iols during the Cholera Beason of 1832 
11lring the Cholera .. 'ff'(nnll ~r 183-1, tlte mt!'j period-& lnentioneJ 
In the H Aui~Ll nU:rlIl.'HlrC$" as period.o; durin!! which llIaria 
... ~Ionk_ UX/s .an m~ale nf tltc, Hotel Dieu, she ICas w reality rfBid.. 
mg at vanUU3 Q,ht"," placcs Ul. and about ..1Iontreal. 

IT. would be ~ossiblc to produce here -evidence 
bearmg on the life and adventures of Maria Monk, 
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from her infancy to the present moment. She is still 
young-very young; her personal acquaintances 
are to be met with in numerous directions on the 
banks of the St. Llnvrence and RichelitlU rivers, 
and very little trouble would have enabled us to ex. 
hibit her entire career from the" Primer" to the 
"Disclosures ;" but it would not be interesting to 
the public to know more of the history of Maria 
Monk than is necessary, in all reason, for the re­
futation of her pretensions, and the exposure of 
the imposition which has been attempted in her 
name on popular credulity. The task of unfolding 
the immorality of this wretched woman is any 
thing but pleasing. It is not undertaken to gratify 
idle curiosity, but to vindicate from atrocious asper­
sions the characters of men whom we deeply vene­
rate-to redeem from calumny the noble lives of 
good, peaceful, and charitable womell. 

When this refutatibn and these proofs shall 
meet the eye of the scurrilous and unhesitating 
defamer, will he not seek to escape the light of day 
and the regards of his fellow-men? The turbid 
current of his deliberate and blasphemous fanati­
cism will be heated by hot shame and unavailing 
regret. The stupid and lying wretch, the base 
knave, the imbecile criminal, will writhe in his an­
guish, scorned and loathed by an insulted and indig­
nant community. We have carried back our in­
quiries into the adventures of Monk as far as the 
yeai' 1831; she was then in her fifteenth year. 
n cannot be said positively that it is not pretended 
that she was a professed nun years previously to that 
age; but we have reason to believe, from, th.e ,lan­
guage held by her supporters in the pubhc prm~s, 
that hel' conventual trials principally occurred In 



the years 1831, 1832, 1833, and 1834. We now pro. 
ceed to exhibit our first document. 

:'{o. 1. Evidence of Clta1'les Gouin. 

The undersig-ned haying- been requested to state what he 
1(nows concerning ::\Iaria :iHonk, daughter of )Irf.l. ;\'Ionl(, house­
keeper of the house known as the Goyernment House in ,1"lon­
treal, der.lares,-That. the said .:Uaria lUonk entered into hIS ser­
vice at Sorel, or \Villiam Henry, as a menial, about the month or 
~ovcmber, one thousand eight llUmlrcd and thirty-one; and that 
,lie remained in it until the month of September nearly of the 
following year. The undersigned declares that the saicl Maria 
remained in his service during nil the time of the Cholera of une 
thowmnd eight humlrecl and thirty-!\\'O; the unJersigned hD.s un­
uerstoocl that when the said ,Maria left his service, she made a 
vOYl1ge to t.!uC'bec-that on her rf'turn the'refrom, she took scr· 
vice at 3Irs. }Iollk's of Sorel, or lfilliam IfeTLf"!I; that she there 
committed a then; aOll that the stolen artic1es were tiJuml in her 
po~;sc8<;ion. The undersigned declares that the said .Maria ;tlonk 
tuld him that the said ;llrs. monk of :lIontreal wa.s not her mother 
proper, uut her :;t('IHnrJ~~H:'r; which allegation the undcf;:;igJied 
subsequently found to be fah;e. 'rhe llJlJ('r::ii~n8ri decla.r~ that 
the said ilIaria, at the time he knew her, appeared to be about 
fourteen or fifteen year:-s old. 'fhc 'unuersigued declares that he 
has never unclers'oud, except from public reports recently spread, 
that the said Maria hath made any residence whatever in I1ny 
COllvent. (Signed) CliAS. GOUIN. 

MI'. Gouin 1S a man of years, and keeper of the 
principal hotel of Sorel. His evidence proves-

1. That in the year 1831 and 1832, Monl, was 
in his service for the space of about ten months. 

2. That she was in hi~ service, during the cholera 
season of 1832. 

3. That while in his service, she denied her own 
mother. The conduct of Monk, towards her mother 
has ~lw1l;Ys been ungrateful; and her habit of in­
dulglU~ III calumnious remarks on her parent could 
be teshfied to by hundreds of witnesses. 
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No.2. Evidence of lIIrs. lIfonk of Sorel. 

Sorel, 24th July, 1836. 
The undersigJled, being requested to stnte her informntion (lnd 

knowledge concerning Marin. 1\lonk, daughter to }fr~. ~Ionkl 
house·ket>per of the Government House in the city of Montreal, 
herehy declares thnt IUaria Monk entered. hcrscrvl('e as domestic 
ill the Autumn of 1~3~; thnt the unJcrsigncu understooathot JI'la­
ria hndjnst returned from Quehec; and th:lt n short time previous· lr she had been employed us a domestic in the hotel kept by C. 
(",Quin a~ ~ol'el; that hnving remained ahout aile \,,'rcIt in the seT­
'vice of the undersigned, ~,:nr~n.l'tnnk secretly witlulrcw from it, 
carr~ .. ing with her a quantity of we::tring apparel bC"longing to the 
umler1':ligned; that iliaria was immediately pursueu to St. Ours, 
u village ahout twc!\'C lIli!l~S from the hOl'Oughof ~or('l. nndthcre 
di~('oveL'ed with the stolen nrticles in her l)O.'~'Rf'..-;.<nH i hut t)IG.t in 
(';lnscquence of her extreme youth she was relc~".icd from custo~ 
dy, and suffered to go at liberty. The ulluer:iigneu ha:; never un· 
dcr!>tQou, ex('cpt from recent puhlic report, thlll.:.H:lria ha.d been at 
nny time an inmale ofa convent.. 

(~ignel]) lIIARY ANGELICA lIIONIC. 

To guard against error from the similarity of 
names, it is proper to state that Mrs. Monk is no 
wise connected with Monk the thief. ~\Irs_ i\Ionk's 
evidence proves thc commission of the crime of 
theft, and corroborates the evidence of Mr. Gouin. 
On the libel'ation ot'lMonk from custody, shp. at­
tempted to pass hersel't on Mr. Pringle, a f.'lrmer of 
St. Ours, as an honest girl; and indeed was in his 
service for a few days; but 1\1r. Pringle quickly 
ascertained her character, and dismissed her with 
ignominy. 

The inhabitants of the Canadian villages arc 
simple and primitive in their manners, slow to sns­
pect the existence of vice, slow to detect it. Monk 
is represented by all who knew her, as having been 
at one ~ime a girl of extremely interesting appear· 
ance. Immediately after her dismissal li·om the 
house {)f Mr. Pringle, she fled from St. Ours, and 
made her way to St. Denis, a village about twelve 
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miles distant. The communications between the 
French, and scattered English inhabitants of the 
parishes, are as slight as it is possible to imagine. 
Monk met, therefore, with no difficulty in procuring 
employment, in a Canadian family; and she accord· 
ingly took service in the house of cUr. St. Germain, 
a respectable tradesman and mechanic of St. Denis. 
Mr. St. Germain, is since deceased; but his widow 
has furnished liS with the following notarial depo. 
sition. 

No.3. Evidence rif Jlrs. St. Germain. 

Sorel, 23d .July, 1836. 
In the year one thousanJ eight hundred nnJ thirty-six, and on 

the twenty-third day of Jul)" hefore the Notary undersigned, re­
siding in the borough of St. Denis, appeared Angelica Hodgin., 
widow of the late Anthon)' Gazuille dit ~1. Germain, in his life­
time hatter, of the said borough of ~t. Denis, who said and declar­
ed that she knew well the so-called Maria ~Ionk, and that the 
f.-aid l\'Inria was employed in the servi('e of ueponent frorn about 
the first duy of Octo],,·r. one thousand eight hundred and thirty­
two, to the month of Mareh, one thousand eight hundred and tjtir 
ty-threc j alHl further ueponent declared not. 

(~ignefl) A'C. HODGINS. 
(Signed) E. MINAULT, N. P. 

This deposition carries us IOrward six months, 
to the spring of 1833. On leaving Mrs. St. Ger. 
main's, Monk became dependent on the charity of 
various individual~, and remained, for about two 
months, without any fixed employment. She was 
regarded by the inhahitants of the village as a girl 
of at least doubtful virtue. This circumstance 
compelled her to quit it. She wandered into the 
country, and prevailed on the untutored peasantl 
to employ her as a teacher of English. 
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No.4. Evidence of Mic1tael Guertin. 

In th~eBr one thouaand eight hundred and thirty-six, and the 
twenty-. ird day of July, before the Notary of the Pro\'ine~ of 
Lower ilnSda, undersigned-appeared, 
~tGh .... 1 Guertin, f~nner, of the parish of St. Deni., who said 

and declared, that he knew well the so-called MBrill Monk; that 
she kept a school in his house from about the fifteenth of the 
month of May, in the year one thousand eight hundred and thir­
ty-three, to the end oCthe month of June of the same year. And 
further deponent declared, that he did not know how to Bign--
wherefor .. he made his mark hi. . 

Signed) MICHAEL + GUERTIN 
mark. 

E. MINAULT, N. P. 

The deponent Guertm granted her the use of a 
room, and the neighbours were invited to send their 
children to the English mistress. At Guertin'!! 
and other pla.ces in the immediate neighbourhood 
she pursued her adopted profession during the spring, 
summer and autumn of 1833, and on the 2d of De­
cember in the same year entered the employment 
of Miss Louise Bousquet, government school mis­
tress, as her English assistant_ 

No.5. Eow.nee of Loui.8e Bousquet, 

In the yeat one thousand eight hundred ';"d thirty-sir, and 00 
the twenty-fourth day of July, before the undersigned Nota­
ry Public, residing in the borough of St. Denis, appeared Louise 
Boulquet, wife of Jean Baptiste Archamheau, and declared,-

That in the year one thousand eighlundred IIlId thirty;,hree. 
deponent was hliBtre.s of the Govern nt School at I'll. D~tIis. 
DiBtrict of Montreal I that in the sl1me yenr she knew in the vil­
lage of St. Denis a young girl named Maria Monk; that on the 
secontl of December, one thouBand eight hundred Bnd thirty-three, 
the SBme Bnd said Mari .. ~Ionk came Bnd resided with the BBid 
deponent as her assistant in the instruction in English of the e1w­
dren committed to her care; that the said Maria remained in the 
employment of deponent about seven months or there8bouts, and 
that.lie left it about the month of July, one thouaand eight hun­
dred lind thirty-four; that during her stay with deponent, her 
~ondu" was not BBtiafaCtory; that depooen' was informed that 

8 
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the said )IIlria, on leaving the house of deponent, withdrew from 
St. Denis; that deponent had been informed and believed that 
the entire stal' of the said Maria at St. Denis embraced a pezic?d 
of eighteen months; that deponent havmg been mformed, thalm 
a book published at :-Iew.York, recital is made of certain rela­
tions alleged to have existed h<.'l'C'toforc bf'tween deponent ;\nd 
the said ;ilaria, deponent declared snch recital w be absolutely 
false, with the single exception hereinbefore mentioned; that de .. 
ponmt having been informed that it is theroin said that the .aid 
.. \farin, during her residence with deponent, wore on her person 
n hag cont.aining hair of the superior of the Hotel Dieu Convent 
of :lIon treo.l, deponent declared that she had /10 knowledge of it; 
thnt havine: been informed that it i. said in the same book that 
the ~aid Marifl was married during her residellce with deponent, 
and that she consulteu cicponent 011 the subjcc! of her marriage, 
depone·nt said a:1d UP dared that she was n total stranger to such 
nll£'ged mnr, Jage ; and moreover positiyely denied the part impu. 
ted to her therein, or any other p:\rt whatever j that having been 
informed that it is said in the snme ~ook that ueponent hud con· 
sen ted to mnke c:::rrnin representations concermng the aald 1\'18· 
ria 10 the Superior of the Hotel Dien, deponent positivel)' ueni· 
fit! having gi\:en such consC'ut, denied having been spoken to on 
the subject, or having any knowledge or information of the trans­
action mentio!1cd in the sr..id book, being, in all respects and un­
rC~Pf\·euly, D. total stranger to ~t; that ha\"ing bcrninformeu that 
it i~J said in the same hook that deponent went to the said Hotel 
j)ieu to inquire for a cert3in U~t • .ilran('i!':," deponent positive­
ly denied it; and moreo\"~r declared that site never had an ac­
quaintance livi"l; in the Hotel Dietl of the said name of St.l"ran· 
('is; and deponent further declnre(l, that in the-summer of eigh .. 
teen hundred and thirty.four, ;llr. Lord the bishol? made an rpis­
copal visit to ~t. Deni~; that on the day ~le ('onhrmations were 
made in the parish ('hllrch, the fJaid .'laria preten*,d to ueponent 
that Rhe had been confirmed on the snme occasion, but with what 
trut~ deponent cannot say; and furL her ueponent declared, that 
d,unng the stay- ~f the sain Mal'ia at St. Denis, Mr. ,Medani was 
(;urate of the pn11~h, and itlr. llir!'o! his Virar. .And deponent fur­
ther .tleclarc,i, that she hlM1 never understood, except fl"Orn recent 
pubhc report, thnt the sa18 ~'laria had been at an}" Lime a No,,"ic.e, 
ur Sister, or inmate in any Convent whatever. 

And deponent further declared, that in the month of August, 
one thousand eIght hundred and thirty-fh e, deponent receIved 
from ~Iontrenl two letters, one in the English language and the 
ether 10 the French ~~nguage; that the French letter was signed 

AmbrOIse Vlgeaut, anll that it invited deponent to proceed w 
!\Iontreal w receIve two hundred pounds currency which a lady 
there at Montreal was commissioned w give her; that the Eng­
hsh letter was sIgned" Hoyte," but that deponent, from her ig­
noronce of the language, remained ignorant of its contents. 
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And deponent further declared, that deponent did tlccoramgly 
, r.roceed to lIlontreal, and having communicated with tbe said 

• Ambroise Vigenut," the snid Ambroi.e Vigeaut informed de­
ponent that the said lUnria, .in company "ith a man dressed in 
black, bad requested of him very earnestly to write to the depo­
nent, with which request he was iuduced to comply; that depo­
nent did then proceed to cail uyon the mother of the .aid !llaria 
at the Government House, and that the said mother said to depo­
nent that her daughter, the said IHarill, was a "ictim and an Wl· 
fortunnte; that deponent handed the said leller. to the said mo­
ther, who, in an ungry manner, burned themol'l. the spot; and that 
deponent paid no further attention to ~he said invitation,orto the 
mntter it relates to; and further deponent declared not 

(Signed, after perusal) LOUlt;E BOUSQUET, 
Femme Arebambeau. 

(Signed) • E. ;\IINAULT, N. P. 

The part attributed to Miss Bousquet, in the 
"Awful Disclosures," is more than she will confess 
to. She is now married, and the curious traveller 
visiting the so called Sixth Concession, nine miles 
east of the village of St. Denis, will find her the 
happy and contented wife of John Baptiste Arch­
ambeau, enjoying some reminiscences of Maria 
Monk, but wholly dead to the memory of the mur­
dered St. Francis. The evidence of l\iI!/.dame 
Archambeau proves that the residence of Monk in 
and about the parish of St. Denis was extended to 
the month (If July, 1834. It moreover corroborates 
the evidence of Mrs. St. Germain and of Michael 
Guertin on the entire period of the residence of 
Maria Monk at St. Denis. It.will be observed that 
she entered the service of Mrs."8t. Germain in the 
autumn of 18:32, and that ~he lost her situation 
with Miss Bousquet in the summer of 1834. 

