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‘escaped nun.' Her resclution, however, at last grave way, and Mrs,
Monk tells how, a few days after Hoyue’s interview, her daughter
was staying with Hoyte at the house of a joiner named Johnson in
Griffin-town (a suburb of Montreal), and how Hovte lhiad represented
her as a nun who had escaped from the Hatel Theuw Convent Obp
subsequent inguiry Mrs, Monk found that her daughter had dis-
appeared with Hoyte, Maria's half-crazed brain was no match for
the fox-like cnnuing and dog-like persistency of IToytc and his pair
of fellow-reprobates, Such poor scruplesas the unhappy creature had
were overcome at last. She lent herself. though evidently after a
long struggle, to the spread of the savage anti-convent rowmauce
which was ‘tn make her a lady for erer.”  And thus, for the sake of
the wretched ‘bawbees,’ she became a protessional sham nun—the
evil prototype of some scores of impostors of the typa of the woman
Blattery. Her impresaric and his guilty confreres licked into shape
The Gates of Il Reopened by the alteration of a few proper names
and other details. It was reprinted under a new title— %e deofil
Diselogures of Maria Monk, The scene of the revised story was
placed in the Hotel Dieu nunvery in Montreal, Maria Mook posed
at the same time ag its author and as a nun who had escaped from
the Hoitel Dieu, This was in October, 1835, And thus was set
afloat that remarkable imposture whichk finds credulons believers
down to the present time,

A WELL-TIMED IMPOSTURE.

Such were the auspicious beginnings of Mrs Slattery’s evil
trade—that of sham ex-nun., The moment of the publication of
Maria Monk was well chosen. The Eastern States were at the time
passing through one of thoese fanatical outbarsts against the Catholic
Church which were afterwards revived by the secret Knownething
organisation in the fifties and by the AP, A, during the conrse of
the present decade, In Angust of the previous year (1431} the
report had been circulated-—the coinage of o foclish or malicious
brain—that a nan was being detained against her will in the Ursu-
line Convent, Charlestown (Massachusetts), and wa~ pininginan
underground dungeon, It was the old, old story that, with a cer-
tain clngs of gullibles, has never lost its vitality and eternal fresh-
ness, The flame of feeling wax fanned by infamous tales of vice on
the part of those holy religious whose souls and lives were devoted
10 God’s service. One or two preachers—may God forgive them '—
lent their wind-power on the Lord’s Day. August 10, =34, to rouse
and strepgthen the brewing storm of public hate against the Ursu-
line community. On the following night a ferocious mob, blinded
by the foulest calummies. enraged by the harangues of the clerieal
incendiaries, lung themseives without warning upon the dwelling
of ten defenceless nuns and of the sixty helpless children under
their eare. A providential fear or panic gave momentary pau-e
to the mob and allowed the defenceless women and children just
time to escape. The rioters finding that. contrary to their fears,
the place was undefended, entered the building, They spent <everal
hours in carefully ransacking every room. They then deliherataly
set the building on fire, Broken furniture, books, curtain~, veat-
ments, and altar ornaments were piled up in the middle of the
several rooms and set on fire A copy of the Bible was thrown in
derision on top of the first fire a3 it blaza1l up, Whan moraing came
the fine convent was a mass of blackened ruins, The rioters next
burned dewn the bishop's house, farm buildings. and their sontents,
Not content with this ‘ they burst open the tomb of the establish-
ment, rifled 1t of the sacred vessels there deposited, wrested the
plates from the coliins. and exposed to view the mouldering remains
of their tenants” Suoch ix the substance of the report of the Com-
mittee of Protestant gentlemen of position and inliuence who were
appointed at a public meeting in Boston, and who publicly investi-
wated this disgraceful outrage, cleared the nun- of an infamous
charge, and endeavoured to bring the perpetrators of the crime to
justice. In the last-mentioned purpose, however, they tatled  only
one of the Charlestown mis¢reants was ever mude amenable to the
law. The rest were all acquitt~d by sympathetic jurors tmn the fice
of overwhelming evidence of their puilt,

