
EVIDENCE "DEMONSTRATING THE 

FJlLSEHOODS OF WILLlJlM L. STONE; 
CONCERNING THE 

HOTEL DIEU NUNNERY 
OF 

MONTREAL. 

IN the month of November, 1835, and during all the period since, the 
Roman Prelate of Montreal has been urged by the New York Protestant 
Association for an impartial and unrestricted examination of the Hotel 
Dieu Nunnery in that city. No notice whatever has been taken by him, 
or by any person duly authorized by him, of the public call thus made by 
the Committee of the New-York Protestant Association. 

To determine the truth of the "Awful Disclosures," a Roman Priest of 
New-York, named Conroy, was exp~sly designated as !in Agent of 
the Roman Prelate and Priests of Canada to trepan Marla Monk, and 
transfer her back to Montreal, to receive the punishment with which they 
menaced her for elopina from the Hotel Dieu Nunnery; and the payment 
?f the counsel's fees w:s offdred by the Committee, if Mr. Conroy would 
Institute a civil and criminal suit aaainst Maria Monk and her publishers. 
That off.r also has constantly bee;'; disreaarded. 

Both those offers having been found nugatory, in March 1836, the follow­
ing notice was issued, and has been promulgated throughout Canada, the 
United States, and Britain; and yet the Roman Prelate of Montreal, Jean 
Jacques Lartigue, and his Priests ara" silent as death, and still as 
midnight." 

CHALLENGE. 
"The Roman Prelate and Priests of Montreal, Messrs. Conroy, Q.uarter, 

and Schneller of New York-Messrs. Fenwick and Byrne of Boston­
Mr. HU,lhes ofPhiladelphi.-the Arch Prelate of Baltimore, and hi. sub­
ordinate Priests-and Cardinal England of Charleston, with all other Ro­
man Priests, and every N un from Baffin's bay to the Gulf of Mexico, are 
hereby challenged to meet an investigation of the truth of Maria Monk's 
"Awful Disclosures," before an impartial assembly; over which shall 
preside Beven Gentleman, three to be selected by the Roman Priests, three 
by the Executive Committee of the N. Y. Protestant Association, and the 
seventh as Chairman, to be chosen by the other six. 

An eligible place in New York shall be appointed, and tbe regulation! 
for the decorum and order of the meetings, with al\ the other arrange­
ments, shall be made by the above Gentlemen. 

All communications upon this subject from any of tbe Roman 
Prieats or Nuns, either individually or as delegates for their superiors, ad­
dressed to Th.e Carre.ponding Setr.tary of the New Yark Protestant .11110-
dation, No. 142, Nassau street, New York; will be promptly anawered.' 
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lc:f='To Ihat offer, no attention has been paid; and 110 answer hal 
ever been given, by any person, either directly or indirectly, for one whole 
year. 

In July 1836, some gentlemen who were avowed partizans ofthelRom­
ish Priests, were Jlerll]itterl to take a peep at Jlart of the NURnery; but 
their contradictory statements only confirmed the truth of. Marla Monk's 
narrative. In October 1836, Mr. William L. Stone, Editor of the New 
York Commercial Advertiser, published a narrative of his visit 10 the 
Hotel Dieu Nunnery; but his positive m~'preBfnlalions still more pow­
erfully strenathcned Maria Monk's testimony. Among other offers 
which have b~en made to him, the following admitted of the easiest BCru­

tiny, and was altogether decisive of the whole controversy. 
~Ir. Stont's statements disproved. 

We offer Mr. Stone his choice of the following propositions: 
1 Mr. Macdonnell, the Prelate of Upper Canada, does nol allow the 

Papists to read the Bible, and does nol distribute the Scriptures. 
2. The Hotel Di,u Nunnerv of Montreal covers twenty times thes pace 

of ground, that the N ew York Bridewell occupies; and essential chang~8 
have been made within that building, and in the vaults beneath, and ID 
the walls without, since August 1835; expressly to make a variation be­
tween its condition then, as described by Maria Monk, and its present 
apparent arrangement of roomB, staircases, dormitories, windows and 
doors. 

3. There was.a subterranean passage between the Seminary and the 
HQtel Dieu Convent. 

4. Persons of all Classes in Montreal believe Maria Monk's" Awful 
Disclosures" in reference to the Priests and Nuns. 

Those are four facts which we will demonstrate to be true, at any time, 
beyond all dispute, before any judicial authorities, or any other tribunal, 
civil or ecclesiastical. 

To the preceding offer containing a flat contradiction of Mr. Stone's 
extraordinary misrepresentations, he has never replied; and although in 
private he bas confessed bis departures from tbe truth, in public he ad­
beres to hi. deceplions. 

It has, therefore been resolved to preseBt to the Protestant brethren a 
comJlendious view of the evidence which already has been obtained; and 
by which the truth of Maria Monk's" Awful Disclosures," and the false­
hood of Mr. Stone's narrative are incontestably demonstrated. 

It is a matter of most portentous aspect, thatProtestants should so se­
dulously endeavor to conceal the abhorrent qualities of that antichristian 
.ystem of whIch the court of Rome is the head and heart. For it is most 
marvellous and worthy of remembrance, that since the allegations aganist 
the Roman priests and nuns of Montreal were first promulgited, none of 
the Popish confraterDity have assumed the defence of their own charac­
t~r. or craft. By no mode c~n any of the principals, their accessories, their 
frle~ds, or thel~ a~ents, be IOduced. to advance boldly, and before an im­
parllal ~nd eqUlt~blP. tribunal, permit the truth of the charges against them 
to be fairly exammed. In all other cases that fact would be decisive. 

Mr. Stone's account of his visit to the Hotel Dieu Convent of Mon­
treal, exclusive of its incoherence, is the most indefinite detail which could 
be writ~en. There is not one specific fact upon which a scrutiny or a 
companson can be based. The length and breadth of the edifice are 
known by tbe official testimony of thc' SIlrveyor General of the Province. 
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A house 324 feet in front, by 468 in depth, and especially when the hospi­
tal department is considered, must necessarily include a very large num­
ber of separate apartments; and when we remember the character and 
course of conventual life, that such an edifice cannot be explored without 
much labor and time, is self-evident. Mr. Stone knows, that had he only 
mentioned hOlD many apartments he entered, and especially in connection 
with the time which he and hi. party devoted to their survey, nothing 
more would have been necessary to seal his self-confutation. 

Now it is proper to understand Mr. Stone's consistency; and the de­
gree of credit which ought to be attached to any of his statements re­
specting this matter. Mr. Stone has formerly declared his unqualified 
belie! of Maria Monk's" _\wful Disclosures," from the following cause: 
He had a girl living in his family sometLme ago, who was a Papist from 
Montreal-and that girl avowed to him her full conviction that Maria 
Monlt's allegations were true, from her own knowledge of the facts.­
That undesigned corroborative testimony was deemed incontrovertible. 
In conformity with that opinion, Mr. Stone published his own belief of 
Maria Munk's voillme. Some short time after, when Mr. Jones, editor 
of L' Ami du Peuple of Montreal, returnp-d from New York to that city, 
he propagated Il report there, that the editor of the Commercial Adverti­
ser was a believer ill Maria Monk's narrative, and had come out publicly 
in her defence. The cunsequence was, that a few of the subscnbers to 
the New York Spectator discontinued. The proprietors of the Com­
mercial Advertiser have a considerable income from Canada for their pa­
per; and therefore, when they became alarmed for their gains from that 
quarter, they retracted; and declared Maria Monk's volume, and all the 
other articles against the Jesuits and nun. of Montreal, " a humbug."­
As if this contradictory manrenvre was not enou~·h to nullify all their fu­
ture assertions upon the subject; the scheme of Mr. Stane's visit 10 the 
nunnery was projected, expressly that the public mi"ht be deceived by 
hiS subsequent statements, which are promulged forOthe sake of gain; 
beeau.e it is well known, and has been familiarly talked of at Moutreal, 
that Mr. Stone, when he relurned to New-York, would defend the priests 
.. nd nuns. For if he did not, most of the subscribers to the New-York 
Spectator in Canada would withdraw their patrona"e_ 

There is not a well informed sincere Protestant in Montreal or Que­
bec, who will have the hardihood in his own name to come out boldly and 
maintain the purity and morality of the Roman priesthood in Canada; if 
there be any such men, let them advance to the warfare. We .. ver, that 
there is not a Scotch, Elglish or American citizen of Montreal who haa 
re.ided there twenty years, that does not implicitly believe all Maria 
Monk'.s narrative. Often have we heard many of them delineate the 
infanticides, murders and uncleanness of the Montreal Nunneries-and 
with u'fei!?:ned abhorrence, describe the awful turpitude which must ne­
cessarily be connected with the subterranean passage from the seminary 
to the nunnenes. We also declare, that if any person had made inquiries 
resppctin!l those subjects of any persons in Montreal anterior to the arri­
val of Maria 1\Ionk in that city in August 1835, all persons would have 
staled a. notorious facts universally believed-that the Hotel Dieu Nun­
nery is a place of licentious resort for the Roman priests and other per­
iO"S who are admitted in disguise as priests; and that the murder of in­
fants and nuns is habitual in that edifice. 

1. Mr. Stone say.-" Father Richards was once a Methodist minister 
in Virginia, and proceeded to Montreal" to convert the Catholic clergy." 
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That is not true! Richards was a Popish priest o~ c!lndidate for tbe 
priesthood in ~Iaryland-but knowing what Mr. Stone IS ~,gnorant of, that 
no Roman priest can enter Canada in that character, y<'lthout a ilceple 
from the British Government, or the Provincial executive officer; RICh­
ards pretended to be a Metho~ist mi!lister-and .in that mask ent~red tbe 
province. HIs mock dlsputallons WI\ h the J eSUIts we~e merely a felDt to 
conceal tbeir mutual chicanery; until after a short perIod, he professed to 
be a convert to Romanism-and his Jesnistic .. 1 trick was not discovered, 
until so loag a time had elapsed, that it was not deemed necessary by tbe 
government forcibly to transport or eject him. . 

2. Mr. Stone says-the Jesuit Prelate of Upper Canad~ "allows hiS 
people to read the !:lib Ie, and he gives away all he can obtalD for that ob­
Ject." We deliberately pronounce the assertion to be a scandalous and 
notorious specimen of the Popish" all deceivableness of unri~hteousness." 
Mr. Stone knows that it is a mischievous falsehood, which IS promulged 
by him expressly to deceive the christian public, and to paralyze the ~f­
forts of those philanthropists who are anxious to diffuse the holy SCrIp­
tures among the Canadian population who are destitute of the Bible.­
Probably not seven Papists out of ten even know that such a book as tbe 
Bible eXISts. 

3. Mr. Stone also asserts-"There have been no alterations either in 
the building within, or the vaults beneath, or the walls withou!." In re­
ply to this startlillg denial of the truth, it is only necessary to state the 
positive testimony of one of the workmen who assisted to make the alte­
ration"-and Mr. Curry himself has also admitted that fact. 

4. Mr. Stone says-" There was no gate, and no passage way has 
been filled up." We ourselves have seen with our own eyes that gate, 
and that passage way, which M aria Monk has described. And if they 
are not there now they have been" filled up." Hence we retort Mr. 
Stone's words-his" whole tale is one of falsehood." 

5. Mr. Stone declares-that" every nun has a key at her side, and can 
break their vow and retire if they please." Here are two glaring false­
hoods. Only the nuns who are 10 occasional superintendence have the 
key; and to break the conventual vows, fly the laws of the monastic 
sy.tem, dooms the person to instant death; because the vows are irrevo­
cable, and the act of attemptiug to infringe the vows and escape is the 
most unpardonable sacrilege in the Romi.h canon la w ! 

6. Mr. Sltone affirms of the subterraneous pa.sage between the Semi­
nary and Convent-" No such passage was ever seen or heard of! No 
such passage exists." In reply, it is only necessary to .tate-that pas­
sage we have seen, handled, and stood over it freqently in company with 
the Rev. Mr. Christmas, and others-and it is just as true to say that no 
such underground avenue did exist a short time a~o, as it is to aver, that 
tbere is no such street as the Broadway in New York. 

~. M~. Stone. also affirms, that no perRons in Montreal, of any cIass, 
beheve 10 Malia Monk's "Awful DIsclosures." We pronounce this 
statement to be just as true, as the appallin" deception concerning the 
8ubterranean passa"e. Who is it that does ;:ot believe 1 What do the 
Evangelical Christi~n9 in Montreal not believe 1 We therefore call upon 
that "city of '.'ptic_," as Mr. Stone names them, unequivocally to say, 
wbat !hey do not believe. Give liS something tangible. We offer them 
o!" thlDg only fr~m Mr. Stone'. statement. Will any Evan/l:elieal Chris­
tian deny the eXIstence of the subterranean passage 1 Will any man of 
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character, or moral principle, or decorum, who resides in Montreal, at­
test-'Io suhlerranean passlIge belween Ihe Seminary and Nunnery was ever 
,.en or heard of! That is Mr. Stone's declaration. What Protestant 01 
Montr~al will put his name to it? Will Mr. Perkins or Mr. Atkinson, 
or Mr. Wilks or Mr. B~ack, or Mr. Dewitt, or Mr. 8avage, or Mr. Hedge, 
or Mr. Gregory, or Mr. Brewster, or Mr. Frothingham, or Mr. Fisher, or 
Mr. Lunn, or Mr. Venner, or Mr. Torrance, or Mr. Holmes. or Mr. Bar­
rett, or Mr. Armour, or Dr. Nelson, or Dr. Robertson, or Mr. Muir, or 
Mr. Frazer, or any body else, endorse :\1r. Stone's note 1 NEVER. 
Subterranean passage bttween the Seminary and ate Hotel 

Dieu Nunnery in Montreal. 
Mr. Jones, editor of the L'Ami du Peuple of Molntreal, and Mr. Stone 

of New York his accomplice i" deceiving the public, have both declared 
that" no subterranean passage between the Seminary and the Hotel Dieu 
Convent was ever seen or heard on" 

lhoater pUblicity cannot be attached to any modern event in the history 
of Montreal, than the erection of the splendid Mass-house in that city. It 
was the work of years ; but the subterranean passage was equally noto­
rious, for near the corner of Joseph and Notre Dame streets, that passage 
was open to the illspection of all persons for a considerable time, and was 
seen by multitudes of residents and strangers. 