As is stated in the deposition of Mis~ Eousquet, 
Monk then withdrew from St. Denis. It cannot 
be said Monk's vicious propensities slumbered while 
she was. in' the country; for it is certain that the 
deponents of St. Denis, who are silent on her moral 
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eonduet might have stated much against it. That 
she was a girl practised in evil, may be inferred 
from the evidence of Cournoier, commonly called 
Martel Paul. 

No.6. Evidence of Martel Paul Hus CoU1'1lOier. 

DiBtrict of Mootreal: 
Personally came anu appMred before me, Edward W. Car­

ter, one of his Majesty's Justices for the District of Montreal, Mar­
tel Paul Hus Cournoier, who being duly sworn on the Holy Evan­
gelists-declared,-

ThaI deponent was personally acquainted with l\laria Monk, 
daughter to 3Irs. Monk, house-keeper of the Government House in 
the city of Montreal; that he knew her from her infancy, and was 
personally acquained, with her late father, W. Monk, Barrack­
master at St. John's, Lower Canada ; and that he was personally 
acquainted with her mother; that deponent always beheved, and 
did still believe, that the said ~laria WIl8 the proper daughter of 
the said Mrs. Monk; that deponent, until within the last two or 
three years had always been in the habit of sceint the said Ma­
ria from time to time; that deponent had known 0 her residence 
at ,"arious places, and particUlarly of her residence at Charles 
Gouin's, and ~Irs. Monk'. of the borough of Sorel; and also of 
her residence at lIIontreal; at St. Ours, and at St. Denis; and of 
sundry voyages performed by her to Quebec; that deponent 
knew of the theft committed by her at the said Mrs. Monk'. of 
Sorel, and was present at the time of her arrest at the house of 
a person named Leclnire, at St. Ours. . 

And deponent further declared, that from the Ilge of fourteen 
or fifteen the said Maria had been, according to the belief and 
mfor~ati~n of deponent, a person of debauched habits, and that 
her IIhClt mtercourse with various persons known to deponent 
W88 of public notorietllo. 

And deponent furth'm' declared, that itwllS not the belief ofde­
ponent that the said Maria had been at any time an inmate of 
any co'!vent whatever, and that deponent had many strong and 
conclUSive rensBns for belie,;ng that the said Maria was a lola! 
stranger ~ the convents of Lower Canada. And further depo­
nent aeclared not. 

his 
(Signed) MARTEL + PAUL. 

mark. 
Tallen and .wom to b~fore me, this 24th 

day of July. le36. 
(Signed) W. CARTER, J_ P. 
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This affidavit corroborates moreover the evidence 
of Mr. Charles Gouin and Mrs. Monk of Sorel, 
and of Mrs. St. Germ<Lin, Michael Guertin, and 
Louise Bousquet of St. Denis. 

It appears that Monk proceeded directly from 
St. Denis to Montreal, for on the 12th of July, 
and shortly after her separation from Mis;; Bous­
quet, we find her entered as domestic in the family 
of Mr. Lovis of that city. 

No.7. Evidence of Charles D. S. Lads. 

Pr(TIJince.oj Lower Canada, Dislfi,'l qfJ[onlreal: 
Before me, Peter Lukin, one of his IIInjesly'" Justices of 

the Pence for the District of IIIontreal, appeared elmrle. D, S. 
Levis, Watchmaker and Jc,,"ellcr, who, on making oath on tho 
Holy Evangelists, declared: 

"fhaf; l\Iaria llIonk came to li\-e in his family as a servant girl, 
on or nboutthe 12thufJuly, 1831, aud remaillcd in hiNservice until 
the 7th or 8th of August of the same year; when it beiJlg pcr­
ceived that she wa~ often dcranqetl in her mind, aud it being di8~ 
covered that her condnct and chararfer were notoriously bad, 
.he was discharged; thnt the said l\Inria monk staled to <lepo­
nent, that she ''''ishcd to become 0. Ruman Cathulic, and that she 
WIl8 'preparing to be baplized, and that .he asked deponent's per­
miSSion to prepare herself in h~ hOll:se fur that pnrpo!:.c. 

. (Siglled) ('J[ARLE~ D. ~. LOVI8. 
Sworn before me, at MOlltreal, the 8lh of 

July, 1836. 
:~iglled) P. LUKIN, J. P. 

The cholera of 1834 broke out in ~Iontreal on 
precisely the very day that Maria Monk took ser­
vice in the family of Mr. Lovis. She was dismiss­
ed from the employment of Mr. Lovis early in the 
month. of August, and shortly after performed an 
expeditiop. to Sorel; for what object we have not 
troubled Ii!Ursel ves to discover. -
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No.8. Evidence of Lawrence Kidd, Esq. 

In the summer of 1834 I was coming one Sunday morning 
from my cottage in the Quebec suburbs, when I met Capt. Ryan; 
master of the" Canadian Patriot," steamer. Capt. Ryan infonft· 
"d me that he had arri"ed from Quebec that morning; that he 
was then in search of lIIaria Monk, who had como up with him 
from Sorel, and whom he suspected of baving stolen his watch 
from on· board the hoat. Capt. Ryan further told me, that 
l\Ionk had journeyed in his bont from Sorel to Montreal; that on 
coming on board of the boat previously to its departure from 
Sorel. sbe addressed him un deck, and asked him ifhe did notre· 
cognize ber; that at first he did not, hut afterwards did recog· 
nize her; and being acquainted with her mother as well as with 
her late father, and havin~ taken compassion on hC'r destitute 
condition, he sent her <lown to the cabin. Aud further, 
Capt. Ryan informed me, that on the urrival of the .teamer al 
Montreal, MarilllUonk disappeared without communicating with 
him, and that he had reason to believe that she had stolen hia 
watch. I have no positive knowledge of the ster,s taken by Capt. 
Ryan, subsequently to my conversation with lim; but am llil­
der the impression that Monk successfully evaded hi. searcb. 

I saw Capt. Ryan lately, who is still impressed witb the same 
idea, that she was the person who stole his watch. 

(Signed) LAWRENCE KIDD. 

Mr. Kidd is one of his Majesty'lll Justices of the 
Peace for the District of Montreal. It does not 
appear from the evidence of Mr. Kidd, in what 
month of the summer of 1834 Monk made the jour. 
ney there mentioned j but by recurring to the evi. 
dence of Miss Bousquet, as to the time of her with. 
drawal fr<l~ her service (July), and to the evidence 
of Mr. LOVlfl as to the time of her entrance into 
~is service (12th July), it will be perceived that the 
Journey must have been made subsequently to the 
8th of August. It is doing Monk no injury to be. 
lieve that she stole Capt. Ryan's wateh. The 
unfortunate woman has committed crimes which 
obscure stealing. 

It is no libel to write Maria Monk a thief. 
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No.9. Evidence of Louis Malo. 

PTOIlIftCI! qf Lower Canadn, Di,;trict oj lrfontreal: 
Personally e~me and a~peared before me, Lawrence Judd, 

Esq., one of h .. Majesty's Jusllces of the Peace for the said dis­
trict, this twenty-fourth day of l\[arch, 1836, Louis Malo, of the 
city of Montreal, in the said district, Constable, who after being 
duly sworn on tho Holy Evangelists, depo.eth Rnd saith, t.hat on 
the eleventh day of October of the year of our Lord one tholl­
land eight hundred and thirty-four, a warrant, of which fo1\ows 
a true copy, was placed in his hands for execution-to wit: 

"PEACE OFFICE . 
.. PrDl1ince of Lower Ca7ll1lla, District of Montreal: 

U Joseph Antoine Ga~on, Esquire, one of the Justices of 
" o~r ~rd the King, assigned to keep the peace within the said 
.~ distriCt. 

"To the High Constable, all other constables, peace officers, 
.. and othe .. , the ministe .. of our said Lord the King within th .. 
"Maid dil:ltrict, Bud to every of them-Greeting :-

H Whereas, a woman whose name is unknown, to be pointed 
"out by Jean Bllptistc Girard, of the parish of Varennes, in the 
llcounty or Vercheres and distrlct aforesaid, Inn.keeper, stands 
"~harged up0l! oath with having, on the eig!,th day of October 
u 1118tant, felonwusly "taken. fltolen, and earned away from the 
"dwelliu'l"-hou.c of the said Jean Baptiste Girard, a silver watch, 
II of the value of two pound~ currency, and a variety of other 
"goods Rnd effect., the property of the said Jean Baptiste Girard. 

"These are, therefore, to authorize and. command you, or any 
"er you, in his Majesty's name, forthwith to apprehend and hring 
II before me, or somo other of his Mujesty's Justices of the peare 
"for the said district, the body of the said woman; funher, that 
"you 1I!,ake a diligent searell nmong the elfecls of the said wo­
u man~or the said fltolen gooolil; tu answer the said charge, and 
"to be further dealt with nc('ordillg to law. Hereinfailnot. Given 
"under my hand and seal, nt ~Iolltreal, the eleventh day of Oc­
"tober, in the fifth year of hi. Majesty'. reign_" 

(Siglled) .1. A. GAGNON, J. P. 
That the deponent heing then dmrged with the execution of 

the said warrant, ,lld, unillie .ame eleventh day of October, go in 
pUrlnit of the won",u therein mentioned, accompanied by the 
... id Jean Baptiste Girard, and o\'ertook her at the parish of La­
chine,in the Dilltrict of Montreal, at B distance of nine miles from 
the cit} oQUontr."I, ,ho being then on board of the steam-boat 
Chatea~. That the said woman having been pointed out to 
deponent ~ the said Jean Baptiste Cirard as being the wO.mnn 
mentioned in the said warrant; he, the said deponent, b~ vIrt~e 
of the said warrant, made her a prisoner, nnd took her l!ltn Ins 
custody and keeping; that all the goods stolen from the s~d Jenn 
BBptiote Girard were found :n her posses.ion, part of which, wo-



92 

men', clothes, she wore on her person, and the, remainder she 
carried in a bundle, "ith Ihe exception of the saId Sliver walch 
and a veil, which she stated she had sold in lUontreal pnor to her 
ueparture from there; and that she would show to the deponent 
the persons to whom she h~d made "ale of them, That slle then 
named herself ;lIaria lIIills, alld on Ihe road to Monlreal, about 
half way from LachiJlc. she ITm:uked tllilt she would not like to 
be seen hy pei~')~.s who were working ia n field adjac~nt to the 
rond, as hflr unde, ~Ir. jUill:..;, li,-cd there, 111at after ba<vmgrench. 
cd ;\Iontrcal, she tuuk Ihe <iepullent antl the said Jean llaptiste 
Girard tu the jc·scHcr's-shop uf l\Ic:-;srs. ~ayage in ~t. Poul.street, 
stilting that f)he had sold the said wateh there for the sum of two 
cloHar::i; \'\'hich wa~, on the applir3.tion. to .Mr. ~i1vagc. imlO~diato .. 
Iy returneu to the :said Jl.!u.n .l:Jnptj:s~e Girard. TImt shc then took 
them to a houI';e in the :::;t .. \-11!1 suburb~, where !olhe stateu she 
had sold the veil; but the ,'oil could not be ob,ained there, ns the 
people denied the fa,'!; that .he ". lUI then taken (that night) to 
u tavern kept by one \Villium Brown, at the l\(-'w·markct of this 
city, and there kept during the night unuer the ch:lI"ge of the said 
Jean Baptist,c Girard. Tl,w.t o~, the morning fullo,wing, the Llepo· 
nent, ih.: ~a1l1 Jean nilpll~te (TItUrU, and the 8ntd womo.n who 
Hamed her,elf )r~ria Mill" left Montreal for the {,arish of Va­
relllle~, thl".: ret-.iul'Tll"c of th(> :-31d J('un Baptiste (;uard, fifteen 
miles from :'tlnHtreal, a!ld hired a ferryman nameu Peter Plouff' 
10 cUllver them by water w th It place, That after having reach­
eu Varennf?::i, she taxed the ~ervant-maid of the I.mid Girard '\lith 
haYillg ~tolcll llie saidclTe('ts, and given them to her ill a bundle. 
That lht' .nitl Girard and his falllily, beillg cUH\'inced of the falsity 
of thc story, did 110t believe herj mul would nut aUow her to tileep 
in tl~eir h~l1~e that night; when dcpuncllt "",-as obliged to pro\7ide 
ludgmg-s for her at a taveru ket\t by a ",iuu,,,' named Therese Del­
f~.u::le. That on the morning fullo\\ing, the said Jean Baptiste 
Guard hrl'\'iug positin-·}y dec!ined prosPcuLingJ.h~ charge illY fur­
ther 011 ~.el'ount uf the re:ipcetGbilttr ofhcrfal}li,lr Dud hl'r"youth, 
the deponent brought h~r back to 3Jullircal.. T~r. whilst at Va· 
relllle",. ~hc told the said dcpuucnt that her real.ruune was :Uario. 
~Il!llk, all.} thal ~hc walS the daughter of .11 .Jlrs ..... :ftonk. who was 
hVlIIg at the Government Houlie ill tJiP cit-y uI ;\Iontreal; which 
the depunent ::lub~el'luelltly mSCerp.111eU._ \\ as the. truth, and re. 
lluc~ted of the deponent not to tilke her iOJier mother, as ahe would 
eham her up and malte her l':Iuffer U!S sIte hAd done hefure. That 
th~ ~eponeut takiug pity ou her, tuol{ her to un inn kept ill Com­
nUlSslOJlenj-:strcet by Ol,l.C Richard Ou~tun, where Hhe remained two 
or three llays; after which ::Ihe left that house, and t)le deponent 
does not kIlO''''' where :she \\ ent to; but in a fe' ... · daY'lIUb~equent~ 
Iy, thc .I.poncllt wn. bellt for hy a yOUlI/( hoy, who told him there 
'-'"8::J 8 yuug,~ wom~n at the New-market. in a t.'1.yern kept by 
one John IrvUl, dcslrou. of beeing him, That the deponent hav­
Il1g gone there" no dlrect~d to a room in which Ito {oWld the .!lid 
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Maria Monk; who, among other things, told the deponent that 
.he intended leaving for Quebec. That they then parted and 
the deponent never heard of her afterwards, Wltil about the ~arIy 
part of lile month of ~eptember last, when, on arriving home in 
the afternoon, he was mformed that the servant of olie Josephine 
Raymond, widow of the late John George Dagan, hnd come there 
to ~equest the deponent to go to the saId Josephine Raymond'. 
reSIdence; tbattherewas 11 young womnn there from New-York 
desirous of seeing deponent. That the deponent hnving/:one 
there, found that the young woman in questIOn Wll8 the sai Mn­
~Monk before mentioned. That she then told the deponent 
that she had just arrived from N ew-York, with her friend, the 
Rev. Mr. Hoyt; thnt they had taken lodging. at Goodenough's 
hotel; but that.he had run nway from him Ilnd left him hi. child; 
.he alsostate,1 that.he did not know how to get her clothes from 
Goodenough's hotel; Ihat she would no longer live with the said 
Hoyt, as she did not like him; and that she would do any thing soon-
8r than return with him, the said Hoyt. The deponent then Ildvised 
her to return to her mother, which she declined doing. That on the 
day following, the' deponent saw the said "Iarin Monk before the 
house of the said widow Dagan in a calash, with a persoll at gen­
teel appearance, whom .he called her friend, and whlch the depo­
nent took to be the said nev. Mr. Hoyt. That the said Jo.ephmB 
Raymond, wid",v of the late John George Dagan, keep. a house 
of ill fame in St. Elizabeth-street, of the city of Montreal. 'rhat 
the deponent has neyer since seen the said "Inria Monk. 