This scandalous miscarriage of justice led to a swift <pread of
anti-Catholic fury. which extended from Charlestown. Maz-achu.
setts, to Charleston. South Carolina  There, toe, an attack was
organised on the local convent with a view to its destroction.
Word went round of the preparations of the mob. A gallant hard
of Irishmen rallied to defend the menaced convent. They took up
their positions, well armed and ready. An Irish bishop passed
round their ranks at night. He eoolly examined the flints and pans
of their rifles to see that there should be ne ‘miss-fires’ and that
the cowardly assailants of defenceless women should, in South
Carolina, at least, meet with their deserts, The mob were guite
ready to fight women. They went bome and stayved at hone when.
to their terror and disgust, they found that they bad to deal with a
stern and determined band of well-armed and chivalrous fellows
wha were prepared to shed their blood in defence of the noble and
self-sacrificing women whom an American Protestant officer in the
Civil War styled ' God's army on earth.

It was in the near wake of this tornado of anti-Catholic feeling
that the rogue Hoyte and bia fellow-conspirators edited and
republished as the work of Maria Monk an indecent old pamphlet
that had appeared in its English dress 36 years before the birth of
the notorious fallen woman of Montreal. This calumny long drawn
ont was, in its new shape, first published on October 14, 1835, in a
vile muck-rake news-shect in New York called the Frotitant
Vindicator—a paper which was as great a disgrace to the decent
journalism of the period as are, at the present day, those organs of
the Orange Society, the |wtorian Standurd, of Melbourne, and the
Frotestant fanner, of Sydoey, Three months later, in January,
1836, the story appeared in pamphlet form. As Hoyte and his
fellow-reprobates had anticipated, the publication of the ronsa-
tional tale created great excitement. The pamphlet had an enor-
mous sale, The conspirators’ pockets were well lined with the
proceeds of their infamous swindle, They subsequently wrangled
over the spoile. and two of them admitted the falsehool of the
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whole story, It, however, suita the purpose alike of the prurient
who revel in a filthy tale for its own sake, and of the happily
diminishing number of blind and unreasoning bigots who would
not believe good of atholics were even the God of Truth to con-
firm it by special revelation. To these two classes the Slattery's
appeal for the shekets which, as 7rwéh points out, are the whele
and sole object of their wandering cruaade of slander. The lewd
will relish their calumnies irrospective of their truth. As to the
blind—the Slatterys can only make them a little mere blind.

A SWIHET ENI'ORURIL,

Such is, briefly, the hi-tory of the remarkable swindle, Wuria
Monk.  But even on the face of it aud apart from all knowledge
of the details of the Iloyte ronspiracy, the A.fil Disclosures are
not, a8 we showed last week, deservingr of the slizhtest credit,
The lie had, unhappily, a start, But it was a short one. We give
o brief record of subsequent proccedings in conaection with it
chiefly with a view to point cut and gratefully acknowledge the
leading and trinmphant part which respectable Protestants of every
creed took, and took promptly, in investigating the story and prov-
ing to the world that it was frum beginning to end a tissue of
as malignant faleehoods as were ever penned or spoken. Within a
few days after its first appearance it was denounced as a gross
calnmny hy the whole of the Montreal Yress—the Montreal
Iferald, the Montrenl (fasette, also by the Rucher Mereury,
the Queber Mereury, ete, in words which are before us. In onr
last issue we referred to the many affidavite by respectable Pro-
testants of Montreal—including Maria Monk’s mother—declaring
the unfortunate stroller's story (or rather Hoyte's new edition of an
old tale) a baseless calumny. Independent investigations were
made, with the same result, by [r. Robertson : by Colonel Stone
(editor of the Neir York (omaereial Adveorfiser), assisted by Mr,
A, Frothingion (President of the Bank of Montreal) and Mr,
Donean Fisher, another Protestant pentleman of the same eity ;
by Mr. W, Perkinsg, of Montreal; and by other prominent Protes-
tants as well,  And Appleton’s Cyelopdia of Lmerecan Biography
(Ed. 1838, vol. iv.)—a standard I'rotestant publication—tells us that
“the Protestant residents of Montreal thought it necessary to deny
her allegations in a public mecting held for that purpose”’ ‘Her
impostare, it continues, * considering the internal improbabilities of
her story, is one of the most remarkable on record. The same
publication tells us that ' her stories met with no credence in Mon-
treal. and she was shown to be a woman of bad character’ A few
lines further on Appleton’s teils us that her malicious tale ‘ was
conclusively proved to bz a falsehood. Chambers's foue yelopeedia
(Ed, 1nu1) briefly tells us that she was ‘a woman of bad character
who pretended. in 1833, to have escaped from the Hotel Dieu
Nunnery in Montreal,” and that, coming to New York, she ‘ found a
wood maey credulous adherents.” The findings of the various
inve~tyrations into the w/wi fhesefonor v may be summarised as
follows —