1. Evidence of the Boston Recorder. 
The Boston Recorder did, on the fifth of May 1826, publish an account 

of the subterranean pessage from the Seminary to tbe Hotel Dieu Con­
vent, with other matters respecting the Canadian Jesuits, ofa similar pur­
port to the recent developments. The article published in the Boston 
Recorder was copied into the Canadian papers, and raised a storm of in­
dignation even g"eater than now exists !-That statement was censured 
as an injury to the charact&r of the provinc~ abroad, and as such ought not 
to have been published, and the life of the pef80n who sent it to Boston, 
wa. publicly threatened if he could have been discovered-but no man 
had the effrontery to dellY the fact.. Here then !lIr. Jones of Montreal, 
and Mr. Stone of New York, arelconruted by the Boston Recorder, by the 
Montreal Herald, in which the same article was reprinted, and by both the 
editors of those papers. The question is not-to what purpose the sub­
terranean pasgage which crossed Joseph Street from the large Mass­
house towards the Hotel Dieu Convent Garden, was applied? Where it 
led beyond the actual appearance, and for what objects it was dug out, 
walled up, and arched over, are not the topics of inquiry. The dispule i8 
respectin" its actual existence, visibility and notoriety, anterior to the 
month of'Octoher 1835, when the" Awful Disclosures" in reference to 
Canadian Popery were made I In the recent narrative of a visit to the 
Montreal Nunneries, it is expressly affirmed, "No such passaue was ever 
seen or hoard of." In addition to all the other evidence which has been 
adduced; in the Boston Recorder of November 11, 1836, are the fol­
lowing statements and remarks: 

"We have looked over the file of the Recorder for 1826, from May to 
September inclusive. We find in the Recorder of May 5, 1826, a com­
munication headed" Lower Canada." The writer of the article S8JS:­

"In Montreal, a subterraneous pathway leads from the prie.ts' residence 
to the two nunneries. At Three Rivers where the Jesuits' convent i. 
on tbe opposite side of the street from the nunnery, a pusage under the 

I'll' 
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etreet formed a communication between the friJltrnily and the sislerhood. 
Both those have been explored by the profane eyes of the heretics :.-and 
it is most probable from analogy that the same pllvate avenues eXIst, al. 
tllough yet undiscovered, in Q.uebec." . 

Another correspondent who had spent ten years In Canada, says: 
"That there is such a passage, lead 109 from the Seminary to. the Hotel 

Dieu cannot be denied. But who IS there can controvert the opmlOn, that 
this ;ubterranean passage is not a common sewer? Who has explored 
it sufficiently to decide this 1" ... 

It is worthy of remembrance, that the latter wnter sent h,s explanatIon 
merely to appease the storm, wbicb the former delineations of Popery in 
Canada bad excited. I have witnessed that gentleman hImself laughing 
at tbe glarin" contradictory nonsense, that a capacious passage of excel· 
lent mason ;ork traversing tbe street fT(Jffl the river, is a sewer to drain 
nuisances 10 the river. 

The Boston Recorder, adds-" II is cerlain '''a''he said pas.age had been 
heard oJ before Ihe pnblicalion of Ike .!lwful Disclooures." 

Tbis infallible proof therefore decide. the fact, that the existence of the 
subtsrranean passage from the Semmary to the Nunneries in Montreal, 
was a public, a notorious circumstance, prior to May 1826. 

We proceed, however, to decide the point concerning the past and 
preaent existence of the subterranean avenue between the priest.' habita. 
tion and the residence of the nuns in Montreal, by testimuny which no 
olle will attempt to invalidate. 

2. Evidenee of Rev. O. Wetmort. 
The first witness is the Rev. Oliver Wetmore, oJ Utica. He thus reo 

marked-
"Mr. Stone Bays: 'No subterranean passage between the Hotel Dieu 

N,JInneryat Montreal was ever seen or heard of!' THAT IS NOT TRUE! 
-When I travelled as a missionary in the northern parts of the state of 
New York, Ihirly-three years ago, I was frequently at the house of Judge 
Moers, who resided about a mile from the Canada line. That gentleman 
repeatedly talked with me respecting Popery in Montreal, which he had 
onen visited. He spoke of the subterranean pasoag. between th. Semin.." 
Gnd Nunnerieo, as a malter of most public notoriety; and detailed the 
dissolute lives of the priest., their habitual gambling, intemperance, and 
profli"acy, as well as the licentiousness of the female convents of Mon. 
~real ;' w~ich.J udge Moers said, were open matters of ,talk at that period, 
In that CIty, Juot as much a. the most common affairS of life. J udlle 
Moers also rep~esented t? me the priests and nuns of Montreal, from hIS 
personal acquamtance WIth them, exactly in the same li"ht and cbaracter 
lloiI·ly.lhre. years ago, as they have lately been exhibitedebefore tbe Ameri~ 
can pubhc. Mr. Slone, Iherefore, 10 my own cerlain kllowl.dKe has pub-
lished Ih., tohich is nol lru. !" ' 

Mr. We.tmore's testimony is of more value, when it is considered, that 
at tbe perlo~ t? which tbat re~p~cted minister of the gospel refers, the 
present restrICtIons upon admISSIon to the nunneries dId not exist· and 
the Roman Priests were not obliged to be so concaled in their ini'l~itous 
transactions as the existing Protestant influence around tbem now reno 
ders indispensable. 

3. Evidence of Mrs. Rourke. 
A wi~ow lady, Mrs. Rourke, now a member of tbe ~ethndist El?iBcopaI 

chW'ch 10 New York; but who was formerly a PapIst and a resIdent iu 
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Montreal i states the following facts in reference to this subject j as com­
bining her own personal know ledge of the case. .. That IR the year 1831, 
she was a resident of the city of Montreal, Lower Canada, and that at 
that time, the dissolute lives of the Roman priests, and their eonstnnt 
visits to the Hotel Dieu Nunnery lor impure purposes, and also the kll­
lina of children in that Convent, were matlers of familiar conversation and 
ge;;'eral belief among all people in that city witb whom she used to nsso­
eiate, and especially among the Roman Cathohc women. 

She also further affirms-" Tbat tile eXistence 01 the subterranean pas­
Hae between tbe Seminary and the Hotel Dieu Nunnery was kno\\'n to 
all"the Roman Catholics in that city-that the Roman priests often take 
women by it from the Seminary to that Nunnery-that she herself has gone 
from the Seminary to the Nunnery through the under-ground passage­
and that Father Richards himself has conducted her from the Seminary 
throu"h that under-ground passage to the Nunnery; for at that period she 
was: Itoman Catholic-and that l\Io.ria Monk's description of that pas­
sage, the cellar, and the nunnery, so far as she was shown about it in the 
year 1831, by Father Richards, rs truly and minutely accurate." 

4. Evidence uf the Rev. Mr. Wilkes_ 
The existence of that passage was a matler of common notoriety eight 

yearl ago. Every old ruidmt of Montreal to wlwm I have spoken on the sub­
ject, unit .. with me in tho affirmation that the existeneo of that passago at that 
"mod was generally believed. The general impression was unlavorable to 
the character of tbe Romi.b Priesthood and their sisterhood. Of the ex­
istence of that passage I have not a shadow of doubt. I was speaking 
the other day to an excellent man who distinctly recollects seeing it. It 
was a matter of the most common notoriety i as one said to me the other 
day-" Every OliO heard of that passage." The denial of ita existeneo is the 
fIOv.lty! 

They mu.t be ignorant indeed of the leading facts of history who do 
not know what has resulted from Convents, the enforced celibacy of the 
Clergy, and tbe obligation on women as well as men to confess 
in secret to those priests tbe thoughts and intents of the hearl. To talk 
of matters being diffcrent in Canada, to what they are in the other coun­
tries of Europe, is as preposterous as it would be to talk uf human nature 
being different here flOm wbat it is there j or as it would be to affirm that 
Popery is not Popery. 

HENRY WILKES. 
5. Mr. Sprague's Statement. 

A. there is oome excitement in the community upon the subject of Pa­
pish licentiousness and vice from the disclosures of Maria Monk, and as 
some affect to disbelieve and ridicule her work as totally false, being in 
possession of some evidence tbat will confirm her statements, I give the 
public the facts. 

In conversation with a gentleman, who lI'as some months since a Roman 
Catholic in Montreal, but has renounced their blasphemous dogmas, and is 
now a profess<).d Christian, he told me, that he had been employed to labor in 
tile ce:tar.ofthe Priests' Seminary at Montreal,and while there enga£cd, he 
discovered a door 1R the wall of the cellar, whrch on opening, be found it 
connected with.a passage under ground. He entered the pass.ge, and 
passed through It until he came to some st:urs, at the head of which was 
a trap door: Fro~ the direction and distance of the passage, he was per­
rectly certam that It must be a subterraneou. communication between the 



Seminary and the Convent. He further informed me that from the teBu, 
many of many females, his relatives not excepted, that at confessIOn, tho 
Priests wore in the habit of aslun a the mosthcentlous and levoltlOg quel' 
tions that could be propounded, ~not only to married lauies, but also to 
girls of 13 years. . . . 

Likewise from the haluilments of the Nuns and lhell appearance at 
times he was wholly confirmed in tlle belief that their course in the Nun· 
nery :Vas any thing but virtuous. At the time of his making. those disci,?' 
sures Maria Monk had not written her book. I thlOk tesllmony of thiS 
kind is powerfully corroborative, and that these things exist I fully believe.' 

E. SPRAGUE. 
St. J.llbans, July, 1836. 

6. Evidence of Mr. Miller. 
Maria Monk has mentioned 10 her book something about the under. 

ground passage, which leads from lbe Black N uDnery to other places in 
Montreal. ThaI fact 1 know by ocular demonstration, and which nine­
teenths of the Canadians also will not deny, for it has been opened seve· 
ral times by tbe laborers who have been digging for the purpose of laying 
pipes to conduct gas and water. While preparing a place for the lauer, 
I saw one of those paosages, the earttl belOg removed by the laborers, 
tbey struck upon the top 01 the passage, and curiosity led tbem to .ee 
what was beneatb, for it sounded as though there was a hollow. They 
accordingly removed the large flat stones which formed the top of the 
passage. Many persons were looking on at the time, and several of them 
went down into It, when they returned after a few minutes, they stated 
tbat they went but a short distance, before they came to an intersection 
of passages, and were afraid to proceed further. Shortly after, several 
priest. were on the spot; and prevented the people from further e:nmin. 
109 it; and had the place shut up immediately; while they stood by and 
guarded it until it was all done. Tbe appearance of that part of the pas. 
sage was tbe same as wha.t I saw while they were laying the water pipe •. 
The floor. of it in both parts where 1 saw it was clean to appearance, with 
tbe exception of a little dirt that fell in 0:1 opening them, and of stone 
flagging. .1 ha>:e heard much about those underground passages in 
Montreal, In whICh place I have. spent the most of my days. I give you 
my name and residence: and If you .hould be called upon Irom any 
quarter for the truth of this statement, I am ready to attest it upon oath, 
and tbere are others in this city, wbo also witnessed the same thin.s.~ 
The places where those openings were made in tbe underurOlind "pas. 
~ages, were in Joseph Street, for the water pipes; and for the gas pIpes 
\0 Notre Dame Street, near Sacrament Street, at a short di.tance from 
the Seminary. W. MILLER. 

7. Evidence of Mr. Janes. 
Mr. Janes, now of New London, Connecticut, resided several years in 

Montreal, and was a memher of the American Presbyterian church, under 
the pastoral charge both of Mr. Chflstmas and Mr. Perl. ins. In walk. 
ing from his store to the ~ost.Office, be generally passed br the large 
mass·house, and the premises of the convents. tie also witnessed tbe 
whole progress of the bUilding of that temple of idolatry pompously 
c.alled the cathedral, from the digging for the foundation to Its comple. 
tlOn. He thlOks lhat not less than on. hundred timo. he saw a subterra. 
nean passage,lea.ding diagonally'rolll the priests' Seminary, across Jo­
seph street to the Hotel Dieu Nunnery, large enough for perEons to pass 
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through it. When they were laying the foundation for the mass-house it 
was apparent that the passage was arched. It excited much inquiry' at 
that period respecting the origin and uses of that arched passaae under­
ground. The Roman priests taught their people to say-that the pas­
sage was designed for persons to go to tha river Lawrence to fetch water, 
that they. might be safe and out of the way of the Indians; and for that 
purpose It was made many years ago. But Ihere is a lie branded on the 
very f .. ce of that story; for the direction of that passaae would make the 
dist,,;nce at least double the length of the straight cou~.e; for instead of 
leadlll~ dIrectly down Joseph street toward. the river, it crosses that 
street In a straight line from the Seminary to the Nunnery. In reply to 
that excu.e for the existence of the passage, Mr. Janes asked thcm-' as 
the Indians are now gone away from tne country, why is that passage 
there 1&010, and arched over l' The answer which the followers of the Ro­
man priests would give, was this-' the ground is 80 soft in that spot, that 
they arched over the place fearing that the building miaht settle down !' 
Mr. Janes olso says, that the size of the building as stated in the Ameri­
can Protestant Vindicator, is accurately true, and that he can name 
hundreds of citizens of Montreal, who could testify to the truth of those 
facts. 