(Signed) LOUIS "IALO. 
Sworn before me, at Montreal, the day and 

yenr above mentioned. 
(Signed) LAWRENCE KIDD, J. P. 

From the affidavit of Malo, it appears that he 
knew pf her whereabouts for several days subsequent­
ly to the 11th of October, 1834. The elections for 
the city of Montreal commenced on the 28th of the 
same month, and the riots in the first week of the 
following month. The latter were continued 
throughout nearly the whole of November. On the 
9th of November, Monk was committed to tho 
house of correction. 

No. 10. Euidence of Doctor Robertson. 
William RoberllIoll, of IIlonlre&1, Doctor in Medi:cine, being tI. 

Iy aworn on the Holy EVaJllleU8t8, ~eposeth nnti ,81th 118 follows: 
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On the 9th of November, 1834. three men came up'to tnyhouIII, 
having a young f~male in company "ith them, who. they said, 
was observed that forenoon, on the bank of the Canal, near the 
extremity of the St. Joseph suburbs. acting in a manner which in· 
duced 80me people who Raw her to think that .he intended to 
drown herself. They took her into a house in the neighborhood, 
where, after being there Borne hours, and interrogated 3S to who 
.he was. &c., she said she was the daughter of Dr. Roberllion. 
On receiving this informatio", they brought her to my hOll8e. 
Being from home when they cnme to the door. and learning from 
JUrs. Robertson that ,he had deceived them, they conveyed her 
to the watch-house. On returning home and hearing this story, 
I went in company with G. Auldjo, Esq .• of this city, to the watch· 
110use to inquire into the atlilir. There we found the young fe­
mo.lp, whom I have since o:scertaiJled to be lUaria ~Ionk, daughter 
of JI". Monk of this {'ity, in custody. She said, that although 
she was not my daughter, .he was the child of respectable pa­
rents in or very near lUol1treal, who, from some light conduct of 
hE"rFl, (arising from temporary insanity, to which alle was at times 
.ubject from her infancy,) had kept her confined and chained in 
a. cellar for the la~t four years. Upon examination, no mark or 
appenrance indicating the wec'ring of manR.cles, or any other 
mode of restraint, could be discerned. She said, on my obscn·jng 
this, thnt her mftther nlwnys took care to cover the irons with 
50ft cloths to prevent them injuring the skin. From the appear· 
nncc of her hands. she evidently had not been used w work. 'ro 
remove her from the watch-house, where she Watt confined with 
"orne of the most profligate women of the town. taken up for ine­
briety and disorderly conduct in the streets, "" she could not gi,·. 
a satisfactory account of herself. I. as a Justice of the Pellce, sent 
her ta jail as a vagrant. The following morning I went to the 
Jail for the purpose of ascertainig, if pOSSIble, who she was. After 
conSlderahle persuasion. she promised to divulge her secret to the 
Rev. H. Esson, one of the clergymen of the Church of Scotland. 
tu whose conlrregation she said her parents belonged. 'I'hllt gen­
tleman dId caU at the jail, and ascertain who she was. In the 
course ofa few days she was released, and I did not see heragain 
until the month of August last, when Mr. Johnston, joiner, and 
;llr. Cooley. of the St. Ann Suburhs, merchant, oalled upon me 
nhou: ten o'clock at night, and, after some prefatory remarks, 
~ennoned t~at the object of their visit WIlS, to ask me. as a ma­
gtstrate. to mSlltute an inquiry into Borne very serious charge. 
whIch bad beclI made agamst some of the Roman Catholic priests 
of the place and the nuns of the General Hospital. by a female, 
who 1.lad been a nUll ~n that inbtitution fo~' four years, and who 
had ~,~ged the hornble secrets of that establishment, such as 
tbe illICIt a.nd cnmmal in torcours. between the nuns and the 
pne.ts. statmg parllculars of ."uch depravity of conduct on the 
part of these people, and Ibelr murdering the offspring of Ib_ 
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criminal eonneetions as soon as they were bam, to the number 
offrom tbirty to forty every year. I instantly said Ihat I did not 
believe a word of whnt they told me, and that they mu.t have 
been impooed upon by some evil di.posed nnd de.igning person. 
Upon inquiry who this nun, their informant, was, 1 disrovered 
that ohe anowered emrtly the desrription of Marin Monk, who I 
had 00 much trouhle about lnst year; and mentioned to the.e in· 
dividuals my sU'picion, and what I knew of that unfortunate girl. 
Mr. Cooley said to Mr. Johnston, let us go home, we are hoaxed. 
1'hey told me that she was then at Mr. Johnston'. hou.e, and reo 
quested me to call there, and hearller own .tory. The next day, 
or the day following, I did call, and saw Maria lIIonk, at Mr. John· 
dton's house. She repeated in my presence the substance of 
what WAS mentioned to me before, relnting to her h::wing been in 
the nunnery for four years; having taken the hlack veil; the 
r:rimes committed there.; and a variety of oth('lr circumstance!i 
conceming the conduct of the priests nnd nuns. A Mr. Hoy to 
was introduced to me, and was present during i.hr whole of tho 
time that I was in the honse. He wus repres~ntml as one of the 
persons who had come in from New· York with this young wo° 
mo.n, for the purpose of investigatir.~ int.o this mysterious affair. 
I was nsked to take her drposition, on oalh, as to the truth 
of whnt she had stated. I declill~d doin!!; 80, giving as a rea· 
son, that, from my knowledge uf her chnrnct('l', I consldered her 
dl'position npon oath not entitIetl to morc (','('uit tha.n her hare as· 
Bertion, nnd thnt I did not believe eithel'; intimn~ing, at the l'l[lme 
time, my willingness to take the ncC"essllry steps fur a full inves· 
ligation, if they could gf't any other per.")'JIl to rorroborate any 
part of her testimony, or if n c.lirect charge werr. nmd~ ngainst 
any particular individual of 1\ ('riminnl naturo. DUlilig the first 
interview with Jlessrs.Johnston nnd Cooley, theym~ntioned that 
~Inri .. ~ronk had he en found in :'-o\\"-Yorl< in uvel")" dr.tililte situ· 
ation hy some charitable individuals, who administered to her ne· 
cessities; thnt. heing very sicl\.1 she expres~('d a wi~h to see [l cler­
gyman, as she had n dreadful Recret \\ hich .h. wi.hed to divulge 
before she died. A clcrgyman n":;ltJ:l~ hE'r, she re]nteu to hun the 
nl!eged crimp. of the pl·iest. ~nd nllllS of the General Hospitnl at 
lUontreo.l. That after her f(>coverv 8hC" was visitE'd and exnmined 
hy the mayor and some lm.vyers at N ew-York, afrerwnrds at 'fro)' 
in the State of New-\'ork, on the sullject; nndlunderstood them 
to say, tbat Hoyle Bnd two other gentlemen, one of them" Inw· 
yer, were sent io ,Montreal with her r.>r the purpose of exnmining 
mto the truth of the aceusation. thus made. Although incredu· 
IOU9 as to the trllth 'of ;)Inria .Monk's story, I. thought it incumbent 
lIpon me to make some mquuy concemmg It, nnd have nsrerrom· 
eel where she hnd heen residing, a grent part of the time she states 
having been an inmate of the nunnery. !Juring the summer of 
1832 .he W88 at service in William Henry; the winter, o.f 183~3 
she pa •• ed in this neighborhood, at St. Ours and St. Derus. Th. 
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niona I had before entertaiiled of her character. 

W. ROBERTSON. 
Sworn before me, at Montreal, thi.14th day 

of November, 1835. 
BENJ. HOLMES, J. P. 

The date of her liberation is not mentioned in 
Doctor Robertson's affidavit; but gn referring to 
the jail record, the order for her discharge was 
found entered (')n the 1 §th of November. 

There are four periods mentioned in the" Dis. 
closures," at which it is pretended that Monk was 
an inmate of the Hotel Dieu. We shall notice 
them in the order we find them, and in the identi. 
cal language of the narrative. 

Period first, refers to a story related to Monk by 
Jane Ray, "on new year's day, 1834." (page 192.) 
The evidence of Miss Bousquet (No.5) conclusively 
proves that Monk was in her employment previ. 
ously to that date, at that date, and for months sub. 
sequently. . 

Pflriod second, refers to the election riots, and is 
mentioned at page 192 as one of the few occasions 
"in which the nuns knew anything that was happen· 
ing in the world." Within the recollection of Ma.· 
ria Monk there have been two "election riots" in 
the city of Montreal, one in May, 1832, and the 
other in i'iovember, 1834. The evidence of Mr. 
Gouin (Xo. 1) conclusively proves, that in May, 1832, 
she was in his service, as a menial. The evidence 
of Dr. Robertson (No. 10), and concurrent evidence, 
prove conclusively, that in November, 1834, her 
life was varied by street vagrancy and imprison .. 
ment. 

Period third, or cholera season of 1832, is men. 
tioned inclusively with period fourth at page 192. ' 
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"The appearance of the cholera in botf cases of 
its ravages, gave us abundance of occupation." 

The evidence of Mr. Gouin (No.1) conclusively 
proves, that in the cholera season of 1832, Maria 
Monk was residing at Sorel, and in his house. 

Period fourth, or cholera season of 1834-The 
evidence of Mr. Lovis (No.6) and concurrent evi­
dence prove that Maria Monk spent one part of the 
cholera season at service, and the remainder as a 
vagrant thief. 

What remains? 

CHAPTER VIII. 

Documentary evidence proving tJlfll all the materiol allegations of the 
u Awful DiadosllTeS," concerning persons and things, are utter 

. and oh30/ute false/LOods. < 

SHORTLY after her liberation from jail, Mllria 
Monk became an inmate of the Asylum for<1"epent­
ant females, managed and conducted by the exem­
plary and charitable Mrs. McDonell. Mrs. Mc 
Donell's affidavit exposes the source of the fool_ 
ish and childish fabrications regarding conventual 
discipline, which occupy more than one half of the 
" Disclosures." 

No. 11. Evidence of Mrs. McDonell 

PrrJRnceof Lower Canada, District of Alan/real: 
Before me, Ad.m L. lIIacnider, one of the Jnsticps of. the < 

Peace. for the District of Montreal, appeared Agathe Hennette 
Huguet Lw,lour, willow of the late Duncan Camerun McDonell, 
who, ~nllakingo3th on the Holy Evangclists-derlared: . 

That for IIix yenrs past, she ha,l conducted and mallaged an !n­
mlutioQ in the city of Montreal, commouly known and dis\ill-

9 
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guished IU the Magdalen Asylum; that about the close or the 
month of November, one thousand eight hundred and thirty-four, 
Maria 1I10nk daughter of Mrs. W. Monk, house-keeper of the 
Government 'House, in the city of IUontrenl, entered the said 
asylum, and became nn inmate thereof; thn~ she undcrswod that 
the said ~lari .. had, for mnny years, led the hfe of .. stroller mul 
prostitute; and that she rece~vecl. her i.nta the asylum with the 
hope oC {'lfeeling her refOl"muhon; tha~ In th«? progress of ~er fiP.­

qunint:mce with the character uf the saul JI:lfl:l, she founutl to be 
very uncertain, and gros!:Ily deceitful j hut that she diel, neve-rthf'­
less, persevere in her efforts to reclaim her to the puthH of virtue 
amI morality. 

And deponent further tleclared, that hnying been informed tl,"t 
tile said llInria had held conversation with n man who had rench­
ed the yard of the asylum, by scaling the enclosures, she sent 
for the :sft.id }Iaria, and severely reprimanded hel' j pointing out, 
thnt her holtling such communication \\118 in direct violation of 
the rules of t-he inPtitution, and did mOl'co\-cr inuicatC" 0. disposi­
tion to relapse into her ,,;cious courses; that tJ1f~ said 1'laril1 was 
not touched bv the remonstrances aduressed to her, but hera.mo 
more indecorous in her conduct c\'cry day; and thllt finnHy, tie­
pOlleDt was compelled to aismiss her from the asylmo_ That. the 
t;u.id ~Iario., before her dismissal, did appear disr-Ontcnteu with her 
residence therp; but that deponent wonld not ('om:ent to ht'r 
withdrawal \\ithout the cousent of the said l\lrs. ;"Ioul" who was 
accordingly informed of her tlaughter's conduct, and of her ~e~iJ'e 
to withul"n\\o' from the asylum. 

And dt-ponent further d(;clared, that she hod rcnson til believe, 
that the man with whorn the saiJ l\'Iarin communicated, lhlring 
her stay at the asylum, was Louis Mulo, ('onstahle of the court, 
of the city of ~[ontre"l; ha\'ing been so informed hy the said ,H.­
rin herself. And tleponent further tleclared, thot she hud reason 
'? believe that the said Marin was in n state of pl'egnanrr at the 
time she entered the asylum. And deponent further declored, 
thn~ lh~ said I\larill was dismissed from the said nsr1um about the 
begol1lung of the month of lIlnrch, eighteen hundred and thirtr­
five; and withdrew, us this ueponent had been informed, to her 
mother's honse. 

And deponent further declared, thnt she had rend the pamphlet 
entitled "A\~'ful Disclosure. of ]\[arin Monk;" and thatdepOllent 
was thereby mformed, for the first time thnt the said Mnria had 
been o.t any time an inmate ~~f:J. conve~t· thnt tho said ::lIaria nt 
the time .he was in the ]\[agdalen Asylll~, did never pretenJ to 
deponent, or anyone else, accordinu to the information and belief 
of deponent, th,.t she had been an fnmateofthe Hotel DieuCon­
vent, or of any other convent whatever' but that deponent al­
way. understood and believed that .he hod for many years led 
the life of .. \'ogrant and disorderly person. ' , 

And deponent further doclared, that ~hc had reason to believe 
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that the name" l .... ougnee, .. mentioned in the said U Disclosures If 
is mis·spelt for Fournier; and that at the time the snid Maria w~. 
at the asylum, 31". Hypolyte Fournier and Mia. Clotilde Four­
nier, two sisters, were assistants to deponent in the management 
of the asylum, and that depouent helieve.1 them to be identical 
with the persons named in the !:iBid U Disclosures" 08 the" two 
1\Iiss Fougno('s." 

And de""nent further declared, that she had reason to believe 
the.pel's~n n:l~eu ":\lis:; Howar~," in the said U Disclosures," to 
be IdentICal WIth a person beanng thnt name who lived at the 
ooylum contemporaneously with the sair! Maria. 

And deponeut furt.her declared, that she had renson to believe 
Rnd thereIore did believe, the pel'ROn Darned lilane McCoy," i~ 
the said" Disclosures," to be identical \\'i1h n person bearing that 
name, who lived at the asylum contemporaneously with the said 
}faria. 

And deponent further declared, that she had reason to believe,. 
and did believe, the person nnmed U Jane Ray" in the Baid "Dis­
closures," to be identical with a person bearing that namp, who 
lived lit the a.ylum contemporaneously with the said Marin. 

And deponent further declared, that Rhe had renson to believe, 
and did believe, the person designated in the said U Disclosures" 
8S "one of my cousins, who lived at Lachine, nameu Reed," to 
b~ identical with a person named Reed who lived aL the asylum 
contemporaneously with the said IUario. 

And deponent further declared, that many of the rules ond 
habit.'l of connntuallifc were in use and practice at the ooylum 
at the time the said IIIoria was an inmate thereof; and that she 
hod. reason to believe, and did believe, that so much of the said 
U Disclosures" as related to convenlulll discipline, is an incorre~t 

. representation of what the said Maria saw and learned at the saId 
asylum. 

And depQnent further declared, that she had reason to believe, 
and did bel'ieve, th~t the des('ription give~ in the said U Disc~o­
lSures," of the interIOr of the Hotcl DIeu, 18 an mcorrect des(,flp­
t!On of the apartment. of.the said 8.~llI1n, of which the sn!d Ma­
na was for some hme nn mmate, as IS herembefore mentioned i 
dnd further deponent rleclarcd not. (Signed) 

AGATHE HENRIETTE HUGUET LATOUR. 
VE. D. C. McDONELL. 