A UsEFUL SUMMARY,

1. The varions affidavits already referred to, and of the investi-
gationy regarding the story of Maria Monk being an ex-nun, may
be summed np in the words of Cul. Stone: ‘The result [of onr
mvestigation | is the mast thorough conviction that Maria Monk is
an arrant impostor; that she never was a nun, and was never
within the walls of the IIotel Dieu; and ¢ nsequently that her
thselosures are wholly and unequivocally, from beginning to end,
untrue —either the vagaries of a distempersd brain or a series of
calumnies uneqnalled in the depravity of their invention and
unsurpassed in their enormity.” Toe evidence of her mether and
other residents ot Montreal has already been given.

2, {#) On November ‘. 133} (as already shown), she declared
tn Dr, Rohertson, J.P.. that she had been - confined and chained in a
cellar for the last four years’ by her parents. (4) Under pressure
of Hoyte's persussions and entreaties she afterwards told the more
profitable tale that she Lad passed the rery sawie four years as an
inmate of the Hatel Dien Nunnery., () As a matter of fact both
storics were enqually rank falsehoods, Dr, Robertson, in his atfi-
davit, deposes that, after due nqguiry, he learned where Maria
Monk had been ‘residing a great part of the time she states having
been an inmate of the nunnery. During the snmmer of 1832 she
was at serviee at William Henry ; the winters of 14:32-3 she passed
1in this neighbotibood of 8t Qurs and St Denia, The accounts
viven of her conduct that season corroliorate the opinions I had
before entertained of her character.” Mrs. Duncan Cameron
MeDonnell, manager of the Magdalen Asylum at Montreal, testitied
on oath that Maria Monk was an inmate of that institution for
tallen women from November 1533+ tili March 1833, And the
pamphlet, &n Awfiul Frposere, ete, (published by Jones and Co,,
of Montreal, in 1836), traces step by step and authenticates with
eighteen affidavits from her successive employers, ete., the places
where the unfortunate creature resided during the years when,
according to the story attributed to her. she was in the Hditel Dien
at Montreal,

3. Appleton's ('yeloprdia, referred to above. says : ‘She (Maria
Monk) had even gone so far as to publish a plan of the interior of
the nunnery, which waa shown by careful examination to be
ineorrect in erery partiealdr,and in her second publication she
deseribed an islund im the 5t [Lawrence River that had no
existence. The absurd falsity of the plan was fully demonstrated
by Col. Stone and the Montreal Protestant committee of investiga-
tion, likewise by Mr. W, Perkins, another Protestant. With the
cpiscopil sanction, they searched the place from garret to cellar,
and found the passages, doors, etc., described by her in the nccount
of her sccond ‘escape’ to have no existence, and to have never
existed, Mrs. Duncan Cameron McDonnell's affidavit throws a
flood of light upon this famous ‘plan.” She deposes that it is
nothing meore or less than ‘an incorreot description of the apart-
ments of the said | Magdalen] Asylum, of which the said Maria
Monk was for some time an inmate, aa is hereinbefore mentioned.'
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