.affidavit of Mr. Hogan. 
New York, 26 October, 1836. 

Thomas Hogan, of the city of New York, being duly affirmed, doth say, 
-that in the year 1824, he was a resident of the city of Montreal, Lower 
Canada; and that at that period, the existence of a subterranean pas­
sage between the Seminary in Notre Dame street, and the Hotel Dieu 
Convent, was a matter of the most public notoriety; and that he himself 
has been in that passage, having entered it from the door in the Seminary; 
and the said Hogan doth further depose, that to his own personal know­
ledge, the Roman priests were constantly in the practice of visiting the 
nuns for the purposes of licentious intercourse, hy that secret passage. 

THOlllAS HOGAN. 
Affirmed the twenty-sixth day of October, 1836-before me. 

WM. H. BOGARDUS, 
Commissioner oj Deeds. 

Thomas Hogan'S Reply to William L. Stone. 
William L. Stone contradicts my affidavit of October 26. He say" 

that my affidavit U proves too much." I know that fact, it pr(JIJes 100 much 
jO)' the credil oj his characler and conducl. However, what I have said is 
true! and no Roman priest in Montreal or New York, will venture to 
dispute its truth before my face, or under his own name will put me to 
the proof. Nor will Mr. Hall, the partner of Mr. Stone, venture to deny 
my statements, or call upon me to prove them according to our discipline. 
He is a Methodist as well as myself; and he knows how to make me 
Bpeak truth, or to convict me of falsehood: and I hereby call upon him if 
he pleases to bring me to that Christian test. 

A. to the way by which I became acquainted with the abominable 
practices of Mr. Stone's dear friends and" agreeable travelling compan­
Ions," the Canadian Jesnits, that is of no importance. I have solemnly 
allirmed several facts, which no upright and intelligent man will contra­
dict; for not one mo.n in Canada believes Mr. Stone's fictions; and many 
PapIsts as well as Protestants, both in Canada and N ew-York, laugh at 
his impudence in attempting to impose upon the American. churches­
while all the Roman priests, both in the U OIted States and m thllt Pro-
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vince, so delight in his extravagant falsehoods, that it is proposed ~Y one 
of the Popish pape .. of New York, to purchase "a handsome p .. ~e of 
plate to pre.ent to Colonel Stone, as a small token of Cathohc gratitude 
for Protestant advocacy." . 

To my utte, surpris •• \1r. Stone continues boldly to repeat three th~ng8 
which are so notoriou,ly untrue, that it seems scarcely possible to beheve 
that his words are rea\. 

I. Mr. Stone says, that" no alterations have been made in the Hotel 
Dieu Convenl." Upon that subject he is tntally wrong; for I have abun­
dant testimony to prove that HI". inside .of thP. hnuse has be.en alter.ed. 
As I know .omet.hin~ abollt bmldlOg. whICh Mr. Stone, notwlth"ta!,d~ng 
his" iron pointed cane," is not acquainted with; if he will get permission 
for me an.1 three companions to go into the house, I will show him. where 
it has heen altered. But myoid acqnalOtances, the Roman Pnestsof 
Montreal, never will let me and my associates enter the apartments of 
the Nunnery. 

2. Mr. Stone still denies the existence of the .uhterranean passage; 
he may as well deny the existence of Wall-street in New York. He 
says, that" the Cathedral is in the way;" but the contrary is the fact. for 
the passaae runs close by the Cathedral, as multitudes of people in Mon­
treal attes1, nol only Protestants but Papists. That the passage did ex­
ist in 1824, and is still used for the secrecy and facility of intercollrse be­
tween the priests and nllns, is well known to all Montrea\. That pas­
sage to my own personal knowledge. is also the way by which the priests 
led the nuns from the Convent, carried them to the Seminary, put on them 
priest's clothes, and in that disguise a. priests, took the nuns to the 
priest's farm, and to Nun's hland. H Mr. Stone denies it, then it only 
8how~ that he is ignorant or a. deceiver. 

3. Mr. Stone also repeats his amazjn~ contradictions about the size of 
the Nunnery. 1"01 convinced that the mass-house alone, with the nnns' 
chapel adjoinin~, covers.s much space as the New York Bridewel\.­
There cannot be two more .plain and astonishing falsehoods than Mr. 
Stone asserts about the subterranean passage and the .ize of the convent. 
There is not one word of truth in his statement! 

I therefore most solemnly affirm the truth of my former testimony; and 
from my own personal knowledge a!(ain declare, that the subterranean 
passage between the Seminary and Nunnery, was in existene~ in the 
year 1824; and that it was well known to many Papists in Montreal, to 
be constantly n.ed for the most criminal purposes-and that there is no 
more trnth in Mr. Stone's statement respecting the size of the Hotel Dieu 
Convent, than if he were to maintain, that a stout dray h'lrse is no lar .. 
ger than a young suckling calf-and I am convinced that' Mr. H"lI knows 
my statement to be "the truth, and nothing but the t.ruth." 

THOMAS HOGAN. 
Narrative by Ret·, G. Bourne. 

1. I most solemnly affirm. that the late Rev. Mr. Christmas conducted 
me in the year 1825, to visit the .ubterranean passaae between the Sem­
inary and the Hotel Dieu Convent; and thllt ;;e frequently after­
,,:ards stood ?v~r that passa!!e together. At other times, in company with 
different Chrlstl.n brethren. I hwe "Iso examined that nnder-armm'! av .... 
nue from the Sem~nary t~ the Nllnner~; at least, that pa'todt which was 
~pen for common mspecllon ft)r a conSiderable period durin a the comple-
tIOn of the cathedral in that city. '" 
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2. I do most solemnly affirm, that an account of that passage, and of the 
priests and Romanism in Canada, was transmitted by a gentleman of 
Montreal, as he himself informed me, to the Boston Recorder, in the spring 
of the year 1826. That article, to my own certain knowledge, was pub­
lished in the Boston Recorder, and copied into the Montreal papers. An 
excitement instantly was raised, and some of the Protestant preachers, 
the editors of newspapers, and other half Papists, then villified and belled 
the supposed authors .ofthat communication, the same as Jones and Stone 
an~ others are now doing; but none of the.m ventured then to. deny the 
~xlstence of the subterranean passage;. for It was. open to public inspec­
tIon, and multitudes were constantly III the habIt of beholdlDa it and 
discussing the infamous practices, which it was in every one's ;;e~ pal­
pably contrived to facilitate. 

3. I do most solemnly affirm, that the Nunneries in Canada twelve 
years ago, and always subsequently, were represented to me as edifices, 
where the greatest licentiousness was constantly practised-that the cases 
of murder of Nuns and infanticides, were topics\of conversation so familiar

l that the abhorrent criminality of those revoltina iniquities and the awfu 
cfllelties, from their notoriety and frequency of dlscussiOll, ceased !o excite 
those indignant and melancholy emotions which they would otherwise 
have produced. That the unvarying dissoluteness of the Roman priests 
in Canada is just as open and general as the sunshine snd the snow; their 
gambling, their intemperance, their criminal intercourse witb females at 
their sacrament of marriage; and the infamy of tbeir conduct to females 
at the Confeasi()", and tbeir having avowed children in the country parishes! 
And that all the statements made in the" Awful Disclosures" as general 
facts, and otbers, if possible, even more criminal, were the theme of com­
mon discourse, within my hearing, as undeniable realities, when as yet 
Maria Monk was a child, "alike unkno",ing and unknown." 

4. I most solemnly affirm, that 1 have often heard in Montreal, Three 
Rivers, and Q.uebec, nearly all those kinds of atrocities detailed by the most 
respectable citizens and Christians, as the uniform course of life of the 
Roman priests and nuns in Lower Canada. That upon their authority, I 
did at various times in 1824, 1825, 1828, and 1829, in New York, Albany, 
Burlington, Plattsburg, and other places, narrate many facts similar to 
those in the" .Awful D,sclosures,"-that to many travellers on their tour 
for five years successively, whom I accompanied around Q.uebec to facili. 
tatP. their inspection of its curiosilies. I communicated those facts respecting 
the Roman priests, nuns, convent., and Popery-and that many years 
aao, and at subsequent periods, I have constantly detailed those circllm­
sb..nces to gentlemen, both clerical aDd of the laity, in New York, Phila­
delphia, Albany, New Haven. Boston, Hartford, and other III aces, and that 
they have invariably been confirmed by the testimony of Canadian visiter!, 
several years before Maria Monk's escape from the Hotel Dieu Convent 
of Montreal. 

For the truth of all the above statements, I am ready to' adduce at any 
time and place multitudes of the most unexceptionable witnesses; in the 
presence of whom, not only an obdurate Papist. but even a conscience­
seared Protestant, would hide his guilty person, and from whose glance he 
would stfive to conceal his antichristian treachewus countenance! 

GEORGE BOURNE. 
Statement by Dr. Brownlee. 

I can also give my testimony, that the facts alluded to in the precediAg 
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statement often, in my hearing, have been made the subject of com­
mon conv~rsation among travellers and visitants from Quebec and Mon­
treal· and that they detailed them as facts indubitably true; and that 
more~ver, those details were publicly given fortb long before I had heard 
the startling narrative of Maria Monk. .• 

W. C. BROWNLEE. 
More Disclnsures respecting the Hotel Dieu Nunnery of 

Montreal, by the Rev. Messrs. Perkins and Curry. 
At the time Messrs. Curry and Perkins, &c., visited the Hotel Dieu 0 

Montreal, some time last Slimmer, they found a well recently dug and 
stoned up. Mr. Curry is fully aware that it has been dug since Feb­
ruary 1836, and also that the Roman priests have had two wells in the 
yard of the Nunnery ever since it has been known. Messrs. Curry and 
Perkins will not deny the above fact; for they themselves have stated it 
as above to several persons in Montreal. Why was thnt well dug at that 
particular time in the cellar of the Nunnery. That is the only well that 
was ever in the cellar. Yet, Mr. Stone would make the puhlic believe, 
that it is of long standing, by saying that he saw an old iron pump in it. 
With regard to the passage connecting the Seminary with the Nunnery: 
It is nearly thirty years since I landed hele, and many times have I heard 
that passage spoken of both by French anti Engiisb; and I never beard 
a doubt expressed of its existence, till sillce Maria Monk's statement was 
laid before the public. L. S. 

The above letter is from one of the oldest Anglican residents of Montreal, 
who was intimately conversant with tbe intenor of the Hotel Dieu Con­
vent when it was partially open for general inspection; and who has 
watched the Jesuit. that during 30 years have polluted, blinded, and 
cursed Lower Canada. 

MARIA MONK AND COL. STONE. 
"I have just returned from a sojourn of six weeks in Lower Canada, 

spent chiefly in the country adjacent to Montreal, and a part of the time 
in that city; and while there, I endeavored to form a correct judgment, 
for myself, on the controversy between Maria Monk, the professed ex-nun 
of the Hotel Dieu Nunnery, of Montreal, and Mr. Stone of New York. 

The true state of the question, as it pends, between 'Vm. L. Stone, 
a~d Maria Monk, in her book or" Awful Oisclosures," charges the popish 
bIshop and prIests connec~ed WIth t~e H'?tel Dleu Nunnery, of which she 
professes to have been an mmate, WIth erImes and conduct whicb if true 
prove. that that institutio!' is ... ~ost iniquitous, impure, a;d dem~ralizing 
est!-bllshment;. such an IDstltutlOn as ougbt not to be tolerated in any 
c~,:,.tIan or enh~htened co?ntry. On the other band, Col. Stone bavin/: 
VISIted Montreal and the Convent, bas volunteered bis statement as testi­
mony to prove that the priests, nuns and all connected witb the institu­
tion, !,re (lure .. i~nocent and righteous persons, and tbe nunnery a most 
benefiCIal InstItutIon. 

The facts set forth ~y ~!,ria Monk, if true, prove that the Hotel Dieu 
N unn?ry o~ Montreal, IS, m Its character and tbe uses made of it just wbat, 
every I~telhgent reader knows, from .the most undouhted testimony, simi­
lar mstI~utlons bave b~en for centUrIes past, wberever they have existed. 
Tbese cIrcumsta'.'ces glv~ no small weight to her testimony. If we con­
s,:,1t Bow,:r, GavIn, WhIte, Baxter, and other~, w~ose names might be 
gIven, theIr statements prove that the Hotel Oleo, \S In no essential par-
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tic:ul&:r, diIFerent, so far as the ch:uacter and conduct oflhoee connected 
w:lh II are concerned, frorn what ils kindred eslabh.hments were in Eu­
rope in former lilRes. l\lore recentl) , even in our o\\'n t:ounby, many 
facts strongly corroboraltve of M,ss Monk's stntemenls, have heen given 
to Ihe pUbhc; and the persevering silence or refusal of the obstinate priests 
10 Ihe repeated calls, proposals, and chullenoes 01 respectable persons for 
al! eXllminalton of the buildings by a co';petenl number of per.on~ as 
wItnesses, "ith Maria Monk as their ,'uide. If the charoe. of Maria 
Monk were groundless, or if she never h:d been a Nun in th'::t institution, 
as as.erted by Col. Stone and Ihe papists, nothing could have been easier 
than to have ploved thi,s by an actual examination, immediately "pon the 
fi .. t appltcatlon. ThIS woul" have beeu conclusIve nnd salislactory. 
The refusal of the priests, to admit of such examin.tion. is very strong 
presumptive evidence of their fuilt and the Iruth 01 Mi.s Monk's cI,araes. 
This presumption i. increased by the fact that after ;ufficlent time to m'::ke 
alter .. tions in th~ building had elapsed, the papists invited certain ind~ 
vidual. of their own choosing to make aR examinatiou; still refusing to 
permit an examination by persons not of their own selecting, or by per­
Bons in com pan) with .iIlaria Monk. 