Sworn before me, this 27th day of 

July,1836. (Signed) ADAIII L. IIIACNIDER, J. P. 

This lady's name does not appear in the :' Dis­
closures," and we regret to be compelled to mtro-
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duce it in connection with the nauseous criminality 
of Mlilnk and her supporters. 

The mention of the" two Misses Fougnees" oc· 
curs at page 34 of the" Disclosures." 

No. 12. Evidence of Miss Hypolyte Fournier. 

Dislrict of Monrreal, Pravince of Lawer Canada: 
Hypolyte Fournier, spinster, being duly sworn, deposetl. 

and saith, that she is acquainted with the contents of the pam­
phlet, entitled "Awful Disclosures of MariaMonk;" that she hath 
reason to believe, and doth believe, the said Maria to be identi­
cnl with a person bearing that name, who was an inmate of the 
institution commonly known a. the lIIagdalen Asylum, of the city 
of Montreal, from the month of November eighteen hundred and 
thirty-four, to the month of March eighteen hundred and thirty­
five: and that deponent hath reason to believe, and doth be­
lieve, the persons designated in the said .,~ Disclosures" as "The 
two Miss Fouguees," to be identical with deponent and her sister 
Clotilde Fournier. 

And deponent further .aith, that she was an inmate of the said 
Asylum, as assistant to "'Irs. lI1cDonell, during the whole period 
of the stay of the said Maria therein, and that the acquaintance 
of deponent with the sai<i illaria commenced and ended at the 
said Asylum. 

And deponent further said, that she hath never understood, eI­
cept from recent public repml, that the said Maria had been at 
any time au inmate of any convent whatever, but that depo­
nent hath always understood, that previously to her entrance in­
to the said Asylum, the said Maria had led the life of a common 
stroller. And further deponent saith not. 

HYPOLYTE FOURNIER. 
Sworn before me, at Lachine, 

this 30th day of July, 1835. ~ DOND. DUFT, J. P. 

The younger sister of this lady is the" St. Clo. 
tilde" of the" Disclosures." 

No. 13. Evidence of Miss Clotilde Fournier. 

Di&tri.ct 0/ Mo.nlreal, Province of Lawer Canada: 
. Clotilde ~ounuer .. spinster, being duly sworn, deposeth and 

s8.l~h. th~t she.s n~qu8.lnted with the contents Of. the Jlamphlet 
entitled :A wfn! Disclosures of Maria Monk," tbat .he hath rea-
60n to believe, and: doth believe, the said Maria to be identical 
WIth a person beanng that name, wlW waa an inmate of the iII-
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.titution commonly known ~s the lUagdalen A.ylum oC the city 
oC Montrenl, from the month of November eighteen hundred 
Il~d thirty-four, to th~ month of March eighteen hundrod and 
tlnrty-five, nml thot dcp~ncnt hath reason to believe, Bnd doth 
believe, the persons d~8ignated in the said II Disclosures" n~ the 
II two J\!iss FUllgnccs," to be identical with Qeponent and her sis­
ter Hrpolyte Fournier. 

And deponent further .aith thnt she was an inmnte of the .aid 
Asyhtm, as ."i.tant to 1I1rs. IUcDonell, during the whole period 
orthe stay of the said 1I1aria therein, and that the acquaintanco 
of depOllcllt with the said 1I1aria commenced and ended at the 
said Asylum. 

And deponent further saith, that she hath never understood, ex­
cept from recent public report, that the said lUaria had heen nt 
any time an inmate of any convent whntcl"er, hut that depo­
!lent hath always understoocl that .rreviollsly to her r.ntrance 
IIIto the .aid Jhyillm, the said nIaria had leu the life of a com­
mon stroller. And further, deponent f;aith not.. 

. CLOTILDE FOURNIER. 
Sworn before me, at Lachine, this 

30th day of Jul" 1835. DOND. DUFT J. P. 

The evidence of ·both of these ladies is eorrobo. 
rated by the affidavit of :\frs. McDonell. 

The deponent in the following affidavit, is the 
"Miss Howard" mentioned, in conjunction with the 
"two l'lfiss Fongnces," as (he" fellow.pupil" of Monk 
in the Congregational Nunnery, and her sub3C. 
quent fellow-novice at the Hotel Dieu. 

No.·H. Evidence of 1tlary Ann Howard. 

Prot'inrc of Lower CtlJMlda, Distrid of 1Wontreol: 
Before me, Adam T.... ,I\1ncnider, one of his l\Iajcsty's .TlIR~ 

lire" of Ihe Peace for the District of JUontreal, appeared ]\fary 
Ann Howard, who, after malung oath on the Holy Evangch.", 
declared: 

That the cont~n's of the pamphlet entitled, .. Awful Disc],,,nrcs 
of llnrio. 1\'1onl\," had been communicated to her: that ~hc had 
rOMon to believe, nnd did helie\'e, the said U 111nria :l\Ionk,': to ho 
idenpcru. with u person, benl"ing that nnme, who wa.s an Inmote 
of Ll1e institution commonly 1\00\\"11 ns the IHagdo.le~ Asylum of 
thr city of MUlltreal, from the,month of Novemb~r Clghteen hun­
dr~d . ~hd thirty-four, to the month of March ;.tghtecll hundred 
allll thirty-five; tlmt deponent had reason to helleve, and dId be-

!J* 
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lieve, the/arson de,ignated as ." lUi~s Ho~ard from Vermont," 
in the sai "Disclosures," to be Identical WIth deponent. 

And deponent further declared, that she was an inmate of the 
.aid Asylum during the entire peri?d of the said Mari~ Monk:_ 
olay therein; and that her acquamtance wIth the saId JUana 
commenced and ended at the said asylum. 

And deponent further declared, that she had never been at any 
time an inmate of any convent whatever. 

And deponent further declared, that the said JI[aria was in the 
habit of holdins frequent conversations with deponent 01> the 
events of her life; that among other things she mformed depo. 
nent of her residenc~ at St. Denis and at Sorel, and also of sun· 
<lry voyages to Quebec, performed by her; that she informed de· 
ponent of her state of pregnancy, and that she attributed her con· 
dition to Louis Malo, one of the Constables of the courts of Mon· 
treal; that she informed deponent that she had cohahited with 
the said Louis a short time previously to her entrance into the 
Asylum; and that she mentioned particularly that the said Louis 
had placed her in a tavern kept by Richard Ouston, at the cor· 
ner of St. Joseph and CommissIOner stree!!" where the said Louis 
frequently visited her; that she mentioned particularly that the 
said Louis visited her at the said tavern for illicit purposes, on the 
seventeenth day of October, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty.five; such day being commonly known as the dark day. 

And deponent further declared, that the said lUaria communi· 
cated to deponent the conversation held by her with the said 
Louis, as de~cribed in Mrs. lUcDonell's affidavit; the contents of 
which deponent der.larcd herself to be acquainted with; that 
tbe .aid Maria further infonned deponent that the said Louis, at 
the time of the said conversation, !;ave to her a gold ring, and of· 
feren her many inducements to qUIt the asylum. 

And deponent further declared, that the said :lIaria pretended 
to deponent that she had been eonfimed in the summer of eighteen 
hundred and thirty·four, at the Bishop's Church in the city of 
:lII~ntreal; that she further "retended to deponent, that she Wa" 
guilty of a sacrilege at the time of such confirmation, in having 
co~cealed at con~ession, a certain sin committed by her at a ball, 
whIch she, the ;aId :lIaria, had attended. 

e And deponent further declared, that the .aid Maria, <luring her 
residence at the said A~yll1m, did never pretend to deponent, or to 
any other person, n('('()rdill~ to the information and bft"lief of depo .. 
nent, that she had been allY time an inmate of a convent; but 
that d~pone~t alwaY' under.tood, as well from the confessions Ilf 
the sood Man~ as from other sources, that she had, previously to 
her entrance mto the asylum, led the life of a stroller; and fur­
ther deponent declared not. 

h~r 

:Signed) JI[ARY ANN + HOWARD. 
mark. 

Sworn before me, thi. 27th day of July, 1837. 
. ADAM L. MACNIlJER. J. P. 
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The deponent in the following affidavit is Jane 
McCoy, who, it is stated at page 36, sat" one time 
by a window" with Monk in the Hotel Dieu con. 
vent. 

No. 15. Evidence of Jane llfcCoy. 

District of IIIontreal, Prooince of Lower Canada: 
Before me, Adam L. Macni,ler, one of his Majesty's JUB­

tice. of the Peace for the district of Montreal, appeared Jaue Me 
Coy, whl}, after making, oath on the Holy Evangelists, declared, 

That the contents of the pamphlet, entitled" Awful Disclo­
sures of Maria Monk," had been communicated to her; that she 
had reason to belie,·e, and did believe, the said" Maria Monk" to 
be identical with a person hearing that name, who was an inmate 
of tb~ instit.ution commonly I<oo"·n as \h ... Magdalen Asylum of 
the cIty of MontTcnl, from the month of 'November eighteen hun .. 
dred and thirty-four, t" the month oOIurch eighteen hundred and 
thirty-five; that deponpnt had reason to believe, and did believe, 
the person designated as "Jane lIIcCoy" in the said" Disclo­
sures," to be identical with dcnonent. 

An(1 deponent further declared, that she was an inmate of the 
_aid Asylum during the entire period of the said Maria lI10nk'. 
stay therein; and thot her acquaintance with the said Maria 
commenced and ended at the said Asylum. 

And deponent further declared, thai she had never been at any 
time an inmate of any convent ,vhatever. 

And deponent further declared, that the said 1I1oria was in the 
habit of holding frequent conversations with deponent on the 
events of her life-that among other things she informed deponent 
of her residence at St. Denis nnd at Sorel, and also of sundry 
voyages to Quebec, performed by her; that she informed depo­
'!ent of her state ofprcgnan"y, nnd that she attributed her condi­
lion to Louis lIlalo, one of the constables of the court, of Montreal; 
that she informed deponent thnt she had cohabited "ith the said 
Louis a short time previously to her entmnce into the, AsyJullh 
and that she mentioned particularly thnt the said Louis had plaCed 
her in 11 tavern kept hy RicbRrd auston, al the corner 'if St: 
Joseph and Commissioner :;ttreet~·, where the l'aid ~~lis frequen~t 
visited her; that .he mentioned particularly' that the· said LoUIS 
viSIted her at the said tavern for illicit pnrpmics on the seveYi· 
teenth day of O"lober one thmI'l,nri eillbfhnndred and tllll.·tY-fh·~, 
ouch day being commonly knowTI a" tlte d'ark day... . 

And deponent further declared, thnt the .aid Marla cimI..mtl.!. 11-
ctlled to· deponent the co"versilliOIl held by her with the .. 8aid 
Louis, ao de.eribed in MrA'. McDonell's affidavit, the eonteilta of 



101 

which deponent declare,l her'elf to he acquainted with;. that the 
.aid 1Iiaria further informed deponent that the Fnld Lom_, 8t the 
time of the Foill converHotion, gayc to her n gold ring, and offered 
her mnny inducements to quit the Asylum. 

And dcpon~nt further declared, that the Raid )laria prPtcmled 
to deponent that she hatl bccn confirmed in the f:ummer of (>igh~ 
teen hundred and thirty-fuur at the Bishop's Church in the "ity 
of Montreal; that she further pretended to deponent thnt .he 
waf! guilty ofa sacrilctTQ at the time of f;l1rh C"onfirmation, in hll\'jng 
concl'aled at confcs~i~n a certain "in t"ommiUf'd by her. 

And deponent further declared, that the >aid ilIaria, during her 
rf'Ridence at the said AFylum, did never prete-nd to c1f'ponent, f)r 
to any other person, aceording to the information and b('lief of de· 
poncnt, that she had been nt any time nn inmate ora convent; but 
that deponent always understood ns well from the confession of 
the .said l\Inria as from other :-.onrcc!', that ~hc hall prcyjou:::ly to 
her entrance into the Asylum led the life of a ",roller; and fur­
ther deponent declared IIOt. 

JE,\;; lIlcKAY_ 
Sworn before me, this 27th day 

of July, 1835. . ADA:l1 L. 1IIACNIDER, J. P. 

The deponent in the following affidavit is Jane 
Ray, who occupies so conspicuous a place in the 
.. Disclosures" as the freakish" old nun." 

No. 16. Evidence of Jane Ray. 

Province '!.f Lou'a Canada, District of Jfnnfrrnl: 
Before mc, Adam L. llIacnider, one of hi:-; Jrai('~ !y'!'{ Ju~ti­

c~s or the Pea('~ for the District of JIontreal, appeared Jane Ray, 
"h?, after making onth on the Holy Enmgcii,.:tN, declared: 

'I hat Ihe Conll'llts of the pamphlet, entitled Ihe "Awful Dihrlo­
sures of Mana Monk," had been communicated 10 her - that she 
!tad f,eason ,to believe, and diu br.ucve, the said l\Iaria lU'onk. to he 
Ideu.tlCa} \v~th a per:<;on bearing that name, who wn<.; an inmate of 
~he m.tltutlOn commonly known as the }!agdalen A.ylulO of the 
qty of ~Ioutrcal, from the month of Noycmher eighteen lHUldrerl 
and thl~ty.-f~ur, to the month of Mardi eighteen hundred ond 
t!urty-fh e, :lnl~ .t~at upponcnt had ren~on to believC', ::nul did be­
heve,,~ho:', tl,~ per:"o'l named H Jan~ Ray" in the tiaid U Dif!c1o­
HlrC8. to ,be, Id~ntl~'aJ )v.it.h :he deponent. 

="'nd depouent Jurt)l~r ~e,'"l:trcd, that !,hc WItH nn inmate of the 
t-m4 Asyi~m :dy.,nng the ~nqrc p~rioJ of the ~oid l\Jarill ~I()nk'9 
~tay therelll,; 't~d dlat ,hrr ',<'<Plaintnnre with the .aid )laria com. 
lIlenced ~nd ~\I~ed ~\.rhe 'alu, ,<\"yl,um .. 
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And deponent further declared, that she had never been, at 
any time heretefore, an inmate of Bny convent whatever. 

And deponent further declared, th"t the conduct of the said 
1IIaria in the said Asylum, was extremely indecorous, and that 
her example was hurtful te the discipline of the institution; and 
further, that deponent always under"teod and believed, that the 
sBid Maria had led, previously to her entrance inte the said Asy­
lum, the life of .. stroller and prostitute. 

And deponent further declared, that during the stay of the said 
lIIari .. at the Asylum, the .said Maria did never pretend to depo­
nent, or to any other person, according to the information and be­
Uefofdeponent,that she had been atnny time an inmate of a con­
vent; and further deponent declared nut. 

Sworn before me, this 27th day of 
July, 1836. 

JANE RAY. 

ADAM J" lIIACNIDER, J. P. 

Poor, repentant, and, from Mrs_ McDonell's ac­
count, sincerely reformed Jane Ray, has never been 
a nun, and has never seen one except in the streets. 
The tricks and practices attributed to hcr in the 
"Disclosures," are foreign to her present state, and 
are certainly not indulged in by her in the" dol'. 
mitories," "passages," or " cellars" of the only reo 
treat from the world she has ever known-the 
"Magdalen 'Asylum." 

The depommt in the following affidavit is" 0~6 
of my cousins" mentioned at page 48 cf the 
" Disclosures." 

No. 1"1. Evidencc of M. Reed. 