Mr. Clary Ihe pas lor of the Con~regational society in that cily, assured 
me, that on th~ same day, in July I.SI, of the examination of the Hotel 
Dieu, by Messrs. Perkins, Curry, and others, under the guidance of IIlr. 
Jones, the Catholic EJitor of Montreal; he called on l\lr. Jones and re­
quested that permission mIght be obtained for several gentlemen, from 
New-York, with others from Montreal, to examine the Convent; thllt IIlr. 
Jones at first said, he did not tloilOk the bishop would ~i,e such permis.ion; 
but afterwards said that on certain conditions, he would engage to obtain 
permission for those gentlemen, with Maria Monk, to go in. One of those 
conditIons was, that if the ex.minatioc. failed to prove the truth of lIlaria 
Monk's Disclosures, she silO ld be ddivered up 10 :he auHurities that she 
might be de.lt with as she dfSl:Tved. With Ihi. condition .!tIr. C. became re­
spollsible fqr a eumplumee; and Mr. J. engaged to see the bishop and Joet 
him know the next mOl'Ding. !\Ir. J. not however complying with this 
enga~ement, Mr. C., after waitillg two or three days, and heanng nothing 
from Mr. J., called on him aeaill, \\hen AIr. J. ga\c, as the cause of his 
non-compliance, Ihat he had not seen the bishop, but promised to do so 
immediately, and to call on Mr. C. next morning between DIne and ten 
o'clock, and seemed then quite confident permis,ion l~ollid be granted. 
This interview was on Monday, and lVJr. C. heard nothong further on the 
subject, until Saturday, when accidentally meeting IIlr. J. In the P~st Of­
fice: where he avowed to him that ',e could not obtalll the bIshop s pcr­
mission, and assigned that as a reason why he had not fulfilled lois promise. 
Thu., we have proof positive, that those interested on ,,,stallllng the cha­
racter of tha Convent, have refused to perm.t such an eaammalton, as 
would incontestably settle the question, respecting the truth or falsehood 
of Maria Monk's charges. 

I went to Montreal wishin!! to oblain certain knowledge of the 
truth. There 1 first I~arned tliat Col. Eitune had published a re­
port of his examonation of the Hotel Dieu, and when I heard of 
his conclusion, I was not a little surprised. I had. rea~ Messrs. Perk!lls' 
and CUI'rv's report, which .ppeared to make btlt lottie ImpreSSIOn agal.nst 
the eredii of Maria Monk's Book. Before I had an Ol'portUntty of.rel1dmg 
Col. Stone's account, I had a conversation with Messrs. Perkms and 

2 
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Curry, American protestant mi!'i.ters in Montre.al, knowing that th?; ad­
"oented the innocency of the prlesls, and Ihe pUrity of the nuolOery. 1 be, 
expressed H,eir belief that it w.as Mrs. McDonnell's Magd .. len A8)'h!m, 
that Mllria Monk had In her mlOd's ey~, whcn she wrote her deSCriptIon 
oCtile nunnery in wilicll she was indosed, and not the Hotel D,eu. Th,s 
induced me to desire to see Mrs. McDonnell's estabti.hment, and com­
pare its appearance with Mi •• Monk's description and plan of the Hotel 
Dieu as represenled in her b~ok, and the drawlOg accompa~ymg the lale 
editions. I accordingly applied to Mrs. McDonnell for pe.rmISSI?n.to take 
a view of her Asylum, whICh she readIly granted. I VISIted thIs 10. com­
pany with the Re~. Mr. Cla.y. We found ~he house to be a very mSlg­
nillcant wooden bUlldmg not aW,ndmg sufficIent helgbt for two good .to­
rie.; and not affording as many apartmenls as an ordinarily comforlable 
dwellina house, even 10 Ihe connlry. 

A particular de.cliplion of Ihe building would be unnecessary, a8 Iher. 
eould scarcely have been another buudi".~ seleclell in .Mlmlreal, ha"ing any pre­
ftllntmS 10 the nam' of a ho1tse, more ""like Maria .JIJonk', descriplion or plan, 
or more unlike Ih. Hol,/ Di"" Ihan this. "had no wall around it, but the 
very ordinary board fence which inc~ose. !\Irs. McDonnell's lot. We 
were conducted through Ihe building, and assured we were shown the 
whole of it, which I do not doubt, by a girl called Jane Ray, one of Ihe 
Maudalens, as we understood:; hut who was almost as dissimilar in ap­
pea;ance and manners 10 the Jane Ray 80 conspicuous in Maria Monk's 
book, as the Magdalen Asylum i. unlike Ihe Bot.1 Dieu. It was a mat­
tcr of astonishment to us both, how respecta~le persons who had any re­
gard for pllblic opinion or their own dIscernment, could attempt to palm 
on the public. an idea so absllfdly ridicllloll., as that Maria Monk's de­
seril'tion of the build in!! which she calls the Hot~1 Dieu Nunnel·y is at all 
applicable to Mrs. McDonnell's asyium. Even Ollr conductress scemed 
plainly to betray her want ofrailh in the pretended resemblance. 

My next objet·t was to ascerlain whether the Hotel Dieu, nnd the other 
establishments described by Miss Monk, corresponded in any reasonable 
degree to her description of them. I neil her souoht nor deSired an inter. 
nal pxamination of any of them, for the purp~se of testi"" the truth 
of Maria Monk's statement. It would be both idle and arrogont 
for any person however experienced, even in the art of build ina 
to attempt to examine the interior of a building of sm·h extent as the Hot:i 
J?ieu, wilh such a view at present, u~less they had been formerly fa mill 
h"r WIth every part of II. If one mOlely of Ihe charges in Maria Monk's 
bflok be true, no rahonal person can doubt, bUI those concQlned will en­
deavo~ to ~onceal the eYldence. of their guilt, by making every possible 
alteratIon m the bUlldmg. It would weaken ~ut little the ('redit of Maria 
Mflnk's testimony, if she should, even now, be at a lo;s in reco"nizina the 
different apartment.s of the bu;ldin~, admitting .he has been° what" ahe 
professes to have been, an inmate of the bulldina. There has been ample 
time for making any alter.I;ons that could be ';.ffected hy stone plnoter 
and :-"ood. An examination, immediately nfter. the charges w~rc mad~ 
public, would have been satIsfactory and conclUSIve on the one sid. or the 
other; but can now have but liltle weiaM in invalidating Miss Monk's 
testomony, if the interior of the ~uilding :hould not be found as represented 
by her. 

After taking a .view of th.e loea~ion of the principal monalnc establish_ 
menu, my attenbon was chiefly directed to the Hotel Dieu. This build-
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ing ~cconli~g 10 B~uchette's Iy.pographical description of Lower Canada, 
pubhshed In )81~, extend. In front of Paul st. 324 feet and in tbe 
depth on Joseph. st. 468 feet. I presume the dimensions here given 
to be correct. Judging mel'ely by the eye. The builUin~, yard and garden, 
occupy nearly the outer block of the lot., hetween Paul st. and Notre 
Dame, running parallel 10 it, and between Joseph and Jean Baptiste 
atreets, running trom Paul at right angles to Notre Dame. The whole 
front 32.4 feet on Paul st., is oecupied by the main building, and three 
wms.;9, 111 appearance not mnch inferior, in size to the main Building, ex­
tending back towards Notre Dame street. It shows the absurdity of a 
~tranger pretending to have thoroughly examined a building so exten~ive 
In the s!,"ce of three hOllrs or less, which Col. Stone professes to have 
dnne. I !leliave that none of those buildings, the front and back winO's, 
is less than three stories above £round, and if my recollection does ;ot 
greatly deceive me, the front is four story, as it faces OR Paul st. But 
another reflection which the size of the building forces on the observer i9, 
what can be the necessity or the use of such huildin~s for the accommo­
dation of thirty.six n'lns, and to accommodate the few sick which are 
there a\ anyone time 1 

On loolung over the N ew York Spectator of Oct. ) 7, I was utterly 
astonished to finel that Col. Stone would venture the assertion wbich he 
has done. Col. Stone declares, "be would find only half his number of 
piles, and those not half so bi!!;. He would find no story below ground. 
and only two above." The Col. is hel'e so far from the truth, that if I had 
no other evidence, but his own, 10 prove Ihat he had seen the Hotel J:)iou, J 
should have better reasm. to believe that Col. Wm. L. Stone had never seen t"­
Hotel Dietl, than I would to belirve that .lIIaria Monk had not been a mm in that 
establishment, and had not sun what she described as having taken place in it. 
Because her account has 80me claims to credit, from the fact that the con­
duct which she has char~ed upon tbe priests and nuns, is very similar to 
what such persons in sucll establishments, bave been often provedchargea­
ble with in other countries. But the Colonel's asstrUm. would show to II 
person, who had seen the Hotel Diell, that he had either forgotten the .. ,idonce 
of his own senses, ur would not believe theln. I declare my solemn convic­
tion, from all tbat I could aee and learn in Montreal, that Col. Slone hru 
wilfully and deliberattly attempted to impose on his readers; and that his ae­
cOtlnt of his vim to .Montre'.!. does in no essential particular, diminish the credit 
otherwise due to Malia Jlfonk's ".I1w1"' DiscloSllres." For this opinion I 
offer the fullowing reasons: 

1. Col. Stone's report tbroughout gives evidence that it is intended 89 a 
mere production of the imaaination, not a narrative of facts, or inferencell 
founded on facts. This is'" evident to any person who has ever visited 
Montreal, or the surrounding country. The natural 8it~ation is indee,d 
beautiful and grand, and this appears to be the only thmg In the. Col. II 
description in which he has not been unfaithful. "The neat wblte cot­
tages every wvhere clustering around the numerous .pari.s~ ch~rch~9," 
which he Raw from the Mountain in Montreal, were all In hiS Imagmauon, 
If the Col. had approached them near enough to take a bona fide vi.ew of 
them he would have found his neat white colta"es, every where dWindled 
into ~omfortless little 10" houses, havin" nothing whiter on them, in them, 
or abont them than the" mortar that da~b. the chinks between the lOllS. 
The babitatio~.of the native Canadian •• may he said to be any thing but 
~e~t, clean, and comfortable. A description so wide from the facts ofth. 
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case show that the writer has something in ,iew, difTerent from that af 
con;eyina to his reader! correct impressions. . . 

1'. Alloiher reason for my opinion, i. Col. Stone's declaratIOn, "that the 
whole town and flrovinc~, people of every and all. lienommatlo'.'s, men ?f 
intellig~nce and IInquestlolled poet~·, unoversally dlsbeheve Marla ~onk 8 
book." That for his own pa, t, he coold hear of but t ... o behevers III th.e 
Awful Oi.closure" in Montreal. "And one of these," he add., "was eVl­
dentlv afraid to vi.it the nunnery, lest he should he furced by acloal delllon­
stration to chanap. his "pinion." The individual here referred 10, the Ret'. 
Mr. Clary, has ~epelled the Col.'s ungenerous insinuation, and properly 
rebllked him for his olhe, mi.latemenl •. 

BlIt either Ihe Col. mllst have been very parlial in his inquiries, or a 
most U'lcommon change must ha'fe taken place in a very short time aner 
he left l\hntreal, in Ihe sentiment. of Ihe people. I was indeed told the 
8ame thing by the Iwo cler")'men friendly to the calise of the nunnery! 10 
whom 1 applied for i"formatlon. I was, hO\,.ev~r, then able 10 mentIon 
the names of some ei!ht or ten, with some of whom they were acquainted, 
who had avowed to me their belief in the book. In my mtercourseafter­
ward" with the people. where 0ppoltunily permitted, I directed my inqui­
ries to that point. lfound many. s"y I,omly or mort, a lao'ge pOI lion oflhoot 
.. ilk whom 1 contleTS'" on Ihe S1.bj,cl, n"",o.d Iheir unhesitaling 6elitf in Ihe 
lruth oflhe discwsurtsgtntr"Uy. The evidences of their heJief",ere drawn, 
indeed. from d,fferent sources. For instance, a re~pect.ble and intelligent 
merchant who had long heen a rrsirlpnt of the cily, in conversalion on the 
&ubj~ct, exp"s.erl some surp' ize, that the people of Ihe Stotro WOllirl !!ive 
any credit to the stutem"nl ofa person of.uch character as Maria Monk 
represented herself to huve heen. I otated my hrlief that bUI few oflhooe, 
who credited her .tatem,·nts <lid iI, on the aUlhorily of hpr word alone; 
but the characlPr of such in.litutions in . ther time. and othpr pia cps ; the 
natural tendelll'y 01 such inslitution., being rontrolY fo the de.i/!n of the 
Creator, and the unirorm prjnciple~ of human nature, corrohorated the 
most esseolial parts of her .t.tement. He immedialely replied. th.t he 
did not doubt. indeed h .. had 'nng he"n convinced, that Ihoop i"stiluli"'l$ 
in Moulrt:rl Wtrf OJ corrupt (IS any of a similar kinfl hafl b,fn ;n Europe, ur 
elsewhere; nnd that in ~f1IeTnl. Ih. chllrncteT gitlttl of Ihe Hold Di,,, WIIS jmt 
.nougho "BOlt," he "dd"d, I. rlo nol helieve it on her testimony, for I do 
not conflider her \Vorthy to he admitted as a ",itne~s in the CrJflf:'." i al. 
leged 10 him, that since he rejeclerl her testimony, yet belipved the things 
charged, he mu.1 have hp\1.er evidence th"n her •• which infl"e~ced hi. be­
lief-I mnst then cn.nsidpr him a~ !'1tron!!ly corroborating her Eltatements, 
at least as to Ihe true char ,ctpr of .hp inotitulion. I mpntio .... d to several 
oflhose persons that I had '!ern told that I rould nut lintl any person in 
the CIty, who hehe,"ed the thl"!!' stated in Maria Monk'. book. I ... as 
assured by them, Ihat th'!I could lake me 10 hunll,..cI. 1Oho htU.tlel/lhem. But 
they geflerally adm tted thaI person. in bllsin .. s there did not wish to 
involve themsp~v~! in the .c()ntroY~rSr by expressing their o~nion. 1'00 
Roman C .thohc mtere.t III th .. cIty IS AO great. that it woutd be dan­
gerous. and ~Ulnt)uq to ~er8o'ls in al",o~t anv kind of htJ~inp~, to take an 
open or pubhc put agam.t them. TIt. books.ller • • lid not ventur" II> keep 
~he book for .. It. 0". of.'he", .tid g-I nfew topi, .. of them, ,.iII. R lIi.w o!keep­
Ing Ihem 0 .. h.nl f bul h .. frien'l. nU'/e~ att ~1'P"ht71,;on Ihnt hi .• propeTty .... " 
per.on woul<I b. "' tlanlfl'l" prevaIled WIth h"n to retllrn them. TI,08e in 
Lower Canada who w;"h 10 examine the book andjud"e for themselv .. 
have to procure them privately. .. 
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3. A third reason for my. ollinion, is, Col. Stone's positive declaration. 
tbat .no changes Or aiteratlons had been made, .. either ill the building 
wlthm, tho vaults beneath, or tbe walls without," and other thin as to the 
same amount. 0 