Di8lrict of Monireal, PrrYIJince of Lower Canada: 
Margaret Reed, of the pari.h of the Saut au Recollect, in 

the said district, being duly sworn on the Holy Evangelists, de­
pOBeth and sBith, that the contents of the pamphlet entitled "Aw­
ful Disclosures of Maria Monk," have been communicated to her; 
that she hath reason te believe, aud doth believe, the said Maria 
Monk te 'be identical with a person bearing that name, who was 
an inma" of the institution commonly known 88 the Magdalen 
Asylum of the city of Montrea~ from the month of November 
eighteen \}mdred and thirty-four, to the month of March eit!l· 
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teen hundred nnrl thirty-five; and that she h~tll reason!? be­
heve and doth beheve, the person designated In the said Di.­
~'lo8u're.~" :\.'~ "one of my cOll: .. ins who lived at Lachine, nam· 
ed ReprI," tn hr> identic-al ,yjth deponent.. . 

And df'poJlf'nt further saith., Itml. she wa!'! an Inmate of tl~e f!:Rld 
Asylum dming the entire period of the re.idence of the Brud ;\10-
ria thereat. 

And !loranent furthr:>r ~aith. that prcvi()n~ly to meeting the ~aid 
nlarin. at the f'aid J\sylum, f;hp had fonnp.u a p~rlion31 acquamt­
nnrp \'. illl hp.r at ~t. Denifoi; I,hat depommt parllt"ularly knew of 
the re~id('nr(' of the 8nid l\Iarin in the familv of Charles ~t. Ger­
main, hatter, of the said St. I )rnis; nnd that it is the informati(~n 
3ml belief of Ihe depollenl, that dw wa:; expelled from the siud 
fn.rndy on 3<=(,0I1nl of her di~H.lute PI'RciiC'P";, 

AII~l depon(~nt further ~aith, that deponent hath nevpr been at 
nny time heretofore an inmate in any convent whatp.vcr. -

And depon~nt further "aith, that the .aid )Iaria hath neVN pre­
tended to depollPnt, at any time, or to any other persoll or person'!. 
according to the infnnnarion ami belief of deponent, that she had 
been at any time an inmate ora convent; but t11at deponent al· 
,yays understood, as well from the C'onfel'sions of the said .:\Inria 3S 

from other .ourees, that the suirl lIIaria had for seyeral yellrs led 
the life of a common stroller and prostitute; and further deponent 
~Ult.h not. her 

IIIARGARET +REED. 
mark. 

Sworn before me, nt lUontrelll. this 
30th of July, 1836. . 

P. LUI{IN, J. P. 

MiSQ Louise Bousquet, Miss Hypolite Fournier 
and her sister, Mary Ann Howard, Jane McCoy, 
Jane Ray, and M. Reed, all separately and con­
c~u~ive)y deny all knowledge of the pretended no­
VICIatC. and nunship of Monk. They all deny the 
allegatIOns concerning them, with the exce~tion 
that they were acquainted with Maria Monk. 

Indcpend~ntly of" nuns, and priests," there are 
altogether Cight persons named in the" Disclosures" 
as witnesses to Monk's residence in the Hotel 
Dieu hospital and convent. Doctor Nelson is the 
eighth. 
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No. 18. Evidence of DocWt· Nelson. 

,)fon/real, 19th Marclt, 1836. 
SIR-In reply to your request, desiring me to renu the U Dis .. , 

closures" of Mi~s lU. l\Ionk, and to say whether I can corrobo ... 
rute any of the allegatiuns thcrpIn cOlltaineu, particularly that one 
which relate~ to H 'ur. Nelson," pf'rmit me to say, thnt when I 
wns Ihe medlcnl allenuanl of (he Holel Dieu hospital, and occn­
sionally of the convent, which is the c1uistered I.lfirl of the estn­
blil!:hmcnt, I lIever on("e :,uw ~liss 1\lonl\. there; but, more than 
once, at hel" mother's request, 1 MlW her at the Government 
House-keepcl"s npa.rtment~, \\ hich nre thoEe occu}Jicu by her 
~lOther. 'rhe description she gives in the U Disduburc.s 1O of hav~ 
mg nceompo.nied mc, during my attendance on the sick, is there~ 
lore incorrect, Bnd it is otherwise faulty as regards the record. 
On these o:..:casionb: the phy~icinn is acc~mlpnnied by one of the 
ApDtJU!caresses, a nun, for the purpose of rendering to him an se­
connt of the administration of the medicines previously ordered, 
to give such information 8E may be a~ked regarding the patients 
during hi~ absence, amI to receive hi:; futuro directions; the !'Ie 
Jast, and hi!'! pre~('ription!ol, he himl"eIf ,vrites in the prescription­
book Iltillt' beu.Riue; they are in the French Lnnguage, and nil 
in my own hand.wriling; therefure the ns~ertion, HI frequently 
fbUowed Ductor Ne.lson with pen, illll:, and paper, and wrote down 
the prcf:lcriptionst " is ulf!o altogether incorrect. 

lam, 

(Signed) 

Sir, 
Your most obedient sen'ant, 

.. ROBT. NELSOX." 

Doctor Nelson knows Monk well, for he has 
ofte,n advised her on her malady; but he has never 
known her as a nun of the Hotel Dieu. 

We have elsewhere repeatedly pointed out the 
gross error~ of the" Disclosures," in regard to what 
is publicly known of the Montreal convent. We 
have said that Sister Bourgeois was no wise con. 
nected in the foundation of the Hotel Dieu, and 
that the habit of' Sister Bourgeois is -not the habit 
of the Hotel Dieu nuns. This is no secret in Ca. 
nada, as will appear by the foUL,I'ing I'xtract from 
the Quebec Almanack for 1831 : 
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No. 19. Emdence on the Foundation of the Hotel 
Dieu. 

HOTEL DIEU OF MONTREAL, 
Faunded in tlte year 1644,for tlte Poor Sick. 

Sister Mesiere, Superior since 18~7. 
Professsed Nuns, 36 
Novices, 2 
Postulantes, 3 

41 
Quebec Alma1l4ck, 1831. 

Sister Bourgeois founded the Congregational 
Nunnery, and it is there, and not at the Hotel Dieu, 
that her memory is held in peculiar veneration. 
We again extract from the Quebec Almanack. -

No. 20. Evidence on tlte Foundation of the Congre-
gation de Notre Dame. 

CONGREGATION DE NOTRE DAME A MONTREAL. 
Sister St. Magdalen (~Ii.s Huot) Superior since 1827. 

Professed Nuns, • . • • • - - 81 
Novices, 2 
Postulantes, 5 

88 
Quebec Almanack, 1836. 

These are small matters in themselves, but mate­
rial when considered with reference to the identity 
of the informant of the authors of the" Disclosures" 
with an ex-nun of the Hotel Dieu. 

At page 34 of the" Disclosures" it is stated that 
there were "forty novices" at the Hotel Dieu. 
Lo~k at document marked No. 19! How many 
nOViCe," are there set down 1 Two. The truth is, 
that there is no secrecy obsf'fved in regard to the 
number of novices or of nuns. No secrecy could' 
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be 9bsen'ed consist~ntly with the laws of the pro. 
vince; and thus it happens that the Prot@stant edi. 
tors of the official Almanack are perfectly well ac. 
quainted with the constituency of every convent in 
Lowel: Canada. Forty novices ! We again quote 
from the Quebec Almanack, but for 1836. 

No. fJl. Evidence on the number Of ncwicell at ,he 
Hotel Dieu. 

~9TEL DIEU OF MONTREAL. 
F(fUnded Iry Madame de B(fUillon in 1664, for the poor Sick. 

Sister LapailleUJ'Devoilly, Superior Bince 1831 
Prore •• ed Nuns, 34 
Novioes, • 1 
!,~~\\1lf.!lte, \I 

37 

In 1831 there were two novices, and in 1836 we 
find one; and we can assert with great certainty, 
that at no Cme since the foundation of the hospi. 
tal there have been forty, or any number approach. 
ing it. 

The extracts from the Quebec Almanack also 
corroborate what we have already advanced, that 
the sisters of th,e CO-llgregationa.1 Nunnery take 
the name of saints, but that the sisters of the Hotel 
Dieu never do. III the" DisclosUI,es," with the ex· 
ception of" Jane Ray," the nuns of th~ latter are 
always designated as " saints." 

At page 179 et aliunde, it i~ insinuated, that" suo 
periors," whGn they grow old, are regularly mur· 
dered, and the bloody exit of one in particular is 
plainly intimated. In the extracts from the alnta. 
naek are the names of two superiors. The sister 
Meziere, mentioned in No. 19, WlUI superior from 

10 
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1827 to 1833. The sister Lapailleur Devoisy, 
mentioned in :'1<0. 21, was superior from 1821 to 
1827, and was re=elected first in 1833, and again 
recently in June, 1836. 

At p'age a3 it is asserted, that ".about one hun. 
dred priests are connected with the seminary of 
Montreal." We again extract from the official 
Almanack. 

No. ~~. Et'idence on MOlltreal Seminary. 

SE~nNARY OF MONTREAL. 
Mr. Henry Roux, Superior. 
Mr. Joseph Quiblier, Vice Superior. 
Mr. James Rocque. 
Mr. Charle. de Bellefeuille, ~ Missionaries to the Lake of Two 
)Jr. FJavien Durocher, 5 ~Iountain •. 
Mr. Anthelme ~Ialard. 
lIlr. Frs. Humbert. 
Mr. Joo. L. Melchier Sauyage. 
:llf. Lasni Hubert. 
:lIr. Ant. Satin. 
Mr. John Bt. Roupe. 
Mr. John Richard. 
:lIr. Nicholas Dufresne. 
:lIr. Joseph Comte, Procureur. 
1I1r. John Ht. St. Pierre. 
1I1r. Francis Bonin. 
~Ir. Patrick Phelan. 
:lIr. elandi"" Fay, faioant I"" foncllOns curiale •. 
:lIr. John Claudiu. Leonard. 
:Ill. James Arraud. 

LESSER SE3nNARY. 
iIr. John Bt. Bayle, Director. 
lIlr. Jobn Larkin, \ 
Mr. Germ Sery, Profe •• oll. 
Mr. Romain Larre, 

~~~:..e;~s~~I~Donell'} 
lUr. Fri. X. Deseye, Regents of 
lI-Ir. D. Denia, the 
1I1r. Jo~n Bt. :Qupuia, HUiIlaDltie •• 
Mr. Plinquette, 
JIll. Ji:u.. Dar9oker, 

QIWheo ~ 183~ 
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Tw~nty priests attached to the seminary proper, 
and Ulne professors amI. rr.:gents to the lesser semi­
nary. The latter institution, commonly known as 
the co~lege, is removed half a mile from the Mon­
treal seminary. 

The laws of Canada fix and determine the age 
at which the religious habit may be assumed. 

No. 23. Evidellce all the age requisite for the 1110-
nastical Professi01l • 

.. The tenth -o.rticle of the Ordinance of Orl.ans had fixed tha 
age at tweoty-fi.-e years for male., and at twenty for females; 
buUhe Council of Trent having fixed the age for both sexes at 
eiXLeen years, the twenty.eighth ,micle of the ordinance of Bioi. 
adopted the same rule, and It was followed, throughout the king. 
dom until the month of March, 1708. (Article on the lIIonastic prb. 
fe •• ion. Repertoire d. Juri.~ce.) 

The requisite age is sixteen, but it rarely hap­
pens that the veil is taken before twenty. In the 
.. Disclosures," mention is made of professed nuns 
fourteen years old. It is not stated at what age 
Monk took the veil. 

No distinction is made in the "Disclosures" be­
teen novices and postulantes ; it is even asserted, 
page 34, that novices " al'e called in French postu­
lantes." Both are errors, one of the omission and 
one of the commission. See the extracts from the 
official Almanack marked Nos. 19, 20, and 21. 

The law,; of Canada interfere in the ceremony 
of vesting the religious habit. 

No. 24.. Evidence on the Vuting of the Religious 
habit • 

.. I!\ all religious houre. there eh.aU be t":O.registeH, in ord~ ~ 
IDlenbe therein tho deeds of vcstmg, novlclate, and proCe8OiOn, 
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"'fliclt l'egistry ~h811 b8 llaged, ~ila ellch. page i1otec1 D1 th~_8U­
periot of the convent, \0 ao which .uperJ<n~ 8hall "6 authlliiZM 
b~ a .a!,itul8~r act, to be instlrted at the commencement of the 
said registers. . 

.. AlIlhe deeds of ,"",ring, noviciate aRd profession, shall be in­
scribed in the said re~sters in continuation, and without blanks, 
and the said deed. shall be signed in the snid regisle .. 1>~ the re­
quisite persons, and at the tIme they are made, and hl D.6 case 
shallllle said deeds be inscribed on loose lea,·es." 

.. In each of the said <le.d. shall be mentioned the name and 
.imame, and the age of him or her who shall ns.wne the religious 
habit, or who shall mnke profassion; the names, qualities, lind 
domicils of his or her father and mother; his or her birth-place, 
and the date of the deed, which shall bp. Bigned on the registers, 
as well by lhe superior as by him or her wbo shall assume the 
habit, &r mnke profession, and also by the bishop or ecclesiastic 
Who shall have performed the ceremony, and by two of tho near­
est relations or guardians who shall have assisted at iI. 

The said registers shall sen-e during flve consecutive year., 
and shall be looge.! at the Greffe." , 

(Super.) 

In the "Disclosures," the public ceremony of 
l'esting the individl~al, Monk, is described, but no 
mention is made of complian~ with the requisi. 
tions of the law. 

What remains 1 

CHAPTER IX 

DO",!lIIe1Il4ry evidence, proving that the pkln pven in the " Awful 
J);.,clo&uru," of the interior of ~e Hold Dieu, i& in aU reapecll 
different jr(f11l the "ulity. 

WE will not do the American public the injury 
of supposing that their eyes cannot be opened 
to truth. We are well aware that the mere circa. 
lation of such a book as the "Disclosures," must 
hav. ~ created a description of public opinion preju. 
di~lal. to the good name of the individuals and in. 
shtuhons who stand charged therein. We under. 
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stand that recently, persons from the United States 
have visited Montreal, on missions of inquiry into 
the truth of these charges. It is probable that per. 
sons who have taken so much trouble to verify absurd 
conclusions will for ever retain them. Circum· 
stances do not help to correct or alter the organi. 
zation of a fool's mind. This refutation is not ad. 
dressed to such men j still less is it addressed to men 
who, with sufficient ability to distinguish between 
truth and falsehood, have voluntarily, and for sinis. 
ter purposes, embraced the cause of the latter. It 
is addressed to that !!,reat majority who know only 
of the contents of the pamphlet through the medi· 
um of conversation j and who, unacquainted with the 
enormous inconsistencies of the narrative, have 
suffered themselves to be affected by general asset· 
tions of the nature of its contents. 

Now we desire it to be generally known, that all 
the allegations of Monk and her supporters are dis. 
tinctly met and refuted in this reply. 

We have accepted the challenge of the "anti. 
papists" in the matter of the plan and Gomposi. 
tion of the cloisters of the Hotel Dieu j not certainly 
as an absolute test of the truth or falsehood of the 
narrative j for it is the prerogative, not of Calvinis. 
tic -divines, but of Reason, to fix and determine such 
a test. We have, however, accepted the challenge 
as one test, and we proceed to lay before the pub. 
lie the result of the encounter. 

The narrative of Monk, it will be recollected, 
contains a detailed description of what is termed 
the" intr;rior of the Black Nunnery," and it is stat. 
ed at page 74, that wheneVel" that .interio~ "sha~ 
be examined, and found to be materlally dlfferent 

10'" 
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(r9m the description, that then she, Maria Monk. 
,', can daim no confidG!nce of her readers." 

On the 15Hl of Julv, 1836, the Hotel Dieu Nun. 
nery was visited by five gentl12men, of whom three 
are clergymen, and two are laymen-two are Ame­
ricans, two Canadians, and one a Scotchman; 
fl!)ur are Protestants, and one is a Catholic. It 
would be impossible to imagine any thing more 
conclusive thaB their evidence. 

No. 25. Evidence of the Rev. lY. Curry, Rav. G. 
tV. Perkins, Rev. H. Esson, Benjamin Holmell, 
Esq. Justice of the Peace, and .1[1'. I. Jones. 

This may certify, that, being uesirdUs of ascertaining the truth 
in rell'ard to Maria ~Ionk's printed plnn and description of the Ho­
tel D,eu, or Black Nunnery of this city, I elid, a few \neks since 
iti company with N. B. Doncet and I. P. Lacroix, Esquires, and 
withoUt _ending any previous notice, yi,it said Nunnel"y, .. nd 
with said map and description in hnnd, examine most minutely 
from the cellar to the roof, all that part of saiel building he tween 
the wall or St. Jos~ph street, and the wall running from the north 
side of the public chapel, (the top of the map being called north,) 
that fronts on St. Paul street to the extremt> corner, from \~hence 
the passage to the Congregational Nl1!1n~ry is laid down in said 
map; and I do most freely declare, that after a patient anel, pro­
tracted scrutiny of the walls, windows, clo~ets, doors, cellar~, 
rO,"lms, and furniture of the l:'ume ~ after having examined with 
equal s.crutiny all the bo~pitals, out,..houseR, g81~denf', valllt~, &c. 
&c., .>nth _"ecial reference,not only to their appearance. but their 
rela1ty~ pOSItIon to eneh other. 80 as to be sure that .nothing was 
overlooked; I waH unahle to dis~rn any l'e!""f'mblance whotevet 
between said huihling, in whole or part, end that portion bf .aid 
mJl~ furnished by.3'aria Monk. The only resemblonce being that 
betw~e,~ the c:mtsl~e wnlls, and the ground plan in said map, which, 
".he say"; was furmohed by another hanel. All tho interi(Jf is un­
like her pl~~ lR e\'ery respect; and in al.; much ns most, if not all 
of the partlllO,! w,.Us are commenced in the cellar, and built ol 
heavy ston(', It IS Impossible, in the nature of the &tlse that the 
building should have beon 80 altered 0.' to make thi. disc~eptmcy· 
for, to say nothmg of the labor and expen ... a:<d !!Ublicity of ouch 
a ,,:ork, the wall. and wood-work bear that appearance of age 
whic~ cannot be counterfeited. When tho nuns .. nd the lady 
oupenor, to whom I Was mtrodnced, learnt the objeotofmy visit, 
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they .~he'rf'llnr. o~8ned everyenelooure or every desCription! 
8Bh~et~d III Ih.uirlea promptly; and olie. ,?f them a.sured me, 
that if they had had timely notice of my VlOlt, a permit from the 
Bi.hop would haye been obtained to give me immediate acee •• 
to the whole ,of the cloistered deJlartr~ent; and I was assured that 
all 800n as he should return to the City, such permit should be 
had. 

I furthermore certify, that having been informed that alermil 
\imh~ he.n obtained for a party to visit and examine sai Hotel 
Ditiri nurtnery, and that Lwas requested to make one of the num­
ber; I did; !In the 15th July, 18B6, lifter the Rev. G. W. Perkin. 
"ad boen added to the number, go in company \\ith said party, 
C9rl8iatitil[ofRev. G. W. Perkins of the American Pres. church, 
Rh. H. E •• en of the Scotch pres. church, Benj. Holmes, Esqr. 
cRshier df th.il Ml'lntreal Bank, Protestants, and J. Jones, publisher 
of l' Ami du 'Peuple( Roman Catholic, and commencing at the gen­
eral hospital and cha!.'el, I examined, in company with these gen­
tlemen, all the rem~JIlder of the building. Ilnd ground. of said 
Hotel Dieu Ilnd Nunllllry, until we had repeatedly traversed ev­
ery section of the "hme. We examined closely the wnlls,.win­
dOW9, 8110rs, rooms, vaults, &c. &c., and compared the same "ith 
Maria Monk's printed plan and de'cription of what she denomi­
nated the Blnck Nunnery; and I freely declare, that after the 
closest search, duting whicn the lad)" sU!lerior and several nune 
oldod ready to lead in every direction ani! give every assistanee, 
we were unable to discover thR. remotest resemblance between 
any part of said huildin,~ and the plan or description of lIIaria 
Monk. I furthermore Msert, that I do not beli"ve it po.sible that 
llI1y I'ersons could have made these alteration. in the bwlding, 
that would ba~e P.T0dueed this discrepancy, without hnving tom 
down and te-built the nunnery from the roof to the ground. 
We exainined the hurial-plnce, and the register of deaths, com­
mencilllf with the foundatiou "r the convent. We examined, also, 
the register in which arC eptered the naines, nges, and dates of 
the taKing the veil of each nun. To ascertain whether this was 
the reat register, I called lor the name of a nun with whom I had 
become atquainterl about one year since, ond was immediately 
referred tu It. In this record, which wa. an old book, there were 
no erasures, no mutilations. 'Ye tiearchedfor the name of Maria 
Monk, and others mentiol1£'d in her book; no such names were 
thare. III conclusion, I declare to all whom it may concern, that 
if Malia Monk ha.. (olt! the truth in her description of the intenor 
of tile Holel Dieu Nunnery of Momrcal, I shall not be .Iowto ~.: 
lieVII ehtlt the nuns of Canndn yet retain the power of workmg 
mirMli.1rith stone and mOl1ar; and that.Mnria Malik possesoed 
ahia aceampli.hrnent up to tlte moment of her arrival in St. Jean 
Baptitte atreet. nt the time of her escape. For, when sh~ .. ste~; 
ped SCruM th~ yn.rd, unbarred the great g.te, and was at lib,ert)'"" , 
she mllst tlave plUI.e.! directly over, Wider, or througn, at least 
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three bigb stone walls that would have disco1U'1lged a lesa ac1ven­
turousllidy. 

(bignedl W. F. CURRY, Cor. Sec. of the Canada 
Education Bnd Home 1111 ••. Society. 

MontTeal, July 18, 1836. 

Having vi.ired the nunnery in compaRy with the Rev. Mr. 
Curry and other Protestant gentl~men, BS stated in the preced­
ing declaration, I do most fully agree to the stBtements therem 
contained. In every step of my progre.s through the bwhlins:, 
I had tho last (,dition of iUaria )Iul'lk's work in my hand, and eld 
not faIl most carefully to compare it with the interior of the edi­
fice. I hesitate nol, to say, that it was utterly impossible that a 
per_on ~t all acquainted with the internal plan of the nunnery 
could have drawn up the sketch or map giHn in her book;, so 
thorough was our scrutiny, that no changes, if mntellaHy varymg 
the interior, could have escaped our nuti(',e. • 

lIIontreal, July, 2:t, 1836. (cignedl G. W. PERKINS, 
• Pastor of the Am. Pres. Ch. 

I hereby certify, that, as Btated in the above declarations, I ac­
companied the Rev. JIIessrs. Curry and Perkins, Benjamin 
Holmes, Esquire, oashier of the JlJontrcal hank, and J. Jone8, 
publisher of the L' Am: du Peuple now8)Japer of this city, on Fri­
day, the 15th instant., th:olughout the course of a very minute and 
ngorous ~crutiny of the ,,,,'hole exten:sive range of bHildings fonn­
ing the Hotel Dieu or Black Nunnery of this city, haying been 
eonducted through all the numerous divi.ions of the establish­
meht, and haYing deliberately and carefully F;urveyed them in 
hnCCf:l8f1ion, comparing, at every btage of our progresR, what we 
t'aw with t~1.e pretcilded plnn of the ~uid nunnery as exhibited in 
the last edition of 31aria ~Ionk·. work; and I perfectly concur 
With the two reverend gentlemen above mentioned, in declaring 
!DY decided rOil netion that the said pIau ascribed to l\Inria l\lonk 
IS a palpable and complete fabrication, demonstrative of nothing 
but Its author's total ignorance of said building. 

(SiJ;ned) H. ESSON, 
member of the Scotch Pre.byteriBn Church, 

St. Gabriel street, Montreal. 
~Iontre"', July 23d, 1836. 

I hereby certify, that on the 16tb day of July instant., I a~com­
panied to th .. Hotel Dieu, or Black Nunnery, tbe Rev. Mr. Curry. 
the Rev. !lIr. Perkms, tho Rev. Mr. Esson, and Mr. Jones, and 
was then ancl there preBCnt at the examination made Bnd enrered 
upon by those gentlemen,~. stated in the foregoing certificate., 
tlie fuJI !en"r of w,hich, thelf close investi~ation of the premisee, 
nnd th~n cornpanng the snme with Mana Monk'. plan of the 
.... d buildmgs, I woo witness to; and 1 have much pleasure in 
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lady lIIpeJ;1llr, . and t~e otner .ladlea, I~ forwardlrig the inspection, 
lind affording e"ery mformatlon acqwred by the two mst·named 
Rev. lentlemen, , 

. . , , (Signed) BENJ, HOUIES, J, p. 
Montreal, 23d July, 1836, 

I here~y ~ertify, tilRt i visited the Hotel pieu convent in com. 
pany with tlte gentlemen wlo.ose names arc hereinbefore affi •• t! 
to their separat. certifirates. I declare that I entirely concur In 
the atatements and conclusions they make; and I further declare 
.hat the Ii veiled nuns' department," which, to all appearance, by 
the ,Ian i. locate(1 in the aentre buiUing of the corivent, i. ill 
faet .itllate elsewhere. 

ilIonlre."3d, 1836. 
J. JONES. 

At the timc of their visit, the preceding gentle· 
men used Hoisington and Trow's edition of the 
"DisClosures," which is provided with an engraved 
plah of the Hotel Dieu, of the, nunnery grounds, 
and of "the veiled nuns' department." Nothing 
was omitted to give to the proceedings of the visi. 
tors the character and reality of sincere and con. 
scientious investig01tion ; and what has been the reo 
suIt 1 Read the certificates. 

It. would IIllem impossible for the adviiers of 
Mbiik to construct a lie of ordinary verisimilitude. 
The engra\'ed plan pr~fixed to their improved edi. 
tion of the" Disco:loiiures," is a manifest and impu. 
dent fabrication, 

No, 26. Evidence of J. Ostell, Esq., A.rchitect. 

This is to certify; that the plan of the Hotel Dieu nunnery of 
~ontreal, Ilublished in a book, entitled .. Awful Di.closur~& of 
)\I:iJ.ria Monk," havin~ ~een snbmitte,d to, me for my r.rof~s.lOnal 
mspection, I have consulered Ihe 8ald plan, and dec nre It to be 
my epipioll, that, ~re(jitectu/'ally Bp~aking, and with!eference. !O 
th" Jl!Ili!6ee prevailing 1ft Canada 1ft the cdnBtrucllon.of buila· 
ings, it ia impossible that the .aid plall .hduld have any reM IIx­
PleIlS., for tho foUowing r.qions. Th. detailed plllll presents 
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partition walls on the first and secon4 st;orieH, which have no eOrre· 
"J'Ondence with each other, commencmg and ending on each ee· 
parate story; whereas it is necessary that such walls 6hould not 
only carra-pond with each other, but th·}t they ohould commenoe 
m the cellar; alw the second story elan shows a portion of building 
at one extremity, without 3RY simIlar substructure in the lo.w.er 
storie.; the f~rm ~f the main buildinll on the block plan exhibits 