But all the evidence which I ohtained on this point directly contradicts 
the Col.'s assertion. I sa.o, mySfif, enough to rebut his ieslimony. The batTe 
toal~, nexl. and paraUel to Notre Dame sh'eel, had /I recent auJilion to its heigh' 
°1= a'· eight feel alleaSl. Though the mortar was SUfficiently indurated 
I doubt '.lOt, .to h!'ve resisted an the force Colonel Stone would readily 
apply to It, With ~IS Iron pam ted cane; yet nothing could be more IIIsible to 
the eye, Ihan that II lOa. of very recent construction. I was assured, b) a uen­
tleman who was every day engaged in the store a'tjoining this piec':, of 
wall, and saw the repairs gomg on, Ihat Ihe," was also built, cI!!ring Ih • 
• orly part of I/.e summer, an entire nllo w.U, dividing Ihe whole back gr01md, 
which IS one of the walls whICh Col. Stone •• serts, "no unaided mOt tal, 
man or woman, could have surmounted." I was assured also, hy the 
same person th.t there was, d!!ring a part oflhe last wintpr, II pile of board. 
al lea" I.oenly-fi:oef"t in height,in the rea,' yllTd of the nunnery, which could 
not have been drawn away by a team, Without hi. observilll! it, but that 
the pile gradu'llly diminished, ulllil tl,. boarels were all gone. From ,ohieh A. 
inferred Ihey .oere wroughl up, and used on the premises. .I1nd yet there .oa. 
no exle,ior lOork on Ihe prm,;ses, that <,,,ud require so much material. He 
tuok me to the position from which he viewed the works going on in the 
rear of the nunnery. Tht're was no obstacle in his way of seeing what 
he prolessed to have seen, as his positIOn ov.'rlooked the wall, high as it 
is. I hese facts, together With other evidence alleady b, fore the public, 
and especially, the refllsal so long to admit any person at all to examine 
the interior of the building, and after there had been ample time to make 
alterations, and to obliterate the evidence of such alterations; and then 
that onlv such persons should be admitted as were selected hy the Priests 
themselves; the conti~ued refusal to permit an examination under the 
guidance of M aria Monk; all confirm the opinion, that Col. Stone hall 
attempted to impose upon his readers, anel has heen the dupe anrl tool 01 
the Priests! They have engaged him to do what they would not have 
attempted to do themselves. Col. S. should Ilave offered an uplanation 
to show to the public the necessity of walls, "some I,omlyf"t high," as be 
has stated they are, to inclo,e a building otherwise fortified by ma,.iva 
iron notlr. and !>olts, where the confinement, as he asserts, I. altogether 
voluntarily. . 

4. Another circumstance is an additional reason for my solemn c~mvlO­
lion that Col. Stone. with an int"ntion to serve tbe Popl.h and antt-Pro­
testant cause in tl,e United States, has ddiberately attempted to impose on 
his readers and to del'eive the A merican public. . 

Col. Stone "'as wholly un'Jualified to form .aJudgment at all re.pectmg 
the truth orfalsehood of Marla Monk's deSCriptIOn of the n.unnery .at tile 
time he visited it; being a1to~ether ignorant, e~en a('cordmg to hiS own 
."mission ofwhat her description wa •• He admlls, thot he had onh' taken 
.. a cursory and occasional glan"e at a fftO of the pages" 01 M. Monk's 
bool,. How then could he without arrogance and presllmpticn plctenJ to 
jnrl!!:e of the correctne •• of a hool< of several ~lIndre<l pal!e.-.for the de­
SCription runs throu~h th~ whole book, havlnl! only gllCn~ed In ,a eurs~ 
manner al aftw of it .• page.? The truth of the motter IS t~Js. "" hen Col; 
Stone wa9 reminded by I he Rev. Mr.Clary at Montreal, olthe IOS9 wlllch he 

2· 
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"'OOIQ BU.UlID ID .. is inve9ti"ation from not having read the hook-be then 
borrowed Ihe book of Mr. 'blary, and .aid he would make llie most be 
could of his time until the hour of admission arrived. Tliis "a9 at 10 
o'clock, A. M., and he waB to commence I,is illV"stlgation at 1 P. M. 
Tnree hours to return to bis lodgings, receive company, dlDe, and read a 
l/ook offour hundred "ages! . 

There are otber thlDaS in Col. Stone's slalement, whICh would greatly 
confirm the opinion abo~e expressed. S~ch as the weakness of his.apolo. 
gy for their refusal to submit to an ~xamlJlat"'n at once, fuUand fa .. , and 
\Inder Buch circumstances, that their report would be satisfactory to Ihe 
public. The best one, he says, is that Buggested to IIil>1 by the !"un­
,. that it would have interrupted them, &c." Why .hould one fa .. and 
impartial examination, be more annoying, than two which have already 
taken place 1 If Col. Stone's apology has any wei;;~t,.why did the Papists 
thp.mselves solicit Me •• rs. Perkms and Curry 10 VI.,t It at all, and why 80 

19n9 after the charges had been published 1 Why submit to an examma~ 
tion I>y Col. Stone 1 

There is one other circumstance which I .rate on the aul hority of a 
hiahly re~pectable lady of Montreul, who travelled in com pan)' with Mr • 
.. ,;"d Mrs. Shepherd of Va., from M.ontreal to New York, who assured me 
~hat .Mrs. Shepherd repeatedly expressed her conviction of the Iruth of Ihe 
.awful Disclosures in gtnerul, afler she visiled II" Convent in company with 
Col. Stone. 

JAMES P. IIIILLER . 
.8.rgyle, November, 1836. 

Alterations in tllP. Hotel Dicu Nunntry. 
A distinguished gentleman in Canada, who holds an office ofimr0rtance 

under that government, and who has known the nunnery intcrna and ex­
ternal, for thirty-two years, says, r.he interior of rhe Hotel Dieu Nunnery 
has been so much altered within the I.st winler and spring, by means of 
rnaoons and carpenters, that one would hardly know it from its interior, 
did he not know it from its exterior! 

In addition to this, two gentlemen from Montreal, merchants, declarrd 
o~ October 12, 1836, in Ne~' York, that every family residing in the vici­
nity of the nunnery, do positively know and declare, from the stones, tim. 
ber, and lime laid do,Yn, and carried into it, that aiterlltions have been 
going on in the interior for nine or ten months past. 

W.C. BROWNLEE. 
Hotel Dieu Nunnery at Montreal. 

"No alteration whatever has b<en made within the Hotel Dieu Nunnery 
lI.ince the time Maria Monk say. she left th,t place."-Col. Slone. 

ThIS IS one of the reckless asaertions which this new advocate of the 
Jesuits and nuns of Montreal, has permitted hime.lf to make in his nar. 
rati~e of hi~ late. investigations. Now, every reflecting man at all DC .. 

'{uHlnted With Ihls controve .. y, and the evidence of the case, is fully 
persuaded thatCol. Stone has been completely" hoaxed" by the Montreal 
aun. and JesUIts. • 

A fe;v day~ ago, a gentleman called on me, with whose brolher. a resi. 
dent 0 !h!s CI~y, I am a, quaint~d. The gentleman is an architect at pre­
Be~t resldln~ IIl.Montreal; an 1n1elligent gentleman, of the highest repu­
tatIon, ~ndofunlJnJ>eachableveracity. The reason why we must withhold 
names IS Simply thiS :-There is a ferocious persecution set on foot in 
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Montreal, against all who have the honest courage to utter their fr~e sen. 
timents on the ghostly despots of Ihat priest-ruld~n city j or who openly 
avow that Ihey cannot resIst the over" helmmg eVIdence ~fMaria Monk's 
narrative. I am willing to stand up as the guarantee of the honor and 
veradty cf my friend j and I truslthe public will deem him and me as 
credi!able wilnesses, to say the least, as Col. Stone, or tbe notorious Mr. 
Jones of Montreal. But I cannot be induced to give the name ofa friend 
to Ihe ferocious editors of Montreal, and the dagger. of priestly minions. 
Montreal must become a .. Relormed" city, bafore we can give names as 
we do in a decent Christiall community. I need only point out the all~ck 
just made by Mr. Jones on the Rev. Mr. Clary, an amiable and unafSU­
ming miOlster of Jesus Christ in Montreal. '1 hat hired desperado doe • 
• 11 but give the ballie word-" On gallants and assassinate him!" We 
may .peril our own lives here j .but, most assuredly, we have no right, and 
certaInly no WIsh to pen 1 the hfe of a good man, and tbe father ofa family, 
in Montreal. 

The points on which my friend gave me evidence were these. 
1. H,s daughter, an amiable young lady, was a schoolmate of Maria 

Monk; he and his wife also knew Maria Monk j the intimacy was kept 
up between his daughter and. M. Monl<, after the latter was in" the Nun­
nery," and after she had taken the veil of the Novice! Miss ----, 
frequently, along with others, saw Maria Monk in the streets in the 
novice's h" bit; and she, and he himself, and hiS wife, all knew personally 
the fact, that :\lalia Monk entered the Hotel Dieu Nunnery and took the 
nun's veil! This fact the gentleman stated in an explicit manner. Yet 
Col. ~tone pronounces from the overwhelming influence of his seeing a 
certam dozen of rooms, ont of some dozen score, more or less, that most 
truly, and of verity it doth appear, that lIIaria Monk never was even in the 
nUllnery! 

The evidence of that young lady fully corresponds with that of Mrs. 
Hahn, a\!.,.dy published in the second edition of the Awful Disclosures of 
Maria Monk. 

2. I drew his particular attention to" the alterations" that are said to 
have heen made lately in the nunnery. He gave me the following answer. 
"ltmost be evident that Col. Stone has not lived in Montreal: it is per­
fectly evident that he was a transient visitant; and not only so, but that 
he had, when there, put himself under the Bishop's party's guidance.­
Every discreet man who professes to be a Protestant, and who thinks 
according to the evidence of his own eyes, must smile at the absolute sil­
liness of that editor of your city. The very priests laugh at his weakness, 
and the facility of his heing made a tool and a hoax-monger! 

"I'll tell you what I saw with my own eyes, and what all my hands, to 
the number_of some 20 persons saw, when we did our part of,,: lofty huild­
ing, adjacent to the Hotel D,eu Nunnery. From our scalToldmgs we had 
a complete view of the rear of the nunnery, from Notre Dame street. There 
we saw,during last May, June, and July, between 15 ~nd.20 men busily 
employed within the nunnery', outer walls, carrymg m limber, stones, 
and mortar. The work went on briskly for three months; how much 
longer I do not profess tn say. I do not say they bega.n in May and 
stopped in July. But willie at our \fork, we saw them brlskly emi>loyed 
for that time. Now" contmlled he, "they reared and erected no bUlldmg, 
011 the outside, so' far as anyone of us could see. They carried their 
materials within the great building! And il fifteen or twenty men could 



be AD busy, du.rinl!, such a length of time, in the inside, a?d yet make nil 
alterations It IS fairly beyond sober credence. I only sta.e what we saw 
with our o:'n eyes, and do testify on our honor." 

3. I also put the usual question to him resp~cting the extentofthe nun· 
nery. "Sir," I said to him, .. you are aD archItect: I ask you as one who 
can, by your eye, take a survey of a buJdm,¥ and form a tolerably accu· 
rate idea of its extent: or perhaps you have stepped the front, what I. the 
extent of that nunnery1" He replied, "Mons. Bouchette's dimensions 
quoted by YOIl and Col. 8tone, are unquest,onably accurate.. I am well 
acquainted with the size of that nunnery. I have loved nea .. !twenty-ono 
years. And I tell you, and you may tell tlte public, that the man who ~an 
tllke it on him to say, that he has fully explored all that IInmense bUIldIng 
from aarret to cellar, in about three hours, must have been either a fool, or 
a kna~e! I leave you to judge which, for I never saw Col. StoDe, and 
know nothin!! of him." 