considerable incongruity with that 01 the detailed plan,. inasmuch 
flS the two small wings formmg the cro •• of the buildmg bear a 
proportion on tho one that. is entirely l .. ot sight of in the other .. 
Further I hereby declare, after ha\;ng made during the last month 
a cureful inspeotion of a greater portion of the buildings of the Ho· 
tel Dieu nunnery, more particularly ortha centre or roain building, 
which i~ represented in the" Di"clo8ures" as containing the veil .. 
ed nuns' apartments, that the plans and descriptions there given 
are essentially faloe, and could not, in my oPinlon,f.'. ever had 
any actual {':xistenoe in connection with the ab,pv med build. 
ing; and further, that the nuntl' apartments.orBoi fS (to which 
I was not permitted to enter) are not situate in the 'centre build· 
ing, hut in thnt part of the Hructure ext",nding toward. St. Jean 
Baptiste street in the east wing on tho said street. 

(Signed) JOHN OSTELL, 
Montreal, July 30th, 1836. Architect aud Surveyor. 

OHAPTER L 

D<>t:tt~ produc4d by 1M ad17il ... of Monk in 1IIJ1'l'IJrl qf lIN truth 
of her Narratit ... 

IN the month of March of the present year, the 
".Protes!ant Vindicator," a paper printed in the 
I:lty of :New.York, published one affidavit, one state. 
ment of an anonymous "female," and one certifi. 
cate, favorable to the veracity of Maria Monk. 
That the" Awful Disclosures" may not be dt'priv. 
ed of the benefit of them, the compositors have kind. 
ly consented to "set them up" and the pressmen 
to " work them off." 
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No. 27. Affidavit of William Miller. 

00 City tmtl Caunty of New- rork, ss. 
00 William Miller being duly sworn, doth sIlV,-I knew 

Maria Monk when she was " child, and was acquainted ,,~th all 
her father'. familS'. My father, Mr. Ad"m Miller, kept the go­
vernment school at St. John's, Lowe .. Canada, for some yellrs_ 
Captain Wm. Monk, Mllria's fllther, lived in the garrison, a short 
distance from tho village, and she attended the sohool with me 
for .ome montho, prGblloly a. much as a y~ar. Her four bro­
thers also attended with us. Our families were on terms of inti­
macy, as my father hlld a high regard for Captain Monk; but 
the temper of his wife was such, even at that time, ns to co.use 
much trouble. Capt. 1I10nkdied verr .uddenly, a. was reported, 
in conoeque:<ce of heing poisoned. ilIrs. lIIonk was then keeper 
oltha Government House in IUOl.)trenl, and received n pension. 
which privilege she has oince enjoyed. In the summer of 1832 
lien Canada, and came to this city. In about a year afterward I 
"isited Montrelll, and on tbe day whon the Governor reviewed 
the troop., I believe about the end of August, J called at the Go­
vemment House, where I saw Mrs. j\1onk and seveml of the fa­
mily. I inquired where Maria was, and she told me that she 
wa. in the nunnery. This fact I well remember, because the in­
rormation gave me great pain, as I had unfa :wable opinion. of 
the nunneries. On reading the u Awful Di8dosurrs," I nt once 
knew ohe was the eloped nun, but was unable to find hor until 
a few days since, when we recegnised each other immediately 
I give with pleasure my testimony in her favor, as she is among 
.trangers, and e,e,·tions have been made against her. I declare 
my peraonal knowledge of many facts stater! in her book, and 
my full belief in the truth of her story, which, shocking as it is, 
Cl8IIIIDI appear incredible to those persons acquainted with Cn-
nacla. .. WILLIAM lIIILLER. 

Sworn hefore me, tIllS 
3d day of March, 1836. .. BENJA1U~ D. K. CRAIG, 

II Commisiioner of Deeds, &c.' 

We recommend William Miller to repent_ Whe. 
ther Mrs. Monk really did tell him in 1833 that her 
daughter was in a nunnery, may remain ro~ ever 
a personal question between ~hem.; but thl~.ls not 
the case with regard to the Identity, to which he 
has sworn of Mrs. Monk's late husband, amI. Maria 
Monk's late father, with the Captain William Monk 
mentioned in his affidavit, The evidence of Mar-
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tel Paul (No.6), and of Lawrence Ki:dd, Esq. (No. 
8), states who Monk's father really was. He was 
not a "gentleman in the service," but held the 
post of Barrack.master at St. JQhn's. 

The" Vindicator" premises the publication of the 
anonymous statem&it, by iBsinuating that the 
namfl of the author is withheld" only ffOm delicacy 
.. a lady's feelings." The" delicacy" of the au. 
thors and circulators oftbe "Awful DisclQllures !" 

No. 28. AnonymUU$ E'Oid~nce • 

.. I was born at Montreal, and resided' there ur.:i1 within a few 
month., and where my friends, still remain.' I was educl\t~d 
among'the Catholics, and have never separated myself from 
them. • 

.. I knew Maria Monk when quite a child. We went to school 
together for abouta year, as noaras I can remember, to lIIr. Work· 
man, Sacrament-street, in Montreal. She is about one month 
YOUllger than myself. We left that' school at the .ame tOOe, and 
entered the Conrp-egational Nunnery nearly together .. I could 
mention many thmgs which I witnessed there, calculated to can' 
firm some of her accounts . 

.. I know of the elopement of a priest named Leckre, who was 
a confes~or, with a nun sent from the Con&,regational Nunnery to 
teach in a village. They were brought oaek, after which .he 
gave birth to an infant, and was again employe~ as '" ieneher. 

"Children ',,'ere often punished in the Congregational Nun. 
nery by being "3ada to stand with arm. extended, to imitate 
Christ's I'~sture on the cr08S; and when we found veJlDin in our 
soup, as was often the case, we were exhorted to overcome our 
repugnance to it, because (%rist died fur us. '} 'have seen such 
belts as are 'menti(med in the' Awfnl Disclosure.; a. well a. 
gag.; but neyer .aw them applied. 

"lIlaria Monk lell th~ Congregation!!1 :'-;ullnery before I did, 
and became a nOVICe m the Hotel Dicit. 1 remember her en. 
trance inte the latter very well, for we had a 'jour de conge,' holi. 
day, on that OCCllSIon • 

.. SOI\!~. sb~r.t time ""b.equently, after sebool-hours one n~r. 
noon, ~1iile m the school·room in the .econ~ story of the Con. 
gregll;tional,Nunnery, sev~ral ohhe girla standing near a window 
exclaime~, There 18_ Mana Monk,' I sprang to the window kl 
look, an~ saw her, WIth several other novice., in the _yard of the 
Hotel Diau, among the flanta wlUGh grew the,.._ lib \lid n~ 
al'POlII' to nol1c8 uo, bllt perfectly reco~ed her. 
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.. I have Crequenlly visited the public hospital of tbe Hotell>Jeu. 
It is the custom there for some of the nuns and novices to enter 
at three o'clock, P. 111., in procession, with foud and delioaries for 
the sick. I.recollect "orne of my visits there by circumstances 
attending them. For instance, 1 was much struck, on soveraloc­
casions, by the beauty of a young norire, who~e slender, grace­
ful form, and interesting appearance, IIistinguished her from the 
rfst. On inquiry I learnt that her name '~'n8 Dubois, or some­
thing like it, and the daughter of an old man who had removed 
from the country, and lived near the Plnce d' AnRe,. ~he was , .. 
gVll,..aIIy Ildmired for hor boau:y, that she waH ealled 'Ia be)!\> 
:5t.FrancQis'-St. Fr:111Cis being the saint's name she had asstam­
e.~ in the crnn-ent . 

.. I frequently went to the hospital to see two of my particular 
friends who were novices: and subsequently to \;sit one who had 
" sore tbroat, and was sick for some weeks. I saw lIIaria 1I1onk 
there mnny times, in the (hess: of a novice, employed in ditferent 
waya; but we were nover allowed (0 speak to each other . 

.. Towarcls tbe close of the winter of 1833-4, I visited the hoepi­
tal of the Hotel Dieu very frequentiy, to "ee MiNS Bourke, It friend 
of mine, although I was not permitted to speak with her. While 
there one day, at tho hour of 'conge,' or 'collatiou,' which,RR I be­
fore stated, was at three P. ill., a procession of nuns and novicas 
entered, and among the former I saw Maria ~Ionk, with a black 
veil, &c. She perceived and recognized me; but put her finger 
UpOR her lips in token of silenc~; and Imo\\'ing ho w rigidly the 
rilles were enforced, I did not speak. , 

H A ahort time aften,"ard I f':lW her again in the sume place. 
and under similar cil'cumstance~. 

U I can fix the year when this occurred, boca use I recollect 
that the Runs in tlie bospital stared at a reol dress I wore that sea­
oon; and I am certain about the time of year, because I left my 
gala-sho., at (ke do.;>r before I wcn( in . 

.. The improper conduct of a priest was tbe caus€ of my I03\;nl: 
the Congregational Nunnery: for my brothe .. saw him kissing a 
female one day while he wus on a vioit to me, and exdaimea-' 0 
mOn Dieu ! what a place yon are in !-If father does not t"lke you 
out ofit, I ,,;U, if I havn to (eor rou away.' . 

.. After the I.st sight I had of Maria Monk in the hO"Pital, I De­
ver saw nor heard of hel· until after I had been for some time an 
inhabitant of New-York. I then """ an extmctfrom ',nlDiB­
clOlurel: published in a newspaper, when I W!18 periee 18tisfied 
that sbe WIl8 the authoress, and "gain at libert\". I was able for 
.everal weeks to find ber re.idence, but at ·length 'isited the 
bouse when she was absent. Seeing an infant among a numb.r 
oipersonR wlio were strangers to me, as those presllIlt Will testify, 
1 declared tbat it must be the child mentioned in lIer book, £roll!. 
the Itriking resemblance it beara to Fatber Phelan, whom I well 
klww. This d.eclaration haa also been made by othen, 

11 
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"When Maria lIIonk entered, she passed n"ro~s the room, with­
out turning towards me; but I re(;ggnized her by her gait, and 
whfm ahe saw m~ she knew me at f)nce. I have sinco spent rna· 
nv hour. with her, and am entirely com;nced of the Inlth of her 
.tory, especially as; knew many thin~s before which tend to con­
firm the statemonts which ~he make!;) .• 

.. It is superfluous," remarks thE' Yindi(':~tor ... to 
add any thing, to the abovp testimony." For the 
comfort of the" lady, ' it is recommendE'd that her 
futnre silenc() may render it .. snperfluous" to sift 
her testimony and the worth of it. She is known, 

The previous certificate of ., W e tl~e Subscribers," 
is a novel species of intellectual evidence. It will 
be seen that they not only accept the testimony of 
the" spontaneous 'William -'1 iller" ('\0.27) and of 
the" young married woman" ('\0. 28). but that 
theyaLqo, in the character of critics, pronoun61e on. 
tbe internal testimony in favor of the .. Disclosures." 
They may drink the cup of shame, POOl' Crrs I 

CHAPTER XI. 

ProcndingB of 1M a"ociatn ;/1 CamoJa, in 1/" KUl7lm", ~r 1835. 

THE earliest instigator of Monk's fabrication~ 
appears to have been an individual named Hoyte. 
The moral character of this individual had suffered 
se~erely a sh?rt time previously to his encounter 
With Monk III ~ew-York about the month of 
May. 

We are glad to perceive by the following testi. 
many, that altbou~h he may be a preaoher, he is 
not ~ re~ar ordametl minister of any Christian de. 
nommation. 
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No. 29. Evidence' of the Rev. M. Richey. 

To the Editor of tlte lIforning COllrier. 
Sut,-.\mong the affidavits published in your paper of to.doy, 

rclntmg to Mr. Hoyte and Mona ManIt, I ob.erve a deposition by 
jlfr. Goodenough, that when ;;Ir. Hoyle, in the month of Augu.t 
Ins', put up nt ihe Exchange C-,tree-house, he wnsentered all th~ 
book a. a Melhodist I'reac/wr, and Af!'!1l1. or SuperintenOOnt of Sun­
day School.!, 4-c. It has, howcyer, heen ascert.ained, from an ex­
aminatiun of the book r8ferred to, that no olli'cial detJignntion is 
nfJpenuetl in it to ~,Jr. Hoyte's name. This discrepancy, 1\Ir. 
Goodennugh states, took place entirely through mistake, and he 
did not know thnt ;;Ir. Hoyte was thus characterized in his affi­
davit till he ~nw it in print. But as a similar mistnke hns fOHnd 
its way into several of the deposition. which hav. !icen elicited 
by this unhappy affnir, I deem it incumhent \lpon mo, as a regu­
larly appointed 1I1ethodist ministor of this city, to decJoro thnt 
.Mr. Hoyle hn. never had any connexion with the Methodist 00-
ciety, either a. n preacher or "" nn agent for Sunday School.; 
and I wQnld at the .ame time express my surprise and regret, that 
the New- York Prote,fant .vi"di~'or should have taken up, and in­
dustriously circulo.ted charges of so ",rave n nature against the 
priests and lluno of this city, dorived from so polhued a source. 
From such a ~pecit's of vind;calion no causo caD receive eith~. 
honor or credit. By ~i'ing this publicity, YOIl will confer a (a-
vor on yours respect/Wly, . lILA THEW RICHEY, 

. Wesleyan lIliDister. 
Montreal, Nov_ 16, 1835. 

No. 30. Correspondence on the characte,. of W. 
K. Hoyte. 

To the Editor of the Morning Courillf'. 
SIR- A respectable citizen of this city, connected with tho 

Americnn Presbyterion SocielY, informed met 11 few daylJ since, 
that Mr. Hoyte, who has figured 00 largely in the {'apers of late, 
had been connected with some dlllritable Society III this city, to 
distrihute Bible. and Tracts in the Eastern Townships; but Ihat 
his account. have prayed 00 unsatisfllctory, that he had b.en reo 
moved from tho situation. Now, why do not those persons, who 
ate acquainted "itb 1I1r. lIoyte. chamctet·, come forward _nd 
expose him publidly 1 A. 

Nov. 17. • 
To Ilte Editor of Ihe Morning Courier. 

SIR,-Oberving in your paper of~tenlIlY, B commnnicolton 
BIIeribing lIilenoe to certain persons Bcqllllinted with tho cboNeter 
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"f :llr. W. K. HOYI~, who hM lately figured 80 largely in ~he va' 
rieus 'priQts of this city, and asking why they do not ",ublielyex. 
pose' that i'ldividual? 

In reply, it i. sufficient to say, that .u~h hll8 alre~d¥ been done 
where alone it was deemed rCljulSzte, (1. e. m the UnIted States,) 
118 will appear by reference to a report dated in April la.t, and 
which appeared in the New· York E"angeli8t, with n ,request thai 
it would" bo copied in to the Basion R<corder and ~ erm.· nt Citro­
nick." Youl'in~el'tion of this note, will oblige, rcspectfullyyouru, 

VERIT.\S. 
:lIgntreal, No\'ember 19, 1835, 

No. :31. Evidence (~r Commillee on the character 
of lV. K. Hoyte. 

From Ihe "cw- l"ork El"flllgdi.s1 oj Ap,.i1laSL 

U Before dismissing tlw 8ubjPct, the committee cannot. hut eXa 

"re .. their deep regret that ilIr. Hoyte has n .. t coml,lied wirh 
their v .. ishes as to the management and disposal of the book!ll 
committed. to hi~ ('hal'~e, nor tn thC'ir repeated solicitntions to 
keep his account~ in a clear :-tile} ~ccurnle mnnner. RiR conduct 
in thi. respect being any thing but sati.factory, they wish further 
to intimate to their friantls in the United States, thnt the gentle· 
man nlluded to is no longer their ""ent, or in Qlly way acting 
under their responsibility. . 

"THO)IAS M'LAREN, ~ 
A. F. lIIARSHALL, Committee." 
HENRY LYiUAN, 

This is the man who accompanied Monk to Ca. 
nada in August, 1835, and who had the impudence­
to offer himself to the notice of several honorable 
men, as an investigator of the truth of certain ru. 
mol'S concerning the priests and nuns, of which he 
himself was the Author! The wretch was scorned 
as ~e deserved. "Judge Turner" of Vermont, who 
foohsh~y countenanced him for a brief peried, doubt. 
less~y I~ cons~quence of having discovered his co­
habItatIon wdh the pretended ex.nun, withdrew 
from his society. 
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No. 32. Evidence of Catharine Conners and Mary 
J[cCaffrey. 

District ~f .lIonlmd, Province of Lower Canodll: 
Before me. 'V. Robert>on, one of his !llajesty'. Justice. of 

the Peace for the District of IUontroru, appeared Cntharine Con­
ner. of ;lIontreal; she having made eath on the Holy Evange­
hst., to my the truth and nothmg but the truth, declarod and 
said what follows: -

Towards the l~th of August last, two men and a woman enme 
to the Excl.an{!c Cojrec-House: their names were written in the 
book, one by tho name of Jud,ge Turner, and the other as IUr 
Hoyte; the name of the woman was not written in the book in 
which the names of travellers are v. ritLen, because I was inform­
ed tha.t they were tflking 0. t;in~le ruom with two beds. Somo· 
time after another room was gh'en to th~m for their accommo­
da60n; the woman passed for the wife of IIIr. Hoyte. 

The day filllowing, when I was making the bed, I found the 
woman in teart!. Having made the remark to her thnt her child 
was a very young traveller, she replied, that she hal). not the 
power to <lispen.e with the journey. for they tra"elled on busi­
ne.s of importance; she al.o ,aid that she had never had a day 
of happi ... ". ,ince she left Nantreal, which was four yea .. , 
with l'tIr. Hoyte; ~he expressed a wish tu go and foif':e her father. 
She entreated me to try and procure secretly clothes for her, for 
ItIr. Hoyte ",;shed to dine with her in his own room, in which 
he was then takin,\, care of the child. I gave her my .hawl and 
bonnot, and conducted her secretly out by the slreet SI. Pierre; 
.he never returnod. and IMt the child in the hands of lIIr. Hoyte. 
She .aid that her husband wn. a Methodi~t preacher, and a.qent 
of the Sunday .chools for ~Iontre"I, in whICh she had resided 
four momhs iast winter; but she had not then heen wilh him. 
When I returned to the room, Mr. Hoyte was still toki.re of 
the child; he asked me if I had seen!.i .. Indy; I said no.' Upon 
this question he told me that the fllther of his Indy WIIS delld, thot 
her mother yet lived in the suburbs of Quebec, nt,d he asked me 
for oJl the clothes which I h .. d given to wash for him, his kuly and 
child; clothes the Indy had taken from the only portmanteau 
which they had. Bey'and thaI, I perceived not.!,liltg remarlUlble. 
exceptthbt ~Ir. Hoyte wished to conceal this womall, and to pre­
vent her from going out_ I heard the judge say to him ... now she 
is four~." 

Sworn befarB me. the 2d day 
of November, 1835. (Signed) W. ROBERTSON 

Mary McCaffrey, also a chambermn.id in the hotel of Mr. Good­
tnough. corroborates the preceding deposition. 

(Signed) W. ROBERTSON 
11* 



H. K. Hoyte, cannot suffer by the exposure of 
his cohabitation' with .Monk. He cannot suffer 
from the exposure of his familiarities with Monk, 
practised even in the presence of her mother. 

No. 33. Evidence of "lETS. ~Ionk. 

On this day, the twenty·fourth day of October, one thousand 
eight hundred and thirty.five, before me, William Robertson, one 
of hi. ;U"jesly'. Justices of the Peace for the district of Montreal, 
came and appeared IsatreUa IUills, of the city of Montreal, widow 
of the late William Monk, who declared that, wishing to guard Ihe 
public ail~in.t too deception which has lately been practised in 
I11ontre81 by designing men, who have taken advantage of the 
occasional derangement of her daughter, to make scandalous ac­
('usationi ngninst the Priest'J and Nuns in lUontreal, and after­
wards to make her pass herself for a nun who had left the con· 
venl. And nfter h""ing niade oath on the Holy Evangelists, (to 
.ay the truth,) the said Isabella Mills declares and says, a man de· 
cently dressed (whom afterwards I lmew to be W. IC Hoyte, 
.tating himself to be a minister of New.York,) Game to my hOOBe 
on or ahout l~'LC middle of AUgWlt last, and inquired for one .l\1r • 
. 'lills; that ~Ir. Esson, a minister here, had told him I could give 
~ome information about that man; I replied thllt I knew no one 
of that name in Montreal, but that I had o. hrother of that name 
five miles out of town. He then told me that he had lately come 
to Montreal, with a young woman and child of five week. old; 
that the woman had absconded from him at Goodenough't; tln'em, 

, where they were lo<lging, and letl him with the child; he ga'e 
me a_.scription of the \"oman: I unfortunately discovered that 
the .ription answered my daul(hter, and the reflection that 
~hi. str:inger hjld called upon :I1r. Esson, our. pastor, and inquir. 
mg for mY' lnother, I 8lL~I)P('tf'll thnt this \Va:;! planned ~ I askE'd 
for the ehild, and said that I would place it in a nunnery; to tha~ 
!tIro Hoyte started C'Vf'ry objectivn, in t,hu~in:, Inng-uage, against 
the nuns .. At last he consented to give me the child, provided 
I would gl\'e my writing that it should be presented when de. 
manded. 'V~ left the housp, together, ]Tr. Hoyte requesting me 
to w~lk nt.& dlstance from him, as he was a gentleman. I follow­
ed him to ;\Ir. Goodenough's hntel, and he directed me to room 
~o. 17, and to demand the chlltl; a servant maid gaye it to me ~ 
?II!. Hoyte rame up, 81111 gaye me the clothing. I came home 
WIth the child, and .ent :lIrs. Tarbert, an old acquaintance in 
search of my daughter; her deposition "ill be see']. 'rho ~"XI 
day ;lIr. Hoyte came in with an elderly man, Dr. Judge TUrTler, 
decently dressed, whom he introduced to me as a :\lr. Turner DC 



St. Alb8ri'i. They demanded to .ee the child, wlUch Irniduted. 
Mr. Hone demanded if I had discovered the mother; smd not. 
She muM lie r.und, said he; she has taken away 0. shawl and 
11 bonnet belonging to a servant girl at Goodenough's; he would 
not pay for them; she had cost him too much already; that hi. 
thinge were kept at the hotel on that account; being afraid that 
this might more deeply involve my daughter, I offered my own 
shawl to replace the one taken; JUr. HGyte first took it, but af­
terwards returned it to me on my promi.e that I would pay for 
the shawl and bonnet. In the course of the day, Mrs. 'farber! 
found my daughter, but she would not come to my house; she 
sent the bonnet and shawl, which were retl1rned to their owner, 
who hAd lent them to my daughter to assist her in procuring her 
escape from Mr_ Hoyte at the hotel. Early on the afternoon of 
the same day, Mr. Hoyte came to my house with the satne old 
man, wishing me to make all my effort. to find the girl, in the 
meantime spenking "ery bitterly against the Catholics, the Priests, 
a!1d the Nuns; mentioning that my daughter had been in the 
nunnery, where she had been ill trented. I denied that my daugh­
ter had ever been in a nunnery; that when she was about eight 
years of age, she went to a day-school; al that time came in two 
other persons, whom .aIr. Hoyte introduced; one was the Rev.1\Ir 
Brewster. I do not 'l'ecollect the other reverence'. name. They 
all re .;ullsted me, in the most pressing terms, to try to make it out 
my daughter had heen ill the nunn"rr; and that she had some 
connellOn with the priests of the seminary 1 of which nunn€rie~ 
and priests she spoke in the mfU~t (".ut)"ageouB terms; said that 
should I make that out, mrself, my daugbt.er, and clUJd would be 
protected for life. J expected to get rid of their importunities, in 
relating .the melancholv circumstances by which my aaugbter .. ,. 
wari frequently deranged in her ho"d, and told them, that when:. 
at the age ofabou! seV_'1l vear., ,he brol,e n slate pencil ill h@ .• 
hea<\; that since that time"her mental faculties were deranged,' 
and by times much more thnn at other times, but th.".he wag 
f:ir from tieing an idiot; that she cmdd make the mo.t ridiculou •• 
but 1Il0st J?lausible ,loJ'ips: and tliat IlS to the hi.tory Ihat sho 
hn(J been 111 a nunnery, it wa" II fabrication, f<n she neVE"r was ill 
a nnnnery; that at Rlly one time I wishad to obtain a pluce ill tw. 
JoI.unne,.y for her, that I had employed the influence of Mrs. De 
MonteJ\a~h, bf Dr. Nelson, ami of our pastor, the Rev.JUr. Esson, 
but without success. I told thcm notwithstanding I was a Pro­
lestant, and did not like the Roman Catholic religion-like all 
other r.spestabI. protestants, I held thc prie'ts of iho seminary 
and the nuns of l\Iontrea) in yell~ration, as the most piot1s and 
charitable per-ons I ever knew. After many more .olicit.~tion. 
to the same effect, throo of them relired, but lIIr. lIoyte remain­
ed, adding to the other solicitatiolls; he WR. .topped, a person 
having rapped at the rloor: it wnN then candlelight. I opened 
dill door, and I r<>uurl Dr. 31' Donald, who told me that my dRUgh. 
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ttlt l'tfarin. wo.!J at Ius honE6, in the most distresfling situation; that 
she ",ished him to come and make her peace "ith me ; .1 went 
with the .Iortor to hi. houoe in M'Gill street; she ca,me wtth me 
to near mv hOUH', but ",,:auld not come in, notwithstanding I as­
huretl her 'thnt .he would bo kindly treated, and that 1 would Sivo 
her her child; .he cro",ed the parade·ground, and I went mto the 
house, and returned for her. )Ir. Hoyte followed me. She was 
Jeanin" OIl the west railing of the purude ; we went to her: ]\Jr. 
HoyteOtolol her, my tlear ilIary, I am sorry you have treated your· 
r~elf and me in thi:s ma1lller; 1 hope you ha'\ e not exposeu what 
has pas&cd betv.:ecll U:S; nevertheless I will trent you the snme 
(U~ ~\'er, and spoke to hf'r in the mClst affectionate terms; took 
her ill his arms; she at fir"'t hpuke to him very cross, and refused 
to go \\-ith him, but at In::.t cOnf'ieuteu and went with him, abso­
lutely refu:sin!1 to come to my hou~c. 800n after. :Mr. Hoy to came 
'lud <Ieman<leu the child; I goa, cit to him. Next morning ilIr. 
Hoyte returned, and wa~ more prc~~jns than in hiB fonner (loli­
"italion, Bwl roquc::;ted me to !)ay thu.t my l:aught('r had been in 
the nunl1ery: that should I bUy bO, it would be hettfr than ono 
hundretl pounus to n1"; that I \\ ould be protected for life, ,,1111 
that I should leave Montreal, and thnt I weuld be better proyided 
for else\\ lwre; I answered that thommuds of pounds would not 
mdnee me to perjure my:.:elf: thell he got bauey am] abusive to 
thQ IItmo.t; h •• aid he came to )Iontreal to detect the infamy of 
the Priebts and th~ ::"\un~; tlInt he ('ould not lellve my daughter 
deHitute ill the wide world as I had dune; nfterwardB rmiu, 1\0, 
~he i~ not your daughter, ~.ill(~ i~; too ~ell~ible for that, and went 
,,\,"av, He "n ... gOlle but [\ fe\\ minute~, when :i'lr. Doucet, an 
all('ient magifo.trate in.MOJli r('al: ('arne in. That gentlemo.n told me 
,hlltMr. Guodellough hadjust now culled upon him, and requested 
him to let lIIe 1,,,.,\\ 'ilat J had a daughter illlUontreal; that ohe 
hn,d rome in With a :'Iir. Hoytp and a chHu, ond that she had left. 
illr. Hoyte anti the child, but that ,he was Mill in :llontrclll, so as 
to ~!llablc ~le to lu~k for her, amI that I might prevent foiome ntis­
<.Iller that wa, gOIll!; 011. Then I related to him pnrtly what I 
have above s~id. When he "" n!'l going, twu other gentlemen eo.ma. 
I refm.cd to gtve thern any information at first, excepting that they 
were of the party that hnd ~o much agitat(>d me for a few dnys; 
but being informed hy )Ir. Doucet that he knew one of them, 
purticularly .i\Ir. PerkinH, for II rel:.lpectable citizen for a long time 
m ),Iolltrenl, WId the other, :'Ir, CUIT)r, two rnini~ters from the 
l'nited Stlltes, tlultifthcy co.m~ to obtain some information about 
Ule tlistrctisi!lg event~ flife related to ha've occurred in her fo.mily, 
he thought tt would do no hann, anti I ~clated it to them: they 
appeurea to be afflIcted \nth such 0. C'lrcumstance; I have not 
.een them any m?re. I asked 1'lr. Doucet if the mnn Hoyte could 
not be put III J~I; he rephed thnt he thought not, for what he 
knew of the buomess. Then I B.l>ke<l if the Priests were inform­
ed of what was going 011; he replied, yeo, but they never take 
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up th~.e lilings; they allow their charactet to defend it:self. A 
few daYB alter, I heard that my daughter was at one Mr. John­
.en's, ajoiner, at Griffin Town, with Mr. Hoyte; that he passed 
her fer a nun that bad escaped from the Hotel Dieu Nunnery: I 
wont there two days Buccessively with Mrs. Tarbert; the first 
day Mr •. Johnson oIenied her, and ."id, that she wa.gone to N ew­
York "ith Mr. Hoyte. A. I wns reluming I met Mr. Hoyle on 
the wh.rf, and I reproached him for his conduct. I told him that 
my ~augllter had heen denied to me al Johnson'., but that I would 
have a l3earch warrant to baH' her whon I retnrned j he had 
really gone with my unfortnnatR daughter; ond I received frOll1 
l\Ir. Johnson, hili wife, amI tl nnmh£'r tJf persons in their house. 
the grossest ahus£', mixf>d with t~xts of the Gos~el, :Mr. JohRson 
bricging a Bible for me to "weur on. I retired more deeply Ilf­
flicted that, ever, and furth(>r ~n\'cth not. 

SworR belore In(" this 2tth ut' 
October, 183;'. 

W. IWBER'l'SON, J. P. 

'Ve are informed that Mr,. Monk's evidence 011 

the material question of her daughter's residence in 
the Hotel Dieu Conyent has been disputed on some 
unimaginable ground of interest and secret influ­
ence. It is uJlnece~sary to draw comparisons be· 
tween Mrs .. Monk and her ~lIIhappy daughter; but 
WII are bound to state, that in ncr situation in life 
Mrs. Monk is rcgal'dr;>(\ and esteemed. Her good 
conduct and management at the government house 
has secured tf) her, for many years, a situation of 
trust, and will continue to secllre to her a decent 
subsistence to the end of her days. The attempt 
made to bribe Mrs. Monk wns repeated in regard 
to other persons. Miss Louise Bousqullt of ~t. 
Denis, was induced to visit Montreal on a false lll· 
ducement, which the parties were frightened from 
foll!ilwing up by an explanation sf their real inten. 
tions. The evideJlce of Miss Bousquet (No.5). 
rllfers to Am!}roseVigeaut. 
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~o. 3-1. Evidence of Ambroise Vigeaut. 

Provine< of Lov:cr Canada: . . 
Thi. twenty-.ixth day ~f July, eighteen hundred and ~hlrt~­

fix, nppeared before me, BcnJamm I-Il)lmc~, one of hlB M~JestY.8 
JUbtice. of the Pellee for the Vi.triet of Muntreal, AmbrOIse VI­
gaut, ":ho, huvin fT iJeeu f-wom on the Holy EVflngcliGts, declared: 

That deponenthad atlen":cd ".chool kept by the so-called IIla­
rin MOllk at St. Den18. for the .space of about two months, In the 
yellr f'i9"hteen hlll1l1rcu and lhirty-thr('~; thnt '"' hilst dcpon~n~ at­
tended i'lf'r fchool, fhe IH'pt it at two F.II}"('rent plnces.~ fiu;t m the 
hou!c of ;\Jichnf'l Guertju, furme.r. nml :-ub~,(·quentl)· In the house 
of Jean Bllpti~tc Laflamme dit 'Timineur; thut pre\;oUt'lly to h.is 
nU£'lIunnrc at f'uid t-chool, deponent had ullderl!lluOU that the Enid 
}\Iarin had resided o.t ~t. Dellis nnd in the neighborhood for He­
,"ernl months: that Eoubl·equcutly to his depnrLurc {rem the Fnid 
8chool, he had ulldcr:.-:tood that the fHliu ~Infia. remained residing 
in hila a.bout ~t. DenisfYre:cH,rnl month:-:; u.nd deponent further 
porticularly declared thot he saw the .ai,! lIIuria at St. Denis on 
thn twenty-ninth day of June, one thomand eight hundred nnd 
thirty-four, being the day on which my lord the bi,hop of Tel­
m~s~c tllcre o.uminiMtf'ff'u confirmation; and deponent furthcrdc­
dared, that in the .ummer of eighteen hundred and thirty-five, 
the ~uid 'larin., nccompanied by a man whose name is unkno\\'11 
to deponent, came to the hnr of Philip I,l1voiel, tavern keeper, re­
fitliug in the m:J.in~treetof the St. Lo.nTence ~uburhs, citrof 1\-1011-
tren.!, where deponellt was empluyed; that the said Marillllnd tbe 
80id man having convef,ed for a Ions time to(lether, the said Ma­
ria requested deponent to write to l.IiES Lou"e Bousquet of l>t. 
Denis, and ,uy to heron hehalfofthe ,aid illari .. , that the .aid i\la­
ria had two hundred pound. eurrency to gi\'e her, and th"t she in­
Vited her to come to town to receive them; that fit the second '"isit 
to deponent of the ti~id l\lario, accompnhied as Ororcl!niu, the fioid 
letter was written; th~t the man who accompanied the flood Maria 
wns dressed in black cloth; that .ome time thereafter the said 
I,ouise. Bou'quet called on deponent, and that deponent wns only 
able to mfonn her that the t-:uid letter wn.s written at the Feque~tor 
the said ~Iaria; nnd deponent further declared, thllt he had never 
llndemood that the "uid :\Iarm had been Sri inmate of any e'.lOvent 
ur religiOUS e.tabli.hmen! in Canada; and deponent further de­
clared not. 

AJlIBROIl>E VIGEAUT. 
Sworn before me, at ~Iolltreal tm. 26th 

day uf July, 1636. ' 
BE:"J. HOLillES, J. P. 

The ~sociates, defeated i~ their attempts to suo 
born Witnesses, defeated in their expectation of 
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Protestant illiberality in Canada, departed from 
it. 

The admirable, noble, and generous conduct of 
the Protestants of Lower Canada, in relation to 
these "Awful Disclosures," is an example to all 
nations and all communi tieR. Each man pre~sed 
forward with his unsolicited testimony in the cause 
of insulted virtue; the press echoed the public voice. 
and in accents of deep and eloquent i,pdignntion, 
reprobated the unapproachable infamy o£"" We, tlte 
Subscribers. " 

The nct of aecllsatioll~ hrought hy "'We, the Sub· 
scribers," against the' priests and mills of Lower 
Canada, recalls the proceedings of the Gallican 
revolutionary assassins on the trial of Marie Antoi. 
ngtte. 'Vh~n that persecuted princess was charg· 
i!d before a fanatical tribunal with an impossible 
crime, she turned from the tiger" to her fellow. 
creatures, and exclaimed, " I appeal to the hearts of 
mothers." 

THE END. 