I had much conversatbn with my friend, a180, on the subterranean pas. 
saae and on the extent of credit given to Maria Monk in Montreal. A. 
to th~ first, he was suprised that any man should ever question the under 
ground pa .. aae; and he hesitated not to say, that had Col. Stone been a 
little with hi~, during his twenty-one years residence in Montreal, that 
gentleman never could, without a gross outrage offered to iii. conscience, 
have denied that secret way. 

In rererence to the last-the eredit given to Maria Monk, he simply 
observed, that on the one hand, all who were under priestly ir.fluence, and 
all who feared fo' their trade and !!ains, professed to disbelieve the Awful 
Disclosures; while In private thfy would adually now tell nearly as bad 
storie. about the wicked ~riests, which they all have heard from other cre­
ditable q'Jarters. On the other hand, trote protestant., and those wbo 
boldly speak out their mllld, fully believe Marta Monk. The latter, as of 
course I pxpected, he sa,d. were the smallest number as yet. 

III addition to those statements, I may add, what a distinauished lady 
one ofa party .ecently from a visit to the nunnery,dptailed inethe preoenc; 
of the family where she wao then on a visit. "In visitina the apartments 
of the Hotel Diell Nunnery, we reached," said she," wh~t seemed to be 
the end and terOl,ination of th~t buildIDg, Or wi~g. But my son, not satis­
fied w,th th,s, brgan to examIDe. He at la.t dIscovered a key hole in tbe 
pannel wor.k. Determined to explore,. he "laced hi. eye c1o.e to the key 
hole. an,l dIscovered what ,,·e'."ed to h,m, li,!1.hted apartments behind thi. 
wall; and the yellow fresh palllt stuck on his hrow and nose. Thi. cre­
~ted much laughter; as it was with much difficulty that be could get it 
off." 

y, t that far-famei Lord McDonald's man, with the steel pointed cane, 
earefully examIDed overy wall, every chamber, every closer, from the gar. 
ret t., the celiar, and solemnly declares rhat no paint yielded to his cane; 
that there ... ·as no fresh pamt to be seen or found; no alterations what­
ever!! ! 

\Ve once more demand the answer hefore the Amencan community­
".How maTly ~OOl~li, cho.mner!', c~ogets, apartments, cd lars, and trap doors, 
dId you eX:lm".e 11 the Hotel D,eu Nunnery when you examined every 
rooID an,1 apartment and cellar in it, as YOIl bave solemnly avowed before 
tile Christian public 1" 

W. c, BROWNLEE, 
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Roman Priests of Montreal, and Mr. Jones, editor of L'Ami 
du Peuple. 

"It was told personallv by Jnnes, puhlisher in Montreal of the work 
ju.t printe<l, "oJlpnsin~ M"ia M >ok's Disclosures," that he had not sold 
one eOJlY to any ofthc Rn,nan priests, and was truly exasperated. After 
an olltlay of several hundred dollars and ereat. exerli,," to I'!el it up; he 
got IIIto tnls provlIlce one th '"sand cOJlies, eX Jlectmg that Ihe 300 regularly 
establtshed pnest. would have each taken one and circulated amon~thelr 
folks som~ few each!! B'~t strange to amy, ~nly Protestant~ are b~.ving 
the"'!. Altho"~h a C~tholtc publt.her, Jones is disgusted wilh t"e com­
muntty with whom he IS conn ected, and whom he was so ambitiolls of 
vindicating. To which it mlly be added,lhat said Jones has taken a small 
lot .. f vacaut 2round, on witich he has recently built a shop only 01 his own 
expense, willch he has I~ase<l at a ground rent of about one hundred and 
~,Ixty d.ol.lars p.er annum. And to remove the impression circulating: here, 

that .t " a g.ft fm'n the clergy as II douceur for his zeal in gottin" out 
said' Expo;ure of M ,ria M,)nk, IILc.,'" he will exhibit the deed ofiease 
from the "~f':lOinl\ryn for said term, and htlildin~t in his shop window 
shortly; for it is from the Superior of said Calh"lic Seminary, as reJlre­
s_nlative of tho Catholic pri>st., Ihat he says it is leased. Jones is pub­
licly circul.li"g those statem.nts in Montreal, thereby dis~racin" the 
conduct of the Roman priest • ." ° T.oA. 

Popp.ry in Canada. 
Dr. ---, now residmg at ---, recently unfolded his history in 

the ~)lIl)wing manner. 
His father was a bigoted Papist, and dedicaled him 10 th~ Romish 

priesthood. At the usual age he was sent 10 the Seminary at Montreal, 
to prep re for the Romi.h eccle-iasticlli function.. There he continued 
two y~ars, and then abandoned the seminary, avowing that he would no 
longer reside there. He described the Roman priests of Montreal, from 
his own acquaintance with them durin~ that inilialory period, as far more 
atmeiou.ly criminal. than aav develoJlements which have yot b"en maole 
concerrlin~ them depict-confirmed alllhc 91atl'ments concerning the sub­
tcrraneal1 pa.s~age, and the abominations of th~ convent:o;;-and pmpha-ti­
cally said-" No language can di.play the wickedness of the Roman 
priests i" Ca~a·la. and especially in the nunnerie.... He confirmed alllhe 
acco'lnt of the infanticides, and the murder of nuns and priests, and added, 
"My falher WIlS so emage.! at my withdraw mont fro" the :::ieminary, and 
,ejection ofthc prieslh.)od, that he Ihreatened to abandon and di.inherit 
me-and even yet i. not pacified, and is little more than civil towards 
me," 

Evidence of Rev. lIfr. Clary. 
On the day oft~e ex.mination .. fthe convent, made in July laet,llnder 

the gllidance of 1\-1·. Jones, the I. :atholic edilor of this ,.,ty, I made ap'!li. 
cation to h'm for peroni<sion of a few gentlemen from New York, w.th 
others froon this city, nnrler Ihe "uidanee of Maria Monk, to examllle the 
conycnt, wh0ge reporl I deemed!he only onc which wOIlM bring Ollt the 
truth or sati.fy the community. He seemed in favor of Ihi." proJlosal !,n 
the con,lition Ih .• t if Ihey failed to prove the trnth of the Disclosures, .t9 
au h"ess s',o"ld he giveu uJl to the authorities to be al '.heir di'JI."sal; and 
he promis. I to get permis.iM, bnt. the bish"p ,,'ould n!,t granl .t. 

When Col. Stone was here, MI. Jones, III pre8entlllg a request from 



him to visit the conYent, of his own accord included my name also, and 
.ftcrwnrdd came and illformed me of it, giving as a rt!'a~on, t~at.1 had 
complained that I could not get admittance there. I showed hun In few 
wurJs his mi.t .)<e, and th.t it was not tor myaelfbut for others th"t I made 
application. His ohjecf by this oller seellleu to be to '"ake Fome com­
promise, or at least to silehce my complaint.lhat my r. que.! had not been 
granted. He appeared anxious that I shollid go In, relllarkwg also, Ihat 
he should expect me on coming out to give my opinion; ancJ when, he 
SD.W me disinclined under those ci~cllmstances to undertake an examlOa .. 
tion, he said Col Stone was not going to examina but (0 visit the convent 
fiJr his ow n gratification, and that 1 could do the ~ame if I chuse. I re­
plied, Ihat perhaps I would see Colonel Stone in the Invrning, and he left 
me. 

Next mornin~ I called on Col. Stone, and learned th"t bis profe,"ed 
ohject was to examine the convent, U .from.garret to cclla~," nnd he seem­
ed rather desiro\l.~ that [ should go With him j he also said he had ne.er 
read the Di~closllrt··~, but was inc-iined to disbdieve them. I slated some 
of my objections to O'oing in, and Wll5 Icu' a. short time undecided as to 
what would be best; hut atter a liUle rdiection and seeking wisdom frolll 
on hiah to direct me, I determined not to go-and Illy reasons were these: 
I was" unwillIng to take upon myself a responsibility whIch I deemed 
quite sufficient for ouch a committee as I han proposed, under the gui­
dance of one who could and would point out the very things which ought 
to be snen an. I understood-such as the inacuracies in the drawing­
alteralions iu the building-changeR of furniture-usc of rooms, &c.; and 
the secret doors alld apartments-and which would otherwise, of course, 
be carefully and artfully concealed. I had no wi.h to be one of acompany 
to undertake sueh a work blindfolded, nor to do that which mi:!.ht deceive 
rather than enlighten the public mind, already, as I think, unnecessarily 
agitated by such examination.. As to being afraid that if I went in I 
should" have to change my opinion," as the Col. gratuitously asserts, he 
i. as wide from the trulh in that as in many other statements in hi. report. 
I told him plainly what my opinion was, ha, ever been, and still is, that 
the character given in the .• Disclosures" of those establishments is sub­
stantially correct-anc that too for other reasons Ihan Maria Monk's 
testimony-and whether she was educated to tell the truth or not, thero 
is to my mind in her Disc,osures forrible evidence that she has related 
the things she has seen and known. I am neither alone, nor" one or 
two only," in Montreal who believe this. Had Col. Stone desired me, I 
would have introduced him to citizens-not a few-and those too of equal 
intelligence and respectability with any he saw, and lona residents here, 
who are of the same opinion. And although his examin"ation and rcport 
~ay gratIfy even a portIon of the Protestant popnlation here, they will he 
vtewed. by others as an intire deception. He said nothing about the re­
cent bUllntn~ and repairing of stone walls within the inclosure of the con_ 
vent, a.nd which every body who wishes can see, nor the new waif within 
the bUlldtng a. mentIOned privately by one of the former examiners-nor 
does he tell uS that the well in the cellar was dua this summer no~ whp­
ther or not it is exa~tly in .the same place that the cemetery, 'or hole for 
smothered ,~'.ms aDd mfants IS said to have been, nor whelher the" piles 
ofpotatoe. ID Ihe cellar were alway. there, or were put there this sea.on 
nor w~at \~a. under them •. But" the great gloomy iron doors," and" Ib~ 
large Jugs, ' It seems, are sull to be seen, 
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It appcllrR that ~uch an examinlltion is a mere burlesque 'Vhv should 
Protestants, who bdicve that the Catholic church is the very" 1I1"uther of 
Harlots," undertake their ddence, and not rather "come out of her and 
not be partakers of her sins, that they receive not of her plagues 1" , 

D.CLARY. 
Evidence of an Episcopal Clergyman. 

It is a common p,actlce for nllns in Canada to go torth to the principal 
villages, for the purpose ot teaching schools. 

It i, a general opinion among real Protestants, that Nunneries are 
scenes of milch licentiousness. 

Jones' book is a complete failllre. 
In Quebec the Episcopal clergy have sufihrd much per.,·cution from 

foes without, and false brethren within, for the Christian manner in which 
tlu>y have Sf!t theme:clves, in ,arrny against u th~ BcaE=t." For f?ome doys 
af,er they had Is-ued their circular, they were 10 abso.lIte danger of their 
Ilve~. One of them told me that the Pap,sts were perfectly ferocious 
against th~m .. How truly does that fuct prove that the dfects of the sys. 
I.em ofa·,t,-chllst are. stIli the sam~ as ': rmerly: Indeed It ,,·quires but 
lottie connectIon nnd IOtert'ourse w,th Illsh Pap,sts to detect in them the 
self-salOe ,pirit that lighted up the fires of 0:: mitbfield ! 

L.C. 
Evidenct of Mr. ilIiller. 

City and Cnunty of New York, ss. 
'Villiam Miller, beiogduly sworn doth say,-I knew Maria Monk when 

she was quite a child, and was acquainted with all her father's fomily.­
My father, Mr. Adam Miller, kept the Government ochool at PI. JOhll'S, 
Lower Canada, for some yea... Captain Wm. Monk, Maria's father, 
lived in the garrison, a short distance from the village, and she atlended 
the school with me for some mOllths, pr,,"ahly as much as a year. Her 
four l.>rothers also attended wi,h us. Our families were on terms of inti­
macy, as my father had a high regard for Capt. Monl<; but the temper of 
his wife was such, even .. t Ihal time, as to cause much trouble. Captain 
Monk died very slIddenly as was reported, in consequence of being poi­
.oned. Mr •. Monk was then keeper of the Govornment House in 
Montreal, and received a pension, which privih-ge she has since enjoyed. 
In the slimmer of 1832, I left Canada, and came to this city. In about a 
year afterwards I visited Montreal, and on the day when the Governor 
reviewed the troops, I helieve abollt the end of August, I called at the Go­
vernment House, where I saw Mr •. Monk and several of the family. I 
inquired where Maria was, ami she told me she was in the nunnery.­
Th,s fact I well remember, becau-e the informat,on gave me great pain, 
as I had unfavorable opinion. of the nunnerie.. On rending tfie " Awful 
Disclosures," I at once knew she was the eloped nun, but was unable to 
find her IIntil a rew davs since, when we recognized each olher imme_ 
diately. I "ive with pleasure my testimony in her favor, as she is among 
stranger., a~d exertions have been made against her. I declare my per­
sonal knowled~e of many facls statcd in her bool<, and my full belief in 
the truth of her ~Iory, which, shocking a. it is, cannot appear incredible to 
those persoDs acquainted wilh Canada. 

WILLIAM MILLER. 
Sworn before me, this 3d day of March, 1836, BENJUIIN D. K. CII/.w, 

Commissioner of Deeds, &c. 



Et'idence of Mrs. Hahn. 
The following statement has been furnislleu l>y Mrs. Hahn or Mon­

treal: 
"I was born at Montreal, and resided there until within a few monthe, 

and where my friends Itill remain. I was educated among tbe Cathohce, 
and have never .epara·ed myself from them. 

" I knew Maria Monk wilen quite a child. We went to school toge­
ther for about a year, as near as I cnn remember, to Mr. Workman, Sa­
crament street, in Montreal. She is about one month younger than 
myself. We left that school at the same time, and entered t~eCon;~eg .. 
tiona I Nunnery n~arly together. I cou!d mentIOn many thmj!;s wmcb I 
witnessed there, calcul.ted to confirm some of her accounts. 

'\ knew of the elo!,ement of a !,riest named Leclerc, who was a can· 
fessor, with a nun sent from the Congregational Nunner.!:, to teac~ ID a 
village. They were brought back, after whIch she gave blfth to an IOfan!, 
and was agam employed as a teacher. 

"Children were often !,unished in the ('onl'regational Nunnery by being 
made to stand with arms extended, to imitate Chri.t'. !,osture on the crOSB; 
and when we found vermin in our sonp, as was often the ca~e, we were 
exhorted td overcome our repugnance to it, because Christ died for us. I 
have Been such belts as are mentioned in the' Awlul Di.closUfcs,' as well 
as gags j hut never saw them applied 

.. Maria Monk left Ihe Con~re:;;ational Nunnery before I did, and be­
came a novice in the Hotel Dieu. I remember her entrance into the laner 
very well, for we had a 'jour deconge.' holiday, on Ihat occasion. 

"Some short time subsequenlly, after school hours one afternoon, while 
in the Bt;hool room in the second story of the Cuncrregatlonal Nunnery, 
several of the girls standing near a window exclai,~ed, ' There is Mana 
Monk.' I s!,rang to the window 10 look, and saw with her several other 
noyic~s, in the yard of Ihe .Hotel Diel), among the planls which grew there. 
She dId nol a!,!,ear to nollce us, but I !,elfedly recoanized her. 

"\ have fre.!uently visited the !,ubric hoe!,ila! of the Hotel Dieu. It i. 
the custom there tor etome of tI,e nuns and novices to enter at three o'clock 
P. M., in !'roees.ion, 'with food and delicacies for the sick. I re'!oileet 
Aome of my vi~its there by circumstances attendina them. For instance, 
I was much struck, on several oc. casions, by the b~auty ora young novicd, 
whose slendel, graceful form, and intercstina appearance distinuui.shed 
her from the rest. On inq lIiry I learnt that heroname wns D~bois. o~ some­
thing like iI, and the dallghter of an old man who had remo.ed fwm the 
eO'mlry, and Itved near the Pla~e d' Armes. She was so generally admired 
for her beanly, that she wa. cahed 'Ia belle St. Franeois-SL Franci. 
bein~ the saint's name she had assumed in the convent. 

"I frequenny went to the hospital to see t"o of my particular friends 
who were .no\·lces; and subsequently to \'iait one who had a sore throat. 
and was .,ck for s.ome weeks. I saw Maria Monk there many timee, in 
the dre.s of a nOVIce, emplnyeu rn dIfferent ways· but we wcre never al. 
lowed to speak to each uther. ' 

.. Towards Ihe close of the winter .1833.4, I visited the hos!,ital of the 
Hotel D,eu very frequently, t~ see M,ss Bourke, a lriend of mine, although 
~ was ~ot allowed to speak WIth her. \Vhile there one day, at the hour of 

co"ge, eollallon, WlllCh, as I hofore stated was at three P. M., 8 !,'oces-
810n of ".l1n9 and nov~ce9 entered, and among the former I saw Maria 
Monk, Witt. a !tlack vOIl, &c. She perceived and recognized me; but put 



25 

her finger upon her lips 10 token of silence' and knowing how rigidly the 
rules were enforced, I did not "peak. ' 
. ". A sh.ort time afterwards, I saw her again in the same place, and under 

similar ClrculDslances. 
" I can fix the year when this occurrerl becall.e I recollect that the 

nunR in the hospital stared at a red dress I 'wore that season' and I am 
certain about the time of year, because I left my glllo.shoes' at the door 
before I· went in. 

"The ionpro er c"nduct of a priest was the calise of my leavina the 
Congre~al.lOnal Nunner.)' i for my brother sow him kissing a femal: one 
day whIle he was on a VISIt to me, and exclaimed-' 0 mon Dieu! what a 
place you are in-if father does not take you out of it, I will, if I have to 
tear YOII away.' 

"Afte,. the last sight I had of Maria Monk in the hospital, I never saw 
nor hpard of her, IIntll after I had been an inhabitant for some lime of 
New York. I then sa w an extract from' Awful Disclosnres,' published 
in a ne~.p"p~r. when I WIIS perfeclly satisfied that shc lVas the authoress, 
and a!aln at hberty. I was unable for several weeks to find her residence 
b'lt lit length vi.ited the house when she was absent. Seeing an infant 
a-nong a numher of persons who were strano-ers to me, as those present 
will teslify, I declared that it mu.t be the child~mentioned in her book, from 
the striking resem!>lance it bears to falher Phelan, whom I well know.­
This declaration haq also been made bv olher •. 

" When Muia !\I "k entered. she pa.sed across the room without turn. 
ing towards me; but I recognized her by her gait, and when Slhe saw me 
she knew me at once. I have since spent many hours wilh her, nnd am 
entirely convinced of the trulh of her story, especially as I knew many 
thi'l2:Q h~fore. whi\." tend to cO'lfirm the stl1tem~nts which ~he m1kes." 
Questions tn hIr. Curry. llfr. Perkins, Mr. Esson, Mr. 
Holmes, Mr. Frothingham, Mr. Fisher, and Mr. Lyman. 
In the accounts of your VIsit to the Hotel nieu Convent, it i. intimated 

that you saw every nook a~d corner of that nllnnery hig:h and low, from 
the aarret to the cellar. As it is the universal belief in Canada, that no 
8tra~aer, the Governor hi mself not excepted, would be admitted into the 
secret apartments of the nunnery, we wish you to tell us plainly all that 
you know concerning the following questions. 

I. In what part of the cellar is it, and what is the kind of passage and 
step. which lead from the cellar into the n.llnnery garden-and what is 

,the kind of apert'Jre-and how IS the partItIOn opened-an.lm what part 
of the .. arden wall is the door or entrance from the cellar 1 

You"'must not reply that no such door" was ever seen or heard of,"­
because in that case you will only prove that you have not seen or heard 
of all the parts of the nunnery. 
. 2. In what part of the uuilding is the Chaplain's room 1. And can you 
describe the private way from the Chaplain's apartments mto the portion 
of the house, especially appropriated to the nuns-and with wbich of the 
rooms has the Chaplam's room a private communication? . 

Your denial th .. t such a room and such a passage eXIst WIll not alter 
'the reality· but will verify that there are ways about the nunnery, ofwhich 
yeu never' heard, and whicll you never most probably will see, until the 
dissolution of the monastic system, and the full and final overthrow of 
Popery in Canada. 

3 



3. What part of the Hotel Dieu Convent was OI'~upied by ~eller 
Taylor lit Co., or Horatio Gatps lit Co., and Samuel FItch lit Co., ID the 
year 1816, for the storage of tW? thousand barrels of ft.our 1 and ,,·~~t 
kinds 01 merchandize were stored In the same place at the tIme of your VISit 
in the summer (If 18361 

4. Were you perlllitted to pass Ihrollgh a very narrow all.." from the 
Seminary into "aul street: a private avenae for the Roman prle.1I alone, 
and for per-ons dres.ed as priests 1 

We shall not be pllt off with t~e fallacious "tatement-thal no such 
places were "ever seen or heard of;" because the denial of men who kn'!w 
nothina upon the .unject, will nnt he admitlerl either as relevant or vabd. 

.. Protestant Meeting in New l"ork. 
At a meetina convened in the Amertcan Tract Society'. Rooms, at the 

nil of several'''gentle'!'en. for the purpose 01 ~onsid~ring the controversl 
existing b.,tween Marta Monk and the Rom.sh Pne~t9 of the Montreal 
Dioceso. Francis D . .8Uen, Esq. was called to the chaIr, and Ihe R.". Oc­
tavius Winslow appointed as Secreta'!. The follOWing Preamble aud 
Resolutions were IIn.nimollsly arlope : 

Wherea., Maria Mnnk has hitherto appealpd in vain to the Canadian 
authoritie., both civil an~ ecelesia.llcal, to brin!!; her char!!;es a~lnst the 
Romi-h priests of the Montreal Diocess, to some equitable trIbunal for 
investigation; and whereas she now appenls 10 the "eopie of the United 
Stntes, invokina them to inter"ose in her behalf, and demand that justice 
be rendered tn her, a lonely girl, in her I.'eculiarly trying and unequal 
controYf'rsy with the priests of the Rom.sh church; and whereas the 
people of the United States-besides bein!!: always disposed to lelten to 
the voice of the friendless and the persecuted-have a dee'p' and solemn 
interest in the matter in dispute, in consequenee of the rap.d increase of 
Popery and of popish institutinns in their country; and also, in conse­
quence of the contiguity of the Canadian Nunneries, and Ih"ir intimate 
connexion with, and inftuence upon, the rising institutions of America:­
Therefore, 

I .. R ... l~t", That it i~ the sense of this meeting that the appeal of 
Marta Monk to the Amencan people, ought to be promptly and efficient­
ly resronded to, so far as the nature of the case will admit of. 

2. R .. oIoed, That the conduct of the Romish Montreal "rieste and 
their advocates-in attempting, by every means, to asperse and vilify the 
character of Maria Monk; and In attempting, throu!!h the most a'r1ful 
deceptions, to decoy her into their hands; and in refuoing, for the spaee 
o~ on~ full year, to allow t~e matter in controversy to be brought to a 
fa .. tnal; bespeaks any thlDg rather than manly honeaty and virtUOUI 
Innocence. 

3. Res.lv!d, That the recent eumin~tion, said !o have been made, of 
the Hotel O,eu Nunnery of ~o~treal, IS alto~ther unsa,tiefaetory; be­
cause the !!;entlemen engaged In It have been, from Ihs ~nninl! .lron .. " 
.... d ~clilltly prtjudictd ftgain~t Maria Monk. Mr Jones, editor or a 
Rom.sh paper under th«: allsplce~ of the pri .... ts, and principal mover in 
g«:tt!ng up the book aga •. nst Mana Monk, which is about to apppar, con­
tel~ln!!:, among other thmgs, the results of this party examination was 
the .. I,eader. And because material alterations are said to have'been 
made ,n and around the. clInven.!, during the paat year>-alterationa, such 
as doubtless would easily deceive l1Ie" a committee of examiners, For 



the.~ reasons, !ony report unfavorable t~ Maria Monk, made by thrae dio. 
quahfied e:lIBmmers, ought to have no mlluence in deciding tI,i. contro­
ver~y. 

4. RcHl1lcd, That the recent effort of the priests and Ihpir defenders to 
make it al'pear that Maria Monk,inslead ofde.cribino Ihe Holel Dieu N'un. 
nery and its inmates, has described a place which th"ey cull a " Maadalen 
Asylum ;" and also, their altempt to prove by the affiidavits of so~e un 
principled pr~l1igates and infidels, c"lIin~ ihemselve. prole.tants, and of 
Ignorant paplSla, that she never was a veIled nun; but that she has been 
of a.~ad character, living in brothel~: &c.; is hi~hly chalaclerislic of 
Jesulbsm; adapted to bhnd and bewilder the publIC mind, and turn it 
away from the single point to which it ought to be directed, ... , imparlial 
4l1:amin4!ianoflM em"",1l.. 

5. Ruolocd, That thc demand made and reiterated by Maria Monk, 
during the space of a full year, that herself in person, accompanied by 
ber frIends a. wen as enemies, should be permitt.ed to explnre the Nun· 
nery, is perfectly reasonable and right; and that A further rer"sal, in the 
present state of the ca'e, forthwith to comply with iI, on the part orlhe 
Hotel '"'ieu E~c1e"iastic., ought to be crmsidered as equiv.llenl 10 an acknow. 
ledgmtlll of Ihe crimp! alleged againsllhtm by .Maria .Monk. 

6. Resotocd, That a COIDlIlIltee 01 fonr gentlemen be now appoinled, 
with power to 611 vancies and increase their number. either 111 the U niled 
States or in Canatla, to accompany i\laria Monk 10 1II0ntreal, so soon 38 

the authoritIes of C .Lnada shall affurd sllliahle protection to ~uch a <:om­
mittee, and shall grant them thp nece;;sary permi,sion ano! lacilities for 
thorouglllyexploring the Hotel Dien Nunn<'rY, lind such othcr establi.h· 
menls as are said to be eonnected with it, the P,iests' ~emiuary, and the 
Gon~regationat Nllnner.v, connected by subterranean pa~sage~; and 
also the Black Nlln's 1.lal1el, which .eem. to be a co,nponent part of the 
Hotel Dieu Nunnery of Montreal; and that the lollo\\'in~ gentle mcn be 
appointed on that cnmmittee-George Hall, Esq., late lIIayor of Brook­
lyn, Professor S. F. B. Morse. David Wesson, Eiq., and Rev. J. J. 
Slocum. 

7. Ruolold, That copies of the the above preamhle and rl'$()hllions, 
signed hy the Chairman and Secretary, be transmitted, one 10 Hi. Majes­
ty Kin" William (V., one to the Governor of the Canadas, one to the 
Secrel:'ry of the Colonial department, one to the Romish Bishop of 1II0n· 
treal, and one to each of the papers of this city for pubhcalion : and also, 
that editors e:enerally throughout the country, be respectfully requested 
t.o insert the same in their papers. 

FRANCIS D. ALLEN, Chairman. 
OCT AVIUS WINSLOW, Sec'y • 
.IlulflUl 8, 1836. 

Protestant Meeting in Pltiladelphia. 
On 29th December 1836 n meetlna of the F,ienda 01 Ihe Protestant 

.Reformation was held: Th~ resolutio';s which follow were passed with· 
ont a diuenting: voic... . 

Whereas it a"ppears to be of importance to the callse of Protestantism, 
that Protestants generally sh~uld avow Iheir opinions anel juclgme.nt re­
specting the existing conlroversy. with the JesUIts and Romanl.ts In the 
United States. Therefore-:havtng dehberated .upon the cor~umstance" 

-e9Dnected with the recent contradictory developments concerDlng Popery 
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ill Canada, which topic has become a theme of so much evident.mi8repr~ 
.entation and calumniating reproach, the Protestants of Philadelphia 
bereoy promulge their decision. . . 

I. Resolved unanimously-That Ihe Ignorance ~r duphclty, and the 
easy credulity or the wilful delusions of all. those nommal Protcsta.nls, who 
justify, defend or exrenuate the antl-chrlsllan conduct and .acts 01 Homlsh 
priests, nUllS, the monaslic .ystem, and Popery, should smcerely be de-
plored, alld should op' nly be co~demned.. . 

2. Resolved unanim~u.ly-That the resolute srlence of the Rom.sh 
Prelate and Priest. of Montreal concernin" the reiterated criminal allega-' 
tions which for nearly Iilteen months past have been publishe I !esp"cting 
themselve., is self-evident "rooflilat they dare notconlront their accusers 
and other witnesses, and i. equivalent to a conle.sion that they are 
guilty. 

3. Resolved unanimously~ That the .tern and constant refusal of the 
Montreal Jesuit prelate to admit imparlial persons to examine the Hotel 
Dieu Nunnery of Montreal, IS convincing demollstration,lhallhe Roman 
p!iests in Canada are conscious, that 0. minute exammation of that insti. 
tUle would disclose the enormous iniquity which they are said to have per­
petrated. 

4. Resolved unanimou.ly-That the conduct of the Rev. Mr. Curry of 
Montreal, the Rev. Mr. Chapin of Westhampton, and of the Edilors of 
the New York Commercial Advertiser, in gratuitously appearing as ad­
vocates of the Jesllit Prelates and Priests in Canada, when at the same 
time. those Romish eccleoiastics are too crafly to attempl any defence of 
'hemselves, imlleriously calls for Ihe unqualified censure of every true 
Protestant; and is a melancholy proof of that departure from the trutb 
which must he lament d by evel y sincere christian. 

5. R"oolved unanimously-That the narratives and statempnt. publi,h­
ed by Ihose gentlemen, Messrs. CUrlY, Chapin, and the Edilors oflhe 
New York Commercial Adverliser, are not deservin!! the smallest cre­
dence; ana callnot be believed by any pers.,n who has pelO"ed the con­
trov'rsy. 

I. BeCRuse Mr. ('urry has nr'knowlpd"pd thaI he himself has seen ma­
nifest recent alteration. in the Hotel Dip~1 Nnnnery. 

2. Because from the time wh"'h elapsed while Ihose "entlemen and 
!heir a~~ocjatC's were avowedly f'xamining Ihe N tlnnl'IY, it is ahl!lolutf'ly 
.mp.J.slhle that more than a very small part of the bUlldin" could bavu 
been searched. " 

3. Be<:l\u.e there are not only direct conrrad;ctions among the witness­
eo, but also because they confule Ihem.ehes. 

4. Becau<e. 00 far as known to uo, no one of all the gentlpmen of 
Canada who have bepn named as collaleral witne.ses. has "enturfd to 
add his Ilttestalinn to the assertions which Mr. CU,ry, Mr. Chapin aod 
Mr. Stnne have made. ' 

5. BC"8use upon ~II 'he prim ipal points in the conlroversy, it has be .. n 
veTified by the most Incontro\'erlible testimony, that the statemmts whicb 
those gentlemen have made are not c-onect. 

They have stated that the subterraneous pa.sage betweon the Pri,.Is' 
Semmary and the Nunneries iu Mont·eal, \\'as nfl'er seen or hcald of: 
whICh asserllon has been proved to be a \\;Iful rals(hccd by numerous 
witnesses. J 

'l'iJey bave avowed, that tbe Hotel Dieu NuoDeryof Mootreal, is not 



much lllrger than the New York Bridewell, which is notorion81yuntrue, 
by the official measurement of Mr. Bouchette, Surveyor General of 
Canada. 

They have affirmed that no changes hnve recently been made in the 
Convent, notwithstanding the testimony of the very mechnnics "'ho 
executed the alterations, and of numerous witnesses who watched its 
progress. 

They have also declared, that the Jesuit Priests in Cnnada nctivply aid 
in distributing the Scriptures, notwithstandin" those P,ie.ts themselves 
disclaim that anti-cano ical ~ractice; nnd the Bible ::'oci~1 y's reports for 
the last twenty years testily, that the Roman Priesls in th.t Province al­
ways and universally prohibit the readin)! of the Scriptures; aud in every 
case when it can be done with impnnily, tnke away the word of God 
from its possessor, with the avowed purpose to destloy it. 

6. Hecause it is a well known established rule oftl.e Canadian Nun­
neries, that from certain parts of tbe buildings nil strangers shall ever 
rigidly be excluded. -

7. Because the narratives of those gentlemen are in direct contradiction 
to all the annals of the Roman hielarchy, and to the uniform history of 
Female Convents. 

6. Resolved unanimously- That the proceedin~ s of our Protlstont 
Blethren in New YOlk, in connection with the Ameli('nn Society to P'O­
mote the principles of the Reforll.ution, in ,,·ference to lI.e ('0111 OH .. y 
respecting Canadi3n POI'ery, are hi~hly app" ciated and cOIdiully ap­
proved by the Protestants 01 Philadelphia. And it is earneslly recom­
mended to our New York B.ethren to carryon their walfare wilh thp. 
enemie. of Protestantism, whether they are Popish undisgui"ed cnemiea 
of the Cross of Christ, or whether they are nominal P'otestanls "ithin 
the chur"h or not. And e.pecially not to desist from ur1;ing wilh all im­
portu~lty Iheirdemand for an impartial and u ·reslrlcted Icse~rch inlo the 
Hotel Dieu Convenl, in company With tllOse person. who were acquaint­
ed with it prior to tbe recent alteralions, nntil ~y a deliberate and d"cisive 
exploration, the truth or the talsehood of the .. Awful Disdosur.,s" .hall 
be delinitively ascertained. 

7. Whereas a variety of reports of most pernicious tendency are con­
stantly circulated by the enemies of the truth, exprc.sly to destroy the 
cff.ct of the irresistible evidence whIch has been adduced aeain.t Ihe 
Roman Priest~ and Nuns in the United ~tates and Canada; and \\ hpre­
as it is .. fthe hi"he.t importance that the mischiefs I~ence resulting .hould 
be promptly and efficieutly countelacted, Theretorc-

Resolved. That the precedin~ resolutions he transmitted to the Corres­
ponding Secretary of the American Relormation Sociely, with our "quest 
that the New YOlk Brethren will talte our pro('eedingslntoc"nsidelatioll, 
and if they approve of our resolutions, add lIoto them th,·ir sanction. 

Whereas uur New York Brethren are the mo. I comp""'nt witnesses in 
.the case, they are also rpqu~.red to puhlish their ('olegori. 01 deci~ion on 
t'lese three points: 1. The real auth"n h' p of the Book" entilled .• A wfill 
Di.clooures" respe('lin~ the Hotel Dicu Convent in Montn·at. 2. 1 he 

. mornl character nnd conduct of the Nun \\'ho made thooe" Awful Dis­
closures," since her re.i,lencp in New Y mk 3. The degree of conli­
dence which ou::,ht to he placed in her statemenls, alising from the un­
nrying consi.tency of her narrative amid the trying circumstances in 
which she baa been placed. 



so 
A solemn declaration, at present, on those topics from our ~e" Y orlt 

.Brethren, will powerfully tend to dissipate fals~hood aRd delu~lon, and to 
4lstablish and confirm the miuds of those \>Crsons who are yetlOcreduloul 
and undecided. LEWIS C. GUNN, Secretary. 

Protestant Meeting in New York. . 
In compliance wilh the request 01 .the Pr"te.tant Bre.thren of,~~llade1-

phia a gelleral meelin" of .. Ihe decided oppunents 01 Popery 10 New 
York was held ac :ording to previuus notice, in ~roatlway H~lI, on the 
16th of January, 1837, lor the objecls specified 10 the precedlllg r<801u­
tions. 

E. NEXSEN, Esq. was appointed CHAIRMI.II. 
\\1. CH.&MBER9, ~ECRET£R". 

Resolveo.i unanimously That the cordial thank. of this meeting be 
presenle.1 to our Prote.iant brethrell of Philadelphia 'or the .declsiv. 
tone ill which rhey have avowed thei, judgment "l'on the eXlstmg con­
troversy with Romanism in the U niled Slat~.; and Ihey are hereby as­
Bured, thdt the P,..teslants of New York, now aseembled, do mo.t 
entirely ul'pruve of their resolutions, and alier mature consideration, do 
add uuto Ihem our deliberate, full, and most 801 .. llln sanclion. 

The fvllo\\ in" part uf the commllnicalion from the Prutestantl of 
.Philadelphia wso; then presented to the meeting in a distinct lorm • 

.. Whereas our N,·", Yurk brethren are tile 1Il0st competent witnesses 
in the ca.e, they are requested to publish the .. c~tegoricsl decision on 

'these three I'"iut.. J. 'l'he real autho,ship of the book entitled' .. A,wful 
,DiscLosurw." respecling the Holel Dieu Convent in Montreul. 2 The 
• character and conduct of the Nun who made thosc •. Aw.i" Disclosult s," 
since her residem e in New Yo.k. 3. T he degre~ of confidence which 

· ought to be p:act"d in her .. tatementiil f arising from the unvarying ('onsi .. 
· tency of her lIarrative amid the trying circumstances in which ahe has 
been placed. 

A solemn declaration, at prelent, on thosp. topics from our New York 
"brethren will powerfully tend to di.sipate falsehood and delusion, and tl» 
establ.sh and oo .• filln the minds of those persons who are yet incredulous 

· and undec,deu." 
The aho~e req ue.t havinlt, heen ~ead and considered; the following an­

swer to that call from from rhiladelphia wa. unanimously adopt~d. 
The Protestants of New York upon ample evidence do solemnly 

-declare-
I. The volumes Mltitled .. Aw'nl Dieclosures," .and" Further Die­

.·clo.ure.," were verbally communical.ed by Maria Monk, in all their most 
\. mniule particulars and cirCUOlS1anf'f's. Those narriitivt,S "fre ,,-ntten 
du,ing the COII"e offreqllent conversations; and the books, as published, 
"ere tran.cribed and arranged from the originallllanuscripts, with the 

. most scupulous regard to accuracy and truth. 
2. Tne COtIdull of Maria Monk during her residence in New York 

·has procured fill her many sincere friends, especially among the Ladies 
with ... hom she has resIded; and her personal purity has powerfully COl'­
rohorated the tJuth of her narrative. 

3. No person who has heard her statements from heraelf ('an doubt 
her ~erscily in refer.ence to the H?tel Dieu ~lInnery of Montreal. Her 

· consl.teney o.f d~tft" has .becn ~er,fied by reIterated. 8~arching, and pro­
longed enmlOatloDS at distant mtervals. The facta which she ann_ 
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ced at one period were laid aaidei and after the lapse of weeks and 
months, without any notice, inqUIries were made of her re.peeting those 
pubjeets when she was uncon.ciulls of the de.ign in introducing them. 
But the same answers were given often in the same words, and with the 
8ame circumstances, thereby demonstrating that the facts whi,'h ~he had 
revealed were entwined witb her strongest recollections and the \\hole 
course of her prior life. This remarkable i,lentity in her oft repeated 
narrative evinces, that co"fidence may be placed In her statements: 1 
Beeause her charges a~ainst the Romon prie.ts and nuns in Canada are 
amon" the things whiCh could he mnst easily disproved by them, if they 
are fafse. 2. Because Maria Monk is comparatively uninforr.led upon 
the sttribute~ and ~elations of domestic a~d civil society, and, eFpecially 
upon all affaIrs which have occurred extenor of the convent, eIther in the 
church or the world. 

Thia meeting therefore do solemnly declare, as their unalterable con. 
viclion, that the more profoundly the testim,,"y ofMari. Monk respecting 
the Canadian Priests and Nuns IS searched, the more lucid and irrefragable 
it appears; and also, that all the opposition has only hitherto rendered the 
truth of it more obvi!>ns. 

Resolved unanimously, That the proceedings of this meeting be pub­
lished i'1 the American Protestant Vmdl('ator-and that all the Editors of 
Reli!rious periodicals in ti,e United States be renuested to insprt them in 
their"respective lIlIscellanies-that thereby anti·Prote.tant "falsehood and 
delusion" may be dissipated; and thooe 01 our Reformed Brethren who 
are yet "incledulous" concernin~ the true attributp8 of Popery, and the 
doings of the Jesui.ts may be enlightened and convinced; aud those .. lao 
are doubtful may be decided and confirmed. 

E. NEX-E'l, Clwirmnn. 

New York. January 16. 1837. 
W. CHAMBERS, ScCTtI~ 
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